Specter v. Specter


Chapter 11

Conclusion
In this we have not begun to address Specter's record on the Warren Commission and all that it did in which he was so critically important.  This may seem not to be true because of the evidence appearing above but, sadly, it is true, very true.  Nor have we, despite what appears above, begun to quote from his book the inordinately great references to the work of the Warren Commission that also is not in accord with the official fact, of that Report and from the files with what was originally withheld from the people and probably still would be if it were not for the Freedom of Information Act of three years after the Report and the additional law passed by Congress in 1992 intending to make all assassination information remaining of any nature and source also available to the people.

We can only guess why Specter did this book at this time.

There is no clue to this in the book.  None unless I missed it or some of it.

From what appears above, it would seem to be apparent that in doing this book and at this time, Specter runs some risk.  Not from the major publishers and TV networks but from, for one example, a possible opponent, in either a primary, where it would be another Republican opponent, or in a general election where, if he wins the Republican nomination, it would be a Democratic opponent he faced.  But with an effective candidate from either party using what appears above and the great quantity of what is not even hinted at herein, it could and I think would be politically fatal.

People love their country. whether or not they love its governments, and they will not love anyone who defames it or is less than truthful about its history or his part in any major event in the country's history.

As Specter had and as he again in his book joins those exploiters and commercializers of the JFK assassination who whore with their country's history for their own purposes, for their own profit or benefit as they see their profit or benefit.

It is for their benefit that Specter did to his reputation what we see he has done to it.  This is much less of what is possible if more was required to make what Specter did when he was on the Warren Commission and what he has done with what he then did since then and particularly in his Passion for Truth.

His book in which he does not use the words "passion" and "truth" as most people use them.

In the foreword we saw what the thesaurus says about those words.  Here we quote the dictionary for Specter's use of them.

Unabridged dictionaries provide more elaborate definitions but for our purpose, to understand what Specter says he feels and he is writing about, the definitions of the Oxford American Dictionary are adequate.

It defines "passion" in these words:

passion  1. strong emotion. 2. an outburst of anger. 3. sexual love. 4. great enthusiasm for something, the object of this, chess is his passion. Passion, the sufferings of Christ on the cross, the account of this in the Gospels, a musical setting for this account. (page 485)

There are no surprises in these definitions of "truth" and "truthful":

truth  1. the quality of being true. 2. something that is true. truth serum, a substance administered on the supposition that it will make a person tell the truth.  Do not confuse truth with truism.

truthful  1. habitually telling the truth. 2. true,  a truthful account of what happened. (page 738).

If the words are used as the dictionary says, no argument on that.

We here have a rather generous number of samples for comparison with the dictionary meanings.  A much greater sample is what I highlighted in Specter's book that I have used or need of.  But will be available for the comparisons by others when the archive at Hood College is opened.

Intimidating doctors has nothing to do with truth, although as a form of perversion it may not be entirely unknown.  It also is not what is usually meant by "passion."  Nor is fabricating what is first dignified by referring to it as "theory," which it is not, there being not a single factual basis for it.  Calling it a "conclusion" is to give it a false credibility as there was in the ancient, pre-Columbian "conclusion" that the world is flat and if one sailed far enough on the ocean, one would fall over its edge.  It is only in this flat-world sense that Specter or anyone else can refer to his baseless fabrication as factual, as a "conclusion," which in any other than flat-world sense, it is not.

Specter then knew, as he knows now, despite what he says in his book about it, that it was and forever will be an absolute impossibility.  It is an absolute impossibility with the only seeming base for it a deliberate dishonesty, again of Specter's personal fabrication.  He created it for the sole purpose of misusing it, as he did, unashamedly and for him and for all those who do not care enough for their country to misuse it for their own purposes.  It is his disgustingly, unhidden manufacture of an irrelevancy so he could misuse it as relevant and meaningful.

It is his whoring with history as he manufactured his single-bullet impossibility he asked the doctors whose testimony he took, as we saw, "not this bullet doctor, any bullet."

