Specter v. Specter


Chapter 4

Single Bullet and Double Crosses

Because we are examining what Specter calls his passion for truth, which is also the title of his book, and because my lack of access to the great volume of information I have obtained over the years by many means, particularly by suing the government under the Freedom of Information Act, which alone provided about a third of a million pages, I have to limit the sources I can cite pretty much to what I have at home and to the official information I published in my books.  This examination of Specter’s first chapter, on the Warren Commission, is an appropriate place to go into some of what Specter includes in this chapter, some he gets to later.  All else, at the moment, now is not accessible to me as it is being stored in a college archive.

This also has an additional usefulness at this point.  It gives the reader an additional basis for both understanding and judgement, and for deciding what Specter, means or can mean, by both passion and truth.

His references to Shaneyfelt and his dependence on him reminded me of my limited contact with Shaneyfelt that I doubt 1'll ever forget.

When I re-filed my previous FOIA for request for the FBI’s copies of the records it had of its scientific testing for the Warren Commission, a request that included no secret records, we asked the court to permit us to depose four FBI lab agents who had personal knowledge.

Nothing secret.  In a trial all of it would have been public.

In an effort to avoid being questioned under oath, those who were of retirement age retired.  One was Shaneyfelt.  Then the FBI tried to hornswogg1e the court and me by claiming that because they were no longer FBI employees, they could not testify in that case.  That nonsense was rejected and we proceeded with the depositions.

Shaneyfelt, no longer an FBI agent, was accompanied by two government lawyers, the assistant Washington district attorney, who was the lawyer in charge for all the defendants, including the FBI, and the FBI’s own lawyer.  It was as though the FBI did not trust the Department of Justice lawyer.

Throughout Shaneyfelt showed how he felt, and he quoted himself as a superior being and the only one that was not a Mongoloid idiot.

He looked down on all of us, sometimes removing his pince-nez eyeglasses, the first I had seen in decades, and he acted and spoke as though he believed he was omniscient and was talking down to all of us, his own lawyers, too.  In his own way, and the FBI lab agents have many different ways, Shaneyfelt proved the truth of what Sanford Unger, dean of the American University journalism department said it his book, The FBI, that lab agents are especially trained to confound and confuse questioning lawyers.

At the end of his testimony, as he was getting up to leave, for all the world as though he was giving FBI testimony, when, as he knew, the deposition was ended, he stated, and these are close to his exact words, “I was going to sue you but the FBI decided against it.”  And he left.

I could have replied and wanted to reply but I did not want any controversy in the record.

But I did turn to those government lawyers and prefacing it with some profanities, told them that if Shaneyfelt had the courage to sue me now, I’d waive the statute of limitations and would pay his filing costs.

In federal court, when witnesses are subpoenaed, the court fixes what they are to be paid.  It includes fees and expenses.  Before Shaneyfelt deigned to appear and testify, he demanded extra money as a professional fee.

That was, as from his long experience Shaneyfelt knew, improper and I ignored it.

He even refused to answer questions because, he claimed falsely, they asked him to testify as an expert witness, which he had not been paid to be and do.  In this dodge he was not alone.  It seems to have been a regular FBI trick for interrupting proceedings and get the questioning lawyer’s mind off of what he had prepared to do.

Several days later, he actually sent me a bill for those allegedly professional services.  That I answered.  At some length. I told him what he was and that I would waive the statute of limitations, and that letter included that waiver, and, this is literal and not what is usually in books of nonfiction.  I told him that with all his fees paid and with the waiver to sue me, “if you have the balls.”

I have not heard a word from him since and he filed no lawsuits.

The records that I got later, which include his through-channels offer to sue me for the FBI to provide the lawyers and pay the costs went all the way up to Hoover and the decision that went back down through that chain of command was to let Shaneyfelt decide whether or not he should sue.

Having gotten his brownie point with his offer and not daring to take a case against me to court, Shaneyfelt replied with what he knew before he made his made offer, that he had decided not to sue because that would sell more books for me.

