g Seand
/ A /ZRILOGUS-
Investigating the investigation of the murder of Fre:izent Xennedy,
published
with an estimsted 10,000, 000 words of whet, for. lack of an accurate designetion,
~ k&“*z;w,'“
has come to be known by the official “dedignation of "ev1dence) and an estimeted 300

cubic feet ?f f}lesnof incalculeble wordege and ell thet is aveilablaz that the
Loy Ao W W&vﬁdﬂm S vl
governmen” shunted, I8-8A endless job that cowid not pos=idbly be completed in an

adult lifetime devoted to nothing else.

*n my own "Report On The Werren Report” I have soucht to analyze
each of the more important aspects}as I could)from the documentation I could find.
“het I could snd did find depended uvon the time I had availeble, for I wae simul~
teneously en author, one full-time function, a publishér, whiéh enfails more
numerous svecislities, snd the reséarcher. To a l:rg% degree what mj research into %
the files yielded was controlled by instinct and luck, for iheyrére arranged in a
manner designed to frustrate logic snd waste enérmous enounts of time, If was also
controlled by what was available, |

Initisl1ly, 106% of the staff papers were denied. It is no distortion or
exagoeration to say they were suppressed. Begin:ing about the first of 1967, e few
were allowed to pesk fr:;hiblivion. I know of no one else who has, if he found eny,
made any use of them. Mesger ss is the medical -eutopsy data the Comnission permitted
itself tc possess snd dubious, evasive and Woefully incomplete g that tiny percentsge
of these 30C cubic fest is, 4 postponed thet part of my inquiry end writing in the
hope that I would be able to drawn upon these still-secret working pspers.,

When this could no longer be delayed, still sesking whet had been supere

auppressed, I had to begin writing this book.

* pxikxfx I requested end raid for the Xeroxing of every peper in the

egsentiel files, Here I ran intoc the obstacle =et forth in the correepondeneezf’ﬁ”ff’i'/

Finelly, I did get all but what I was told had tesn withheld, two unidentified
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memos, four short psges. They end & then-undisclosed numer of =sdditionel

documen ts Would be availeble simultaneously. The promised dete of by September
five days.

15 wes delsyed only BXXeEXY The xxax officisl reasons,for this delsy are set

f-rth in the corcespondence. They do not mske s=ense to ne.

“n any event,/lﬁ September 20, 1967, ™“researc researchers, of whom I szeem
to have been the only one with menifested interest, Wéf;ermitted to examine these
tw? documents that until fhen were withheld from the J.F.X 4-1 or "eutopsy" file
i
e;k'twelve additional boxes, each holding about four inches of documents. It should

Tv@—-ra«wf

be appsrent that 5t sumuk e (stack of documents two=feeb-hish requires 8 oonciderable
emount of time for the briefest scanning. in inquiry of this sort should, properly,
proceed more slowly. Were I to do that, however, I would never comp.ete this task.
?his jg » subject that goes to the heart of the democratic society, one from which
every nstionsl act and policy »imm subsequent to “ovember 22, 1967, =tems, There
wes a chenge in administration ané there were chanées in policies brogght about
by this murder and by it &lone. The murdsr end the snelysis of its officiel
investigation, elready esteblished as &t best entirely inadequate snd deshonest
and at worst s deliberate frsud, possibly conﬁoiratorial, therefore cannot wsit
the slow workings of history sni the as yet unmenifested interested of professionsl
hiqtorians, the officisl|"scholars”. Nor can it await taaoeleted sssunption of their
responsibilities by the lg;eru who were the first to abdicete their responsibilities;
that o” the press, which hes concerned itself only with sycophancy send slsnder; or

an of+ticisl investigetion, of which there is no sign.

