Conspiracy, 1966


2/66
... Outlandish as the inferences appear, they are not more so than the assassination of President Kennedy.  Since man's beginning murder has been, and still is, the ultimate weapon.  The Minority of One, Letter to the Editor, Cause and Effect, A list of eight developments in U.S. national policy preceding and following the assassination.

4/66
Further exhaustive analysis of Connally wounds, concluding that CE399 could not also have passed through Kennedy, that Connally's exit wound showed highly mutilated if not fragmented bullet despite destruction of evidence when his coat and shirt laundered, that at least one more assassin involved.

Calls for release of X-rays and photographs, missing Zapruder frames, all wound-ballistics test bullets, motion picture stills by Betzner, Muchmore and Nix, and all FBI data dealing with the shooting. The Minority of One, The Separate Connally Shot, Vincent J. Salandria, p. 9, 2nd of 2 articles, 1st in 3/66 Issue.

4/66
Vincent J. Salandria says that on 2/26 he had examined, in the National Archives, the FBI report of 12/63 [which conflicts with the Warren Report on location of the back wound.] The Minority of One, Vincent J. Salandria article.

See National Archives, 4/66
4/19/66
We have been referring to Lee Harvey Oswald, without qualification, as the man who killed President Kennedy.

Hereafter, make certain that we use a qualifying phrase, such as “identified by the Warren Commission as the man who shot and killed President Kennedy." AP, notice mailed  to bureau chiefs and correspondents.

4/25-26/66
Washington - Senator Morse says JFK had policy in Viet Nam under intensive review 10 days before his death and that he thinks U.S. policy there now would be different had JFK lived.

State Department points out Diem and Nhu had just been assassinated and policy review natural, but doesn't deny Morse's statement. AP, New York Times
See Conspiracy, 7/14/70.

5/28/66
[Discussion of books by Epstein and Weisberg.]

Contradiction between Warren Report and FBI reports of 12/9/63, and 1/13/64, on location of JFK back wounds.

5/28/66
[Discussion of books by Epstein and Weisberg, filed Books.]

Single bullet theory developed by Arlen Specter.

"... Films of the assassination proved that Mr. Kennedy and Connally were wounded within a period of one-half second, at the minimum, and less than two seconds at the maximum.

"It was physically impossible for a sniper to fire two rounds in that flash of time from a bolt-action rifle of the type Oswald used.  Thus, Mr. Kennedy and Connally were struck by the same bullet or two men fired two different bullets."  Times-Post Service, Richard Harwood

5/30/66
[Discussion of books by Epstein and Weisberg, filed Books.]

If the FBI statements [in its reports of 12/9/63 and 1/13/64] are not errors, they could unhinge the central conclusion of the Commission Report: that Lee Harvey Oswald was probably the sole assassin.  An FBI spokesman Sunday said, however, that the statements are in error.  LA Times, Robert J. Donovan

6/5/66
Reaction of J. Lee Rankin, Norman Redlich and Arlen Specter, and FBI ["the bureau declines comment"] to attack on single bullet hypothesis by Epstein, Weisberg.  New York Times, Peter Kihss

See also Newsweek, 6/13/66

6/13/-20/66
Close examination of testimony and evidence and the conflicts between these and the Warren Report.

... the Secret Service, when making its protective plans, got from the FBI the name of not a single fanatic in a city that breeds them like kernels on a corncob.  To suggest how strange this was, months before the killing in Dallas, in an article dealing with fanatics of the night, I had described the activities of a mysterious and wealthy young Dallas businessman, self-styled "The Patriot," who was trying to form a nation-wide secret organization composed of radicals pledge to rise and assassinate prominent officials on "The Patriot s" orders.  The activities of this and other rich, powerful and wild-eyed yahoos in Dallas could not have been unknown to the investigative agencies. ...

... Given the almost hysterical right-wing bias of Dallas, given a "Patriot" whose brain had envisioned the wholesale slaughter of public officials, an all too easy assumption is that Oswald may have been the pawn t some devious right-wing conspiracy.  But, again, it is not necessarily so.  In the background are Oswald' s undeniable Castro-ite activities and his earlier attempt, seemingly well established by the testimony of his wife, to assassinate rightist Major General Edwin A. Walker.  …  The Nation, [2 issues] pp. 707 and 737, Some Unanswered Questions, and Testimony of the Eyewitnesses, Fred J. Cook.