As this proves, he lied to his own lawyer. He, not the FBI, decided not to sue.  He knew better!

This gives a basis for evaluating Shaneyfelt's, his work and that of other FBI agents and reports, both being essential in Specter's single-bullet theory/conclusion.

What Shaneyfelt was, allegedly, going to sue me for is that I wrote he was in charge of the FBI’s photographic part of the Warren Commission "reenactment" of the assassination, which he was.

That to Shaneyfelt was to libel him!  Literally!

He not only handled that part of the reenactment, he testified to it before the Commission.

His boasting about his alleged intent to sue me was after the court reporter had ended taking the words down because that deposition had ended, but I have Shaneyfelt’s bill to me and a copy of my unanswered letter to him.  Both are still in my office.

If his testimony before the Commission had been less evasive and closer to reality, that would have been the end of Specter’s great pride, his single-bullet theory/conclusion.

Shaneyfelt testified three times, aside from meetings with the Commission staff.  The Report (on page 496) gives the volumes and the starting pages as 4H279, 5H138, and 7H410.  Of these, the longest is in Volume 7.  There Shaneyfelt was questioned by Specter and it ran on to page 165, 27 pages.  Specter went into much that he could use in his well-begun manufacture of his single-bullet theory/conclusion.  In that testimony his questioning of Shaneyfelt focused most of all on the Commission reenactment and on the Zapruder film.

Specter’s single-bullet theory manufacture owes much to Shaneyfelt.  He could have aborted that single-bullet theory/conclusion but he knew what was expected of him and he did what was expected.

What is astounding is that in the Report’s table of contents, which is nine pages long, it has no chapter and no subchapter in all those nine pages on what is absolutely basic in the Report, that single-bullet contrivance, and especially when it was known that this was an impossibility, which was ordained to be real.

The closest thing to it (and I'm trying to remember the 912 pages of the report more than three decades after I studied it) is under The First Bullet That Hit (pages 97-109).  But nowhere in those pages or, to the rest of my recollection is any kind of Triple-Bullet formulation mentioned.  Not theory in particular.  Not Conclusion.  No mention of any kind at all when without that Specter contrivance there could not have been a lone-assassin, no-conspiracy Report which, as we shall see, was, in effect, the conspiracy which conceived at the very beginning, as soon as Oswald was dead.

Which also means, as soon as it was known, that there would not be a trial.  This was Specter’s major contribution, as he boasts.  He also says that he is the one who persuaded Warren to accept this fabrication.

He knew it was a fabrication, despite all he wrote to make it seem to be real when he had plenty of evidence which left no doubt about its impossibility.  And Specter does not spell it out even in his own book.  His index, page 561, does have a Single-Bullet Conclusion.  He lists under Single-Bullet Conclusion (pages 93, 106, and 108-112).  Checking them also reveals that in his own book in which so pridefully he again has the conclusions that were placed in the Report would be impossible were it not for that Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion.  (He also has 16 pages on which he says he referred to the bullet’s trajectory.)

While from his index, too, he has no spelled-out Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion breakdowns he found worthy of separate and detailed listing and space.  These range from “conspiracy theories” to “cultural legacy of.”  Even “(Oliver) Stone’s views on.”

Of course Specter makes his arguments but not at any one point does he, from .his own index, he does not lay it out, point by point.  And on each point provide what he considers proof.  The most obvious reason is that there is no proof.  This, as the lawyer he is, he knew all along and ignored.

Conspicuously, he omits the evidence, not "theory" or "conclusions," that establish, without question, that what he made up has no validity at all.

He was in accord with the overall conclusion to the “investigation” that was officially agreed to at nine o’clock the night the President was buried.  It was a Sunday night.  We come to that, with documentation assembled from a number of sources.  The truth about the impossibility that the Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion is abundant and overwhelming but because without that completely impossible manufacture there could not be the preconceived and officially much-wanted no-conspiracy conclusion, Specter made it up and the Commission grabbed it, as Specter says on pages 119-120, with what he wrote barely touched in the editing of the Report.