The question he then asked boiled down to can a bullet would two men.  The obvious answer is that one bullet can.  One that did not have the made-up career of CE-399's accomplishments to bear.

Then, knowingly and with intended dishonesty, he used what was testified to as relating to any bullet other than bullet 399, as relating to 399.  In the testimony it was testified to, as he led those witnesses to testify, as relating to any bullet in the world other than 399.  And he used it as relating 399, the only bullet to which it did not relate.

This is the real Specter.

It made that bullet another of Specter's bastards.

And he used neither passion nor truth.

From the time of their first disclosure and from the earliest of those records I obtained, details of how Specter did this, what he had to overcome and how he did that was readily accessible.  Those details are available today, as they have been for more than thirty years.

I've spent much time in this field, obtained and read an extraordinarily large volume of relevant government records.  My work has been based on only the official records that Specter has not a single honest word to say about.

Of the many books that supposedly come from official records and many that criticize the official "solution" allegedly because they disagree with what they say is the official evidence when it is not – some books that are really atrocious, some that are dishonest, are some of the books said to support the official story, Posner for one of the most recent examples, but particularly because of his personal knowledge from his personal involvements, most of all from his work (it is dishonest to refer to it as "service") on the Warren Commission, I cannot recall another so-called assassination treatment that is so deliberately, as knowingly, dishonest as Specter's.

There is nothing in it that relates to the assassination as the actual reality of that official evidence does!

Even Specter's version of his work on that Commission, cannot be trusted.

Particularly not what he writes what relates to his love child, his single-bullet myth he made up out of nothing but Commission need.

Need to be dishonest, to lie to the caring people.

As we have seen, at the highest levels, the new government decided, as soon as Oswald was dead and there would be no trial, to say that the crime was already solved when it had not been and never was.  It also was decided to blame Oswald and Oswald alone for it.  That also, despite all the attention to the commission's "conclusion," was not then and never was proven.  The opposite is the actuality.  But although that was the official "conclusion," without Specter's single-bullet manufacture that could not have been pulled off.  Without what Specter now calls his "conclusion" there was no possibility of getting a way with a "solution" that also is part of that instant "solution" as soon as it was known that there would be no trial.

What was the most obvious evidence is what was never investigated, in particular was not investigated by Specter who had been an assistant district attorney of a major city: the case against Oswald was no case at all.  It was consistent with the evidence pointing to Oswald but not making him guilty at all, had been planted.  This, too, may seem startling but without examination of the actual so-called evidence and all the information about it that the Commission had and it and its Specters ignored, and there is much of it, quite a bit, that this is the conspiratorial fact is beyond question.

More from the successful propaganda effort than anything else the Commission's Oswald-alone "conclusion" actually has no credibility at all!

Not in fact.

For example in Specter's area, beginning in 1966 he proclaimed that there was no changes in the autopsy.  In his book he also says that the original autopsy was unchanged.  And it was Specter who took Dr. Humes' 1964 testimony that he burned the original autopsy report as soon as he knew Oswald had been killed.  Which actually meant as soon as there would be no trial. (See Post Mortem for details.)

I have included much of his in other manuscripts, also in what I printed, but there is not a single item of alleged evidence against Oswald that stacks.

There is the actuality, the proof of the suppressed and misrepresented official evidence!

The actual proof is that even the bullets that traced to the rifle said to have been Oswald's could not have been fired in the assassination!

There is even proof that Oswald was not on the sixth floor at the time of the crime but because there was no interest in any real investigation, only in an interest, as set forth in Katzenbach memo quoted above, of making Oswald seem guilty, all the obvious leads were ignored.

For one of many examples, the AP's Ike Altegen's picture of the motorcade from downhill in Dealey Plaza.  In the background is the front door of the Texas School Book Depository, with people standing in it.  Editors and other people immediately raised the question, was that Oswald standing in that doorway, at its western end?

The FBI immediately put that down, its interest being in Oswald alone.  It said that the man so many took to be Oswald was actually Billy Lovelady.