6/13-20/66
Close examination of testimony and evidence and the conflicts between these and the Warren Report.

… Such a reconstruction … suggests very strongly that someone else [besides Oswald] was firing at the President from another vantage point, with a different rifle, on a different and far flatter trajectory.  The evidence argues very strongly that the Stemmons Freeway sign may well have been a pre-designated firing point.  It would be a standard ambush tactic to zero in on the roadway at such a landmark, and to begin firing when the President reached this precise point.  That would explain, as the Commission's version does not, the rapidity of the first two shots that hit President Kennedy Connally; it would not conflict head on with Connally's assertion that he was wounded by the second shot; and it might explain, assuming that rifle reports in such circumstances would almost blend, the confusion in the minds of witnesses about the number of shots and their incredibly close spacing. The Nation, [2 issues] pp. 707 and 737, Some Unanswered Questions, and Testimony of the Eyewitnesses, Fred J. Cook

6/13/66
All of this emphasizes the crucial importance of determining whether the commission's conclusion that the first shot wounded both the President and Governor Connally is tenable.  The Zapruder film record and the testimony of Governor Connally and his wife say it is not.  Furthermore, not a single eyewitness the Commission heard saw the action in the way that the Commission decided it had happened.  All, without exception, were convinced that the President and Governor Connally were felled by two separate, wounding shots. The Nation, Fred Cook, p. 710

6/13/66
Detailed discussion of firing tests made of the Carcass by FBI and Army Ballistics Research Laboratory.

... On this basis, Oswald would have accomplished something beyond the capacity of the fastest trigger fingers the Commission could find.

... The investigation in Dallas had left the Commission with just one suspect, Lee Harvey Oswald.  And the Commission, it would seem, lacing other evidence, decided that Oswald and his capabilities had to fit the case, ignoring the alternate conclusion that, if they simply would not fit, theme had to be another explanation.  The Nation, Fred J. Cook, pp. 714-715

6/20/66
... Months before the killing in Dallas, in an article [Not further specified] dealing with fanatics of the Right, I had described the activities of a mysterious and wealthy young Dallas business-man, self-styled "The Patriot," who was trying to form a nation-wide secret organization composed of radicals pledged to rise and assassinate prominent officials on "The Patriot's" orders. The Nation, Fred J. Cook, pp. 737

6/20/66
Theory that there was more than one assassin

p. 741  Such a reconstruction of events, based on the official anatomical evidence, indicates that [Oswald] did not fire the first shot that wounded President Kennedy; it suggests very strongly that someone else was firing at the President from another vantage point, with a different rifle, on a different and far flatter trajectory.  The evidence argues further that the Stemmons Freeway sign may well have been a pre-designated firing point.  It would be a standard ambush tactic to zero in on the roadway at such a landmark, and to begin firing when the President reached this precise point. The Nation, Fred J. Cook, p. 737 ff.

6/20/66
Questions Commission's "one-shot-multiple-wound thesis."  Agrees Oswald fired from Texas School Book Depository, but "in view of all the evidence that there had to be a second gunman, one cannot completely dismiss the possibility that Oswald may indeed have been double-crossed so that other, more important men might go free."  The Nation, Fred J. Cook, p. 743.

6/20/66
...  One shot [struck] the south Main Street curb, and a fragment from it nicked the cheek of a spectator, James T. Tague. ...  After the shooting, a patrolman noticed that Tague had blood on his cheek; he hunted around and found what looked to be a fresh bullet scar on the curb.  The Warren Commission reported that scientific analysis showed traces of lead, apparently made by the lead core of a bullet, but no trace of copper from a jacketed bullet like those Oswald was firing.  Hence, the commission reasoned that one of his bullets [perhaps the shot it theorized had missed] must have shed its copper jacket by striking somewhere else before its lead core hit the curb.  Once one acknowledges the evidence indicating a second marksman, however, this reasoning becomes meaningless.  For who knows what kind of bullets Assassin No. 2 might have been firing?  Anyone asking that question must begin to wonder what the Tague incident ready means. The Nation, Fred J. Cook, p. 740.