In the many books I have written as a record for history, the actuality of the rifle and the impossibility of the so-called Oswald rifle having been used in the assassination, a shocking truth, is set forth with the official documentation.  Beginning in the first of them.

Even that, at the time of the crime, Oswald owned and possessed the rifle was not proven, particularly with the standards for evidence that should be insisted upon when a President is shot to death.

That alone ends the Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion and just about all else in the Report by Specter and others for the Members to approve.

The same is true about the magical bullet of the Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion.

The Report says it fell from the stretcher on which Texas Governor John B. Connally had been.  That is not based on actual evidence, not real evidence, as was set forth from the official evidence itself.  In the very first book on the Warren Commission and the assassination, too.

In his endless boasting, Specter brags that on the Commission “I had gone out of my way to include material that contradicted my conclusion.”  Here he wrote of the hospital engineer, Darryl Tomlinson, who had found that bullet.  In Specter’s version, coming from his “passion,” he writes that in what he refers to as his fairness, he describes how Tomlinson “had grown confused.”  Here Specter also brags that he “included the hole in the back of the president’s jacket” (page 120).

If he had tried to omit that evidence that bullet hole in the President's jacket he would have been denounced and criticized without end, he knew and knows.

But that Specter thinks that telling an infrequent truth about the most basic evidence of the crime of the century earns special praise for him or justifies his boasting about it, discloses the thinking of a mature man who did the real work of the Warren Commission and composed that massive fiction for it, he is wrong.

(This may seem extreme because of the massive campaign to get the Warren Report accepted but it is the actual evidence the government had and misrepresented or suppressed and I have obtained and put together.)

Compare this with that first book, published in August 1965, my Whitewash I.  This selection being with a single statement of fact, from what Tomlinson said, not from what Specter made up: “Tomlinson did not know where the stretcher came from” (page 162).  That “confusion” is the literal truth of his testimony.  Moreover, actual evidence made it clear that he had no way that of knowing where that stretcher came from.  But Specter badgered him to get him to say that it was Governor Connally 's stretcher, a vital necessity for the Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion he had already made up and could not prove.  (In fact he never proved it and proving it was impossible, as he also does not say in his "passion for truth".)  He never proved that the stretcher was Connally's and that, too, was impossible.  But as with his impossible Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion, it was an absolute necessity for the preconceived conclusions of the Report, as we will see reached before any real investigation was possible, the night before the first working day after the assassination.  It was just conjectured into “fact” when it was not and could not be proven.

In what is quoted from Whitewash I about Tolinson and about Specter’s pressures on him and making up what Tomlinson did not and could not know for him to testify to, this follows:

When pressed in an unsuccessful effort to get him to identify one particular stretcher ‑ not as the Governor's, but as the one he removed from the elevator ‑ Tomlinson went out of his way to make clear his belief that anything could have happened to that stretcher.  "I don't know how many people went through ... I don't know anything about what could have happened to them between the time I was gone, and I made several trips before I discovered the bullet ..." (6H132-133).  The strongest commitment Tomlinson made was that the bullet could have come from the stretcher he found in the elevator.  Tomlinson even insisted he did not have personal knowledge of where this elevator stretcher came from (6H134).

When an intern or doctor went to the men’s room, he pushed a stretcher blocking the door out of his way.  On leaving the men's roam, he left the stretcher where it then was.  When Tomlinson pushed this stretcher against the wall, "I bumped the wall, and a spent cartridge or bullet rolled out that had apparently been lodged under the edge of the mat" (6H130).  There is no question asked about the unusual location of the bullet, under the mattress.  Instead, Tomlinson was pushed and wheedled with the sole purpose of getting him to make a positive identification of the stretcher.  Tomlinson insisted he was not going to say anything that was not truthful, that being questioned by various agents as he had been and giving sworn, recorded testimony were unusual to him, and "I am going to tell you all I can, and I'm not going to tell you something I can't lay down and sleep at night with either.”

