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Chapter 27

The Slaying of Truth (Part 2)
In June, 1964, there was one of the interminable leaks by which mostly the FBI was conditioning the media and the public mind for an unacceptable Report, then planned for July publication.  The papers reported the official account of the shooting to be that above.  Tom Dillard, then a Dallas Morning News photographer, later its chief photographer, when covering an event at which he saw Harold Barefoot Sanders, the United States attorney in Dallas, told Sanders that the leaked official solution was impossible because he had seen and photographed the hole left by a missed shot after the assassination.  His photograph had appeared in the paper.  When Sanders reported that to the Commission, through his assistant, Martha Jo Stroud, its assistant counsel who is now Senator Arlen Specter of Philadelphia pushed his single-bullet theory.  Until then all the Commission's work and all the information that reached its Members was along the FBI's line of the Russell-Cooper belief, that there had been no missed shot.  I detailed this in Whitewash's chapter "The Number of Shots" to which Campbell referred in his memo to Russell, quoted above.  I detailed it at greater length in Post Mortem and in even more detail in NEVER AGAIN!
In NEVER AGAIN! I also document that when the Army's top expert on wounds inflicted on VIPs told Specter and others that their single-bullet theory was impossible he was never again consulted and was not called as a witness.  What Dr. Charles Dolce would have testified to is preserved in a videotaped interview of him by my friend Gerald Selby.  I suggested to Selby that he interview the retired Dolce and he did at Dolce's Palm Beach home.

So, it is probable that neither Russell nor Cooper had any knowledge of the missed shot which Rankin and the staff had avoided to the degree possible, until Dillard made the continued ignoring of it impossible.  They did not then even take any testimony about it for another month, until July.  If men like Russell and Cooper had understood about that missed shot they would not have ignored it in their positions and in the records they made.  That would have reflected upon them in a way neither would want to be remembered in our history.

They certainly would not want their names on an official explanation of the assassination of a President that did not account for all the shots known to have been fired in that assassination!

It is, as Russell's assistant perceived from my first book, that the members of the Commission left too much to their staff.

But most had no real choice.  Except for Dulles.  He did not return to the practice of law after Kennedy eased him out of the CIA, whose director he had been.  The others were the very busiest of men.  The four from the Congress were among its busiest Members.  Gerald Ford, the other Congressman, was the minority leader in addition to his obligations to his Michigan constituents.  And John J. McCloy, the international banker who was also a prominent lawyer, was deeply involved in much, especially considering his advanced years.  Warren was the very busy Chief Justice of the United States, a great and time consuming responsibility.

Again except for Dulles, whose attendance at Commission hearings does not reflect it, not one had enough time for that added responsibility.  Dulles had the time but did not have a good record of attending those hearings.

Johnson, well aware of this when he appointed them, coerced some onto the Commission.  His one concern was trading on their names.  With this in his mind, he could not have served his interest, in trading on their names, reputations, and constituencies any better.

He knew they were not in a position to really run their own Commission.

But that meant less to him than what he did get by having them constitute his Commission.

So, the situation, meaning the situation Johnson created, was one in which the Members of the Commission had to depend upon their staff to do work that ordinarily the Commissioners would do.  This includes taking most of the testimony.  Among the many depositions at which no single Member was present was the testimony relating to that missed shot.  Most of the witnesses who testified, testified when no Member was present and thus that was testimony at which no Commissioner was able to ask any questions or evaluate witness demeanor, an important consideration in evaluating testimony.

That the staff took advantage of this situation to foist off on the Commission and all the rest of us a phony "solution" was made possible by the fabrication of a phony record of that executive session at which Russell and Cooper refused to sign a Report based as it is on that single-bullet theory.

That is how, faithful to Orwell, our history was being rewritten while it was being written, how a knowingly impossible "solution" to the assassination of a President became the formal, official "solution."

That is why, too, the crime remains unsolved.

It is also the cause of great and lingering disenchantment with government.

While I did not anticipate it in beginning this work, I came to believing that little, if anything, can begin to restore faith in government as much as an honest admission that the expected job had not been done and that the government did not report honestly to the people when their popular President was assassinated.

That it did not tell us the truth and that there was anything but unanimity in the official Report on that assassination is now set forth as it never had been before and with official documents little known and most of which have never been seen before.

