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AUTHOR'S NOTE .

The unresolved questions in the Kennédy, .K:Lng,. and Wallace shoot~
ings require new investigations of them all. But this book is about
the murder of Senator XKennedy; - that is the only case about ,whi'ch the - -
authors have special knowledge. We have' tried to deal faifly with the.
facts, to summerize what is known, and to show why the matter cannot

: be allowed to rest till we find out what is not.

-

For what commands the reb;;er;iing of this-case is not curiosity,
nor devotion to abstract .conce'pts of justice, nor .sentimentalism about
_Robert Kennedy. What .commands‘ the reopening of this case is the grisly
question of whether disasters may loom ghead that could be averted if -
we found out more about disasters past. That possibility is what makes
it necessary to examine each of these deaths with a clarity and deter-
mination that transcends old attitudes and .assmpti:ons. B

- A Those who have endured the a;nbivalences of my invblvefneﬁt in this
7 case know that this is not a book I have wanted to Write; more accurately;
it is a book I have not wanted to write. .From the beginning I have

wished and believed with almost relentless naivete, that each step taken . .
would be the last I would have to take, since there is no way'r that

private citizens can muster the resources required for an effective

investigation. This book is the next step in the etfort to get an
appropriate public agency to act responsibly on this matter. '

I em especially grat eful for th,eir_conf.inuiné partnership in that
effort to Paul Schrade, my colleague, client, and friend; to Dr. Robert
Joling, the generous and talented president of the Americaen Acadeémy of
Forensic Sciences; and to Greg Stone, wifbhout whose reseai‘ch gkills: and
total selflessness this material could not have been developed.,’
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The three rost beloved and »romising figures in America all
died within five years, all murdered strangely, all having lived
only half their lives. ‘/e emerped frow this sequence shattered i
and rudderless, doomed to gZo throush camnaigns haunted by absences ‘
and throush difficult years cheated of great leadershin. Yet we
assumed that these seminal events were all random, and bs that ’
assumntion we mannged- to ayoid dealins with que~t+inns as crucial
as they are unpleasant. '

Perhans because Robert Kennedy was the last to die, his death
was the cruelest, bearing the cumulative frei~ht of nrecedin< horrors
and feeding the doudt that there was any nléce for ho-e in a society
where the best spokesmen for hope could not survive, Ve was not a
prophet like Martin ILuther Xin~, Jr., nor afPresident like his
brother, but he touched his countrrment in a svecial way, reaching
l;éﬁk numbers of neonle who were least sure they belonsed and so were
hardest to touch. .

Robert Kennedy meant as much as he did to as many as he did
partly because he was the legatee of his brother, and his death hurt
as much as it did partly because he died so early and so wrongly.
But the totality of loss was far greater, than these parts, for with
him went the spirit of a generﬁtion. “hen he was killed, S0 was
something generous and electric in us and in the Wation, something
not yet reborn and nossidbly not to he rebbrn in our lifetime. ‘le PR
were left instead with a scar that does not ease with time, and with .
leaders whose bleakness reminds us constantly of what mirht have been.

As a »olitician, Pobert Kennedv was less than heroic, and as a
hero he was uncomfortable a:d uncertain.’ But he blended in comnon
nurvose not just the rich and noor and black and white and youns and
0old that he invoked too often during his last'camnaign, but toushness
and zentleness and the pranmmatic and the ynlifting as well. FLiore
than anyone since FDR, he brouzht peorle torether at the vrice of
driving others away. But in a time of great divisions he brousht
more veople tozether 4han any of his contemporaries, and he made
more peovle believe that they couvld, as he liked to say, "make a dif=-

\\ference."" That was a boon to his country, and to democraay itself.




And somehow, through all the commotion, he managed to keep grow-
ing. He died°;ﬂ;;’the sense of promise that he inspired had overtaken
the resentments and suspicions that he aroused. He was getting better
as the nation's problems were getting worse, and in retrospect almost
everyone saw that he was needed more than anyone‘had understood until
he was gone.

I was never close to Robert Kennedy. Our relationship washpoliti-
cal, and sometimes.adversary at that. Of the only year I knew him at
all well, it would be accurate to say that I speﬁt;one half arguing
that he should Tun for President when he wouldn'%, and the other half
opposing his candidacy when he did, Yet he meant more to me, as to so
many others, than any other political .-figure of the time, and the awful‘
fact of his unnatyral death will shadow events as long as we are part
of them.
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_ — THE GPEAT PANTRY RAID )

At 6 PM on Deccmber 18, 1975, several assistant District
Attorneys and a score of bblice officers, accompanied by most of the
metropolitan press corp and a search warrant, arrived in the pantry

i
'

Of the ambassador Hotel 'in Los 3Angeles, California, to search for

evidence in the murder of sueimam- Robert ¥ Kennedy, which had»0ccnrred
on June 5, 1968. ‘

'
'

This sudden interest in the pantry was appafently stirred by the
recent statements of several witnesses, inEiuding two policemen, that
shortly after the|shooting they had seen objects”in door frames that
they believed to be bullets. The purpose of theﬁofficiEl viéit to the:
pantry was described as a search for bullets or bullet holes, and to
this end the search concentrated on door frames, most of whlch had been

replaced more than seven years hefore, after the originals had been

removed by officers of the Los Angeles Police Department, booked into

"

evidence, and thereafter "routinely" destroyed by the LAPD.

“"The significance of the examinetion, as far as T an concerned, "
said Deputy District Attorney Stephen'Trott, "is‘the fact that it again
shows that weyare taking every step to-unturn. as Mr. Van de Xamp (ihé
District »ttorney] said, every stone in thls case, to get to whate&er

il

bottom there may be in this continuing matter."g

Thus did high comed" enter Lhe saga of the cvntlnu1ng effort to

i . S‘{Hq%f
confuse the puklic about *he facts 1n the assassxnatlon of -nmu!!mar

Kennedy. A pantry which had been studied mlnutely by the autHorl_Les

in the wake of the assassxnatlon and had then been stripped of relevant

physical evidence, a pantry which suksequently had teen largely refivr-

bished by the hotel, inexplicably failed to yield new bullets.or hullet
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effort that would not requlre the presence of items sinee removed and C

holes seven and a half years later.

"No other bullets were found last night," an‘official spokesman

I' .

announced the next day, and was quoted deadpan 1n the media. Perhaps
some of the reporters did not realize that most of the items that were

“searched"” on December 18,

and that to locate bullets or bullet holes in them would have been

remarkable 1ndeed. o

Nor was it generally reported that on November 18, 1975, thirty

days before the great pantry raid, and again thirteen days after the

raid, representatiﬂes of the District Attorney and of the Attorney

General of the State of California opposed in court an effort to

question under oath the witnesses who believed they had seen the extra
bullets. : -

The officials who opposed hearing this testimony did so knowing
that if even a single bullet had been removed from a door frame, more
than eight bullets were fired in the pantry, and rhat Sirhan Bishara

Sirhan's gun could not have fired more than eight“bullets. These same

officials had( also argued successfully agalnst our proposal to allow

ballistics experts to try to determine from sc1ent1f1c tests in the

pantry whether Sirhan's elght shots could have produced all the bullets

and bullet holes that were found after the shootlng had StOpped e an»
"vlk-ck had Yean

,s‘ v
destroyeo. The 2Attorney General in a brief da* December 11, 1975.

denounced this proposal as "an egregious 1nva=10n'of the rlahts o

l

private property which should not - and lecally could not - be oermltted

'

1975, were not in the pantry on June 5, 1968,
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was o
The pantry caper occur=sd¥ ontweek later.
4

But perhaps we quibble. after all, the District Attorney decided

that we were right and his partner, the Attornenyeneral, was wrong

about the legality of pursuing the mystery at the scene of the crime.

The fact that once permitted to study the scene he chose to ignore ansmeralle

= : in favor of a
campy distraction may tell moreIEBout hotives thahrwasrintended Then
again, inviting the press corps instead of. balllstlcs experts may have
told all there was to tell about that ' N
. ! o _ . ~.G
In any event, if the District Attorney were. really 1nterested in
the question of how many bullets were fired and w1shed in fact to

unturn“ every stone "to get to whatever bottom there may be," the

Procedure was quite extreordinary. Searching for bullets in a pantry

that had long since been examined,

*

mlght not be the most expeditious way to unturn stones, especially

relieved of eVLGence, and 0verhauled

since the search was conducted by off1c1als who were simultaneously
opposing tests that mlght have proved 1nstruct1ve, and re51st1ng the

testimony of’ w1tnesses who had seen - crltzcal ltems at the tlme of the

crime. o
ot
1

Possibly it was even stranger to resume huntlhg vor bullets

l |A !

" seven and a half Years later Whlle refusxng to dlsclose what is in the

i - . it [

official records akout the hunt conaucted rlght after the shoct ra

Official photographs show three separate parts of éoors in which holes

were circled by LAPD investigators. Some of these were booked into
evidence - which, unless the LAPD had taken to collect ng *ar.s of

doors as a hobby, suggests that there was somcthlng akout those par—

ticular items that made them seem worthy of preservation.

] .
'
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If it was subsequently determined that there had been no bullets

in the doors, is it unreasonable to ask how thlS was determined, to
Sk
ask to see whatever records support that conc1u51on° One wonders

why no reports can be produced from an 1nvestlgat10n conducted right

after the murder, while a court order is obtalned to conduct open
house in the name of a quest for new evidence seven and a half years

later. It would seem more useful to know what the 0ld evidence showed

than to hear of failures to locate new evidence. ) ‘

we will return later to the mystery of the door frames, and to.
the central proglem of the number of bullets fired on the night of the
assassination. For the moment it is fair to say simply rhat either
law enforcement officialsvin Los Angeles agree that there is a problem
about the number of bullets_fired, or they do not. Either way, the

raid on the pantry was a hoax whose only purpose and accomplishment

, was to confuse the public into believing that guestions raised by the

evidence are being investigated satisfactorily, which they are not.
To caonduct a search for something where it cannot possibly be, and then
+

_to announce that it wasn't there as evidence that it never existed, is

]
i

to assume idiots are the audience.
» K
Put the peculiar events of December 1975 edd the way they'were
generally reported should not have surprlsed anybody who had been in- -
volved in the long effort to find out what happened when Roberi Xennedy

was kllled.

- e e e - e e o e e - ————— el E P e
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My own involivement in the RFK case started late and developed
slowly, pushed a2long by discoveries and events that made no sense,
things that could not be explained by known facts or old theories.

Like many others, I had tried to avoid anything connected with thke
death of Robert Kennedy. The loss was too staggering, it was hard
enough to move ahead: without picking at a scar so close to the heart.,
Furthermore, what had happened seemed obvious, and in the context:
of those times there seemed no reason to question the obvious,

It is easy in fach to see why so many people shut out the whole
issue of the assassinations: the family most devastated said it
was satisfied with the official accounts, wﬁich~proclaimed lone
assassing. Nobody sensible doubted the government;in those
innocent days, and informed opinion, conditioned to lone assassins,
concluded that there was something ghoulish or disieputable about

challenging the official versions. R

I refused even to listen to questions while I was in Congress, or,
for that matter, at any time until the summer of 1973. Then came the
Enemies List, and the information that government agencies had meddled
improperly in my affairs, and in the affairs of churches, civil rights
and politicalorganizations, members of Congress, and countless other
groups and individuals whose activities had incurréd the suspicion or
displeasure of a bureaucrat somewhere in a sensitive or powerful posi-
tion. It was hard to digest what all this meent, but at least this
much was clear: planted provocateurs, political intimidation, and other
covert actions could not always be dismissed as hallucinations of the
hysterical. I found myself wondering about an anoérently motiveless
robbery o- ongressional files, and about how political opponenis had
obtained 1naccurate versions of unpublicized information that could be
distorted for ceapaizn purposes; and I found myself wondering too if
wondering about such things might not be silly or worse. ' '

That was ny introduction to a peculiar dilemmé: I had pooh—poohéd
the idea that government agencies had been guiltytof abuses of power
much milder than those which had in fact occurred;’'ihe concezlment of

such abuses was still the policy of the Daruﬂ01nat1rg asenc_-s; how was

one to know what was fact and what was hysteria? There came to mind a
dozen variations of the old bromide, "Just because you're paranoid
doesn't mean they aren't following you."

e T



Sometime during those confusing days it occurred to me that my old
reluctance to believe whait was now cbvious was still limiting mf per-
ception of what might have occurred: I was still absent-mindedly assuming
that the only unseen forces were in the government, and that unseen
forces, whatever they were, would tamper only with obscure people. But
if you thought about that at all, it was the silliest assumption of all:
with everything else that had been done to influence events, what on
earth made it unthinkable that someone, somewhere, might have organized
some of the events that had changed the direction of .the country?

