Harold Weisberg

Whitewash VI: ARRB Whitewash


Chapter 1

The Assassination Records Review Board – Another Whitewash

The first book on the Warren Commission and on the assassination of President John F. Kennedy was titled Whitewash.  It was first published in 1965.  Since then every government action on the subject fits under that title because it was, at best, another whitewash of the truth, of the facts.  There also was the little-known but thoroughly documented government decision, made on the highest level, not to investigate the crime itself.  Oswald was murdered only minutes before that decision to blame it all on him alone.  This decision could be made only because with Oswald the lone official candidate for assassin before he was killed, once he was killed there would be no trial, no examination and cross‑examination of witnesses and of what was claimed to be evidence.

To refer to the Assassinations Records Review Board as merely another whitewash is to praise it because that body, which went out of existence September 30, 1998, accepted perjury it knew was perjury.  It did that as the end product of an inquiry that those who knew about it expected and had every right to expect would be aimed at exposing that perjury because it was perjury about what is so very important in any homicide investigation.  It is even more important when the crime is the assassination of a President, which is a de facto coup d'etat.

Because at the very least the board staff knew about this perjury before it deposed those who uttered the perjury and because it had documentary proof of that perjury, the question about which nothing now will ever be done is, did the board suborn that perjury?

We come to this in officially documented detail.  There is no question about it.  Besides which I published most of the documentation of that perjury in facsimile Post Mortem, in 1975, after finding that some of these most basic records were not possessed by or were suppressed and hidden by the Warren Commission.

At least one high‑ranking military officer of the Kennedy administration who was automatically, if not for long, in that same role in the Johnson White House, had personal knowledge of the perjury and it should be safe to assume, of its significance.

There is no reason to assume he was alone in having this knowledge.

The actual official evidence is never spoken of honestly by any official of any administration and reporting it truthfully is not welcomed by the major media of by politicians.  That Oswald was the assassin was a frame-up all involved in the government accepted, having no evidence of any other assassins, and no government ever conducted any real investigation in an attempt to learn if there had been any other assassins.

The actual official evidence is that there was a conspiracy and that Oswald was not in a position to be the assassin.  Because this is the official evidence, that means it was known to the government.  It, consistent with the preconception with which it began, first in the Hoover FBI and then throughout the government, including the Warren Commission that was created a week after the assassination.  Nobody inside any involved element of government had the courage, and the principle, and the sense of justice to be a dissenting voice.  If any recognized the fact that any presidential assassination is a de facto coup d'etat, there is no known record of it.

While there appeared to be a prima facie case that the Oswald rifle was used in the assassination, there is no real proof of it and the official evidence is that it was a physical impossibility for Oswald to have used it and to have fired those three shots to which all officialdom limited itself.  However, the actual, official evidence is that the best shots in the country could not duplicate the shooting attributed to Oswald.  He was rated by the commandant of the Marines as a "rather‑poor 'shot,"' and that when he had last used a rifle, half a decade earlier (Whitewash, page 30).

Because the Warren Commission published the results of the shooting tests made for it by those "master" shooters at the Army's Edgewood Proving Grounds north of Baltimore, near Aberdeen, Maryland, the board staff at the least knew about it, if from no other source than from my books.  I first published those official results of those official tests in 1965, in Whitewash (page 26) and in greater detail in 1995, in NEVER AGAIN! (pages 301‑305).

This is not all the official evidence that was never secret and exculpated Oswald but it is enough to make the point that for the board to presume Oswald's guilt in its assignment to search for assassination records was to assure that it could not and would not meets its legislated mandate and would still again leave the people disillusioned and disappointed with government.

The decision to put the hat on Oswald and on him alone was made as soon as Oswald was dead, when it was known that there would not be any examination of the evidence in public and no defense lawyer to wring the truth out in a vigorous and public cross‑examination.