S0, I have to make spoi decisions gE?ghat I will read and how cerefully
I will examine or not exsmine esdﬁfi;;—baper within a folder, each folder within a
file, each file in esch box. This I hed to do without benefit of any reallyhggon-
;nOful guide to the contehts of the considerable stack of materisls. Our government
cen burn millions in Vietnam every dsy of the year, but it caopgt afford to spend

Qhe monumental chsaos “"dumped on -,

more than the nert-time work of two men in going ovemplnq#xtltxxnxxxnxxnnxtu the

ligtional Archives by the Commission When—it—folded. Yo mstter how competently or with
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whet dedication these two men per form their functions, thq;con&:ont a vast
verbal accunulstuon end csn do only so much szch day, especially becsuse they
érﬁ elso the ones; who mske what has been released evsilable to those who seck iﬁ
end becsuse of the necessary additionel time consumed in workéng with msterisls
that sre, properly,‘kept under lock and key snd and msy ve exsmined only under
guerd.

They cennot meke sn index to the clutter, nor cen them make a

L[;/ in
mesningful table of contents. +hey can compose only the most rudim=ntary guides.

Por these iRxbmxmmyxkerzxiiatxis two feet of documente, here that is:

Lil-attached.

alraady-

This adéition to the written bock cannot exhsust- ~cennot, rsally,
begin to reflect whet may be stached away in thess-twe essentlally—undescribed :;w
feot of large illegible carbon copies made less legible by repeated Xeroxing.
“Then sny single sheet of paper may have the most vitel significence, this is a

17

considerable defect and 8 liability. is unavoidable, but the resder wshould
be aware of it.

gy the time s single man could study two feet of documents with the
requieite care, there would be another two feet demsndinz the seme or more
attention, end there would be no writing, no book, novhing publicly aveilable.

u\kj'iitsa’
I see no alternative but silence to this undesiresble and un fortunstely incomnlete
befsuse ,'L
spproach. However, tu printhx mx the entire document wherever possible, the rsader can
see for himeelf that I have taken nothing out of context and have restricted myself
essential

to deta txxtxnxnnnxxbzxzijurnixbxx whose/mesning cennot be altered by the aveilabllity

of documents still suppressed. Further informetion mi*ht strnngthen the case sgeinst

the Comnission and its stafi;fbut +Wey cannot cngbge what these documents say snil mean.



“rom the bréef description sbove, i* is zpparent these iz boxes of
] Com-ission prrers do nS‘ focu= on the vﬁdlcel and sutonsy EXIAERZE fac\fés of
the case. Here I aksx include only what is relevant in this book of whet I nhave
discovered buried in these until-now secretr files. The medical-sutcpsy content
of these files is but & tiny fraction.

In what I have gon: over, there iz nét s single page that in vy way
disputes this bock, not one that even indicstes + heve mede any unfsir or unwarranted
representation in this book or the earlier-completed four. Everythiné I heve seen
substentistes my snslwysis end conclusions.

/}q Vhile it would have been better, from a literary perspective, in eny
event, had this meterisl been worked irto the aprropriste chepters, i+ may, perhaps, ]

J— A a4
@/not without velue thet the reader esne see whet was in the files thatpwas denied
resesrchers for so lonz s period, just how contrary jt is to the oflicial story
ad-itional

so lustily propsgandized throughou’ the workd. -_Eimay give him anrnsight intio how
the Com:ission wWorked and thought sund into the minds;iif got the heerts, of seversl
of the more pr'omjg,rjxt staf? members. |
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Howard”,Willens, ataff director, Derartment of Justice employes, favorite
and trusted of the ?‘A'ashihgton Post, was an important Commission officiel. e also
wrote many memos, most of which, without doubt, I haven't seen. i@&e%re&eased«fon
atﬁqy—ené—-anti}»-@en;"’ ?{ﬁa-f‘/ever gentler ’word the Comr;ai siemil's ap‘ologists would prefer, /rte.
in reality suppreSSed\i;ltil September 20, 1967, when most of the interest in the
*‘eport had slaked 1in reéponse to the tremenciuous prop:aganda campaign in support of ,t#pe
geport and attacking the its critics, is’ﬁ;m;i:mn—;xxnmnx amo&é‘:h;s:yilnmy—pos{‘se;s::n.
Under date of August 8, 196;2;, ¥illens s=nt General Counsel Rankin e eritique of
wChapter IV - Dreft dated 7/21/64."