It was that question which finally drove me to a belated look at
the assassinations. DBut murder is a long way from political chicanery
and improper surveillance, and when I started to look, I doubted that
there was much to find, I chose the Robert Kennedy case partly because
it hardly seemed open to any reasonable doubt, and I was sure that meet-
ings with Robert Veughn, Ted Cherach, Iillian Castellano, John Christian,
Betsy Langman,_and other early skeptics would end my involvement.

Then for the first time I saw the autopsy report, and I was off
on a long journey that is still far from completed.

L}

We will presently examine in detail +the state of the evidence in
the assassination of Senator Kennedy. For the moment it is important to
snderstand thatthat evidence as it stands today creates a strong pre-
sumption that a2t least nine shots were fired in the pantry of the Am-
bassador Hotel on the night of June 5, 1968, If there were nine bullets,
two guns were fired that night. '

The presumption of two guns, as lawyers like to say, is still

rebuttable, but the conduct of the authorities suggests thei they cannot

Z
rebut it; if they could it seems unlix cely thet they wouli Jo alnoss
everything else instead.

No ressonable person confronted with the “E"Jllarlules in the =vi-
dence even as it stood in the summer of 197, could nave said Jlally shat
Slrhan was the only person who W@ shot at Rooert Kennedy. These are o

MEFEP the central problems that the authorities have failed to rescolve:

3




1. No reliable witness can place Sirhan's gun closer than 1% to
2 feet from Senator Kennedy, although both the autopsy report and the
police expert concluded'thgf he was hit by bullets fired at almost
point blank range. i

2. A number of reputable f;rearms experts exbresse& doubt thﬁt
bullets recovered from Senator Kennedy's neck and William Weisel's
stomach could have been fired from the same gun. OSome experts went
further; they said that the Kennedy. neck bullet conld not be matched
to bullets test-fired from Sirhan's gun. ﬂA.panel of leading flgures
in the firearms field was eventually convened to try to resolve the
questions about the bullets and Sirhan's gun. These experts test-fired
Sirhan's gun and ekamined the bullets recovered from all the victims,.
as well as those that were supposed t o have been test flred by DeWayne
Wolfer, the IAPD expert, at the time of Sirhan's trlal They concluded
that none of the vietim bullets and none of the Wolfer test-fire bullets
could be identified as having been fired by Sirhan's gun, but they

could not resolve the basic question of whether there had been one or
two guns.3

.

\

3, Above all, there is the problem of the number of bullets:
if more than eight were fired, all the‘discussion\about whether this-

bullet maiches that one or whether'any given bullet was fired by

3!
° : : i
Sirhan's gun becomes irrelevant.

L e
_ | i} |
The extra bullet problem is easy to-state, ai%hough the explanations -
are not easy to ‘follow. Sirhan's gun could fire eight bullets; seven
bullets were recovered by surgeons — one from eacﬁ;ofgfive oystanders
and two from Senator Kennedy. Another bullet entered Senator Xennedy!' s
back and exlued through his chest, and still another passed through the
rignt shoulder pad of His jacket. In addition, T
found by %he police in ceiling tlles. If each of these holes zo;ﬁczin
made by bullets not already accounted for, theh iun:glnnmuu. have been
empeigeitemg fired. Not even the D.A.'s staff caen 2dd seven %o three and
get eignt, so the official version is that. one aulWet pénetréﬁéé 2 ceil-
ing tile, bounced off the floor above, ricocheted back down throusgh a
second tile and then took off 55 or 20 feet down the pantry to land,
finally, in Elizabeth Evans Young's head.' The D.A.'s office .picked

n

i

ee dullethcles were

“ ct
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Mrs. Young, I assume, because she wen hit in the head, and thus there
was some chance that she could have been hit by a bullet coming from
the ceiling - at least that must have seemed less contorted than trying
to put a bullet coming frqqgthe ceiling into, say, Goldstein's buttocks.

Unfortunately for this theory, Mrs. Young hadflost a shoe and was,
in faet, stooping over to retrieve it when she was' hit in the forehead
by a bullet that was traveling upward and ended in her scalp. Further-
more,'not'all of the bullet was removed from Mrs. Young's head, but the
part that was removed weighed almost 31 grains - a considerable achievé;
ment for a bullet that had weighed - only 39' grains before penetrating
two ceiling tiles each about three fourths of an ipch thick, bouncing

off concrete as well as presumably going thfough either Senator Kennedy's
chest or his shoulﬁer pad.

. Even if you accept the remarkablé activity attributed to the
Young'bullet, there remains the third bulletholebin a ceiling tile. And-
that third hole means, as the L.A.P.D. acknowledges, that the eighth and .
unrecovered bullet had to be "lost in the ceiling interspace” - unless;
of course, a bullet went up through one tile, bounced off the floor
above, went back down through a second tile and then decided in mid-air
to go back up and make 2 third hole, ;

But if all the bullets came from Sirhan's gun, and if the eighth
bullet was lost'in the ceiling interspace, then no bullets were left to
be found anywhere else. VWhich brings us back to the problem of the door
frames, and another peculiar fact which emerged frém the experts! sfudy
of the firearms evidence: The panel found that two of the bullets which
had been booked into evidence bore traces of wood even though, according
4o the L.A.P.D., the two bullets were "found on the front seat.of Sir-
‘han's car." , ;__;"“...-; o ' '
T~  No one in authority seems to be'puziled about‘why the two bulleté",
were on the front seat of Sirhan's car. Did Sirhan have 2 secret pen~
chant for shooting into wooden fences and>then-hééking she bulieis ouf
and carrying them around on the front seat of his car? Did Sirhan find
two .22-caliber bullets that happened to have wood on them lying in the
street? In view of whai is now known, is it unreasonadble 3O wonder i
more than eight bullets might have been recovered from the scene of the
shooting, since more than eight bullets were actually booked into evidence?

7




_ In short, if the three bullet “wles in the ceiling panels were
entry holes, at least ten bullets were fired; if even one of the bullets
(" Teported in a door frame were confirmed, at least nine; if either of

these things were true, S;rhan's gun could not havé done everything by
itself. . o -

I was troubled by these apparent inconsistencies and gaps in the
evidence, but I believed - T wanteg to believe - that there were satig.
factory explanations. My mind, 1like an errant eye, wandered off con-
tinually to the comfortable notion that only Sirhap could have been

firing and I would have to pull it:back;‘ﬁonsciouély, to grapple with
" unexplained facts, ' ‘ '

In this state of ming, I decided in the fall of 1973 to take a list
of questions ang su%gestions for tests to the Ios Angeles authorities,
as one might confide unreasonable fears about flying saucers to scien-
tists who could lay the fears to rest. The questions were finite,
answerable, and central to the case. 7The tests are widely used in .

investigations of homicides. The fears did not turn out to be about
(‘. flying Saucers, and they were not laid to rest.

“ I asked, for eéxample, that impartial experts be permitted to study
the ceiling panels and door frames that had been removed by the police
and booked into evidence, Nobody suggested that the banels or the door

frames had been destroyed, or that they couldn't p#ovide valuable in-
formation, ‘ ‘ ‘ ' ;

ot

Why did they say there was a bullet there if theré:wasn't one2" It is
& measure of my state of mind at that {ime that I'accepted'the official
assurance that the wirephoto caption was in error;iand let the matter
rest there for almost two years, _ _ . ; V
.- : f!

I had hoped that taking up these matters prifétely with the Police
Department ang the District Attorney would make it possible to proceed
professionally ang cooperatively should that be n§éessary. AS I remaxies

" at the vime, these initial Ssteps might obviaze the'need for Zurther in-
S ———————— .. . - e —— - - - - - — . l N
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vestigation, or they might show bey ad a reasonable doubt that the
official theory was defective; one vould think the authorities would be
as eager as anyone else to find out which was the case. I assumed that
in any event there would be no need for public discussion, that most of
the apparent difficulties could be explained, and that the authorities
would want to check into anything they couldn't explain,

- But the official response was as peculiar as the evidence, Every-
one was polite and talked about cooperation, but nobody d4id anything
with the list of questions and suggestions for initial steps except .
periodically to reguest another copy. It .soon became clear that the

case was in disarray, and that this didn't seem to bother anyone in a
position to do something about it.

|

The more I pressed for reasonable responses, the greater the delays,
the evasions, and the misstatements. Had I been more sensitive to the
hopes of Los Angeles officials I might have surmlsed that they believed
that if they stalled politely long enough I would simply go away, or
more accurately, be unable to keep on coming back. I, on the other hand,
kept hoping that if I versisted long enough, a spark of curiosity, if
nothlng more, would move someone to act. Neither their hopes nor mine
were to be:realized, but it took a full year of private discussions

before I would accept the fact that the authorities would do nothing
voluntarily. . o . - -

‘ ; -

Durlng that year I also talked to a varlety of men and women who -
had some special interest in the case: friends of Senator Kennedy's,
witnesses, a large number of people whose oos1u10ns or reputations could
be helpful in the effort %o find out what had haooened. -The conversations
were difficult, almost everybody unhaony that I had imposed uhls tooic o
on our relationship. TPeodle wondered out loud what had gotten into me,
and some, apparently still nursing the raw scars +hat rad deterred me ‘
for so long, told me never to mention the wnole "atter to them ezaind

‘,

Everyone was ceriain that Sirhan was the assa551n untll they heard
what was in the autopsy report. Then there would come a kind of ﬂental
double-take: the pain of rethinking the worss of nlz;as, <he shock of

implications drmly gllmosed' and then tne sortlnr ou, of Vhat it anyznlqg
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to do next. Tor mosi, a auick decision to do nothinsg, to itry to put )
the matter away again; often a warning that going public about my doubts
would be awkward, maybe damaging.

3ut overall, the conversations were useful, I learned a lot about
the assassination itself, the details of the scene in the hotel, the
personalities of people involved. Witnesses independently confirmed
each other's impressions that Sirhan's gﬁn was in the wrong place if
the medical evidence was correct. And gradually awareness of the pecul-
jarities in the situation began to spread among people whose attitudes
could be influential.

A few individuals went far beyond the call of duty or friendship,
two of them; Frank Mankiewicz and Paul Schrade, close as¢ociates .of

Robert Kennedy's, Whose help’ for that reason meant more than anyone
else's. Frank and Holly Mankiewicz come to mind at moments of moaning
abou: the lack of Presidential candidates of Presidential quality.
They are, among other things that political figures generally are not,
brilliant, courageous, and delightful, and Frank was one of the first
reputable people to support publicly the effort to resolve the doubts
in the RFK case.

Paul Schrade and his wife, Monica Weil, are gentle, good and stirong
people who manage to heal and uplift without retreating from convietion.
Paul is a former United Auto Workers official who almost lost his life
in the shooting on June 5, 1968, and he was to become the central figure
in the effort to reopen the case, at what cost to himself no one who
had not undergone his ordeal can ever know., It was in character that
he followed his conscience and intelligence into tpe abrasions of this
battle.
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Assassinations of national figures are not ofdinary murders; when
bullets distort or nullify the national will, democracy itself has been
attacked. Y%hen a series of such events changes the direction of the
nation and occurs under suspicious circumstances, institutions seem com-
promised.or corrupted and democratic process itself undermined. It is
natural that many people will then wonder if they know the full story of
these events, and that there will be a national nervousness that more
'mgx_ggsur.

Tonkin Gulf, My Iai, Cambodia, Kent State, Agnew, Watergate: to
toll the tragedies that have reduced Americans to their present
disenchantment is to realize the full import:of the assassinations, and
to realize as well that this import is not generally understood. The
assassinations are seen as independent episodes, unconnected to each
other and to the awful litany that has cumulatively damaged the national

psyche so badly. But while it is possible that the assassinations are

not connected to each other, they are ihextricably connected to what

has happened to America: the litany owes much of its length to deaths -
which were either the most irrationally random or the most effectively
purposeful in history, or perhaps some of each.

‘. Whatever their cause, the assassindtions and what came in their
aftermath drained the countryside and frayed America's confidence in its
capacity for self-government. People began doubting'that they could .
affect decisions that shaped their lives; and these doubts, derived from
experience and thus resistant to rhetoric, further undermined the capacity

of people to affect these decisions.

But even Americans who were most deranged by the assassinztions
refused to believe that any group or groups could be powerful enough 1o
murder the Kennedys and Dr. King, and get away with it. - For one thing,

o

people said, if there were a conspiracy someone would t2ll, That seems an

extraordinerily naive notion now, but Earl Warren and Allen Dulles znd

J. Edgar Hoover and the rest of our most respected and experienced citia
zens were telling us not to worry; and so was CBS, and Time-Iife, and
Mr. Harrison Salisbury of the New York Times. It was a relief to a2cce

Mr. Salisbury's assurances: “"Qur logiczl minds," he wrote, '"have rei

(=]
again and ‘agzin the tawdry evidence whnich exposes these crimes ag the
haphazard acts of random psychotics...In our agony, we instinctively
clutch for the supernatural,®




Much later it would become clesr that Mr. Salisoury had it back:
wards, that in fact "logical mindsh had generally rejected evidence that
suggests these crimes may not have been "haphazard acts of random psy-
chotics." But for a long time sensible people recoiled from the quagnmire,
nourishing the fantasy that America is somehow exempt from conspiratorial
political murder: Yablonski and Hoffa and prematurely-deceased witnesses
in Dallas were all in the future; and here it was that only loose nuts
could commit such crimes. Here irrationality was presumed to be so
potent and individual action so effective that irrational individuals
must have done what we refused to believe any groups were powerful
enough to do.

