Specter v. Specter


Chapter 9

No Home for Truth

In my 1975 Post Mortem, sometimes in anger, sometimes bitterness, I did spend some time making a record of the improper and dishonest withholding of Kennedy assassination records that, under the law, could not be withheld.  Here we excerpt some of what was justified criticism of government dishonesty the purpose of which was to deny the people the information the government had and under the law should have been available to everyone.

All made possible by Specter in what was not a "passion for truth."

There were some dirty secrets in what had been improperly withheld.

When under the 1992 Act requiring full disclosure all the agencies flooded the National Archives with millions of pages.  This volume in itself denies access.

To that many pages there is no real access but before the time that great volume was disclosed, all of which had been improperly withheld when requested under FOIA, any complete access had not been possible.  Not a word appeared in the papers about the wholesale perjury with which many of this great volume of Kennedy assassination records had been denied the people of the country.

With the FBI there were scads of records that it should have disclosed to me in my many efforts, including a rather large number of lawsuits of the 1970's against it.  I could not have gotten to the Archives to go over them but friends sent me copies of a few.  Those records should have been disclosed to me in my lawsuits that included FBI headquarters and the Dallas and New Orleans offices.  But they would have been quite embarrassing if they had been disclosed when there was considerable controversy about the assassination.  That was before the outpouring of nutty books by those who considered themselves Sherlock Holmes returned.  They confused everyone with what they made up out of ignorance.

These records were also withheld from the Warren Commission.

Part of the official record in withholding and with the ever-present dishonesties serve as a background for the withholding to which we come, those which prove that the crime was never investigated and was never intended to be investigated, with the agreement, which means with a separate conspiracy, at the highest level.

In the Post Mortem chapter, "More From the Memory Hole" (242 ff.)  we see that from the beginning of interest in the unpublished records of the assassination it was not the military alone then suppressed information that should not have been suppressed.

The Freedom of Information Act became effective July 4, 1967, and I then tried to use it to have some withheld records made public.

In concept, FOIA is the most American of laws.  It says that the people have a right to know what their government does.

In practice, with the Kennedy assassination records, it was government policy to violate this law whenever the withheld records could cause embarrassment, as many could – and a large number did.

The law was violated wholesale and to support those official illegalities a wide variety of false claims were made.

Perjury was not uncommon, particularly by the CIA and the FBI.

All that I was able to bring to light under FOIA was thereafter automatically available to all.  Some of the agencies I sued had a public reading room in which anyone could read and got copies of all that I had made public.  And that others had, too.

In practice, however, from their record in resisting making public information available they were capable of keeping secret even the phone book and the names of hotels.

Which one of them, the CIA, actually did.

It seems like almost all the government wanted to suppress information about the JFK assassination and autopsy.  In part that was because suppression, holding back and keeping secret what should not have been although it was stamped "secret," was the widespread practice, policy and custom with most matters, too.

What we have just seen was really Specter's failures, his fault, because bringing to light all the fact about the autopsy was his responsibility.  When in this, chapter, "More from the Memory Hole," we get to the Commission and its failures, we get into Specter failures.  They were all his responsibility.  When I first read the Report I was astounded that it had so little to say about the head wounds, faults of Specter and of the Commission, the cause of death and the cause of the autopsy and all that followed, including so many millions of pages of government records and all they cost in time and money.

When that 1992 law required total disclosures and all those millions of pages that had been withheld were all available, there was no harm to the government at all.  Yet it had kept those millions of pages secret, not even acknowledging that it had that great quantity, under the spurious claim that disclosing them would hurt the government in various ways.

As it did not.

But the Commission began it all.  Particularly Specter in his part and his word:

Following earlier verbal efforts, on May 23, 1966, when only Whitewash and a little-known book (Sylvan Fox's Unanswered Questions) had been published, I began a systematic written effort to gain access to all the "autopsy or medical papers of any kind or description."  The file of subsequent correspondence is thicker by far than the manuscript of a large book.

And this is exclusive of court papers.  In one suit, Civil Action No. 2569-70, the lower-court papers alone also are much longer than a long book.

Even letters do make a kind of record for history, as some officials came to realize.  Court records can and do document, and in this case it is of government falsification of the most incredible kind.

At first I believed the policy of the National Archives was to be helpful, genuinely helpful, and that what its staff could not provide just did not exist.  It was a short honeymoon.

There is no longer room for doubt about the intended dishonesty of the Commission's Report as well as of its record.  The Report is internally inconsistent.  It is in violent disagreement with the testimony upon which it is based.  That testimony also contradicts itself, as it does its alleged documentary substantiation.  And the most vital documentation, as I soon learned, was missing.