Without exception, every copy made for me of those reports suppressed

until that day is exceedingly pele, more so than necessary, even if a1 come from

I L
indistinct cerbon copies. This one is no exception. The date seems to be 7/21. 1t

e

—

mawﬁ,im if ons every saw an originel, be a dsy of so lster, My copy fame fro~ the
jnternal staff memorenda file. There is another in File Xﬁf-ﬂﬁ‘;ﬁep an an:*i; presumeably,
other copies sre in other files. Many coples were made be fore the one Xeroxed for nme.

In the Report as issued Chapter IV is "The Assassin". ¥rom internal
evidence{ ixxmsxemrsy %illens’ memo discusses what, in essence, was in this chapter.
Comperison of this illegible eritique and the final, printed Report indicates much of
what Willens demended he gobe.

On the second page he hes this entrencing paregraph: Lil- numbered 3, all.

Hers he soys "why weaken our cass by congidering whether Osweld was %
mechanically capsble of f‘ne erime? ¥het difference does it meke if it wa: impossible
" for him to heve done that shooting?" The really truthful stetement wa: not intehded
to be interpreted es I do: '

T think our cese remeins the ssme even if Oswald hed limited or negli-

gible cepacity with 8 rifle". Tpis is exactly true. The case remeined the ssmes 7iu {47¢

9,;{ T

"'it was 8 fremeup. The best shots the Comnission could get, under improve? conditions,
) qm oswald was
could not duplicate the shooting attributed to Vswald (WHITEWASHE X 26)s .
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a truly lousy shot who, when lest tested, on an easy course, scored but a single point .
more then the absolute minimm demsnded of every servicemsn (WHITE/A3H, "The Marlsman' ).

In the ap-raissl of the Comaodant of the Marine Corps, he was "a rather poor 'shot'.”

WHITETASH 30).
Pwaxps ragregpuzater: Lil- numbered 5-all

“nwat this eeems to sey is that he didn't get the rifle at his Dallas

post-offiée box, Malthougb: the Commiszion says he did, in Dallss.

o That Willens is 8 leawyer treined in the adversary system; in whichfne has
. ‘?}' an epronent td pravsent the other side, is here clesr, This nine-page critique haes 41
numbsred items. They seekx toMe{force in the “eport not that meager bit of the other
side of the evidence thet, unwented, crept in, but & partisen presentation of what the
Co‘nr"issmn wanted believed. This is what permeates his demends snd sugegestions. ot~

Lo
+hes he wes unawere of it. In the seventh item he argues the presence of an old, hidden

palmprint on the rifle thet ecould not heve be-n made during the assassination is suffic-

ient {there being no other prints on the rifle allegedly'used ané hidden in great hesste),
[ -

e
By 14, TRke-n-he recognizes tae weakness of atzenmpting to use the discovery of Osweld's

{/L
fingerprints on cart%nc b:e,""ma= ‘pe-idff‘.o handle,\ tha:t::bet&a hls joby; &s a nean of placing

him at the sixth-flcor window et the time of thé as,assinatlor,.)n é)rthrlhhtly states,,;

g R
in en efiort to strengthen the prosecution caese, not get the truth outb_,/!"/: ped \

“The basic question is whe;wtfi"éﬁrpha’si‘s\‘:iﬂ”érig’iﬁﬁl‘)’ he wes at the window
and when we come near to thet question Wwe back awey from it. Furthermore, we never
do mske = effort to ,refu_te the many other possibilities for these fingerprints
, which are consistent with Oswsld's innocence”.