Incredible, even impossible as it may seem, we now have the official proof that the official unanimous "solution" was created by unprecedented deception that had the purpose of seeing to it that the existing firm contradiction of that "solution" would not exist.  Without this unprecedented trickery that "solution" could not have been dared.

When Truth is our history, Truth buried, even slain, can rise again.

To help make that possible is the purpose of my writing.

The Truth of this writing is not merely that two Members of the Warren Commission so strongly disagreed with its Report's basic conclusion.  And that means they did not agree with the official solution to that most deeply subversive of crimes in a society like ours, that most terrible of crimes, the assassination of a President.

That is a crime that nullifies our entire system.  This time, too, it did that, as it had done before.  For example, when Abraham Lincoln was assassinated.

Nor is it only that this could be contrived -- even that it dared be.

Nor that it could be hidden for so long, with all that means to and about our national life.

Not even that so many in positions of trust and responsibility could have a hand in that slaying of truth.

And then engage in that added and awful crime of silence.  And prosper from it, as so many on the Commission's staff did.  Prosper and advance to high positions of added authority and responsibility in our national life.  Like the father of that bastard, the single-bullet theory.  In time, and it was a short time, he became a respected United States Senator himself -- the Senator of Anita Hill fame.  Or is it infamy?

Incredible?  Incredible!

The Truth of our History is a truth of many truths.

One of these many truths that should not have to rise again, and I hope by my writing can be helped to not rise again, is that this could happen.  And it did happen.

These Commissioners were among the most eminent of men.  Russell and Cooper were, although of different political views, wise, sophisticated, experienced and informed as few can be.  Each was respected by those in particular who shared their beliefs, as well as by some who disagreed with them.  They had long and honored political careers.  In our national life of that day they were among our wise men.  And, without question, whether or not they wanted the great responsibilities imposed upon them, as Russell clearly did not, they did their best to meet those responsibilities.

Russell had among his many responsibilities what in itself is a more than full time job in the Senate.  He chaired its appropriations committee, one of its most important committees.

Under our Constitution, all appropriations originate in the House of Representatives.  From the House, after it enacts the appropriations of these fantastically many billions of dollars for so many thousands and thousands of purposes they go to the Senate.  Its first consideration of them is by its appropriations committee.  It holds hearings on them.  After all the work this represents, and holding the hearings is only a part of that work, what that committee decides, what it may do with the legislation that originated in the House, then goes to the floor of the Senate.  This chairmanship is one of the most important of all, and it is so very time demanding!  This was but one of Russell's Senatorial responsibilities.

He also led what to him and to those who believed as he did was important to them, the political fight against the civil rights legislation then before the Congress.  Yet as he wrote in a letter to a British writer, he did read all the Commission testimony.  When published, that testimony alone, without the exhibits of greater volume, was of 15 volumes.  They were not small volumes.  His grasp of some of what he read is reflected, as I noted in my first book, by his, of the seven Members, insistence on still another lengthy and detailed questioning of Oswald's youthful widow.  And from that, as I also recount in that first book, emerged what through all the earlier questioning, including by federal agencies prior to her questioning by the Commission, whose first witness she was, for the first time the fact that she had been threatened -- intimidated  -- to give the untruthful earlier testimony she did give to the Commission.

Under Russell's late influence, just before the Report was issued, in private questioning at a Texas military base, she admitted that the FBI had told her that if she wanted to remain in this country -- as she did -- she should testify to what was wanted of her.  (Her startling confession is more than merely confirmed in records I obtained years later in one of those FOIA lawsuits.  For our history I made a separate file of duplicates of some of those records for easier retrieval.)  Like:

. . . if I did not want to answer they told me that if I wanted to live in this country, I would have to help in this matter, even though they were often irrelevant.  That is the FBI.

To impress the official intent upon her, the FBI brought down from New York, not leaving it to the local officials, a man from the Immigration and Naturalization Service, to really lean on and pressure her.

"He even said that it would be better for me to help them . . .  There was the clear implication that it would be better if I were to help."  (Quoted from Whitewash, the chapter "The Oswalds' Government Relations," pages 116ff, especially from pages 134-5.)