This bullet, taken from the floor after having been jarred out presumably from underneath a mattress of an unidentified stretcher, is the one the Report describes as "found on Governor Connally's stretcher."  The testimony makes clear it is only a presumption that either of those stretchers was the one on which the Governor had been.  Both could have been in no way related to the assassination.  The Commission did establish that neither had held the President.

Without regard to where in the hospital any stretchers might have been prior to the arrival of the motorcade or to what uses they had been put, there was so much confusion that the President and the Governor were entered upon the records incorrectly. These records show eight, admissions during that short interval (6H150; 21H156) (page 162

But Tomlinson was not “confused.”  He was honest.

And that bullet could have been planted.

From this evidence and this alone, the Report states that that particular bullet came from Governor Connally’s stretcher. (Fairness, Specter called it.)

Otherwise it could not have “concluded” that there was no conspiracy and that Oswald was a lone assassin.

There is no way that bullet could have gotten under the mattress by itself, to use the Commission's phrase on Oswald, “alone and unassisted."  That should have been investigated vigorously and immediately as soon as it was possible because the only way it could have gotten there was by someone placing it there.  Not only would that mean there was a conspiracy, something about which the FBI and the whole government should have been seriously worried, not many people could have had access to that rifle to shoot and recover bullets and be ready to plant one very knowingly before the assassination, the only possible time for preparing to plant it.  And this alone indicates an unusual and an extraordinarily powerful and able conspiracy.

However, the FBI had plenty of time for investigations that were not necessary.

Even obvious tests that should have been made were not made on that bullet.  Perhaps it was because the FBI was too busy with analyzing Oswald’s pubic hairs to “prove” that a blanket, indubitably Oswald’s and his alone, was in fact his blanket.  The Commission went big for that childishness, that silliness for which there was no need.  It devoted several pages in its Report to the detailed, illustrated and impressive FBI work that proved what needed no proof, that Oswald’s blanket was Oswald’s.  But it had no comment to make for the fact that when the FBI knew that there were deposits of unidentified substance or substances on that magic bullet, it made no test to determine whether it was human residue on the bullet which was officially alleged to have been in two bodies.

(Before the retyping somehow what belongs elsewhere was placed here, where it does not belong.  It can be removed, perhaps should be removed, but because it is explicit and emphatic on the failure of Specter to persuade even a member of the Commission, despite the trickery to accomplish that which is developed more and at length in my Senator Russell Dissents, even though most relates to other masters, I let it remain there so that it is available to those who may, in the future, be interested in the point and can be made aware of the greater detail in Senator Russell Dissents.)

ORAL HISTORY

INTERVIEWEE: Senator John Sherman Cooper

Cates: Hugh Cates.  It's April the 29th, 1971.  I'm in the office of United States Senator John Sherman Cooper.  Senator Cooper is a Republican from the state of Kentucky.  Senator Cooper, would you mind just stating some of your recollections or impressions of the later Senator Richard Brevard Russell?

Cooper:  I first met Senator Russell in 1947 when I came to the Senate for a two-year term.  I was defeated twice.  I’ve been back in the Senate several times.  I served for 15 years.  I knew him like all senators knew him, from observing him on the Floor of the Senate, admiring him for his dignity, for his presence, his authority and his tremendous power, and influence in debate.  I'll just say a commonplace, but it is correct that he’s always considered as an outstanding power, force in the Senate.

Cates:  Senator, excuse me, I didn't mean to interrupt you, sir, go ahead, sir.

Cooper:  He was often… I remember the first… when I first came here he was very courteous to me.  He was always very courteous to people.  He would listen to their views, unless he... at times he would get a little irritated because they were so… he could tell he thought they were very prejudiced or biased in their views and were not objective.  I was much interested in defense matters having served two years on the Armed Services Committee in ‘53 and '54.  When, after development of sophisticated nuclear weapons where it is so difficult to understand what all these weapons were about, when you were not on the Committee.  I would ask him, when he was Chairman, if I could come to the sessions when Secretary of Defense gave to the Committee his estimate of the defense situations sometimes lasting two or three days.  He was always kind. Always asked me to come in, and I was very grateful for that.  I assume … the period in which I had the closest relationship with him when both of us served as a  … members of the Commission to investigate the assassination of President Kennedy, which, of course, was more popularly known as the warren Commission.  In that year I did get – 1964 – to know him well and to see him in action and in thought.