So there can be no doubt about this, here are some of those documents that are proof absolute of the preconception.  Many of them are cited and quoted in the first chapter of NEVER AGAIN! so at the least some of the Assassination Records Review Board staff knew about them for that source.  Some of them knew me.  Besides which I showed most of these documents to two of the staff when they visited me.  I told them they were welcome to make copies of them and of any other records I have.  I also gave them an unedited copy of the NEVER AGAIN! manuscript.

There is no way of knowing whether both major ideas in the Katzenbach memo formulating the official "fix" were his ideas.  It is known that at least one was not.  He was given that idea by the eminent cold warrior, Eugene Debs Rostow, then dean of the Yale Law School.  That was the belief that Lyndon Johnson should create a presidential Commission to investigate the crime.

Sunday, November 24, the day Ruby killed Oswald, was the first day Johnson had his phone recording system in place.  Before then the only records of phone calls were those made by the Secret Service.  It did not listen in to get and record the content of those earlier calls.  The Lyndon Baines Johnson Library has been disclosing transcripts of the Johnson phone calls.  This one, between Bill Moyers, then on Johnson's staff, and Rostow begins with Moyers telling Rostow, "It is good to talk to you, Dean Rostow."  Then Rostow says:

Thank you, boy, and if I can help in any way, I am calling with a suggestion.  I've just talked to Nick Kazenbach [sic] and the poor fellow, he has so much of a burden on him.  I've talked to him about three times today and he just sounded so groggy so I thought I'd pass this thought along to you.  And, of course, I realize how tough it must be now for the President.  In this situation, with the suspect killed, my suggestion is that a Presidential Commission be appointed of very distinguished citizens in the very near future.  Bi-partisan and above politics – no Supreme Court justices but people like Tom Dewey and Bill Story from Texas and so on.  A Commission of seven or nine people, maybe Nixon, I don't know, to look into the whole affair of the murder of the President because world opinion and American opinion is just now so shaken by the behavior of the Dallas Police that they're not believing anything.

Robert G. Storey was then seventy years old.  When I interviewed him in 1971, once in his private office in the Republic National Bank Building and once it was in his office at Southern Methodist University.  He was then dean emeritus of its law school.  In his life he held many prestigious offices.

He was on the Texas Board of Inquiry the work of which amounted to nothing informative about the assassination.  It began with the Commission's assumptions, it did no real investigating and what records it had were mostly those of the Dallas police, which also did no real investigating of the crime itself.

That Sunday Katzenbach had no typing or secretarial help in the office so he wrote his memo in longhand.  From other records disclosed to me it is obvious he did have that kind of help very early Monday morning.  Once it was re-typed, copies were rushed to where Katzenbach wanted them but he was on the phone to Moyers about this Sunday afternoon.  The FBI's copy is in its main JFK assassination file, 62-109060, where it is part of Serial 1399.  The Department of Justice file copy was withheld from the files for a year and a half.  It also holds the initials of Howard P. Willens, a popular young lawyer who was detailed to the Commission to act as its liaison with the Department.  Before his appointment Katzenbach was recorded saying that he would detail a lawyer who would be his eyes and ears on the Commission.

The Department's file copy, from its 129‑11 file, did not reach the Records Branch for filing, from the stamp on it, until May 21, 1965!

November 25, 1963

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. MOYERS

It is important that all of the facts surrounding President Kennedy's Assassination be made public in a way which will satisfy people in the United States and abroad that all the facts have been told and that a statement to this effect be made now.

1.
The public must be satisfied that Oswald was the assassin; that he did not have confederates who are still at large; and that the evidence was such that he would have been convicted at trial.

2.
Speculation about Oswald's motivation ought to be cut off, and we should have some basis for rebutting thought that this was a Communist conspiracy or (as the Iron Curtain press is saying) a right‑wing conspiracy to blame it on the Communists.  Unfortunately the facts on Oswald seem about too pat -- too obvious (Marxist, Cuba, Russian wife, etc.).  The Dallas police have put out statements on the Communist conspiracy theory, and it was they who were in charge when he was shot and thus silenced.

3.
The matter has been handled thus far with neither dignity nor conviction.  Facts have been mixed with rumour [sic] and speculation.  We can scarcely let the world see us totally in the image of the Dallas police when our President is murdered.