‘We arrived at this article of faith almost absent-mindedly, in a
different age, but its hold on many sensible people was great enough
to survive the diséovery that things had happened that few of them had
believed could happen, would ever happen, in the United States. I will
list a few items which are known but whose scope perhaps has not been
fully absorbed into the public consciousness. The list is not exhaus-
tive, and 1tems on it may not be connected at all except in the over-
whelming fact that until recently few Americans would have believed any
of them could have occurred - and that the fact that they did occur
means we know less about how this society functions than we thought we
knew,

1. The President an& Vice-President of the Unit®d States were both
removed from office within a year as crooks, and two Atfdrngys General .
of the United States were found guilty of violating ¥ea. laws They were
in charge of enforcing. The former President's first public appearance
after his removal from office was in the company of leading figures in
organized crime, including one Tony Provenzano who was being investigated
in connection with the disappearance of Jimmy Hoffa, who himself had been
pardoned and released from prison by the former President in return for
the support of his union in the Presidential election of 1972. '

2. The Wnive House, CIA, 731, _IRS, a‘q ouner.:riﬂe instrumenss of
an Impaftlal government have been used agalnst individuals and groups
that incurred official displeasure. Moreover, public discussion about
central issues nas veen infected dy péo;le paid by goverrment Iunis o
tamper with politicel activities in order %o distori the generzl percec-
tion of wnat policy choices were available. Consider the sworn vesti-
mony of one Robert Hardy, a former F3I informer, to the Zouse Select
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Committee cn Intellirence: .

I was not only encouraging the group to raid the Camden
druft voard, I was initiating all the plans to do so...

I provided them with constant moral encouragement. I
provided them with the tools they needed, ladders, ropes,
drills, bits, hammers. I provided them with food to sus--
tain them during the course of the preparation. All of
this was paid for by the FBI.

3. The CIA and organized crime turn out to be allied for purposes
as varied as murdering Castro, winning elections in'Itaiy, and raiding
the Las Vegas hotel room of Dan Rowan, a comedian who was dating the
girl friend of a Mafia Capo. . One member of,tke Warren Commission, Mr
Allen Dulles, was aware of the jdint effort to murder Castro, but dig
not tell the Commiésion anything about it during the long discussions
about possible connections of Oswald, Ruby, or other character to in-
telligencé agencies or organiied crime; or even when the commission was
considering the possibility of connections between President Kennedy's
assassination and_gutativg;glots against other heads of state. '

Two weeks before President Xennedy was murdered in Dallas, the
Police Department of Miami, Florida, acquired a taped discussion of a
ﬁiot to kill the President dﬁring his visit to Miami on November 17, 1963,
The assassination was to be carried out by high-vowered rifle fire from
a tall building during.the President's motorcade from the airpdrt.into
town, and a "patsy" was to be apprehended immediately after the shooting
to "deflect attention" from the killers.. The policg took the tape ser-
iously enough to notify the Secret Service, and to cancel the motorcade.
The Warren Commission nowhere mentions the tape or this incident in
arriving at its conclusion that there is no evidence of any consviracy
in the assassination of the President. )

4. In 197 the President of the United States ordered the CIi %o
arrange a coup in Chile to prevent the installation of a President who
had been elected, tus whose accession to pover ihe U.3. Governmens
found "unaccepiable." The CIA reported that no coup could be staged as
long as General Schneider, a "Constitutionalist,” was Chief of Staff of
the Chilean arsy. Generzl Schneider was presently murdered a ter 2
numoer of other attempts to remove him had failed, and the CIA undertook
to attribute his death to "Communists" as a2 justification for further

activities against the incoming "unacceptable” administration.

f
|

E s et o e a2

L,



PO VO R

' 5, A man named Robert Maheu, 1t one point ﬁoward Hughes' viceroy ,—7
for Nevada, told 2 Senate Commity investizating the CIA that acting
in his role as a CIA operatvive he had recruited the Mafia chieftain of
Ias Vegas, John Roselli, into the plot to murder Castro. MNr. Roselli,
according to MNr. Maheu, was "very reluctant to participate,” dut yielded
to Mr. Maheu's appeals to his patriotism. B

‘ Mr. Hushes coniributed at least 3250, 000 to the lixon re-
election campaign, %100, 000 of which was sent covertly in %100 _ .
bills to Rebe Rebozo, who savs he then left it in a Miami safe devosit
box untll June, 1973.MrRedozo was a business as"ociﬂte of "ig A"
Polizzi, named in 1964 by a Senate comnittee as a major underworld
figure. Both he an Nlton were 1nvolved in land dealg with Keyes
Realty, a Miami comnany cited in the Kefauver hearings for associations
with organized crime. 'heAANlton nurchased. his pronerty in Key Blscine,
the transaction involved contacts with ascociates of lever Lansky.

A Hughes - }emer"ency contribution" of $100, oN0 was made to the

Nixon campaign in November, 1972, at a time when the campaisn had a
surplus of several million dollars. A ‘month later, the Huzhes-owned
Summa Corporation contracted to work with the CIA in a half-billion

dollar attempt to raise a sunken Russ1an submarine. In 'ebrua_v, 1976

hv\ﬁ‘p(\ ‘n-g were €}
employees of the sum-a Corvorati-n E%rﬂed bhe Los Anveles County
Assessor that the slomar Explorer, the shiv usad in the attemrs uo.sal-

vage the Russian sutmarine, could not be taxed because it was owned by
the CIA, in spite of a sworn statement to the contrary by the shirp's
captain. According to ®. Howard Hunt, in February, 1972, he 2nd *.
sordon Liddy had discussed with the cnlef of security of the Sumra Cor-
poration a safe-cracking oreration, the proposed tar rget of which was
Hank Greenspun. This operation was authorigzed by Attorney eneral
Mitchell in HMarch, 1972. ' .

¥r. freensiun publishes a newspaper in Las Vegas, where Hugh2s in-
terests had “urchaS“d a string of hotels ani casinos, some oi wnich were
run by lob f;z&*es mhe Treenstun sare contained a collection of Tuthes

Varienf mos .
memos dealing with entanglements with vovnrnﬂent officials whose arproval

was necessary for the T ronaze oFf lOLS aronerties in Iss Te32s.
+ha last ts=n reszrs, HJuzhes comranises :ave'recai"ei iv oziz2zs oF
46 billion in T.S. ~~7ernmant coriracts, ~ogci fram she IZelanse Te-

partment: there ig a current backlog of more thran "2 billion in govern-
ment contracts. 2he fmuthes Aircrait mpa ) v : into 32

< . PSS - ~ts 3 -
movm CcTn sracts Witk e T, 11 2

and others which 2are clas:zified.

tually seen Ilr. Hughes during the last five vears OT 89, and a% 122

iwo Tederal rezulatory agencles pelieve 2nd aszeTd trat w2 is, in fact,

p‘nqﬂ' Tham Av "'."3"» ‘e L3 P "’,'.'"' ..-._,f:?
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6, It was discovered that the "Bl had sent 2 blackmail tape and
letter to Dr. Mertin Tuther Xing, J1., perhaps America's greatest
world figures suggesting that he kill himself before (and presumably
instead of) accepting the Nobel Peace Prize. This suggestion was made
"in the national interest.* When Dr. King was murdered he-was-under

4-ho : . t , and the FBI con-
ducted the investigation into his murder. +#—Memphris—potiee—officer
agsigned$e-Pr—¥ingts—protectiorwhvhed—érewr—up—2—piens$e—eeteir any

\g__gnila;—assass_n_das_nemn1ed_£:em—%h%s4uH;qgmwmx_cn-the4th4u;ihe
ee&ssrnav;any_and—bks—pIﬁﬁ”W§§>not puf—iﬁfﬁ‘upefa%&en

T. Sam Giancana, the head of the Chicago "family" and a pivot in
the CIA-Mafia arrangement, wés murdered in éhe basement of his own home
before he could tegtify before a Senate Committee investigating that
arrangement. The murder occurred while Mr. Giancana was under 24-hour
protection by the FBI.

}

These are not episodes and mysteries out of Andy Hardy's America,
nor out of Franklin Roosevelt's or Dwight Eisenhower's for that matter.
Nothing in Civies Class or Poli Sci 23, no inscription on the Statue of
Liberty or at Cooperstown, prepared us for them. And perhaps the hard-
est part of dealing with the new realities is modifying our sense of
what America is without modifying our ‘sense of what it can and should be.

But we will not make it what we wish it to be 'if we don't deal with
what it has become, and.to do that'we will have to accept.the fact‘that
these events may not be isolated oddities, exceptional and scattered
little islands, but may instead be tell-tale volcanic tips protruding
over a smooth ocean surface but revealing the existence of an unseen
continent below, ’

Some people who would never have believed that the FEI would try
to drive Dr. King To suicide stili refuse to cuestiion the T3I's randling
of the investigetion of his death‘when it occurred., Some who would
never rave believed that the CIA would collaborate for any purpose with
figures in organized crime still reject the possibility that other col-

laborations may have occurred. And scme people simply prefer Yo 2volid swnrel-
subjects that might threaten cherished assumpiions about America. Zui
Gespiteimese preferences it is not unreasonable for sensible people %o

look rationally at the ouestlon of whether there are forces that could
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1aun=ﬁwePresidents and zst away with it; if such forces exist they are
unlikely to spring into existence only on occasions of state murders. .
Of course that guestion answers itself. James R. Hoffa did not vanish
after a rendezvous with Lee Harvey Oswald acting alone; James Earl] Ray
acting alone did not murder Sam Giancana in the basement: of his home
while Giancana was under 24-pour guard by the FBI}. Can there reslly

be any doubt about the existence of groups powerful enough to murder
pre-eminent figures? o

Isn't the real question which of these murders were committed by
which of these groups, and which,by_nbne?_, Can' this question be re-
solved by zealous upholders and &etractors‘of official theories thrash-
ing at each other while the whole matter hangs in limbo? '_

But even with jall that is now known, there are still intelligent
people who won't deal with this gquestion, who cling to the hope -
sometimes cling so fiercely that they mistake hope for fact - that no
matter what is learned about anything else, the unguestionable truth
is that assassinations must be random; that no matter what problems‘
may be raised by the evidence, it is not  necessary to examine these
problems since govermment functionaries say they don't exist, and every-
one knows government functionaries do not make misstatements.

There is thus a2 body of opinion which apparently suspends standard

tests of motive, feans and opportunity whenever nen of snfliciant
prominsnce are rurdered, unless of course those murdered are labor
leaders or other non-exempt individuals. Coincide~ce hecomes a dom-
inant force in American 1ife for neople with +hese'predilicti:ns -
pervasive, overvhelming coincidence that murdars the he2d of & ¥afia

family during ~recisely the fifteen minutes that his guaxds =2re 32tling
coffee, coincidence that sends Ruby into the Dallzas

just at the moment that Oswald emerges from his c211, coinciderce tThat
produces a plot to assas-inate Tresident Xennedy in Tiami

2)mast idenzical To his —urder a week laisr.

Now, of course, the problem is that just =as not everythin
coincidence, not everrihing is not ‘coincidence 2ithar, noT 2WAIT-
. thing thet iz v

fwmiat A A ER miwdgmam o
inigters; and wren Ta2 51TLE 2T o

1 5
it is very hard to tell which is which.

/‘-/"
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Dne result of this situation is that some neople sec conspiracies
everywhere, Some even invent them where they can't see them, sometimes
deliberately to exploit the suspicions fostered by the official stone-
walling. Those given to such inventions, people who have difficulty
sorting out reality from fiétion, usuelly seem as unstable as they are,
and thus are easy to ridicule. Some who have poked around these skele-
tons and spooks for a long time capsized somewhere along the way into
a kind of permenent personal overwroughtness that has led them to sus-
pect each other and almost everyone else of spying, lying, and whatever
else comes to mind. Their activities do not help the causes they espouse
and sometimes make it even more difficult.to figure out what happened - .
undertaking that would be complex enough without con men and unbalanced
minds complicating matters further. '

But if.people]preéccupied with the vgliness often lose sight of
the rest of the American reality, it is also true that they were less
gullible than the rest of us, more open-minded or susp1c1ous (in this
situation these turn out to be’ closely allied states of mind); and that
we are in their debt for persevering when we refused to listen, and for
developing information that will be essential if these problems are ever
to be investigated satisfactorily.