She understood that she would be deported if she did not say what she was wanted to say.  So, she said it.

No, you will not find this or any reflection of it or of what it represents in the Warren Report.  Nor to the best of my knowledge did any paper or magazine pick it up after I brought her testimony to light.

I cite it here to show that Russell was pretty sharp.

As was his assistant, Charles Campbell, who correctly perceived that in that first book, in its very first words, I did indicate that the Members of the Commission had left too much to its staff.

That staff, without question, was more than merely competent.  It was a very able staff.

Cooper, on his part, from inquiry of those who were on his staff, as my friend the Louisville, Kentucky lawyer Bill Neichter learned in speaking to them as he tried to perfect the Cooper archive at the University of Kentucky, kept his work on the Commission secret from them.  This is not intended to imply anything sinister on Cooper's part.  That was the Commission attitude and practice.  Its executive sessions barred the staff.  It held its hearings in total secrecy.  Without the legal right to classify, it classified as Top Secret what it was to publish!  Cooper appears to have believed that secrecy was expected of him.  Yet those of his Senate staff to whom Neichter spoke said he worked diligently on his Commission responsibilities and in addition to the not inconsiderable other responsibilities of a United States Senator, spent about 20 hours a week on it, all alone.  With none of it known to any of his staff..

Yet for all their wisdom, the wisdom that comes from the long lives of the many experiences of their political careers; for all they learned as lawyers, which both Cooper and Russell were; for all they had learned of life and people and of government; and for all their work and all they learned on the Commission, when it was at the end of its work and when they had such serious doubts about that single-bullet theory without which a lone-assassin-no-conspiracy Report could not have been issued, they knew so little about the basic fact of the crime that they did not understand this simple truth:

If the single-bullet theory was not valid, then without any question at all the crime was a conspiracy.

Separate from whether or not Oswald was part of it, no single-bullet theory, no single assassin.  It is that simple.

When the country's best shots, and then under vastly improved and easier conditions, could not duplicate the shooting attributed to Oswald with three shots, certainly they could not have if another shot had to be fired in the time span in which they were not able to fire three shots.

This is simple and it is without question true.

Yet in their vigorous and never-ended refusal to accept the single-bullet theory so vital to the Report, Russell and Cooper never understood that it alone invalidated the entire Report.

It is not merely that the crime was unsolved in its official investigation, serious as that is with this most terrible, most serious of crimes in a society like ours.

It is that the official "solution" was a false solution -- no solution at all -- yet it had the imprint of the official investigation of that awful crime!

Russell and Cooper saw clearly that the single-bullet theory was not possible.

There is no whoring by any Gerald Posners with our history that can contrive any way around this most basic of facts of the crime and its "solution."

It is beyond any question at all.

Yet Cooper and Russell were, after all those months and all that effort, so uninformed about the basic facts of the crime they did not understand this simple, fundamental truth!

Their Commission staff and the FBI overloaded and overwhelmed them with irrelevancies.  Typical of these innumerable irrelevancies and one of the more ridiculous of them is the six pages of the Report devoted to the FBI's scientific analysis of Oswald's pubic hairs!

As we saw earlier, the FBI took the blanket that was indubitably Lee Harvey Oswald's blanket.  It vacuumed it to retrieve hairs from it.  Like the magic bullet, this was a magic blanket.  Supposedly Oswald kept the rifle wrapped in it.  The rifle was well-oiled when it was examined at the FBI lab but the blanket was without a trace of oil on it.  (There is no FBI report on how oil could adhere to a rifle but not to a blanket in which that well-oiled rifle was wrapped.)  But never mind!  In vacuuming Oswald's blanket, the FBI recovered hairs.  It then tested those hairs and decided first that they were pubic hairs and next that they were Oswald's pubic hairs by comparing them with some taken from Oswald by the Dallas police.

Although it is nowhere clear why this was regarded by the FBI as a major evidentiary discovery or why the Commission also regarded it that way, these six pages of the Report with all that FBI hair science, complete with six sketches prepared by its fabulous lab, of various kinds of hairs, cross-sections of them and of these particular hairs, were published.

It was that impressive at least to the Rankin-controlled staff, which drafted the Report for the Commission.