6/28/66
Dallas - ... JFK Death: A second gunman? [A review of the persistence of conspiracy theories]

There are eyewitnesses who are still convinced there was a second gunman.  There are photographs, blown up many times, which - like making out an elephant in a cloud formation - seems to show a rifleman atop a grassy knoll. ...

· cites S. M. Holland, who was on the overpass, saying he heard four shots, 1, 2 and 4 from the building, No. 3 from the knoll accompanied by a puff of smoke.

· cites Lee J. Bowers, who was in the signal tower, seeing extra men and cars, then a flash in the trees atop the knoll at the time of the shooting.

· cites Mrs. Jean Hill, who chased man running along the knoll. LA Herald-Examiner, UPI, Jack V. Fox

7/2/66
Quotes Allen Dulles: "If they've found another assassin, let them name names and produce their evidence."  Look magazine, Fletcher Knebel, p. 72

7/28/66
See Richard Popkin - The Second Oswald: The Case for a Conspiracy Theory, New York Review of Books, 7/28/66

The Second Oswald, Avon Books, 9/13/66

[Reply to Letters to the Editor] New York Review of Books, 10/6/66

7/28/66
As an example, Popkin suggests a theory in which a second Oswald and possibly one other man did the shooting, while Oswald's job was to lead the police astray while the real killers escaped, and which he contends would require fewer miracles to achieve credibility than does the Warren Report. The New York Review of Books, The Second Oswald: The Case For A Conspiracy Theory, Richard H. Popkin, p. 11

7/28/66
... there are indications in the materials supplied by the Dallas police that other suspects were arrested on 11/22/63, but except for Molina, who was not involved, they are never identified.  We learn that shortly before the assassination someone had an epileptic fit in front of the Book Depository, and that this caused much confusion and commotion.  Right after the shooting, the Dallas Police rushed someone over to Parkland Hospital to find out about this.  But we don't learn whether it was a diversion or a genuine illness, whether it was significant or a coincidence  [Hearings XVII, p. 465,  XX, pp. 599 and 601].  A postage due parcel arrived for the Oswald's in Irving on 11/20 or 11/21, but we never find out what it is, and if it is a clue [Hearings XXIII, p. 420].  ... . The New York Review of Books, The Second Oswald: The Case For A Conspiracy Theory, Richard H. Popkin, p. 11

7/28/66
11/8 seems to have been a crucial day in the development of whatever conspiratorial activities Oswald and the second Oswald were up to.  The Report blandly states that "the following Friday, 11/8, Oswald as usual drove to the Paine house with Frazier [p 740], but there is no evidence for this.  The footnote reference is to Wesley Frazier's testimony,  where he says nothing of the kind.  And Marina has unequivocally stated that Oswald did not come home on 11/8, that he claimed he was looking for another job, and that he came to Irving around 9 a.m. on the 9th, without explaining, how he got there [Hearings XXIII, p, 804].  [This is a not-untypical example of the sloppy documentation in the Report, in which potentially interesting leads are overlooked.]

On 11/8, two marked cases of double Oswaldism took place in Irving, TX a grocer, Hutchison, reported that on that day Oswald came in to cash a check for $189, payable to Harvey Oswald  [Hearings XXVI, pp. 178-179 and X, pp., 327-340].  …  Also a barber, right near the grocer, reported Oswald came into his shop on the 8th with a fourteen-year-old boy, and they both made leftist remarks ...  The Commission dismisses all these reports on grounds that Oswald could not have been present or that they are denied by Marina. ... . The New York Review of Books, The Second Oswald: The Case For A Conspiracy Theory, Richard H. Popkin, p. 11

11/28/66
... Anyone holding a counter-theory to the Warren Commission's, and accepting the evidence of at least one shot from the knoll, is obliged to give some explanation of how this might have occurred unobserved.