Cates:  Senator, could you comment in certain areas of this investigation maybe something that might show a little insight into the character of Senator Russell?

Cooper:  Yes.  That investigation lasted several months in 1964.  He was also busy in the Senate.  It was an election year, and the investigation took a great deal of time of the members.  There were dozens of witnesses, dozens and dozens and dozens of papers we had to read, testimony given by other witnesses which are taken by members of the staff.  And then the Commission met often.  Our final judgment was unanimous but in making that judgment there were discussions which brought out the strengths of mind, the judgment and authority of Senator Russell.  If you want me to tell you some of them I can.

Cates:  Senator, I wish you would and I might say this and I don’t know if it would go into this area or not, but if you feel like if anything you might say should not be made public for some time you can so state that and a time seal would be put on it.  And iy would be honored by the University of Georgia.

Cooper:  No, this is perfectly all right.

Cates:  Well, I wish you would go …

Cooper: Most of it’s public knowledge …

Cates:  I wish you …

Cooper: What isn’t, I don’t think, I do not think anyway would affect the findings of the Commission.

Cates: Well, using …

Cooper:  But I would say first, Senator Russell did not want to go on the Commission.  I … I … I think you would like to know …

Cates:  Yes.

Cooper:  Personal things.

Cates:  Well, I want you to use your own judgment in saying anything you want to in this area.