I think this objective may be satisfied by making public as soon as possible a complete and ​thorough FBI report on Oswald and the assassination.  This may run into the difficulty of pointing to inconsistencies between this report and statements by Dallas police officials.  But the reputation of the Bureau is such that it may do the whole job.

The only other step would be the appointment or a Presidential Commission of unimpeachable personnel to review and examine the evidence and announce its conclusions.  This has both advantages and disadvantages.  It [sic] think it can await publication of the FBI report and public reaction to it here and abroad.

I think, however, that a statement that all the facts will be made public property in an orderly and responsible way should be made now.  We need something to head off public speculation or Congressional hearings of the wrong sort.

Nicholas deB. Katzenbach

Deputy Attorney General

Assistant Director Courtney A. Evans was the FBI's liaison with the attorney general, who was then away, not in his office, because of his brother's assassination.  What Katzenbach told Evans he wanted was not looked on with favor by the FBI and it expressed its disapproval of it issuing its report and in many letters in the 62‑109060 file.  The FBI had a good reason for not wanting that report released.  There cannot be much that reflects more unfavorably on the FBI than that diatribe against Oswald that says almost nothing at all about the assassination.  It has only two sentences in the five volumes of that report that are o the shooting and in those two mentions the FBI does not report all the known and confirmed reported shooting and it does not even give the cause of death!  (Evans was not mentioned in the Warren Report or in its fifteen volumes of testimony.)
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Evans' first sentence reports to the man under Hoover that Hoover approved the part that does not refer to the presidential commission.  That Hoover and the FBI opposed strongly:
There are a number of Secret Service records reporting that Moyers phoned Johnson the first minute he could get through, at 8:50 P.M. that Sunday night, November 24.  The explanation on the typed copy that I use is "Bill Moyers called the Pres."  (There are several contemporaneous handwritten Secret Service phone logs.  They are all consistent.)

This typed log states that Johnson then phoned Hoover five minutes after Moyer's call to him began.  Under "Subject discussed" it indicated is "Pres. called Mr. Hoover."  The next entry, just two minutes later, is "Pres. called Mr. Katzenbach."  (Some of the handwritten logs indicated the call to Hoover lasted five minutes.)

The disclosed White House telephone recordings for the week beginning that Sunday make it clear that Hoover and Johnson agreed that the case really not be investigated, which is what Katzenbach was saying when he said what was not true, that they had enough to convict Oswald at trial.  A bigger lie is hardly possible not only because in two days they could not complete any real investigation but because that evidence does not and never did exist.

The FBI could not and never did place Oswald in that window at the time he had to be there to fire any shot from there and it never did proved that the Oswald rifle was used in the crime.  Those who set Oswald up arranged it to seem that way but it was a physical impossibility for that rifle to have been fired from that window, to be hidden as it was hidden, and for Oswald to make the totally imagined trip from that sixth floor window and reach the employees' room on the second floor before Dallas police officer Marrion Baker got there.  Baker saw and spoke to Oswald inside that room.

The Commission's own time reconstruction and other evidence establishing this as incontrovertible fact and the official Dallas at police picture of where and how it was hidden appeared first in Whitewash, on pages 36‑38 and 211, respectively.  As I obtained other relevant information from the Commission's files I published it.  Again, the board staff got this information from me.

From these and more records like them the board knew, unless it refused to know, that the crime itself was never really investigated – was never intended to be.  It knew that in releasing records relating to Oswald only it was not meeting its obligation.  To meet the obligation the Board assumed, it had to search for records that indicated or could be taken to indicate that there was an assassin or assassins other than Oswald.  At least two ranking members of the staff had the official records that make it clear that Oswald was not and could not have been the assassin because they got from me the books in which I published that official evidence.  Most if not all of it is facsimile reproduction of the copies of the official evidence I had obtained.  Where I did not reproduce facsimiles I provided the sources in detail and with full identification of them.  Not a word of it did I make up.  It is all official evidence.

However, it is clear that the board had something else in mind.