Six pages to prove that a blanket that without any question at all was Oswald's blanket to prove what was already without question, that it was his blanket.

Proven by his pubic hairs on it!

But there was no FBI Lab study or explanation of how not a trace of all that oil on the rifle left not a trace at all on that blanket in which the rifle allegedly was wrapped.
Instead of asking what in the world the FBI was doing proving that what without question was Oswald's blanket, and with all this science about hairs to mesmerize it, the Commission went for this gobbledygook so excitedly that it devoted six pages of its Report, including those sketches, to it (pages 586-91).

This has all the relevance in the investigation of the FBI probing Newton's law of gravity or that the sun rises in the east and sets in the west.  This kind of thing wasted so much of the little time they had and I believe did contribute to making it impossible for such busy men to have learned what they should have learned.  To me the evidence is clear -- that was the intent of that staff and those of the FBI involved in it.

The point here is not so much how it happened as that it happened.

Worse for us and for our history and for what has happened to us since that assassination and since its official investigations and the disillusionment engendered by both is the fact that of the seven wise and experienced Members of the Commission, only those two, Russell and Cooper, expressed any doubt at all about that single-bullet theory when it so obviously was an impossibility.

So, what I am saying is not alone, significant as that is, that two Members of the Warren Commission held the strongest disagreement with this theory that is an absolute essential to the no-conspiracy solution -- that they disagreed with the official "solution" without which this Report could have been issued.

It is also that none of the other five did not, with the possible exception of Boggs.

Or if they did, uttered not a single word.  (If Hale Boggs left any records reflecting his disagreement with the single-bullet theory that Russell told me he had, I am not aware of it.)

And they all signed the Report that fixed a false "solution" on what really was "the crime of the century."

That this can happen to us -- and it did happen to us -- should be of the greatest national concern.

That it did happen with a crime of this magnitude, of that unique and most important significance, where and with what can it not happen?

This, I believe, we as individuals and as a nation must come to understand for it represents a great, perhaps the greatest, of dangers to us.

It would at any time in our history.

It does ever so much more in the nuclear age.

There was no likelihood at all of there being 40,000,000 deaths from the assassination of the President, as his successor persuaded the chief justice of the United States there was to be able to trade on his name in the investigation he ordered.

But there is this danger from other mistakes, other misjudgments, other decisions.

When it can happen -- and it did happen when the President was assassinated -- is it not obvious that it can happen with anything and at anytime?

This represents a great danger to us -- to the entire world.
So, I believe it is essential that we come to understand it and its awful meaning.

To be able to understand it we have to face the truths, the realities and faulty investigation of the assassination of John F. Kennedy. Unless and until we do, until we face and understand the realities, we are all in danger.

As the philosopher George Santayana said, those who do not learn from the past are doomed to relive it.

If two or more members of any presidential commission do not agree with its basic conclusions, that, by normal standards, is news.  By normal standards, if that Commission investigated the dramatic rarity of a Presidential assassination, such disagreement is even more newsworthy.

But it was not when President Kennedy was assassinated, when in practical effect we had a coup d'etat.
There is no information in this that was not readily available to the major media.

But it had no interest.

After 30 years the major media is still not about to admit that at the time of that great crisis and ever since then it has failed us and in doing that failed itself.

It therefore is not surprising that when there is legitimate news about the assassination or its investigations the press ignores it or falls short of full and meaningful reporting of that news.

There was such news released officially on April 15, 1994, after this article was written.  Then the National Archives released tapes of some of President Johnson's phone conversations relating to the JFK assassination and to the Warren Report.

As played on TV news, what was important was such things as Johnson's discussion with Ramsey Clark, who then, March 2, 1967, was his new attorney general, about whether Fidel Castro was behind the assassination.  Johnson found that ridiculous, as in fact it was.

What was important to the Washington Post of the next morning, Saturday April 16, was a bit of titillation, whether Johnson had referred to the widow Kennedy as "honey."  He denied it.

The Associated Press, which services most news organizations, did report for its clients that Russell and Johnson did converse, as reported above, about what became known as the single-bullet theory.  That was on September 18, 1964, the AP reported, without mention of the significance of that date or of that theory itself.  It said that neither Russell nor Johnson agreed with that theory.