This may seem strong talk to the reader, even at this point, so I refresh his mind on the glaring and irreconcilable conflicts that hit me immediately, as set forth in considerable detail In ''The Doctors and The Autopsy," the last chapter of Whitewash:

The Report (meaning Specter) promises to pinpoint and describe the fatal head wound at various places but at no point does.

The Report says that all the doctors swore that its alleged single-bullet basis is possible, but in fact, all swore it was impossible – every single doctor questioned did.   Caged, ambitious Arlen Specter, about to make a new career for himself by abandoning Americans for Democratic Action and the Democrats to run (successfully) for Philadelphia District Attorney as a Republican, after adducing this monolithic refutation of his contrived "solution," pulled a pair of quick switches:

a)
He asked each doctor to ignore the reality ‑ ''not this bullet, any bullet'' ‑ and then asked no more than could one bullet wound two men;

b)
He substituted this hypothesis and the meaningless testimony about it for the reality and then had the Report quote all the doctors as agreeing to his theory that all denied and refuted.

The chief prosector, Doctor Humes, swore in identifying the papers constituting Exhibit 397 that it included two pages of his own notes, some made during the examination of the President's body in the autopsy room itself, and they are not in that exhibit, in its printed version or any of the numerous others, each, later, with some care and effort, recaptured from the official oblivion so Orwellian in character.  Here (2H272-3) are the exact words:

Mr. Specter.  Now, Doctor Humes, I hand you a group of documents which have been marked as Commission Exhibit No. 397 and ask you if you can identify what they are?

Commander Humes.  Yes, sir; these are various notes in long-hand, or copies rather, of various notes in long-hand made by myself, in part, during the performance of the examination of the late President, and in part after the examination when I was preparing to have a typewritten report made.

Mr. Specter.  May the record show that the Exhibit No. 397 is the identical document that has been previously identified as Commission No. 371 for our internal purposes (p. 247).

Specter included not a word about what we have seen of the military control over the autopsy in his "passion for truth," so also did he not include in his book a word about his personal responsibility for so much that was suppressed, including particularly this and more like it.

Much more.

Specter's responsibility.

All – and more like it – suppressed.

Much of what is not in the Report that should have been there, much that should have been in the Commission's public record when honesty required it to be there that is not there because Specter saw to it that those things not be there.  Not be public.  An example is poor Dr. Malcolm Perry as to a degree we saw earlier.  There is more and that more was manufactured by Specter.  Another example of this permeating dishonesty, again so obvious it is in the first book, that early:

Special pressure was applied to Dr. Malcolm Perry.  It was undignified and abusive.  Putting him in the middle of nonsense about the unavailability of tape recordings of his interviews, promising to send him copies of his statements and getting him to promise he would reply in a letter, not under oath, was neither fair nor responsible.  None of this or any of the related proceedings is reflected in the Report.

When the runaround began to annoy even members of the Commission, Congressman Ford had asked if all the news media had not made tape recordings of their interviews with the doctors, as, of course, radio and television had.  In a largely incoherent manner, Doctor Perry replied, ''This was one of the things I was mad about, Mr. Ford. ... I know there were recordings made, but who made them I don't know'' (3H375).  Later the subject was resumed with as much avoidance of the available clippings from the papers.  The reason given for the unavailability of the tapes is that in four months, by the time of the doctor's appearance, the media had not catalogued them.  However, Doctor Perry was not shown the newspaper accounts, either. ...

Specter offered a further explanation, saying, "... we have been trying diligently to get the tape records of the television interviews, and we were unsuccessful.  I discussed this with Dr. Perry in Dallas last Wednesday, and he expressed in interest in seeing them, and I told him we would make them available to him prior to his appearance, before deposition or before the Commission, except our efforts at CBS, and NBC, ABC and everywhere including New York, Dallas and other cities were to no avail...  The problem is they have not yet catalogued all the footage which they have, and I have been advised by the Secret Service, by Agent John Howlett, that they have an excess of 200 hours of transcripts among all the events and the have not catalogued them and could not make them available" (p. 169-170).

Specter knew the truth, as did most of the other counsels and some of the Members who read a newspaper, surely the New York Times and the Washington Post because they all published the truth, from their own correspondents or from the news services, like the Associated Press.  I have the clippings and what Perry said ‑ three times, not once ‑ was that the wound in the President's neck was from a shot from the front.