Yet when it took his picture it posed him in a shirt that could not have possibly be the shirt in the Altgens picture.  I became convinced that it was Oswald and I went to the Archives and examined that the shirt that was taken from Oswald.  It was exactly like the shirt in that Altgens picture.

(The full, the uncut and unaltered Altgens picture appeared for the first time in Whitewash II, pages 244-245. Relating pictures appear on the last page, page 250, and on the facing inside back cover.)

Even the imperfections in the photographed shirt are exactly duplicated and are quite visible on the shirt itself.  These imperfections range from enlarged buttonholes that will not hold a button to tears.  It is not only the evidence that follows.  There is no question about it, the shirt on that man in the Altgens picture is Oswald's shirt!

I printed much of this in Whitewash II.  Much to my surprise I got a phone call from Lovelady's wife.  By a printer's mistake, all of Photographic Whitewash, which is the third of the series, had been printed except for the index.  I had about a half of a page at the end of the index and I wrote a report on her call that too up all that space.  It appears with that book, about the middle of 1967.

It happened that CBS-TV was preparing another of its "specials" in unquestioning support of the official "solution."  Bob Richter, then a CBS-TV producer, came to see me.  He asked what should he look for in Dallas.  I told him to get Lovelady, have him wear the shirt his wife believed was worth five thousand dollars, stand him were the man in the Altgens picture was and take a picture duplicating that Altgens picture as much as possible.  Richter did part of this and he sent me a print.  But CBS-TV did not use it.

Then I set to work to decide what pictures might show Lovelady in that shirt.

The FBI was pretty efficient in ignoring what it and the official preconception put on paper by Katzenbach, did not want.  Pictures were a particular FBI phobia.  So while it knew about the amateur films made by private citizens who formed what they called Dallas Cinema Associates to put their 8-mm films together and they sold the package to Hollywood, the FBI and Hollywood, David Wolper, wee interested only in the schmaltz.

When my friend Dick Sprague told me he was going to Dallas and asked what he should look for I told him about those films and asked him to get a copy of all of them so they could be studied.  He and we did this.

Here is the account of Mrs. Lovelady's call to me that Saturday afternoon.

A partial sequence of Lovelady-Altgens pictures appears in the appendix of Whitewash II.  The question is: Who is the man in the doorway?  Is it Lovelady?  Oswald?  Someone else?  What shirt is he wearing?  First is the great enlargement I had made from the Altgens picture.  Then there is the photographically decapitated picture of Oswald as he was led from the jail elevator.  Unnecessarily removing the top of his head made comparisons difficult, especially of the hairlines and facial characteristics.  This is one of five consecutive Shaneyfelt decapitations (21H467).  They are not normal and cannot serve any constructive purposes.  Next is the FBI-Lovelady picture suppressed from the evidence but in the Commission files. Whatever can or cannot be said and believed, it cannot be that the man in the doorway is wearing the shirt the FBI says Lovelady wore.  It doses seem to be Oswald's shirt.  From this it would seem that it cannot have been Lovelady in the doorway.  However, while this book was being printed, I received a phone call from a woman identifying herself as Mrs. Billy Lovelady.  She expressed great apprehension for the family safety and protested the FBI evidence, including this, printed in Whitewash II.  She insists it is "my Billy" in the doorway, that the FBI 'never asked him what shirt he had worn that day, and that he had worn a red-and-black check with a white fleck.  The checks, she says, are about two inches.  When I said the Altgens shows no check, she replied that it is not as clear as the enlargement "as big as a desk," about 30x40 inches, the FBI showed them the night of Nov. 25, 1963.  Demanding money in return, she promised me a picture of Lovelady in the checked shirt she says he wore that day and not since and an affidavit affirming the above.  She alleges testimony was edited, FBI reporting was inaccurate and not all in the evidence.  I include this at the last minute for what it may be worth or mean (page 294).

That this had not shown in any of the pictures led me to have studied a John Martin film that was heavily over-exposed.  And lo! there is Lovelady in that doorway, in the shirt his wife described!

And that is the shirt he wore for Bob Richter to photograph him in.