Cooper:  I remember when President Johnson called me at my hometown in Somerset, Kentucky, where I had left for the weekend and asked me to be on the Commission, and he told me that Senator Russell would be the Democratic members from the Senate.  That led me, very persuasively to also be a member of the Commission, because I appreciated his position and his judgment.  Senator Russell later told me that he objected very strongly to going on the Commission.  He was very busy and also, to be frank, he said he did not care to serve under Justice [Earl Warren].  But as always, his sense of duty and I think patriotism and it was deep in him, led him, as he told me to override any personal feelings and do what he thought the President wanted him to do and do what he thought ought to be done for the country.  And it … I … I … I …that was one of his great qualities, to rise to what he thought was the need of the country.  On the Commission, which was made up of a … four from the Congress, two from the House and two from the Senate – two republicans, two Democrats – and Senator Russell and myself from the Senate, Congressman Boggs and Congressman Ford from the House – and then a distinguished group of civilians, private members, headed … and then headed by Chief Justice Warren.  As a group we had no preconceived notions.  We differed in many ways and we did over testimony and work to come to, if we could, a common judgment.  But there’s … there were two issues in that investigation which again impressed me about Senator Russell. And first may I say, he kept up with that investigation all the time.  Even if he had committees which he had to attend, he had a representative there and staff when he came back you could tell that he had read the evidence.  He talked over all the facts.  He knew what had been done even when he wasn’t there.  First, there was the testimony of Mrs. [Lee Harvey] Oswald, the wife and widow of Lee Oswald.  And when we heard her testimony, the first and second time, she was bereft and … and, of course, a tragedy for her.  And I think she attracted some sympathy from the commission.  Well, of course, that sympathy would be human nature.  But Senator Russell, he was not convinced that she had told the full truth and all the facts she did know.  And he talked to me about it.  I had somewhat of the same feeling, but again I must say he was the leader … took the leadership in it.  And he said … he suggested that we go down to Dallas, Texas and have her as a witness there.  And we would question her again.  And we did go.  I think we were there two days, and on those two days we questioned her very strenuously and his was the most powerful examination.  He was courteous, dignified, but nevertheless he searched for the truth.  I will say that we did not get from her any further information, but I always believed that Senator Russell thought that she had some fact, not necessarily that... that it was anyone else but Lee Oswald responsible, but...but that he had some feeling that she had not told all the facts.  I think that was born out in a statement he made a year or so ago in which he said, as I recall, he had not yet been persuaded that we had all the facts.  The most compelling position he took in the Commission was this: there was a question of whether or not the shot which struck President Kennedy of one of the shots, had… had passed through Governor [John] Connally of Texas on the front seat.  To... to find that it had passed through both would make the decision somewhat easier in the time frame.  It wasn't conclusive.  And so there’s first... an opinion by most of the Commission that we should say that the shot passed through both President Kennedy and Governor Connally.  Governor Connally was a very strong witness.  I see now why he has the present opinion in the country that he's a very strong man.  He’s a very strong witness.  He said categorically that he knew it... that the first shot did not pass through him.  And he… I remember he said, "I turned my head. when I heard the shot.  It did come from the direction that you have decided it came from because I’m familiar with firearms.  But as I turned again to the left, I felt the impact of another shot."  Senator Russell just said, "I'll never sign that report if… if... if this Commission says categorically that the second shot passed through both of them.  I agreed with him.  I must say he had great influence with me, but I too, have been impressed by Governor Connally and so the Commission then did agree that, I cannot recall the exact words, that while there was evidence that the same... that the shot had passed through both President Kennedy and… and Governor Connally it was not conclusive.  And with that, why, Senator Russell won his point.  I think he’s correct.  The other point was at the end, and this was more a matter of language than of decision because everyone had agreed that from all the evidence we had, that we could find only one person who was… who was a… could be charged with the assassination of President Kennedy and that was Lee Oswald.  And... but again, there was the first categorical statement that Lee Oswald was the assassin, no one else was connected with it, and again Senator Russell said, “I agree wholly on the facts before us.  But, we are not… we… we’re not… we cannot say that at some point there may be some other evidence in the future and that we cannot categorically close the door to the facts that may arise."  He; just said, "I want to limit to what we have ourselves heard, we've searched out all we could, done the best we could and on the basis of that we say that Lee Oswald was the assassin but we must not... we must say also that there may be facts which are developed in the future but which we could not secure, which may show otherwise."  Now, that last is probably was just... said, well, anybody could have said that but taking in consideration his... his determination to interview Mrs. Oswald, the third time and very strongly, and his strong position on the question of whether the same shot passed through both President Kennedy and Governor Connally, I just feel these to show the strength of his mind, the careful judgment about testimony, the limits... precise limits, upon which we could base our judgment, that is on what we had heard, it was an indication of the… of the capable, capable, able and capable man of a very strong mind, of a very discriminating mind, of a powerful determination to be just, and I came out of that six or seven months work feeling that I had been associated with a man who was more... certainly more able and powerful than anyone else on that Commission.  And, well, and I thought more than anyone I'd known in the Senate

There is quite an abundance of official and now available proof of the total impossibility of the Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion but I was able to and did prove it was impossible in that very early first book which was completed in mid-February 1965.  What was immediately available to me is in the Report itself and from a hasty look at the massive appendix.  It is of an officially estimated ten million words in those twenty-six large volumes.  Since then, initially in the Commission’s records at the National Archives and then what was disclosed in my FOIA lawsuits, about a third of a million pages.  They provide more than enough for my examination of Specter’s “passion” for his Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion on which the entire official Report on the assassination that – was a de facto coup d’etat – which he does not say.

But here and now, for our present purposes, no more is needed on Specter’s Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion but, inevitable, more will come out in any event.

But because this Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion also is basic to the Report and to acceptance of the Report that the Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion was not believed by three members of the Commission as indicated earlier and is very important.  Here we examine a bit of that proof, the talking paper Democratic Senator Richard B. Russell prepared for the executive session he had forced on September 18, 1965.  This talking paper is one I never found at the Archives and it should have been available at the very first – if the Archives was not being political as it then was – not being part of the official government decision not to investigate the crime itself and to pin it all on Oswald alone.