What Willens might have ad-ed is that the i;‘eport never states these

"possibilities" thst are "conistent with "Oswald's inn ocence .
"v'ju( e "4/(%1 tle ¢
Recognizing the great weskness of using Howard Leslie Brepnan &s &n
A ",'; (f e~
"eyemitness" to identify Ogswald at thset windowp ‘imtewash 39-42) aa-é—aﬁe%h-er

Lg

~ "similart. {really. maaning no identification that had me&ning«)—”!b argues in his



o, 3

e 18th item, "I would eliminate oliminate this comparison here end perhips meke a ref-
. A7y )

k ’ erence to it leter on when the Tippit shooting 1is discussed."” This confirms

exeetly what I seid in WHITETASH ("The Tippiﬁhrder/") thet if the Tippit murder
(,// f’thwu

hedn't haprened, it wc:u.ls;!1 heve had to have been 1nvented to pin‘the rap of cop-
o rTheve wau,u; v /l’*(; PR ct
killer on Csv ald 1o makesthe sbened evidence of him as the assassin seem credible.

The incredible Brernan iz, to ¥llens (item 19) "s good wit ness) end the Commission

" chould reaffirm"his testimony "as the source of the shots".
. The reader will recsll that the Report ergued that Odweld ook the

m»/l) —
slleged assassination rifle to work the morning of the assassination "because

he wes seen to carry e bsg. The testimony was given by @jBue]/\Frazier snd his
sister, ulnnie May Rsndle® (VHITEWAZH 12-23). Uswald is ssid to have cl-imed

hed curtain rods in this bag. ALl the test imony ebout the bag end its contents
are 10i% agalnst the Commission's conclusions. The Commission got around this by

Sy b A + w-f"r
simply ssy:&ag whet it wanted is right and xtxxmxxxi ‘all of its test1mony was

s M"'
wrong. The evidence was & tbat bag could not heve contained Hr(rifle_, %he

vommiss on, in the ab;sence of any testimony - hat=oever’ sim ly said ths rifle

Hflz? g u‘f vy v?\n, atq 4 fleo ']‘\J\\ ')"’m vy .J}"/ pc v Thgee hedd T,
was 4i sassembl ed., C wh»i—eh&e—@tﬁthe_si.tnai;ﬁomﬂildngugi_to tal impossi- bil»rty}
Lxe

a—few-iﬂehes-closenzoyposs‘ibie‘)-.[& Commission; conducted no investigation to see

s

whether Uswald hed carried curtain-rods with him,ee (the FBI before 13‘\had—-£aa.lad

—4orades So, Willens wents the Comzission to ‘conclude {as it did) thet "He lied

about the curtain-rod story end the peper bag" (Item 23). % 1t ic not inconsistent

for him them (Item 24) to ergue that "The discussion...regarding di sassembling

{/ / a2 sy

seems to heve limited relevence". Eis concept of the use of the"Frazier-Hendle
7
testimony", under a reorgenization he proposedf‘i%" so tavto prove that uswald

carried the m‘i‘.l‘per bag to work, and then turn to the question whether the b2g

contained the assassination wespon." Vhet this means, simply, in the absence o

proof that the bag held the rifle, is that the Report wou.}:d be reorgsnized to

poison the case agsinst Oswald. Prove that he carried s bag and then pretend that

the bag held the rifle, thevefore, he took the rifle to work. This is what
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the Commission end the Report did. it is eontrery to the evidence. It would not
open’
nave been dared in ‘court.

nature.

The entire memo if of this shaxagienx

“grg again, emple rewson for keepinz these files away from those
researching the essessination and its investigetion. For whatever reason, this is
e;actly_whgfxyappened. For whatever reason, when the question of the integrity of
Ol Ot Y
;ﬁliﬁd;kmégé;iigrgaﬁclusions was a hot issue toward the end of 1966 and early in

1967, this end the ample similsr evidence was surpressed. They sre.pertinent te

the charscter of the Commission and that of ite work.