Both of those pictures, the one Richter had taken and the one of a frame of the Martin film, are in color.  But in black and white the pattern is obviously what Mrs. Lovelady described me.

Or, at the time of the assassination Oswald was on the first floor, where he was seen by those who knew him and those who later identified him.  He was not shooting from the sixth floor window!

The FBI was careful to doctor the reports it filed but Mrs. Carolyn Arnold corrected the FBI in the one she signed.  The FBI had all of this allegedly happening at about 12:30 a.m. for one correction.  That meant shortly after midnight.  I have a Xerox of the original.  In it he corrections are obvious.  Two of the FBI's reports, including the one she corrected and not to have her in that doorway a little after midnight, which would eliminate her seeing Oswald there a little after noon, are in Photographic Whitewash on facing pages 210-211.

Specter certainly was the demon investigator of his self-portrait when he and his Commission could not do what I did.

Or think of it, when it had been published and he was going to make a record, so to speak, of his passion he says is for truth!

A number of other items of the official evidence that each, separately, exculpates Oswald appear throughout this series of my books I am writing as a record for our history, including what I say above about Oswald not being on that sixth floor at the time of the crime and on the impossibility of that rifle having been used in the assassination shooting.

(The information about the Dallas Cinema Associates appears in Photographic Whitewash on pages 65, 98-106, 120, 241,243, 245, and 249.  Mrs. Irving (Anita) Gewirtz, who headed it, is on pages 101, 105, 107, and 243-249.  The pages that hold information about Rudolf Victor Brenk, who put those schmaltzy parts together are on 100, 102, 104-106, 244-246, 249, 253-253.  John Martin is on pages 106 and 254-255.  Wolper Productions is on pages 99, 101, 103, 250-251.

Yes, indeed!  Specter really was one hell of an investigator, as he even says himself.

Only he seems not to read.

It is not possible to believe that Specter, especially when he is a United States Senator, could so consistently, so totally wrong as he is by failed memory, by simple error of for any innocent reason.  It also is not easy to believe that he did this, made himself as vulnerable as this book makes him – and what is included herein is far from all that now can be used against him because it is in his book without his having some purpose in mind.

Something that for him is worth this risk.

But I know no basis for any such purpose, none for knowing what it can be.

Another run for the Presidency?

To write his own history the way he wants to be remembered rather than the way he should be from the truth of his actual history on the Warren Commission and after that?

He has to have had some reason because a capable opponent can ruin him with some of this book alone.

And there is more, much more

None of it makes any sense to me but Arlen Specter is not the man who does things that make only sense.

So it makes sense to him.

Whatever his purpose, whatever his intention might have been, the grim fact is that with what he made up and palmed off as the reality, what he did do and in his book he boasts about, was to provide a false basis for the Report that in effect sanctified what actually was, as every change of government is, a coup d'etat.

The description never used.

Not only is that crime always a de facto coup d'etat, when John Kennedy was killed his hawkish policies had changed and he was groping toward détente with Nikita Khrushchev.  He guaranteed Cuba against any invasion.

He was preparing to get out of Viet Nam.

With Johnson, that never happened.

Much is now available proving these to be facts.  I have used much of that official information in other books not printed.

On Cuba, Kennedy had agreed to a discussion intended to lead to a basic change in relations, a change in the direction of switching back toward normalization in relations.  Castro started this.  He used his ambassador to the United Nations, Carlos Lechuga.  The ABC-TV correspondent, Lisa Howard, arranged a party in New York where they could meet without attracting attention.  All of this with Washington's agreement.  In fact, Kennedy had a meeting scheduled with his representative in those discussions, the journalist and diplomat William Attwood, when Kennedy returned from Texas.

Lechuga wrote a book about this after the assassination, In the Eye of the Storm.

Attwood's account of it in his book, The Blacks and the Whites, also is undenied.

On Viet Nam, a personal note.

In 1968, I interviewed one of Kennedy's intellectual generals, General James Gavin.  He told me that Kennedy had been calling in his generals who would be involved and asked them, one by one, a question he began this way:

What can I do to persuade you that Viet Nam is a political, not a military problem?