If Specter had wanted it he'd have had it – in an easy walk down from his office.  The verbatim transcripts, and the tape, were the very first press release of the LBJ administration.

But that meant the end of Specter's invention to prevent the need to report that the assassination was a conspiracy, which from most of the credible evidence it was.

Honesty was no consideration.

But Specter did not title his book "Passion for Honesty."

If Specter had not presented what to those who do not know the truth as a serious problem they all had., which lacked any truth, the preconceived – and untruthful – conclusion the Warren Commission was to reach would have been impossible.

After those earliest books were printed even more information became available.  The two reports that follow were by doctors with first-person knowledge.

Again Specter's area.

The radiologist for the Commissions, Dr. John Ebersole, had been avoided by Specter.  He was not called as a Commission witness (15H487).  The House assassins committee called him as a secret witness.  But it also did not print Ebersole's testimony.  Again the visible reason ‑ it meant that the Report also was not honest.  But under the 1992 Act requiring disclosures of all assassination records, the transcript was disclosed.  My copy was stolen but what Ebersole said that meant the problem for the House committee that Specter avoided for the Warren Commission is that Ebersole said he was in the autopsy room with Dr. Humes when he heard Dr. Humes phone Dr. Perry, from inside that autopsy room and before the end of the autopsy, at about 10 p.m.  That meant Humes had lied and if the statute had not run could have been charged with perjury that nobody in the government wanted to charge him with!

It also meant that the autopsy report could not be depended on.

The other published report was in the book JFK Conspiracy of Silence by Charles Crenshaw and two others (Signet, 1992).

Crenshaw reported that the morning after the assassination, when Perry came to the hospital, he looked bad.  When asked he said that "Washington'' had kept him up much of the night.

But Humes swore to having made only one phone call and that the next day.

Material and therefore more Humes perjury.

So, of course, Specter did not want these two doctors both of who had been involved in the autopsy to appear and testify before the Warren Commission.  So he did not call them.

Still addressing both honesty and withholding and Specter in particular, be did not call Admiral Burkley as a witness when he was the President's physician.  Had Specter called him he would have had to publish the suppressed death certificate written by Burkley and, as we have seen, publishing that would have meant publishing the Report as written would have been impossible.

There also would be wonder, particularly among lawyers and doctors, about why, with twenty-seven large volumes published by the Commission, it found no space for the death certificate which, as I published it after retrieving it from its official hiding places took up only two pages (Post Mortem, pp. 308-309).

Burkley also had knowledge Specter and the Commission did not want.

So they did not call him and avoided what they did not want.

And, as did Specter, Burkley knew that Humes had not burned those notes.  This is from Post Mortem:

The one that says Humes turned in "all working papers associated with" the autopsy, including the "autopsy notes," at 5 p.m., Burkley endorsed with "Accepted and approved this date," signing it with his full name, "George G. Burkley," and as "Rear Adm M C U S N Physician to the President."

This constitutes Burkley's certification that those now-missing autopsy notes at that moment did exist and, when added to the receipt and letter so carefully omitted by Specter in publishing File 371 as Exhibit 397, were in his possession.  That receipt, the item marked in it both margins and the only item in it marked in any way, reads, "One copy of autopsy report and notes of the examining doctor which is described in letter of transmittal Nov. 25, 1963 by Dr. Galloway."  And Galloway's words are, "Transmitted herewith by hand is the sole remaining copy (number eight) of the completed protocol in the case of John F. Kennedy.  Attached are the work papers used by the Prosector and his assistant." (sic) (p. 261).

At the time of the autopsy it was expected that Oswald would be tried and that the witnesses called by the prosecution would include a number of the doctors, including Humes.  All the work until Oswald was killed was in anticipation of that trial and the need not to be nailed with perjury charges.

That was also before the decision that I regard as a conspiracy, to name the dead and untried Oswald as the lone assassin.

That could not have been done at a public trial.  But the first thing the government did to make its no-conspiracy preconception possible was to hold the Warren Commission proceedings in the secrecy that could not have had if there had been a trial, a public trial, as required by the laws.

Until there had been the trial that was not, saying who and what would have been most important in it can only be guessed at, and there has been nothing like what is guessed at in any of the nine of my books that went into general circulation.  However, clearly, the part of the Commission's work that was Specter's responsibility would have been among the most important, if not most important of all, especially when what the defense might have done is considered.

If there had been a trial there would not have been a Warren Report and Specter might have retired from a job in the Philadelphia district attorney's office, or from a law firm.

Not from the Senate and not after campaigning for the Presidency.