*

And in any event the fact that some people see conspiracies where

. they may not exist does not bequeath reason to people who believe that

everythlng conspiratorial has already been unearthed. W%hat has been
unearthed was dug up, not volunteered; thlngs once thought o be incon-

" ceivable have occurred, and it should be clear to everyone that other

things that seemed inconceivable may also have occurred. At the very
least, it is 'past time to try to separate the consnlratorlal from the
random without deciding by gossip, instinct, or lottery which in fact
is which. ‘ '

17 anything is now clear it is that shadowy forces affect America
far more than we once thouzht vossible. These forces are in and out of
govermment, but are not part of the process of democracy. They are
unified not by ideology but by an open-ended zest for money and powerj;
though lust, money, and power can produce convulsive feuds and tensions
23 well as the unity of overlapping ‘interests} their cverall iopact is
not clear, partly because they are not accountable to any knovm Forum), J
but it is clear that their power is enormous, that violence is 2 normal
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part ol thelr internal dynamic, and that there is no shoriase of

motives, means, or opportunities for them to become or nroduce assassins.

So the assassinations are not the only area that must be probed if
we are to understand the reality of power in America today: bui they
are massive and centrél, 2 boil, ugly and poisonous, demending to be
lanced. The guestions they pose go far beyond the specifics of indiv-
idual murders to problems about how decisions are made ang who holds
what power in the United States. Ahd because they are so very far-
reaching and may be connected to so many other things, they are a2
logical place to begin. Further evasion can only produce further
erosion in the self-confidence of-the American people.

L3S
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Not <the least of the wonders of Rober: Kennedy is that beféré and
better than anyone'else[ he understood the curious, contorted, non-
ideological reality of power in the United States, understood it and
determined to.try to ‘change not Just specific policies but the way these.
policies were made. |He had managed his brother's transactions with the
political warlords whose help on their various turfs was necessary to

put together a Presidency - the operatives from businesses, unions,
city machines, the racial jivemen getting their "share of the action,"”
and the rest. ’

He knéﬁ the world of patronagé and payoffs as well as he knew the
world of slogans and egos, and when he wasn't trying to reform something
he was trying to use it. He dealt in Jjobs for uncles of Democratic com-
mitteemen, with dollars for minority ministers and saloon keepers ang

"undertakers to "registration drives," with estates for properly-
connected lawyers to probate; dealt with these attractions of American
politics with the same magnetic detaciment that he visited upon reformers
demanding Iealty to whatever issue-oriented revisions of the national
agenda had currency at the moment. He said he could breathe better north
of the Bronx line where the air was freer, but he knew that even up there
the toastmasters of Kiwanis luncheons and hostesses at Hadéssah coffees

~would help more if they got their personal thank-you letters and help
.for their sons' problems with the Draft.

He went among all these worlds that everyone knew he went among,
first for kis brother and later for himself, the celebrated ruthlessness

A concealing the reticence and humor that might have seemed weakness to
*=msm people =X whom experience had taught him responded mostly to power.

‘g.zszhﬂﬂut he knew as well about worlds the rest of us didn't -

know about--worlds situated, as it were, 2bove invisible barrage

ballioons whose unacknowledged pervasive presence shields those belsow
: B]

from glimpsing too clearly whatever is influencing evenss from

f.r overnead. And the more he learned "2bout these éhadowy forces;
the more troubled he became.
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His re:nect for nower and nis drsire to achieve it spared him
much agonizing about necessary accomnodatinns with the corruntions

normal to the human condition, but what he discovered about the extent
+ to which hidden n;;éﬁéhﬁffected the nation stunned and infuriated
nim. The education was gradual, starting with whiffs from some of

his fathers associations; but these and even the discoveries of the
opening seige with the McClellan committee seemed within the known
parameters of influence-peddling and buck-chasing, some of it illegal,
much of it dubious, but all of it controliable by legislation enforced
by an aroused government. 4

‘“hen cane the sequence that sent him at some point poking beyond
these known parameters, off into.coela incognita, an explorer in '

the unknown blue yonder above the bharrage balloons. ‘here weres the’
wars with the Teamsters and.with Marcello, the Cano of lew Orleans;
and the threats and plots to kill him that he took 25 an almost in-

. %
ev1table by-nroducﬁ'of owe war. Lher on to Chicamo and lLas Yegas,and To.

R hewn nen S( - A-.A Nf_\)-:hu Coum

from the Bay of Tigs. And always along the way the covert and bizarr
workings of J. Edgar lioover, his chief aide and ~resumed 1111 in the
wars both to secure civil rights for blacks and to termi nat° c;v1l
rights of mobsters. .

v e e ® e em———a e aiicea

.

.

From these adventures there emnerged an Attorney General deter-
mined to stem the drain of power to invisible forces, working with
a Pre51ue“u wno (wanted to fire H637§;7and dismantle the CIA) And

' theﬁ‘the discovery of the hldden alliances, of the overlapping

of clandest::e interests and oner tions, and so to a comprehension

of uhe Tull enormivy of the unknown: could even a President and his
Atto*nnj—ueqe*a1/brother master anything so cloaked, so ubiguitous,

so complementary and unreachable--icons and hit men in holy league
against communism, Hoover and Hoselli and Giancana and Allen Dulles,
Howard Hughes and more money than mos?t goverﬁmenus, John Hooney run-
nirg the House Aporopriations Subcommitiee that financed Immigration,
Naturalization, and the F3I, pension funds and rez 1 estatie cnveWOne‘s,
Teamsters and Longshoremen, entertalners and folk herqja wno knew
where it 211 started or how far it all reached, much less haw it

coulé be tamed or iis power bdalanced?

-~~~?% he souny mixture of exiles, Dangsters,
intelligence -agents, and various kinds of ideolowues that led to and

’
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An invisiole eibire, somcone snce culled the old Fu Klux Kla;,
put the term unplied better to all these webs and tentacles that
stretched throughout the private sector and reached into its fhﬁt—
wls"sam.{ alleyways: 1nv151b1e surely, and an emvire wigh many o -
emperors or would-be emperors, not all of them known even to one

anotner.

Robert Kennedy had whittled away at this invisible empire,
had tried to dethrone, to imprison or deport some of the emverors
and would-be emperors before anyone dreezmed that narts of the in-
'visible empire were allied to parts of an inVisible fovernment. Yhe

cold fury cf his book, The Lnemy Wlthln, sounded overdrawn, a bit
fanatlc, when it was published; it retrospect it sounds not fanatic
but prophetic, and it helps ex iplain why he hurled the full inves—
tigative authority of the Justice Devartment into a releniless efforf
to curb orgznized crime: from 50 prosecutions to 3,000 in a Year,
from marginal staffing of half-hearted or half-baked incuiries to

platoons of bright lawyers Doklng into Nevada and Texas and nlaces
oetween and beyond.

Not many peonle, not even all his closest assodiates, under- .

 stoodthis preoccupation, some said his- obsession: why so much energy

chasing a bunch of .gamblers and hoods, why not more effort in antl-_
trust or civil rights? Yhy this vendetta against a few corrupt

union officizls? The emphasis seemed disproportionate, an elevhant -
after some gnats » :

And Robert “ennedy was trying to do somethlng Derhaos even
more dlfflcult than deporting would-be emnero*s, and he died when
he was tangibly. Succeeding. " He tried to build ihe sirength of the
counuerp01se, of democratic forces struggling around beneath the
balloons. "Every individual can make a difference," he keot saying,
the simplest acts cun sonread ripples of hove: nersrnel invelvemens

-

is %he cnly wey to safeguard Iresdom, to make elecicral democracy
work. '

S e e e e
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The passion of this greatest offort of Robert Kennedv's came
not from a naivete assumed for political purposes, a willingness to
build false hopes in pursuit of personal power, but rather from the
conviction, almost a vision, that if peovle couldn't be roused to '
try to make a difference in what he saw as the battle to "reclaim"
their ‘country, they would make a difference anyway by not trying.

He knew more about the problems of rgclaihing the -country than
any of his contemporaries, Almost alone he saw the lassoes that S
had hobbled the spirit and machinery of democracy, and almost alone -
he set out to weaken the hobble:S<and-strengfhen»the hoboled. Hé
must have thought of his brother even more than we understood at the B
time, nand wondered if he would be’ablé to do any more in this battle
than his bewther, had. It was inevitable and magnificent that he de-
cided to try. ' 4 S

* % ¥ K ¥

But if Hobert hennedy understood the darker side $6 nower in Amer-
jca, few of his heirs or associates did. His death, like the Presi-
dent's, was mourned as an extension of the evils of senseless violence;
events moved on, %pd the profound alterativn that.thege deaths and the
death of Dr. King'brought in the eyuation of power in Amecrica was per;

. ceived as random, 2 whimsical fate inconveniently interfering in the
workings of democracy.

What is odd is not that some people thoughj it was all random;;
but that so many intelligent peonle refused to 'believe that it
might be anything else. Hothing can measure more gravhically how
limited was the general understanding of what is nossible in
AmeTica. }
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On December 4, 1974, Paul Schrivie znd I left 2 redundant meeting
with Edwaré M. Davis, Chief of the Tos Angeles Police Porce, Sam Williams,
the President of the Police Commission, and their aides.  Wore than a

~ 3
- year had pessed since I submitted whae‘%ame to be called the "20 Duestions”
, e N )

to the District Attorney's office, and now we were asked to submit yet

another copy so the matter could be studied. We knew then that we either
had to go public or give up.

To go bublic would entail a much greater involvement than I had ever
anticipated. The prospect bothered me; I had misgivings about the un-
happiness it might cause the Kennedys, about the effect it would have on
my general credibility {(my wife would soon remark that I was in transit
from "former Congressman" to "current xook" ), and above all, about.
plunging deeper into a matter that I wanted out of. I wobbled.and made
excuseé: shouldn't Me give the District Attorney one more chance? VWhat
about anoiher visit to Burt Pines, the bright ney City Attorney who had
said he would do whatever he could do %o help?%f?aul, who must have had
misgivings far more justifiable than mine, was steady and logical, and
on Sunday, December 15th, we held a press conference in New York.

"This is an issue which we raise publicly with great reluctance,"

that firs:i statement said,
. - "and only after more

‘than a year of efforts to get explanation of serious gaps end
inconsistencies from the aunthorities...Sirhan Sirhan was not
an innocent bystander improperly imprisoned...The authorities
hope, however, that no one will Tremember that Sirhan's lawyers
argued that he be spared the death penalty on the grounds of
diminished mental capacity. Thus, the Sirhan trial did not
deal at all with evidentiary problems. Grant Cooper, the
chief defense attorney, now says that had he known during the
trial what he has since learned, he would have conducted a
different defense...We offer no answers today, only cuestions.
Nor have we any prejedices or preconception about what may
ultimately be found to be the whole truth about the essassina-
tion of Senator Kennedy...In short, facts must be determined
free of any dogged precommitment to any theory."

we listed some of the "serious gaps and inconsistencies" presented
by the physical evidence, the first of which was, "How could only eight
bullets have caused all the bullet holes found after the shooting stopped 7"

D

1o

And we announced a number of the steps I had suzgested nizhi =«
& =0 =

resolve ihese problems.
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Half %the pecople 2% the press conference seemed determined to get
us %o say that Sirhan was "innocent.” "If you think he's the murderer,
why do you want & new investigation?" one man kept asking. That question
nas recurred ever since, and although the answer is clear, it is not an
answer that is eééy to make clear for headlines Or news Synopses. To
begin with, in no way could Sirhan be described by anyone as *innocent";
but no matter how often we reiterated the statement that "Sirhan was no
innocent bystander improperly imprisoned," it was impossible to avert®:
misleading summaries of wnat was purported to be our position. For one
thing, the authorities were not averse to debating the nonexistent con-
tention that Sirhan wes innocent. instead of trying to deal with the
question of whether he had acted alone.

But there is a further difficulty: genuinely interested people,
including some repbrters trying to be fair, have frequently insisted
that we are ducking tke issue if we don't say what we "think® happened.
If in response to that question you say you think the weight of the evi-
dence is that Sirhan acted alone, raising the issue at all seems .contrived, -
a publicity gimmick. If on the other hand you say you think he did not
murder Senator Kennedy, you sound as if you have prejudged the new in-
quiries you are requesiing; and you risk sounding unhinged %o people
who would hear only tae reduced report that you have announced Sirhan
ig "innocent." We always iried to gtick to the simple fact and to state
it plainly through all the confusion: that the evidence in its present
state does not sustain the official version of events; but that it is
impossible to know why this is so without an unbiased and thorough
investigation..