Then, Gavin told me, Kennedy added, "and that political problems cannot be solved by military means?

Neither the media nor the political leaders told the people, then and since then, that this assassination like any other presidential assassination could be, was a de facto coup d'etat.  This one was a violent change of government and that the crime would not and could not be solved was the major decision of the administration that took over only because that assassination made it automatic.

That does not mean that Johnson or any of his friends pulled it off.

The early decision – which was a conspiracy, whatever those who participated in it then had in mind – assured that the crime could never be solved.

It also required that the people be lied to, be given a knowingly impossible "explanation" of that most subversive of crimes.

That is what was done.

That was required by the conspiracy of the day before the assassinated was buried.  So, they did it.

And terrible as all this is in a democratic society, it would not have been possible without this Specter and related, deliberate dishonesties.

Specter boasts about what he in fact did, but not this way.

He boasts proudly that he persuaded Warren and the Commission to believe him.

Including on his back cover:

Revelations include: … How Chief Justice Warren and the Commission were convinced that the Single Bullet Theory was correct.

Specter glows as he takes full credit for that in his text.

But, as we have seen, there were three, three of the Commission's seven members who did not believe the fabrication of which Specter is so proud and only one of that three, to give Warren his manufactured unanimity he did not have, made the gesture of changing his mind.  We have also seen that neither Senator Russell nor Senator Cooper ever changed on this, not as long as they thereafter lived.

In effect, our elected government was overthrown by violence and getting away with that was what Arlen Specter made possible although he is refuted completely by the official evidence the Commission had and ignored, as Specter also had.

In fact, this is what Specter brags about in his book.

And, from what the Commission "concluded," he is justified in his bragging.

That he was capable of manufacturing what he knew was a false "solution" to that most subversive of crimes is something most of us would not think of boasting about.  We can only wonder what Specter tells himself about what was his great subversion that he boasts about.

He knew immediately that the FBI's "solution" was not proof that there was no conspiracy.  It was proof that there had been a conspiracy.  This is because it made no reference to the "missed" bullet.  And, although nobody in the country could have fired three such shots with that rifle within the time limitation of those shots, there was no possibility of getting away with an admission that there were four shots.  That is what the FBI report assured would be known and questioned.

What the Warren Commission worked to create, to protect and got, is the protection it needed for that unprecedented project from Specter.

We had a real coup d'etat, even if nobody used that description of it.

What persons unknown wanted and got, from the greatest power in history, in the world, is the fiction that for their own reasons people in government attributed the assassination to a young man who was insignificant and without any power at all, as insignificant as any in the country.

Neither the government nor the media, which fell into step with it, tell us that we had a coup d'etat.  They protect that coup by saying that there had been none.  And by either ignoring or denouncing those who raised any question at all about the assassination or its so-called investigations.

They could not use the word when the evidence they could not avoid reeks with overwhelming proof that there had been a coup.  Whatever may have been in the minds of those who combined in all the conspiracies, large and small, we have no way of knowing because of the success of the Katzenbach conspiracy.  What they wanted to do and did do is hide the fact that there had been a conspiracy by attributing it to the set-up loner of no power or influence with what the largest and most powerful armies in the world could not do.

There were sub-conspiracies subordinate to and largely not connected with that of the Katzenbach gang, conspiracies of those who knew better, made possible and turned out that Warren Report, which was the climax of all the larger and smaller conspiracies.

For example, while many of the FBI agents involved in their monumental fakery may not have had any notion at all of what they had become part of, there is possibility of doubt that many, particularly those closely involved with the actual evidence, like the lab agents named here and in greater number in my other books, the Shaneyfelts, the Fraziers, the Gallaghers, and others, knew they were part of an incredible fakery and when that is of a death, more the death of a President than any other, they knew they were part of a giant combination to do wrong and that is what a conspiracy is.  As an FBI agent should know.

But unfortunately, also what in their every-day professional lives many had come to believe was not bad because it was their regular attitude to their regular work, officially expected of them.