As those who are familiar with my books will know, there is much more of the nature of what appears above in them, very much all from the official evidence.

Specter says his "passion" is for "truth."

It is not necessary to consult a dictionary for the exact meaning of "truth" or of "passion."  This partial record is all from the official evidence much of which Specter handled, created, or suppressed.  It says all that needs saying about Specter and truth, if not also of his actual passion.  And his "integrity."

I, too, have a wee bit of pride but I've not devoted a book to bragging about it, and, unlike Specter, I would have been truthful.  Instead I have only a simple statement, and this includes Specter in particular: From the appearance of my first book in 1965 through the appearance of the last one in general circulation, in 1995 – to the very day I write this in 2001 – I have not received a single letter or phone call from or on behalf of all those in any official role in the government's supposed investigation of the JFK assassination of whom I have been critical, none more than Specter, in which I was accused of being unfair or inaccurate.

This record also speaks for itself.

As, of course, does Specter's.

Their record is such that most of the Commission staff could be accused of conspiring to perpetrate a gross and painful fraud on the country and mislabeling it as a Report on the assassination of a popular President.

There are actual conspiracies and they are established by the official records some of which were withheld very long when that was against the law.

In all the government, there was no home for truth and no one saw to that more than Specter.

Bethesda concerning the autopsy. The full text of the HSCA telephone interview with Admiral Galloway is presented as a definitive rebuttal to many efforts to blame the Kennedys for the inadequacies of the autopsy.  They not only had nothing to do with that – Robert Kennedy waived all rights in his authorization for the autopsy.  In it he waived all restrictions.  This has been public knowledge for more than twenty-five years, since I published the autopsy authorization in facsimile in Post Mortem, on page 507.
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This is the retyped Katzenbach memo.  Katzenbach wrote it in longhand the previous day, a Sunday when he had no clerical help available.  In fact Katzenbach and Moyers discussed it that Sunday afternoon and early evening and at about nine Moyers discussed it with the new President who they discussed it first with J. Edgar Hoover and then with Katzenbach.  Disclosed White House telephone-taping transcripts record the fact that several times in the next few days, Hoover told Johnson that the FBI was proceeding as agreed to that Sunday night.
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HEHORANDUN TOR MR, MQYERS

It ie important that all of the facts
surrounding Preeldent Kennedy's Assassination be
nade public in a wvay which will satisfy peopls in
the United States and abroad that all the facts

have been told and that a statemant to this effect
be made now. '

ls The pudlic rust be satisfied that
Oswald was' the acaascin; that he did not have
confaderates vho are still at largeg and that

the evidence was such that he would have been

convicted at trial. '

2. Speculation adbout Oswald's motivation
ought to ba cut off, and wa should have soze basis
for rebutting thought that this was a Coamunist
gonapiracy or (as the Iron Curtain press is saying)
a right-wing conspiracy to blase it on the Cosmunists.
Unfortunately the facts on Oswald seem about tOO paAt=w
too obvious (Marxist, Cuba, Ruasian wife, «tc.). The
Dallas police have put out ntatements on the Cosmunist
conspiracy theory, and it was they who were in charge
when he was shot and thus silencad,

J. The matter has been handled thus far
with neither dignity nor conviecticn,  Facts have been
nixed with rumour and speculation, Ve can scarcely
lut the world see us totally {n the imape of the
Dallas police when our President is murdered.

I think thils ovbjective may de satisfied
by making public as soon as possible a complete and
thorouph FBI report on Oswvald and the assassination.
Thias may run into the difficulty of pofinting to in-
connsiatencies batweaen this report and statemants by
Dallas police officlals. But the reputation of the
Bureau is such that it may do the whole job,
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Comgressiona}l hearinge of the vrong gort.
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This is an incredible document.  It means, despite the polite language, that as soon as it was known that with Jack Ruby's killing of Oswald, the only suspect, there would be no trial.  It became national policy not to investigate the crime.  The actual records, of which I obtained about a third of a million pages through FOIA lawsuits is that, in fact, the crime itself was never investigated officially.  The entire effort was devoted to trying to develop sole evidence that "Oswald was the assassin."  In the end that was propaganda only because all the real evidence that could not be avoided is that Oswald could not have been the assassin.

What this document also means is that it became and remained national policy not to investigate the conspiracy in the assassination that was, in fact, a coup d'etat.

Let us hope that there is never again anything like this in our land.

This is a copy of the Department of Justice file copy.  The stamps disclose that the man who was Katzenbach's "eyes and ears" on the Commission withheld it from the files for a year and a half.
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