Media response o the New York press conference was uneven. Some

newspapers and news broadcasts covered it fairly; others, innocent of
nuance or eager to siaplify, announced that we had said Sirhan was inno-
cent; and some, including the Washington Post and the major newspaper in
Los Angeles, the Times, ignored it entirely. A day later, however, <the
Times ran a long leaé editorial which misrepresentéd cur unreported state-
ment, ascribed "...such suspicions" principally to "an unwillingness to
conclude that mdndane facts can explain such fearful drames..." and dig-
missed the whole metiar as “wispy" and. "long since discounted oty Ihe
authorities." A macsdbre editorial cartoon also apreared suIg

people who raised questions about either essassingtion were trying %o
profiteer off the Kernedy murders.,




But if our comments were not news, the response of the District
| T -

Attorney to ew= comments wasj his odd version of our views made it into

the Times.

We decided to hold a second press conference, this time in Los Angeles,
to reply to the District Attorney's remarks and to appeal for fair coverage
in the city where the assassination had, after all, occurred, and where
public support was necessary if the case was to be reopened. This event
was also ignored by the Times, which had .evidently concluded by then that
it could best dispose of the entire matter by running a series of shrill -

editorials, none of which dealt with the ev1dence and most of which managed
to gquestion the motives of those seeking to deal with the evidence.
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CBS Evening News ended its rerort with a statement that bPrecisely
reversed the facts: that every eyvewitness had seen Girhan shooting
Robert Kennedy. The Wwashington lost saw nothing newsworthy about the

_questions we had raised at the bress conference, but ran, instead, a
rather excited front page story in which a Post reporter named Ron
Kessler claimed that William larper, the leadins forensic expert who

had first raised the firearms issues, had repudiated the findings which
the Tost had never renorted. )

“The nationally-recognized ballistics expert," the story began,
"whose claim gave rise to a theory that Robert F. Kennedy was not
killed by Sirhan Bishara Sirhan, this week admitted that there is no _
evidence to support his contention® - a statement so imaginative that
not even the article that followed could support it. Mr. Harper nro-
tested to the Post, and issued new demands for a reopening of the case.

Nothing lir. Harper did, however, merited further notice in the
Post, whose definitive view of the matter was'presumably expressed by
Ben Bradlee, the Executive Editor. "Ron Kessler," he said, "did a
recent story lmocking down the second gun theory...and nuts from both
, coasts were all over ne...I've been up to my ass in lunaties."

It was not‘until'nay 20, 1975, that a careful reader of the Tost
~could discover that Ir. Harper had denied the Kessler version of their
interview. On that day Lester Hyman, a former chairman of the Demo-
cratic party of Massachusetts, managed to get a letter pfinted in the
Post orotegting the failure to report Mr. Harper's protests. "It is

more than just disturbing," IHr. Hyman wrote, "to note that the DPost
can devote so many column inches of space to the fantasies of the
so-called lunatic fringe in this matter, while failines to devote equal
apace to the findirgs of men like;..William Harper...The fact that,..
charlatans...also are involved in the assassination story should no<
be aliowed to deiter a responsible search for he rut M

v € Vva b v

Bven the timing of the Fost story was remarkable, BRBoth Willian
I s . T4 -—
Harper and I had asked'and been pronised - he in writing - an "extendedn
invesiigation oy a qualified repcrier, befars we lial
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interviewed for the Post. Thus it came as something of a surprise when

the Post artiéle appeared just as Fuul Schrade and I were holding our Los

Angeles press conference. The Kessler recanting of the Harper "contentions"

drowned our efforts at a critical juncture. ' '
This would not be our last experience with the strange attitude of -

most of the main-siream media - an ettitude not aimed at Paul Schrade or

me personally, nor based on a decision that news about the assassination

is not of sufficient general interest to report. Thus a call for a fresh

" investigation by a special pahel'df-the prestigious American Academy of

Forensic Sciences was virtually ignored by newspapers that managed some-

how to find space for far-out theories propounded by fringe figures at
bizarre gatherings.

Statements contradicting the official theory by the two eyewitnesses
closest to the shooting and an appeal by four wounded bystanders for a
new inquiry were also ignored, as was the work of a team of investigative .
reporters writing for the leading West German magazine Stern. The Stern '
findings were detailed in a cover story entitled, "The Real Murderer of
Robert Kennedy 1Is Still Free," and went unreported in the United States.

Meanwhile, such columnisis as Victor Gold and Garry Wills were making
their contribution to the effort to deal rationally with the problems pre-
sented by the evidence. Mr. Gold described the posing of cquestions about
the assassination as an example of "the errant crackpotism of the radical
left" (a comment he reiterated in spirit even after William F. Buckley, Jr.,
had called for a new study of the case), and "a pérnicioué infection of
our national body politic."™ Mr. Wills announced that “the ghouls are com-
ing back again to dance on Robert Kennedy's grave."

Not even the presumabiy'unexpected news that police'cfficials had
desiroyed precisely those items of physical evidence most needed to get
t0 the bottom of the matter, nor the inconsistent explanations of how
this came about, moved either the authorities or the Ios Angeles Tines.

Sam Williems, President of the Police Commission, reserved his only audible
indignation for Councilman Zev Yaroslavsky, who had brought the situation
to the attention of the City Council. And the Times seemed less disturbed

by the destruction of evidence than by efforts to enabie experts io essess

(;: what evidence might have been left.
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on August 17, the Times had talen pains to deride "inane suspiéions"
about "an official canspiracy to conceal evidence" - & "conspiracy™ that
nobody had suggested existed. The discovery four days later that e;idenée
hed not been merely "concealed" but destroyed inspired no comment until
Qeptenber 3. '

"Mistakes did occur," the Times then revealed in an editorial entitled
"Phe Politics of Assassinat;on," which denounced the "hoopla" and "publie
spectacle™ it said would result if elected officials were to examine police
procedures. The editorial was primarily devoted to attacking Councilman
Yaroslavsky fdr ngrandstanding" and to deriding "two gun" theorists ﬁho
"argue" that "bullet holes in the pgnels would support their contention,"
The continued refusal of the Police Comﬁiésion to make remaining items
available for study was ignored, as was the right of the public not %o
ntheories" but to facts. ’ )

| |

"politicians should stéy out of it - it should be left to the courts,”.
the Times announced, "politicians" in this context being an epithet used
to describe ahy public figures who wondered aloud why evidence had been
destroyed and its destruction concealed. There was no clue that if the
matter were left to the politicians in charge of the case, it would never
get to "the courts"; nor was'there much danger that anyone could know then
that a year later these same politicians-in-charge would succeed in get-
ting the matter out of court. -

During the difficult half-year after Paul Schrade and I went public,
only columnist William F. Buckley Jr., ssai the New York Post, and the
Vashington Star managed to report developments fairly in the United States.
Nor did that situation change very much later on, when there could hardly
have been any reasonable doubt left about the seriousness of the questions
to be resolved. Television, radio, and press :eports all headlined the
findings of the firearms panel under variations of the theme, "Wo Second
Gun, Experts Say." »

That may have been a reasonable elision in the first moments after
the first sentence of the joinit report was read in:court, at an hour close
to deadlines for most reporters present: the panel had been asked, "Did
you find any evidence %o support the presence of a second gun?" and 1its




answer to that question was no. Bubt wnen CB3 expert Lowell Bradford and
others denounced these accounts of their conclusions as erroneous and said

repeatedly that the panel'had found nothing either to support or preclude
the presence of a second gun, there was virtually no coverage.

Somehow lost in transmission was Mr. Bradford's overall view: "The
firearms examination,”" he said, nghould not constrain further efforts to
resolve valid questions conc¢erning the bossibility of the firing of a
second gun at the assassipation scene." In fact, the day after Mr. Brad-
ford issued this statement, tﬁe'Los Angeles Times contributed another of
its editorials to inform its readers that all seven experts had arrived
at the "identical conclusion" that there was no second gun. The Times
then declared closed the caée it had never .acknowledged was open, .It is
perhaps understandable under these circumstances that the Times declined

.to report Mr. Bradford's'subsequent testimony under oath that the case

was "more open" than ever, or that others ofl the panel of experts who
favored additional tests were transformed by that heresy into virtual )
non-persons. However, since Lowell Bradford had been hired by CBS, per-

haps ih;éL-treatment of his conclusions is even more noteworthy.ﬁ‘gu may
even shed some light on the quality of a whole series of special reports:
about the Kennedy, King, and Wallace shootings.which ﬁﬂé@ began to air
in November 1975. . :

The first of these programs concluded that Oswald alone had killed
President Kennedy; the testimony of Governor end Mrs. John Connally, who
were described as key witnesses, provided a dramatic moment. They were
shown saying that all the bullets had come from behind, thus rebutting
the idea that shots had beén fired from the grassy kholl. These same
key witnesses for some reason were not shown saying that President Ken-
nedy was hit by a different bullet than was Governor Connally, which

~would have rebutted the single bullet theory so vital to lone-assassin
buffs. (The Connally statement that was omitted by CBS reed as follows{
"They talk about the one-bullet or two-bullet theory, but as far as I
am concerned, there is no theory. There is my absolute knowledge, and
Nellie's too, that one bullet caused the President's first wound, and

" that an entirely separate shot struck me...It's a certainty. 1I'll

never change my mind.") . v
1 ..l

. Ll.
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But CBS may have topned even that peak of objectivity on i%e- N-w
January 5, 1976 "docwnentary" about the Robert Kennedy tase, which noted
that CBS had hlred a firearms expert, and then somehow failed to mention
his central conclusions, let alone his denunciation of the "misuse® of
the findings of the firearms panel. mye feel some of these guestions -
could have been answered by now," Dan Rather rerorted, "if volice had
been moré thorouzh in some aspects of their investiTation, and more
open in responding to 1e¢1t1mate nuestlons...roten+1ally sitnificant
ceiling panels and door frames were destroyed. The Los Anneles Police
Department refused reveated reguests by CB:'News for interviews, and
would not even let uz read the still-s ecret ten volune rerort of the

Robert Kennedy official investigation. FBo News lo=t its court battle
. to ﬂaln acce<" to that report.n

[ L

And then the—évtumcnhefy concluded, "But desvite unaswered ques-
tions and the speculation they raise, existing evidence is such that

i

there is a chance that one day at least this ca,e may be stamped conm-
nletely closed in the minds of most reasonable Americans."

A noble wish, to which the C3S contribution has been especially
modest. The fact is that more "reasonable Americans" than ever now .
agree v1th the unquotable CBS expert Lowell Bradford that "this case”
is now more open than ever,
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Phe behavior of the media may help explain why officials in Los
Angeles have felt they could get away with stonewalling - why they did
get away with it, +0 be more accurate.' Stonewalling does not look like
stonewalling if nobody finds out that statements made are not true. And
although stonewalllng involves the risk ‘that failure compounds one's
difficulties, stonewalling by definltlon does not fail if it succeeds -~
that is, if it is not gengrally discovered that statements made are not;
true there is unlikely to Qe any further investigation, which in turn ‘
means that the falsehoods remain undetected and no one can .recognize
the stonewalling. So the policy of the Ios Angeles authorities has
been a gamble, but a gamble at good odds.

Once the decision to resist is made, facts must be concealed or f
misstated, and oritics must be discredited as self;seeking or unhinged.
"If you listen to these idiots long enough,” then—Dlstrlct Attorney . i
Joaeph Busch announced, "they'll conv1nce you that John Wilkes Booth

didn't really kill Abraham Idncoln. " An IAPD spokesman with a. spe01a1 '
gift for 51mp11c1ty liked to dlsmlss questlons with the explanation

that the "TV footage“ of the shoot1ng resolved any honest doubts, appar-
ently assuming that nobody else would realize that no such footage exists.
And by the spring of 1975, Mr. Busch took to pooh-poohing criticisms of
the official theory by telling anyone who ‘would listen that Sirhan, who
had just petitioned for a new trial, "is making no real attempt to refute

. the accuracy of the 1nvest1gat10n" ~ presumably a reference to the allega-
tions in Sirhants petition that officials had @istorted and suppressed
evidence,'and that new information made it clear that he could not have
killed Senator Kennedy. '

But for a long time official contortions centered around themes
worthy of Alice in Wonderland: that there was "only one gun" in the
pantry (so how could anyone have fired a second?) -and that "every eyé-"
witness" saw Sirhan kill Kennedy (so how could any rational- person doubt
that he did it?). If these statements had been true, they would have
removed some of the immediacy from the discussion about the precise
whereabouts of Sirhan's gun. But everyone connected with the case, if
very few other people, knew that at least one other gun was in the area
from which the bullets that hit Senator Kennedy were_flred at the_tlme
that they were fired. ' : :
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We will discuss this gun furthéf in Chapter III. For the moment

it is enough.to quote Richard Iubic, an jndependent TV producer who

" was next to Senator Kennedy when he fell to the floor. "...I saw a

man in a guard's uniform standing a couple of feet to my left behind
Kennedy," Mr. Lubic said. "He had a gun in his hand and was pointing
it downward." vThe man that Mr. Tubic saw "“in a guard's uwniform" was &
part-time gsecurity offiéer who had been hired by the Ace Guard Service -
of Van Nuys, california., .He has acknowledged that he was standing just
behind Senator Kennedy, that he was carrying a gun, and that he drew it

“"to protect Kennedy.” He denies having_fired this_gun; no effort was

ever made to test.the gun or his assertions about it.