Those sub-conspiracies that could not have succeeded without the creation and success of Specter's baseless invention of which he is so proud.  Without this Specter contribution all those conspiracies could have failed and the most significant of them all might have been solved.

And the people might no longer have had the truth kept away from them.

By their government and by their media.

All these conspiracies we have not and they cannot be separated and identified but of those that hid and protected the one that assassinated the President need not have combined with any others.  In fact, and there is no reason to believe that they either regarded themselves as conspirators or had any conspiratorial meetings with any of the others who hid the conspirators of the assassination and who exploited this Specter single-bullet-theory invention. Which was the basis of all the successes of all the smaller conspiracies as well as of the conspiracy to kill.

All those many people in all those government agencies who, whether or not they knew better, as many if not most did, helped perpetuate the fraud of Oswald as the lone assassin, had reason not to believe what they were, in effect, making it al up.  However, they did their part of that making up.  Perhaps this is most true of the FBI but it is true of all those agencies and all those people – and of the millions of pages their work represents and were disclosed in accord with the 1992 Act that required their disclosure.  But the trained and experienced agents, like those of the FBI, knew that they were perpetrating a fraud if they had anything to do with the FBI’s investigation.

Which was never an investigation of the assassination.

So, we had a coup d’etat, and nobody mentions it.  Nobody used or uses that description.  Almost nobody in the country recognizes the fact.

And those who conspired to assassinate the President, a fact that is without reasonable question when the evidence that could not be avoided is seen and understood, have gotten away with it scot-free.

When we are the greatest power in history of the world.

And we let the government and the media perpetuate the fiction that as powerless a man as ever lived did what the most powerful armies of the world could not do.

Lee Harvey Oswald, superpower.

With conjectures which we eschew this could be projected very far, but not with specifics, not with names.

We have no reason to believe that any of those involved ever sat down and conferred with each other.

No reason to believe that other than the conspiracy to assassinate, any of the others ever knew they were conspirators or that there was any other, unless they knew they were naming only Oswald.  Then, whether they articulate it or not, they knew they were into, if they knew no more than that they were part of a frame-up, part of a cover-up.

Those were conspiracies to do what the law says is wrong, and they did that.

However, we or others may interpret the actual official evidence, the mass of proofs that Oswald was not and could not have been the assassin, and there is a great mass that only parts of which I have cited in all that I have written, the little understood fact is that this official evidence cries out Conspiracies!
And the government and the media hear nothing.

Official recognition of the truth, of the proofs, now will make no real difference.  It happened in the past.  It happened and it is past.  It had its immediate effect and it is a basis for more, if attempted.  But there will be no attempt without such a perceived need.

The only difference public recognition of what they protected and made possible, particularly by those in government and in the media can be and is that, if only belatedly, they recognize the great wrong they did in lock-stepping with those who did the assassinating and those who wanted it.

But, unfortunately, there is no reason to expect this or anything like it.

And none of what this reports is properly described as a passion or as the truth.

Nor was any of it, at any time, Specter’s quest.

Of the many things about Specter and his book that are beyond question, it is beyond question that what ever it is that he calls his ‘passion” it is not for the truth.

And this is what he tells the country in his book.

What would have happened if that had not been the official “solution can only be guessed, but it does not seem probable that there would have been tranquility after almost a year of leaks intended to convince the people that the crime was committed by a lone oddball who just lucked it out, who somehow was able to do what the very best shots in the country could not do.

Such a terrible thing is something most of us could not bring ourselves to do.  But then to write a book in which he boasts of it is Arlen Specter’s own description of what kind of man Arlen Specter is.

None of this would have been possible without Specter's valiant efforts, his fabrication of the totally impossible single-bullet fiction.

No matter how many people are involved in so many serious, very serious wrongs, only partly noted above, that are reported only to a very slight degree in the foregoing recital of them, none of it would have been possible without Specter.  As, in effect, he brags in his book.