They also knew from me that two members of the Commission, Senators Richard Russell of Georgia and John Sherman Cooper, of Kentucky, were resolutely opposed to the Commission's basis for saying that Oswald was a lone assassin.  Both believed there was a conspiracy.  (I go into the proofs of this in a lengthy manuscript, Senator Russell Dissents.)  When Russell learned of the conniving to destroy the record of this he had made for history he encouraged my work until his dying day, regretting that his Senate obligations and his emphysema, which he knew was terminal, prevented his being active in it.

However, I did have some copies of the relevant records from the archive each left at his state university.  They could not have been from those records, especially what Russell had prepared to read at that executive session he forced and that he did reread there, any more determined not to agree to any formulation of the mis-titled "single-bullet theory," which is the basis of that Report.  (It is mis-titled because it is not a theory.  It was known to be impossible when it was simply made up by the Commission to be able to argue the bigger impossibility that was its preconception, that Oswald was the lone assassin.)

If' the board made any effort to obtain and have on permanent file in the National Archives the records left by Russell, a conservative Democrat, and Cooper , a moderate Republican, I have seen no indication of it.  It is not included in the board's endless boasting to the media.  Most of this boasting was hailing the boards great success in obtaining what had nothing at all to do with the crime and was often just plain evidentiary trash.

That something else was trying to make a record that would let it support or seem to support the official assassination mythology.  That also meant keeping it from being impossible for the staff to be accepted for other govern​ment employment and it kept the FBI from adding to any dossiers (the FBI's own word for what it compiled on the Commission and its staff) that could be hurtful to either board or its staff.

If the board made any effort to obtain any relevant records any of the Commission staff had, it made no announcement of either the interest or of the acquisition.  It was well and widely known, for example, that Wesley Liebeler had a large accumulation when he left the Commission and that David Slawson was taking copies of Commission records became known when he carelessly lost some that were found, triggering an official investigation.

But if the board solicited the former Commission staff seeking assassination records, its legislated mandate, any such effort is unknown and it was not boasted of by the board.

Commission general counsel, J. Lee Rankin, did have a large and selective file of records relating to his work on the Commission and to its records but they were not obtained by the board as a result of its efforts.  They were a gift from Rankin's son to the board after Rankin's death.

Yet the Board made vigorous efforts to obtain from the City of New Orleans the existing records left by the Garrison fiasco.  Most of that was what Garrison made up or was in other ways irrelevant.  Or, Garrison, yes; Rankin, no.

The cost and time that required was not a consideration with the board.  If nothing else it got a false reputation from it and what it got had nothing at all to do with the assassination itself.

It is a real tragedy that getting any record relating to the assassination itself was a virtual impossibility.  So, the board went after what it could pretend was assassination information but it was not even that.  It was the scrimshaw of the fictions that got much attention.  It also went after and got favorable publicity.

What the board could have done and did to only a very limited degree was to locate and make available records that were not public and had to do with the official investigation of the assassination.

But, what was among the important such information, real assassination information, was the subject of the known perjury that may have been suborned.  Whether or not it was suborned we will never know because that is a judicial decision and there is nobody going to try to take this to court for a determination, especially with the board no longer existing.

The board made a big thing about going to Minsk to get the Belarus KGB's Oswald records, but it issued no copies of any of it and did not boast of it; did not report on what – if anything – it got there.  Board, no; Mailer and Schiller, yes was the KGB's attitude.

Larry Schiller bought the rights to examine at least some of them and Mailer did the writing for his mis-titled Oswald's Tale, which it is not.  It is, to change the punctuation a trifle Oswald Stale.  And it is Mailer's pitiful tale of his own fiasco.

Years earlier Mailer got what the board did not and could not get.  What more did the board need to justify its pointless boasting?

The board did, by its own claims, add, in one account, four million, and in another account, five million, pages to the existing Archives enormity of records said to be on the assassination but actually having close to nothing at all on the crime itself and not all that much an the investigation.  As a public relations venture, the board was a big success.

However, if it really brought out something that was both really new and really information about the assassination itself, that I have not heard of.
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