The only significance of this the AP reported in that story (as it appeared in the April 16 Los Angeles Times), is that 

If the same bullet could not have wounded both men, there had to have been a second bullet -- and therefore a second gunman, according to those who believe in a conspiracy.

With this it dismissed the importance of what both the President and the Commission member said and agreed on.

It is only "those who believe in a conspiracy" who interpret this as meaning there was a second gunman and on that basis alone there was a conspiracy.  It is the fact according to the government and its official evidence.

The AP changed its later version of that story.  As it appeared in the New York Times of two days later, on Sunday, April 17, this is how it begins:

Washington, April 16 (AP.) -- The controversy over whether the same bullet struck President John F. Kennedy and Gov. John B. Connally of Texas began immediately after the assassination.  President Lyndon B. Johnson did not believe that one bullet struck the two officials, according to tapes released on Friday by the National Archives and the Lyndon Baines Johnson Library in Austin, Texas.

Connally was wounded when Kennedy was slain in Dallas on Nov. 22, 1963.

Senator Richard B. Russell, Democrat of Georgia and a member of the commission that investigated the assassination, called Johnson on Sept. 18, 1964 to discuss the commission's progress.  Russell said the report would note disagreement on the panel over whether Connally had been struck by a bullet that had already hit Kennedy or by a separate one.

Some of what is recounted above is worth repeating as a reflection of major media refusal to report to them what the people should know for our system to be able to work.

"Well, what difference does it make which bullet got Connally?" Johnson asked.

"Well, it don't make much difference," Russell replied.  "But the commission believes that the same bullet that hit Kennedy hit Connally.  Well, I don't believe it."

"I don't either."  Johnson said.

Russell also told Johnson that, "A man good enough shot to put two bullets right in Kennedy, he didn't miss that whole automobile."

Of all of this the paper whose proud boast long has been that it publishes "all the news fit to print" published uncritically this AP language:

Many people who see a conspiracy contend that if the same bullet could not have wounded both men, there had to have been a second bullet, and therefore a second gunman.

The Warren Commission said Lee Harvey Oswald was the lone gunman.

All the media have for years sought to put down all critics of what I regard as the official assassination mythology as conspiracy theorists.  But it is not only those "many people who see a conspiracy" who hold this belief.  It is the need of the official theory that one bullet inflicted all seven non-fatal injuries on both men.

Or on that basis alone, without any question at all, there was a conspiracy.

That's single-bullet invention is the absolute requirement of the lone-assassin theory of the official "solution" itself.

The official evidence, with no question at all possible, says that if that one so magical bullet did not inflict all those seven non-fatal injuries on both victims, there was a conspiracy to kill JFK.  When nobody could duplicate that three-shot-only William Tell performance attributed to Oswald within the time permitted, there certainly was no question about the impossibility of his firing four shots in that time.

The unreported significance of the date of Johnson's call to Russell, September 18, is that Russell had just demurred from the single-bullet theory and that his refusal to agree was to be expressed in the Report to be issued the next week.

Likewise unreported is the fact that also is beyond question, in addition to the Commission Member who did not and would not ever agree with this, its most basic conclusion, the President of the United States also did not agree with it.  That is to say that the President was saying, along with Russell, that there had been a conspiracy.

This had been officially suppressed for 30 years -- that the President himself did not agree with the very basis of the official Report of his own Presidential Commission, his disagreement meaning that there had been a conspiracy, the conspiracy that made him President.

And at least two Members of that Commission held resolutely to that same belief with the same meaning, there had been a conspiracy to kill JFK.

Not "conspiracy theorists" but the misrepresented and lied-about official evidence leaves this without question.

But the government still denies it, as do all its sycophants in the major media in their continued endorsement of that Report the unanimity in the signing of which was procured by fraud and other dishonesties.

We have come to where this is not news, that a President was killed by a conspiracy and that the official Report on that crime was false.

The media is so unthinking in its undeviating support of the official mythology that in reporting Russell's statement that "the report would note the disagreement" over what is most basic in it also failed to tell its readers that the Report does not report any such disagreement.

Senator Russell's dissent is historic, as is that of the President himself.

Even if the major media is so determined to further undermine public confidence in itself, it refuses to say so.
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