This comes from Russell Archive at the University of Georgia at Athens.  It is Russell’s file copy, headed “ASSASSINATION COMMISSION” and dated 9/16/64.  It is triple-spaced and it is clearly a carbon copy.  Its first sentence is,

I do not share the finding of the Commission as to the probability that both President Kennedy and Governor Connally were struck by the same bullet.

What Russell said at that memory-holed executive session is confirmed and agreed to by Republican Senator John Sherman Cooper.  Cooper, aside from what is in his own archive at the University of Kentucky at Lexington, did an eloquent and laudatory oral history for the Russell archive.  The copy is not dated but it is headed “ORAL HISTORY” with a number partly obliterated, “?40”.  Of the much that could be quoted from this recollection of the Democratic Senator by his Republican colleague on the Warren Commission is this from the second page about that Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion:

Senator Russell just said that ‘I’ll never sign that report if… if… if the Commission says categorically that the second shot passed through both of them.  I agree with him.

Several dirty tricks, if not unprecedented, nonetheless their own kinds of subversion in a democratic society were played on Russell – and with that were played on the nation.

One was not to make and keep a record, a transcript of that executive session Russell forced by his refusal to agree with Specter’s that Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion.  That the Commission had, from the first, “said we would have records of meetings.” (Post Mortem, page 487, quoted from the partial official transcript of the executive session of January 22, 1964).

Proof that those who controlled the Commission that arranged in advance to deny Russell the opportunity to leave an official record of his dissent is in the fact that they saw to it that no court reporter would be there to take down what was said and transcribe it.  (There was another instance of this violation of agreed procedures and record keeping on January 24 when they expected to hear what they did not want to bi in the record they would make and leave.  Then also they had no court reporter.  I have the records.  The last use of a court reporter was three days earlier in September.)

All of this and more are included in my Senator Russell Dissents.

For that executive session at which Russell was officially double-crossed, there was no court reporter.  He had a separate talking paper that he then read and then had it officially wiped out by the Commission.  In it he said that he did not agree that the assassination was not the result of a conspiracy.

As soon as that September 18 executive session was over, Senator Russell fled Washington and President Johnson had to trace him down when he tried to reach him to talk to him about that session.  This indicated that some member of the Commission had been informed Johnson immediately, directly or indirectly.  These excerpts from the White House taping of phone conversation is headed, “Transcript of Phone Conversation Between LBJ and Senator Russell on 9/18/64.”

(The fact is that the FBI had an “informer” in Ford and a “source,” Dulles, who leaked to the FBI when that served his interest or purposes.)

What is quoted is this selection that reflected Russell’s state of mind and what each man said about the Commission and that Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion.  Of the possible explanations of the serious emotional reaction Russell had, one is that he was well aware of what the beliefs he presented to the Commission members present meant that there had, in his belief, been a conspiracy, and any conspiracy to kill any President should cause that kind of reaction at least in part because it is a coup d’etat.

Johnson had chided Russell for, in effect, fleeing town:

RR:
So I got out.  No, that damn Warren Commission business whopped me down.  So we got through today and I just...  You know what I did.  I went and got on the plane and came home and I didn't even have a toothbrush and I didn't bring bring (sic) a shirt.  I got a few little things here.  I didn't even have my pills, my antihistamine pills to take care of my emphysema.

LBJ:
Well you ought to take another hour and go on and get your clothes.

RR:
No, no.  Well they was trying to prove that the same bullet that hit Kennedy first was the one that hit Connally, went through him, went through his hand, his bone and into his leg, and everything else.  Just a lot of stuff there.  I couldn't hear all the evidence and cross-examine all of them.  But I did read the record and so I just...  I don't know.  I was the only fella there that even practically suggested any change whatever and what the staff got up.  I... this staff business always scares me.  I like to put my own views down.

Russell said, about Specter’s Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion after a brief exchange, “Well, I don’t believe it.”

Johnson replied, “I don’t either.”