The officiél handling of the eyeWitness problem was even more daring.

As Joe Busch put it on the TomorITow show, "Every eyewitness that ydu

talk to - every éyewitness - ...there is nobody that ‘disputes that )

he (Sirhaﬁ) put that gun up to the Senator's ear and he fired in there."
When I asked him on that program to name one such witness, he replied:
"Would you like Mr. Uecker, the man that grabbed his arm?. Would you

1ike eny of the fifty-fi#e witnesses...?" John Howard was more restrainéd
when he was Acting District Attorney — he put the number of corroborating .
‘witnesseS'at:"2O to 25." He too, pressed_to name one>Anamed Karl Uecker,/

7y

-

The simple‘fact; however, is thaf neither Mr. Uecker nor any other
reliable witness haé ever placed Sirhants gun at nthe Senator's ear."
- It provokes'distrust when people who xnow this perfectly well continue
to say the opposite.’ o '

I have talked with Karl Uecker twice. He was the person closest
to the‘shopfing of Senator Kennedy, 2 solid, intelligent man, direct,
clear, and consistent in his testimony, which on the vital question of
the whereabouts of Sirhan's gun, is confirmed by the testimony of Frank .
Burns, Dick Tubic, Tdward Minasian, Pete Hamill, artin Patrusky,‘Juan'
Rgmero, and the other witnesses who were close enough to be reliable.
Mr. Uecker says flatly; nSirhan never got close enough for a point-blank
shot, never." He also insists that he vpushed Sirhan onto the steam
table" after Sirhan had fired two shots which raises still another
problem.' Four bullets hit Senator Xennedy or his clothing, assuming:,




no additional bullets transited the left side of his suit, which has
disappeared. If Sirhan was "pushed onto the steam table" after firing
two shots, it is difficult to see how he could have fired four shots
that hit Senator Kennedy. The six additiongl bullets fired by Sirhan
would have had to hit 6ther targets, unless he managed to put two bul-
lets into Senator Kennedy from behind at point-blank range while he was
struggling on a steam table that was several feet in front of the Sena-
tor and separated from him by a distraught crowd. '

¥* * % ¥ 7 * +* *

Once the intransigence of the Police Department.and the District
Attorney's office was clear, we decided to try to get the Ios Angéles.
Police<Commission{to act. The Commission is appointed by the Mayor to -
supervise'the work of the Policé Department. Its members are estimable
- and independent people with no apparént.vested intereé'in the original
RFK investigation, but with jurisdiction over much of the critical '

" material that was collected at that time and with specific resPonsibilify
for the integrity and competence -.of overall police operations. . ‘

Thus the Police Commission was by function and composition the
"ogical place to turn, and for that reason its behavior has been the
most puzzling and revéaling‘of any official unit. That the Commission
did not act on its own initiative is surprising enough; its response
‘when the matier was brought to its attention makes the Warren Commission
lqok good by comparison.' The Warren Commission,Afor example, published
most of the exhibits on which it claimed to pase its conclusions, The.
Police Commission has refused to do this, despite a geries of pronounce-
mentgythem — District Attorney Eville Younger and others - that all rele-
vant 1nformétién in the case, including:the nwork product" of the official
investigation, would be made_public.' o ;

The enthusiasm of the authorities for proclaiming unparalleled
accessibility as a device for preserving unparalleled secrecy was to
~soar out of control in connection with the 1ist I had submitted. "All
. our files have been open to Lowenstein for about a year," awf #géég%ggg'
District Attorney named Dinko Bozanich annougced on January 27, 1975.

- And on April 2, the District Attorney himself told a reporter, "We have
_permitied him great access to the investigative files that were compiled E_:
in this matter." Of course I had, in fact, been shown virtually nothing :

o N
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and precisely nothing of the jtems T had asked to see.

Finally, in the summer of 1975, Paul Schrade and CBS News formally
asked the Commission to make available the official ten-volume report
of the investigation as well as some specific additional material from

the official filés and a numbér of items of physical evidence, including
the celebrated ceiling panels and door frames. I made a more limited

. request, orally on July 24 and then six days later by letter to Sem
Williams, President of the Bpard of Police Commissioners:

...As you may recall, it 15 more than a year and a half
since I submitted a list of questionsy first to the District

Attorney's office and subsequently to other officials con-

cerned with law enforcement in Ios Angeles...I am enclosing
a copy of these questions, many of* which remain pertinent...

_ The Commission can sculpt a formula to deal with the
1egitimate}questions...in a manner that would be consistent
with legal precedents, the public interest, and the rights
of everyone concerned. It would include granting appropri-
ate access to certain physical items, such as ceiling panels
and erticles of clothing, access which in no way would risk
disclosures that could be. embarrassing to any private citi-
zens. 1t would not, however, require automatic access to
all investigative material, and could therefore avoid both
jeopardizing individual reputations unfairly and setting
potentially troublesome precedentS...

The public has a stake in the thoroughness and fairness
of the investigation of any crime...When the victim is (&
presidential candidate) it is inevitable that the public con-
cern will be substantial. That concern will not subside
until serious and . legitimate questions have been dealt withe..

The Commission clearly has the authority to devise a
method for providing access to those materials which affect
the public interest while preserving the privacy of any
other materials which would unnecessarily infringe on in-
dividual rights...l know we share a desire to clarify the

* circumstances attending the murder of Senator Kennedy, and
I would be glad to do anything you and the other Commissioners
feel would be helpful to achieve that result.

This'letter was not acknowledged, but on August 1 the4Commission
announced that no matérial whatever would be made available to anyone.
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High-principles about civil liberties were invoked; a threat-to
the right of privacy was detected in the request to allow experts to
study LAPD records about bullet holes in the pantry. As it.happened,
one Robert Houghton, the former Chief of Detectives of the ILos Angeies
Police Force, had collaborated on a book about the assassination
"drawn," as he put it, "from the files of the los Angeles Police

Department.” Mr. Houghton and his co-author, who were permitted un-

1imited access to materials that have been kept secret from everyone

else, used whatever information they thought might increase interest
in their book or buttress the official theory.

The book gives selectlvely detalled accounts of interviews with
w1tnesses, quotes transcripts of lie-detéctor tests, and prov1des in- |
formatlon about the background of many individuals without noticeable
scruple about pogentlal embarrassments to any prlvate citizens thus

favored. Some of the 1nformation provided appears to have been the

product of the creative imagination of one or both authors, unless it

is based on data so- carefully guarded that no one else knows what or
where it is. )

In view of this history it was difficult to take serlously the odd
excuse provided by the Police Commission for its peculiar ruling. The
alleged right to privacy of ceiling tiles, trajectory studies and spectro-
graphs seemed an inadequate excuse for blocking an @effective inguiry
into the murder of Robert Kennedy, however necessary or admirable an

increased zeal for civil liberties may be’ among Pollce,domm1851oners.

In August, after nine members of the City Counc11 had Joined in
calling for the release of particular items of evidence, there came

the news that the police had "routinely" destroyed the ce111ng tiles
and door frames which they had booked 1nto evidence durlng the in- N

vestlgatlon in June 1968. The Ccommissioners, recently lionesses
guarding their cubs at the thought of anyone inspecting evidence,
showed a remarkable lack of concern about its destruction. Chief
Houghton had worded his book to suggest that the "155 items of
booked evidence" had been preserved; 1ndeed nobody had ever suggested

_anythlng to the contrary during the long hlstory of the case, Now

Dion Morrow of the City Attorney's office explained that the ceiling
panels had been destroyed because “there was no' place to keep them -~
you can't fit ceiling panels into a card file." He said that X-rays

- —
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’ ~of the panels could not be provided because none had ever been made,
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The next day Assistant Chief of Police Daryl Gates added to the fund
of information available by responding under questioning that X-rays and
records had been made; unlike the panels, these presumably could have
been filed, but apparently they also had been lost or destroyed. Chief
Gates couiq_not understand what all the fuss was about. The panels, he
said, "have absolutely no yalue whatsoever; We made those tests and
they showed absolutely nothing. They‘proved absolutely nothing. They

did nothing so far as sﬁppor%ing the investigation or supporting the
guilt or innocence of anyone.," - ' : :

At the time Chief Gates was contributing these details it seemed

unlikely that four months later the Attorﬁey'Generalfs office would be’
arguing in court that the destroyed material was not only important,
but that it was SO crucial that no useful flight path study could be

undertaken without it. "The court has already been informed-in this
prbceeding," their brief asserted, "that crucial ceiling panels and

door jambs from the pantry have been destroyed. Without these items

i1t will be impossible £o compute angles of flight for a number of bullets.”

. The eircumstances of the destruction were about as clear as every-

thing else. Dion Morrow told the City Council that the panels had been ~
destroyed in June 1969 by a “Jow echelon" member of the Police Depart- |
ment. But Iillian Castellano, the brilli%nt archivist of the early
skeptics, produced a copy of a report by a Police Department Board of
Inquiry dated October 11, 1971.  This report inéluded a "re-evaluation

of the. evidence" based on "an inspection of the ceiling tiles removed

from the pantry." The document then said .that this vinspection" and

ng study of the schematic diagram‘showing‘the frajeétqry 6f the bullets
fired by -Sirhan refute the contention advénced,by Mr. Harper..." -

But not even panels destroyed in June 1969‘that left no records
but managed nevertheless to get vre—evaluated" in October 1971, could
stir the curiosity of the Police Commission, and on August 27 I wrote

“the Commission again:
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: The Commission has rejected all reguests for access

o ’ to any material within its jurisdiction with the puzzling
explanation that it is impossible to make such informa-
tion available without jeopardizing the c¢ivil rights and
rights to privacy of uninvolved private citizens...The
request contained in my letter of July 30 specifically
excluded any materials that might "unnecessarily infringe
on individual rights.” I commented then that "access to
certain physical items, such as ceiling panels and articles

of clothing...in no way would risk disclosures that could
be embarrassing to any private citizens.,"

...I%t has now been discovered that these ceiling panels -
items about which I have asked for two years - have been
destroyed. We would be in a happier situation today if
the news of this destruction had been givén voluntarily
when I first raised questions concerning these panels, or
even if their destruction had been acknowledged when Paul
Schrade and 1 asked the Comm1851on for access to them on
- July 24.

I presume the Commission did not reveal the destruc-
tion of the] ceiling panels because it was as unaware of
their destruction as we were,. I would assume that if
this is indeed the case you would be as concerned as we
are to find out why you had not been told...

There are, moreover, other materials of potentially
great importance that I have asked about since my first
meeting with the District Attorney and his staff. I am
now concerned about the whereabouts of these materials,
= _3including door frames, spectrographic data, X-ray and

“other fi%ﬁ, items of clothing, and writfen reports of
earlier tests and investigations. It seems to me an
urgent priority to ascertain where these items are now
kept, and to assure their safety. At the very least,
you may wish %o find out if any of these materials are
missing before you again assert high principles in
defense of conduct that has not been of your making...

. .

“The crucial point is not my access to these _
materlals, nor any other individual's access. The crucial
point is that a group of impartial and highly qualified
experts should be empowered to study some of these
materials.

i

There has been no acknowledgement of this letter either, although
it has turned out that many of the-additional items mentioned are also
"missing" for one reason or another.

" At one point, in a flurry of responsiveness, the Commission announced
that it would accep?t and reply to written questions, an announcenent
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that defenders of official conduct said disproved charges of stonewalling.
A four-member group was even designated to handle such requests,‘two
members of which were from, the Police Department, one from the City
Attorney's office, and one‘from the Police Commission. At best; this
approach did not deal with the questions raised, and the composition of

" ""fhe group was hardly designed to reassure anyone'%hdlﬁég_zbnéerhéd"éﬁgﬁf—_—'

the behavior of the Poliqgw?2§$€3ment or. of those who nad guppor%ed that
behavior; -but whatever itskmérl 8, nothing further has been heard from

or about this group. Perhaps the Police Commission has decided to use
its authority as the Hapsburgs are said to have ruled Austria: by tyranny,

tempered only by incompetence.