The national policy he implemented was set before the Warren Commission.  As we have seen, Johnson agreed to the creation of that Commission the night before the assassinated President was buried.  It is the final recommendation of that Katzenbach memorandum, all of which became national policy.

But despite the enormity of the federal effort to make the innocent Oswald appear guilty, it would have dropped dead if Specter had not made up and pushed his impossible single-bullet theory that he has now promoted to an even more impossible "conclusion."

The very best shots could not duplicate the shooting attributed to the duffer, Oswald.

Not one could do what Specter attributed to Oswald!

And they were all rated as Master shooters.

Specter allowed three shots for the assassination, but not a single one of those best shots in the country was able to fire and hit his target in the Specter and the Commission said Oswald had.

Without that, at least a fourth shot was required and when the shooting attributed to Oswald was impossible in three shots, it was even more impossible, totally impossible with four shots because, among other things, there was no time for that fourth shot when it was not possible in the time taken by only three shots.

Specter knew it was impossible but to the degree he could he kept those proofs from the Commission and much of the rest he distorted or, actually, he lied about.  An example of this is the expert testimony that would have killed his Single-Bullet Theory had he not kept it away from the Commission.  One of the many illustrations is that of Dr. Joseph Dolce, the Army's top expert on wounds to VIPs (See Never Again! 291ff).  What he told Specter and Specter kept away from the Commission would, by itself, have killed that Single-Bullet Theory of Specter's.

Among Specter's deliberate lies, and we mince no words, they are deliberate lies, lies Specter made up to make his Single-Bullet Theory appear to be possible is his statement that the doctors all agreed with his Single-Bullet Theory.  In fact, the exact opposite is the truth and, knowing it, Specter was specific in telling them that he was not asking them to address his Single-Bullet Theory.  The rest of his phony question boiled down to could a bullet hit two men, and to that – only that – the doctors agreed.  But only to that – not to anything more.  The doctors were quite specific in stating that the Single-Bullet Theory was not possible.

This Specter lie could not have been more deliberate.

Or more essential in Specter's deliberate fabrication that was essential to his fabrication of his completely impossible Single-Bullet Theory.

Another of Specter's many deliberate lies is that the single bullet of his Single-Bullet Theory came from Governor Connally's stretcher.  Specter said this and it, too, is essential to his Single-Bullet Theory.  But as we have seen, the man who found that bullet actually testified to Specter that if he were to say what Specter was trying to get him to say he'd not be able to sleep nights.

Knowing all of this and so much more like it, knowing it was worse than false and that it was impossible, Specter nonetheless, as he brags in his book, considers it his greatest accomplishment on the Commission.

It is his past that he persuaded the Commission to adopt and depend on his made up and completely false Single-Bullet Theory.

That was the only way the Commission could pretend that only three shots were fired.  It was the only way the Commission could even dare to pretend to follow that dishonorable and dishonest national policy agreed to in that Katzenbach memorandum.

Specter did make it impossible by showing the Commission that it had no real alternative in that he did require help because at least two members of the Commission refused to believe his Single-Bullet Theory was even possible.  Their deception was at a level above Specter, as is set forth in my Senator Russell Dissents.  (Southern conservative Democrat Senators Richard B. Russell and Kentucky Republican John Sherman Cooper, both Commission members, never agreed to Specter's Single-Bullet Theory and both never altered their determined refusal to agree to it as long as they lived.)

There is more, much more like this, in particular in medical evidence, Specter's major Commission responsibility and in that Specter defended and protected the untruths he did not make up.

In this he and the Commission protected the actual assassins.  Not that with that national policy of pretending that Oswald was the lone assassin did it accomplish that.  But an investigation might have disclosed who the actual assassins were, if it did not apprehend them.  Now even that is impossible.

So, what Specter is really boasting about is that he protected the conspirators of the coup d'etat.

Whichever of Specter's passions Specter writes about in his book on his version of his career, the most totally impossible of all possible passions, if he is correct in his use of that word, is any passion for truth, as we have seen to ever so much less of a degree that Specter himself made possible.

And is obvious in his mistitled book.
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