(Specter’s “passion” led him to omit that the President of the United States said that he did not believe his Single-Bullet Theory/Conclusion.  And that meant he did not – could not – believe the Report.

Then Russell said, “So I couldn’t sign it.  And with only a few words omitted Russell recorded what he did not yet know was another double-cross:

I finally made them say that there was a difference in the Commission on that.

Then, without a word from Johnson, Russell reports that missed-bullet part of the basis of the Report:

And of course if that fella was accurate enough to hit Kennedy in the back with one shot, and knock his head off with the next one, when his head was leaning up against his wife's head and not even wound her.  Why he didn't miss completely with that third shot.  According to that theory, he not only missed the whole automobile but he missed the street.  Well that man is a good enough shot to put two bullets into Kennedy; he didn't miss the ole automobile or the street.

Russell also told Johnson that several Commission members agreed with him.  Johnson asked, “Was it unanimous?”  and Russell told him, “Yes, sir.”  I tried my best to get a dissent.  But they came around and traded me out of it by giving me a little ole thread of it…”  At this point the transcript ended, omitting the rest of the conversation.

But as Russell learned when I gave him the evidence he was even double-crossed, that “trade,” the tricky language of the deal, by member John J. McCloy being no more than a rephrasing of what Russell, Cooper and for a while Boggs refused to sign.

When I gave Russell the proof that he had also been double-crossed when there was no transcript of that session, I am told he never spoke to Lyndon Johnson again, but I have no proof of that.  I do have proof that he encouraged my work on the Warren Commission to his dying day.

I gave Russell the first four of my books and the man I believe was his legislative assistant read the first and skimmed the other three.  His initials on his June 14, 1968 report to Russell are “CEC”.  I think his name is Campbell.

After going through the steps I had taken to prove to Russell’s satisfaction that there was no transcript of that September 18 executive session, including a letter from the Archivist so stating

… His work is scholarly and evidence a tremendous amount of research.  His basic approach is not to try to prove that Oswald was innocent although acceptance of his inferences etc., lead to that conclusion.

His method is to restrict his criticisms to the actual information which the Commission had and he is critical of the Commission only to the degree that it delegated too heavily to the staff.  One of his strongest points of departure with the Commission is on the number of shots fired and on which shots hit Connally and/or the President.  He completely agrees with your thesis that no one shot hit both President and the Governor.  He apparently believes that there were at least four shots fired and probably more this destroying the possibility that Oswald acted alone and independent.)

What he also says and is correct is that the first critic of the Warren Report was the Commission’s most conservative member with a record of that now existing despite the Commission effort to see to it that no such record existed.

What is really sickening that lawyer and Senator Specter never mention while boasting of his love for this country is that when an official body, a Presidential commission, had and ignored solid proof and concludes the opposite of that proof and is in other ways not honest, and instead of meeting its responsibilities begins with a yoke around its neck in the form of an agreement not to investigate that most subversive of crimes, that de facto coup d'etat, which an assassination of any president is, stated in advance of any real investigation that it will not make one; and begins with the determination to finally tell the caring people that there was no conspiracy to tell the people that there was none when from the very first it had indication if not proof of the fact that there was a conspiracy.

It is also sickening, very sickening, as, of course, Specter would not say that there was all this official chicanery not only to frustrate the working of our system but to control what the official Report on the assassination could and would say by not only eliminating the dissent that there was within the Commission but to eliminate all records of that dissent.

Whatever the objective of that was, and this also is true of that prior highest-level agreement not to investigate the crime, which also protected the conspiracy that, without any question at all, there had been, all these known official acts protected the conspirators an the conspiracy; protected the coup d' etat, and those same officials never did level with the people.

The horror of all of this is that none of this was accidental and that it itself the Warren Commission was a great subversion.
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With the forgoing in mind we recall what Specter stated on the Today show at the time of the Anita Hill controversy of his making.  When he was asked why his word should be taken, he stated, "There is always my record of integrity."

We have just seen and we will see more of the real record of Specter's "integrity."
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