I began my aﬁtivities.in this case with no doubt whatever that the
authorities would be as eager &as anyone else to investigate any legiti- '
mate problems that might arise. I acted on that belief long after there

was any basis for it. But the unpleasant inescapable fact is that the
officials‘iggglxed have resisted every effort to resolve the terrible

——tuvts thet m&éﬁg Hover. : -

(

" ** . Phis: resistance cannot be allowed to close the matter. Fxper-
jence suggests that when officials dissemble about legitimate questions,
everyone else should feel impelled to pursue the questions more diligently.
That, if nothing else, the American people should have learned from the
events of the last three years. R '




I have visited and lived in California from time to time over the
years, always reinforced in its sunlight and wondering at the good luck
that brought me there. More perhaps than natives who come to take it
all for granted, I have marvelled at a place so civilized and free-
wheeling, a place at once healthy, stable, and zany, rooted in strength
but hospitable to oddity in the way that strong and varied places can
be: a state of sweep and promise where the jaded Boston-New York-Washington
traveller discovers, unbelieving, an airline that will fly him twice as
far at half the fare vwhile friendly unselfconscious long-legged girls in
silly hats serve fruit: punch and soup; a state where there is a minimum h
of the rigor mortis that normally smothers politics - where an ex-Jesuit
can succeed an ex—actor as governor,; and an ex-Marine can defeat an
ex-movie star for the House of Representatives and later win a Republican
primary for Congress after running against Richard Nixon at the peak of
his power. '

b
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In California, where splendor is natural, where pockets of misery
interrupt the countryside rather than the other way around, the largest
sense that people share is that here we can make it, here the future is
possible; and the largest sense that visitors share is, if not here,
where? But it is also true that even here, there is a new hedging to
the hopefulness, a new awareness of the fragile tentative quality of a
civilization too used to too much, too enamored of the superfiecial, too
dependent on the material, too blessed to be insulated from the rest of
the world, W{oo casuzl about its blessings to deserve them; a c1v111zat10n
built astride a Fault, not just in its people but in the earth 1tse1f,
built where no humen itriumph can ever fully obliterate the reality of
ultimate human dependence on the whim of something greater, 4

And at the hub of all the sweep and promise and tentatlveness and
natural splendor, located off-balance geographically and improbably off-
balance in other ways, a bit grotesque perhaps from a distance and on
the fringes dbut with an almost small-town calm at the core of the cos-
mopolitan swirl, Paducah and Mecca on the Riviera, the capital no% of a
state but of 2 state of mind, the futurama called ‘Ios Angeles: somehow
out of all the missed opportunities to plan better and to organize sen-
sibly has emerged this endless transportless suburb in an endless spring-
time, this magnet to gray panthers, black panthers, peroxides, hopheads,
wetbacks, and middle Americans that somehow digests it all and works -
diversity without trenches, ethnlc heritages preserved but not often
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distorted into high school elections pitting Jews against Italians or
gangs warring over erumbling strips of concrete; diverse cultures pre-
served, but also somehow absorbed into something coming closer and
closer to community.

One thinks of middle-aged women in faded dresses chanting "veto
Tito" as they troop past taco stands and orange drive-ins selling patty
melts, and of beards hitching rides in battered convertibles in January
from foggy beaches to campuses which though in a metropolis have never-

theless kept room to breathe. Nowhere the crampedness of Philadelphia
or the bleakness of Maine or the isolation of Louisville, and nowhere
the gnarled tensions of New York; telephone operators who are polite,
waitresses who smile, police who are pleasant to strangers asking '
directions, snack bars that sell real fruit in office buildings, readable
signs announcing approaching cross-sireets where retired wardrobe mis~
tresses -and childrén who- elsewhere would be on paper routes try to sell
meps. with directions to Douglas Fairbanks, Sr.'s last nest.

And everywhere the magic names: Laguna, Malibu, Ia Cienega, ander;
land Park; other names that would seem ordinary elsewhere acquiring in-
spiration by location, by association: "Sunset" in Ios Angeles glittering,
wSunrise" on Long Island tired; Wilshire, Taurel Canyon, even Santa
Mgnica — all the Sans and Santas: Vicente, Rosa, Ysidro, Fernando, the
Spanish mispronounced into the sloppy friendliness of American voices;
freshening sounds, air and light in them. East meeting West, grace plus
intelligence and drive, northern energies and southern pace; unexceptional
parts producing the exotic alloy of sophistication and openness that
distinguishes the people of this far edge of the continent: ordinary
Americans in the semi-tropics, stitching and hanging "Welcome to Our
Home" signs on light yellow walls in pink stucco houses, their healthier,
better-looking, clear-eyed children carrying surfboards or riding bicycles
bare-chested past palm trees to rock concerts; salt of the earth folk,
cautious and religious, :
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melding traditional attitudes into the broader perspectives and opportuni-
\gﬁhuw_ . ) )
ties of a land where dogs woe’ in 41000 frocks on hotel stages, and the

&ight- . .
Emperor of Japan is led by a‘tuéﬁfoot—hlgh Mickey Mouse through cheering
transplanted Iowans waving miniature American flags.

Black, white, brown, yellow, all strengthened and mellowed by climate
and circumstance, more tolerant and info:med than their brothers and sis-
ters in othér places, more curious and gullible; great problems but little
despair, challenges without desperation, without fists or stoﬁéchs clenched;
people having fun, as the word was used before it became a parody, & put—‘
down; the senses in rare confluences at night the extended twinkle of the
Valley from Mulholland, the great pink sky offering peace from beyond the
palisades at sundown{, Brightness and color above and around, lawn green
and heaven blue; and gold the unexpected total of it all, gold sometimes
chased by hustlers and diggers, sometimes dimmed by smog, sometimes tarn-
ished or confused for tinsel, but gold nevertheless: a golden'city, a '
city not of but for angels. And they write songs about San Francisco!

Within this miracle of sprawl can be found what may be the greateét
concentration of intelligent, public-spirited people anywhere in the -
world - good citizens, attractive, honorable men and women, nothing '
reactionary or closed-minded about them, Bradley people, Kennedy-McCarthy
people, people whose efforts helped produce 90% of the vote for enti-war

candidates in the 1968 Presidential primary.

Yet when their police department bungles the investigation of the
murder of Robert Kennedy himself and their District Attorney plays games:-
with the facts about the murder, it is almost imbossible to get people
closest to the situation to do anything about it. '

~ For some, the issue is too close, too painful; for some, too distant,
not relevant at all: what 's past is past, how can anything be retrieved '
by worrying about what's lost? And there are some for whom 1t is too
relevant, too close in quite a different sense - too close to reputations,
or to other matiers, or perhaps to embitions. It is not easy to tell
whose attitude is shaped by what motive, or where one reason for reticence
yields to another. Sometimes motives intersect in the subconscious, and
sometimes announced motives cloak less acceptable ones: a politician who
professed to find the assassipation so painful that he couldh't bear to
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look at the evidence or talk about the event manages to bear the pain long'
enough to distort the views of those who have studied the evidence; com-
munity leaders shocked enough on hearing the facts to talk about organiz-
ing & public meeting discover that pressures of time prevent their pro-
ceeding with the meeting after an editorial growls about "ghoulish inquiries.

But the greatest difficulty is the most circular: how can anyone, no
matter how concerned about the public good, discover that the murder of
Robert Kennedy is unsolved if his usual sources of informatidh-repeatedly
tell him the opposite? WhegichallengEu! official theorieg‘?nvite- gossip
about one's motives or one's sanity, audible cballenges tend to be left
largely to people who seem flakey*-'which‘in turn makes 1t easier to:
regard as flakey people who are critical. And that, in turn, mekes it
more difficult for people worried about their credibility or careers to
join in the critic%sm. )

And so to full circle: there will be no effective demand for a new
investigation if informed people do not know that the fécts warrant such
an investigation. But how are informed people to realize that it is pre-
cisely the way they are getting their information, the very fact that they
are "informed," that has prevented their understénding the need for the
new investigation? The few courageous public figures - above all, Super: ,
visor Baxter Ward and a former Assistant District Attorney, Vincent ‘
Bugliosi - who have spoken out have done so at a price. Otherwise thought-
ful people dismiss their efforts as publicity-seeking and caricature their

independence with hints about crackpots. Then, their reputations damaged x

further because of their courage, the fact of their support is used to
discourage maxs other -political figureS who may be tempted %o break ranks
publicly. 3

People who are less well winformed," TV watchers and talk show
listeners, reacting intuitively, steered by common sense and spared the
contagious mind-set that calculated distortion can produce, may suspect
what they wish about destroyed door frames and missing records and indig-
nant eyewitnesses; nothing much will happen t1ill people in positions of .
influence decide it should. And suddenly an unpleasant thought occurs:
how many individuals in how meny positions would it require to induce this
mind-set that has closed the issue for so many influential people?

29 57. 107
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And what sensible lawyer or movie director or psychiatrist, finally
arrived in Beverly Hills in his middle years, the material pleasantness
of his existence unparélleled in human experience, will choose to risk
awkwerdness in professional circles or ridicule in the Los Aﬁgeles Times
to join in dubious battle against forces that he is not sure exist and
+hat are likely to be too powerful to iﬁ:&%. if they do? Is it unreason-
able for rational people 1o skip all that and do something less spooky,
more solid, instead? Something that people with consciences and good
fortune should do, some involvement where you can make a difference: chair
a committee on consumer protection, sit on a hospital board, work with
delinquent kids or in a bilingual program in East LA; contribute to the
UJA or to the Marykmoll Missions. These things are recognized, rewarded,
there are plagues, photographs in the newspapers, testimonial dinners; and
there are tangible benefits to people who need and deserve help. »

3 , . .

Why risk your good name in the community that is your home, that will
be your home for the rest of.your 1ife? Does it make sense to ruffle im- '
portant people who in any event know more than you do? .They too are -
decent, intelligént men and women, Bradley people, mostly Kennedy;McCarthy
or at least Warren-Kuchel people; and if they say it's flakey to ask why
evidence is missing, 1% must be flakey, or at least irrelevant: there must
be satisfactory answers, oT they would be asking the questions, demanding

. . - . ainat Ohptg peoqle g

the action. ~ Who would like %o line ‘{fp"wr& €he°°harp1es and ghouls, with
the zealots who think (or aﬁe made to appear to think) that John Wilkes
Booth was framed?

There are other deterrents too, for those who somehow become informed
enough to feel troubled, deterrents sirong enough to slow down even the
most intrepid souls. '

To-begin with,.the law enforcement agencies do not want the assassin-
gtion re-examined, perhaps simply to protect'their reputations, one hopes
simply to protect their reputations, or perhaps %%‘guar g%her e e
but in any event, and for whatever reason, the LAPD and the District
Attorney stand, rocklike, if on strange groﬁnd, unWiiling to answer
questions legitimately posed, their investigati?e'and prosecutorial
powers an unmentioned part of the calculations of those who might venture

pest earlier disincentives., Iawyers, for example, must deal with the LAPD

e
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and the District Attorncy's office, und clicnts want lawyers with good
relationships with law enforcement agencies.

But there are less everyday considerations, occasional reminders of
the toll .that canvdescend on those, however eminent, who may get“too in-~
dependent about matters that have stirred passion at high levels in the
LTAPD. The Deputy Mayor of Los Angeles, a man everywhere respected for
his brains and kindnesses, is arrested in a pornographic movie by a police-
man paid with public funds to0 watch pornogfaph}c movies. He is.charged,
he says framed, with making an improper : towges the policeman,
Newspapers'which barely mention that two policemen believe they saw an
extra bullet at-the scene of Robert Kennedy's murder find space for block-
type headlines about the belief of another policeman that he was prbposi-
tioned in a pornographic movie; and the Cit& Attorney's office, too busy
4o investigate the destruction of evidence in the murder of Robert Kennedy,
somehow finds the resources to marshall evidence about activities in a

pornographic theater. The poiice power of the civilized city marches on.

But if that message isn't loud enough, there is another message
about another power - nastier, more remote, maybe not really a message
at all, but maybe...The message from & comedian's hotel room burgled in
Las Vegas by men hired by the .CIA, maybe even the message from the base-
ment of a Mafia chieftain mur&effdtaalhis own home while under the pro-
tection of the FBI. The R of entertainment, sophisticated
about gambling and drugs'and hard-core publications, its leading citizens
shuttling to New York and Iake Tahoe and Ias Vegas =~ such a city cannot
ignore such messages. Whether they are connected or not, nobody can be
sure they are not connected: and that is enough to connect them.

And so the paradox of Los Angeles: thergOIden city, hopeful,
healthy, all those intelligent, creative, conscientious people busy
raising funds for Dan Ellsberg and Alan Cranston and Cesar Chavez, &

.. city only 17% black that can elect as its mayor a man of unusual

decency and good sense who happens to be black; but all the same, 2
city that refuses to come to grips with the question of who murde£i§
Robert Kennedy right there in the pantry of its own'singcred, %%n%é#,
» .

SWimming-pooled,'four—orchestraed Ambassador Hotel.

———



The problem in LosS Angeles is a concentrated example of a

national problem.

Since most Americans don't believe the lone assassin theories,

it shouléd not be difficult to persuade politicians to pushvhard for

. new investigations. The very fact that it is difficult is peculiar.

e s about Pre wnrders
Politicians are at least as puzzled as everyone else, and most of

them privately favor new 1nvestlgat10ns., But politicians are more
’ﬂ'\ [ 3 Wn“
aware than most people of how hard it is to do anything about sk, add
they are very aware that it is a high rlsk issue; reputat1ons can be
‘FA'\‘f
damaged, but few dotes‘!ﬁﬂ!ﬂﬂﬁl can be gained. Furthermore, a comfor-
table middle position is avallable- ‘any gesture of support is

appreciated by those who want the cases reopened, and any gesture of

support that stops with the gesture is acceptable to those who do not.

Thus sincere politicians can say on late night talk shows that

the cases should be reopened (everyone who's awake after mldnlnht is

for reopening everything aﬁyway); members of Congress can co- sponsor
bills or sympathize with constituents agitated about hyperactlve bullets
in Dallas or Los nAngeles. If pressures grow momentarily heavy on
officials with direct responsibility,.they can‘endorse a commission

to investigate the work of a previous commission (especially if the new
commission is staffed by veterans of earlier commissions). - Or they can

stage a raid on a handy pantry. ‘ ) '

The intricate process of governance in the United States sometimes
makes it necessary to yield to public pressure Or risk building it
even further. The trick is to know when to appear to yieid, and how

to build.the credibility of the appearance.

.
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put murder cases do not reopen themselves, and appearances do
not reopen them. Periodic charades can, however, appease public dissatis- .
faction and thus make it even more difficult to reopen them: the new
investigation itself caﬁtgecome pari of the old cover—up; Fverything
depends on who is doing the investigatiﬁg, on their motives and
intggrity and competence; and on the iegaly financial and staff

resources available to them.

 k % Kk Kk k Kk *k_k_ Kk Kk k X ¥ * ¥x &

The Los 2ngeles story has now gone tﬁrough another of the
familiar cyclgs:}the massive effort producing the renewed public
concern; the "yielding" of the bemused, put-upon authorities to thé
misguided, spuriously—inducéd new pressures; the elaborate (one is
fempted to say "hooplaed“j new report os the new investigation, fe;
treating where necessary to a new Maginot line of ev;sions of the

-

same unanswered questions.

.

This time the investigator was ont Thomas Kranz, whé&;everal months
was the District Attorney's special counsel in charge of the RFK case.
Mr. Kranz started his job at a rather hopeful moment: the County Board
of Supervsors had voted unanimoﬁsly to support‘é new inquiry over
the objections of the acting District Attofney,jwhose habit of foolish
misstatement finally caught up with hih; a long article in the Times
had included the views of some of the moreAeffeétive critics, whosg
statements had been removed from the Index for;the moment: for the
first time, a fair-minded judge had accepted jurisdiction of some

aspects of the case; there was even some movement in the City Council.

Into all this new activity bustled an enthusiastic Thomas Kranz,

a liberal Democrat billed as a former advance man for Senatér Kennedy..



and a man who though innocent of investigative experience was equally
.,ufy‘,d, ./La_ r:f\.J-»h s wert Commtied to e strfhs
1nnocent of ties to the 0ld set of ww@= -5 A“The most impnortant

guestion,” he said when his appointment was announced, "is to take a
very fresh approach to éil evidence. . .that_might have any bearing on
the situation that might have occurred that evening." The “fresh
approach” was to last about as long aé the Special Committee set-up

by the City Council, which did meet once to select a chairman and

once to disband.

The major thrust of those troubled by the evidence had centered
increasingly on getting a new firearms study, in the belief that -9

scientific tests’would clarlfy matters one way or another. \Nobody F%ﬁ:;

S -
A

antic1pated that the results of these tests would be a standoff, that .1&'
virtually nothing would be found to match anything else/ so the. o
A matching effort would in the end prove nothlng\> almost everyone
(" assumeA that test-firing Sirhan's gun would at least establish that

~it had or had not W=em fired the bullet that was removed #m relatively

from Senator Kennedy's neck. The authorities must have
been as astonished as éveryone else: they had worked hard to prevent the
neQ tests, and when tesﬁing was ordered they worked even harder to
discredit the integrity of what physical evidegce had not been destroyed.
all this turned out td‘be unnecessary, since what evidence was ieft was
unexpectedly uncommunicative. ’

In retrospect, what is most remarkable ébéut the whole firéarms

-episode is that the authorities ménaged to traésform the conclusions
of the experts into an endbrsément of the poliée investiggtion. To
understand what an extraordinary achievement that was, it is sufficient

- to recall that the pancl explicitly and:unequi§ocally dismissed the

central finding of the LA\PD expert. Debﬁyne Wolfer, who had sworn that the
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bullets recovered from the victims had been fired by Sirhan's gun
wand no other gun in the world." The experts agreed unanimously .
that it is impossible to‘say whether those bullets were or were not
fired by that gun. The.discovery ghat the bul}et removed from
Senator Kénnedy's neck céuld not be identifiedias a Sirhan bullet
might have startled even Mr. Kfanz, had‘a "fresﬁ approach" still
been on his agenda. But.bQ then he was broadcasting, perhaps a bit

prematurely or at least indiscreetly, his conclusion that only Sirhan

had been shooting in the pantry.

Nevertheless, on October 7 the Times reported, "The panel's
findings were interpreted by Dibn Mdrrow, another special counsel
app01nted by C1ty Attorney Burt Plnes. as a complete v1ndlcat10n of
the LAPD ballistics examination. It will be gratlfylng to LAPD crlmlnall:

Deayne “olfer that his profe551ona1 judgment and the guality of his

. work has been upheld, Morrow said."

and Police Chief%‘{?gszs'was as temperate and accurate as ever.
"pfter years of unwarranted attack on criminélist Dewayne wolfer,"
chief Davigs announced, "his integriiy and professional excellence have
been vindicated. However, this will ‘not stop;the conspiracy theory
profiteers or the conspiracy theory nuts from drumming up additional
allegatlons which will tend to undermine the workings of the police,
‘the prosecution, and the courts." No doubt Chlef pavis did not realize
what unlikely fish his dragnet of "couspiracy proflteers or conspiracy
nuts" was about to catch. | But presently Special Counsel Kranz commented

directly on the guality of the police work, and at lpasty1nference on

the attitude of the police Commission:




1. The LAPD's scientific research: "Sloppy.'

2. The destruction of the ceiling tiles, door frames, etc.:
wihat the hell were these things destroyed for? That borders on
catch 22 insanity. . .It was wrong. It was just idiotic. There's
no excuse or explanation that justifies why it was done. . .Sirhan
had been convicted, and his appeal was not even in prospect yet.
Poﬁential evidence should neve:‘be deetroyea until the entire case

has run out."

3. The wi;hholding of the ten-volume report:
| .

“1+ makes no sense to keep'these things private becauee all they do

is undermine people's faith in law enforcement and public agencies."”

4. The disappearance Or withholding of vital official records:
"Here you have a major aspect of the prosecution's case which isn't

substantially documented.”

5. aAnd an overall assessment:
*public agenc1es that refuse to use good judgment and sense in giving

rational explanations are just undermlnlng thelr own credibility."”

0f course these observatlons were not unconnected to Mr. Kranz'§
eagerness to establish hls own Credlblllty And +hat is a formldable
.undertaking no matter how intemperate his language in descrlblng the'

work of the LAPD, since hls determlnatlon in court to narirow and then

close off the inguiry was as great as the determlnatlon he expressed
elsewhere to pursue everyzlead to the end.
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But perhaps the saddest aspect «f his pronouncement that Sirhan
had acted alone is its failure to deal credibly with most of the evi-
dence he is alleged to have studied; A certain amount of waffling is
perhaps to be expected in an endeavor as difficult as trying to support
the conclusions of an investigation one has just described ‘as slopny,
idiotic, bordering on insanity, and undermining people's faith in law
enforcement; but Mr. Kranz's creative zeal is remarkable. For the most
part,-he simply ignores facts that do not fit his theories. But one
0dd circumstance allows his talents to soar: the panel of firearms
experts unexpectedly reported that the barrel of Sirhan's gun was .
heavily leaded when they test-fired it. This was curious, because
Sirhan fired copper-coated bullets on June 5, 1968,.and copper-coated
bullets clean out a leaded bore when they are fired through it. Further-
more, the L.A.P.D. expert, DeWayne Wolfer, also fired copper-coated
bullets when he claims to have test-fired Sirhan's gun in 1968 - and
that was the last yime anyone is supposed to have fired that gun until
the panel fired it &=£555. How, then, to account for the severely
ieaded condition of the bore in September, 19757

Vince Bugliosi asked this of Patrick Garland, the chairman of the
panel, who acknowledged that after the experts had fired only six copper-
coats almost all the lead in the bore of Sirhan's gun had been removed.

Mr. Bugliosi described what héppened next: R <.

My last question to him (carlend) was an obvious
one: Inasmuch as copper coats clean out & leaded
bore, and inasmuch as 16 copper-coated bullets
were fired through the bore of Sirhan's gun within
a few days in June 1968, how do you account for
the severely leaded condition of the bore in Sep-~
tember 19752 He responded that it was rather
obvious that someone had fired lead bullets

through the bore of Sirhan's gun.in‘the-interim.

In other words, the chairman of the panel of exverts believes that
someone for some reason had fired illicitly a gun which had bteen in
official custody continuously since two hours after Senator Kennedy was
shot in 1968. And here,to be sure,the Sﬁecial Counsel found at last the

‘smell of conspiracy ~ by unknown forces out to discredit the L.A.P.D.!

The Times accouni of lir. Kranz's comments on this point reads as follows:




"Implicit in that unexplained anomalx, Kranz thinks, is whether Sirhan's
.22 celiber Iver-Johnson Cadet was tampered with...Kranz speculates that
someone may have tried to discredit the L.A.P.D. oOT 1nte111rence agencies

by creating doubt about the case."

It takes a2 special flair to conceive of a plot to discredit the
1.A.P.D. by depositing particles of lead inside the barrel of a weapon
which was never out of the control of OfflClals, and which the unnamed
conspirators could not have known would ever be examined again. It may
alsoc tell as much as one needs to know about the quality of objectivity

and logic that underliesthe rest of Mr. Kranz's findings.

But even Mr. Kranz's enthusiasm for the one-gun theory did not
blind him to a problem he had to address: if the official conclusions
are correct, why has there been so much stonewalling, why is so much
evidence missing or withheld, why were critical items destroyed?

A preview of the Kranz report which was featured in the Times
implies a relatively innocent, explanation for all the official miscon-
duct that he denounces; after all, it seems to say, nobody who had done
anything as wretchedly incompetent as the 1nvestlgat1ve work in this
cese could be expected to allow themselves to be shown up.

i

And of course it is quite true that the fact of a cover-up does
not explain the motive for the cover-up: the motive may be much less
sinister than what, perhaps inadvertently, is being covered up. But
that possibility does not become reality simply by asserting it; bal-
ancing denunciations of the work of the IAPD w1th affirmations of the
correctness of its conclusions does not make one's judgments even-handed,
persuasiveg, or correct. ‘

Ambitious politicians far more scrupulous than Mr. Kranz have
yielded to the temptation %o recite fiction as fact at convenient
moments, so one doesn't wish to be too harsh about his performance.
Nevertheless, he left the case in worse shape than he found it, which
was not easy to do.. One had the right to hope for something better,
but that of course is a summary of this whole distressing history.



The details of the Kranz report are discussed in Chapter IV. ,
Here it remains simply to add that for a time, at a hopeful moment in
the summer of 1975, it seemed possible that a cooperative effort might
be underway at last to try to resolve the doubts about a major assass-
ination. There was a moment when there was hope that a precedent might
even be set which could be followed in dealing with doubts festering
elsewhere. . Perhaps Mr. Kranz didn't have the clout 1o carr& through

on what seemed his genuine purpose at first; be that as it may, he has
come and gone and there is still no way to know what it all means,

where it all leads.

The fact that the Report of the Warren Commission was wrong about
some vital matters and misleading about many others does not mean ig§g
facto that its final conclusion was wrong; bswald alone may have mur-
dered President Kennedy despite the errors of the Warren Commission.
The fact that the report of a special counsel misstates and ignores
facts and that evidence has been distorted and desiroyed does not mean
ipso facto that Sirhan alone did not murder Senator Kennedy.

But the .fact that the Warren Commission was wrong does not necess-
arily mean that Oswald alone did murder the President; and the fact of
the bungling and the cover-up in Ios Angeles does not necessarily mean
tHat Sirhan alone murdered Robert Kennedy.

We proceed therefore to a more comprehensive study of the assassina- .

tion of Senator Kennedy, so everyone can make their own judgments about
the evidence and its implications. :
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