When I visited the scene of the crime, the ideal place for the shot to have some from seemed to be the parking lot on top of the knoll.  It has a picket fence, perfect for resting the gun upon.  It can't be seen from the overpass.  A shot or shots fired from there would get the right angle to conform to the medical evidence and the pictures.  Then what became of the gunman?  I submit he either put the gun in the trunk of a car and joined the throng looking for an assassin, or he, plus gun, got into the trunk of a car.  Cars were moving out of the parking lot very soon after the shooting.  Unfortunately, for simplicity's sake, this requires two additional accomplices, one a shooter and one a driver.  But it provides an easy way for someone to disappear from the scene right after the firing.

Some corroboration of this possibility recently in the Philadelphia Inquirer of 6/27/66, in an interview with Mr. S. M. Holland, who had previously reported seeing smoke rise from the knoll area at the time of the shooting:

Backed up against the [picket] fence, says Holland, were a station wagon and a sedan.  The ground was muddy and ... there were two muddy marks on the bumper of the station wagon, as if someone had stood there to look over the fence.  The footprints led to the sedan and ended.

"I've often wondered," says Holland, "if a man could have climbed into the trunk of that car and pulled the lid shut on himself, then someone else have driven it away later." The New York Review of Books, The Second Oswald: The Case For A Conspiracy Theory, Richard H. Popkin, p. 11

7/28/66
... I have also heard of some cases that are not in the twenty-six volumes but seem quite startling and important. ...

For example, an independent researcher, Mr. Jones Harris, has given me the following report:

"In 3/66, I interviewed in Dallas a Mr. January who had been manager of Red Bird Air Field at the time of the assassination.  Mr. January told me that on Wednesday, 11/20/63, three people turned up at the airport.  Two of them, a heavy-set young man and a girl, got out of their car and spoke to him, leaving a young man sitting in the front of the car.  The couple inquired as to the possibility of hiring a Cessna 310 on Friday the 22nd to take them to the Yucatan peninsula.  They asked how far the Cessna could travel without refueling.  How fast did the plane travel?  Would they have to stop at Mexico City?  January replied that it would be necessary and this seemed to suit their plans.

"They told January that they wanted to be back at Red Bird Field on Sunday.  January did not believe that they could afford the flight.  Privately, he suspected that they might want to hijack the plane and go on to Cuba.  He decided not to rent them the plane even if they turned up with the money before the flight.

"He never saw the three people again.  But on Friday when he saw Oswald on TV he was certain he had seen him before.  Then he remembered the young man sitting in the front seat of the car and was convinced that it had been Oswald." ." The New York Review of Books, The Second Oswald: The Case For A Conspiracy Theory, Richard H. Popkin, p. 11

7/29/66
... The most pervasive myth in America is the delusion of innocence: we are essentially a benevolent, generous, sincere, straight-forward folk whose errors are those of inexperience, guilelessness and eagerness.  Americans cannot conceive of themselves as conspirators [despite the tactics of corporations, the Mafia, the CIA and the FBI, and the torturous, if legalized, dealings of politicians].   …  New Statesman [London] Andrew Kopkind; The Kennedy Mystery Reopened. Article based on Epstein’s Inquest.

7-8/66
… In sum, Epstein demonstrates conclusively that the Commission had in its hands strong evidence that Oswald was not a lone assassin [indeed, there were also indications of a calculated long-term effort to impersonate and incriminate Oswald] which the Commission never confronted.  Minority of One, Sylvia Meagher, [Review of Epstein], p. 30

7-8/66
… The casual reader of the Warren Report may take away the impression that the Commission concluded that one bullet had struck both men and that the experts had supported that finding.  Neither statement is true.  The Report is worded cunningly so as to create such an impression, distorting or omitting entirely what the experts had really said.  Not one of them endorsed the single-missile theory.  The most that could be wrung from them was that it was conceivable or possible; some said outright that it was inconceivable.  But the Report so skillfully employs half-truths, or even literal truths, in order to mislead the reader, that the public has been completely bamboozled about the merit of the single-missile theory. Minority of One, Sylvia Meagher, [Review of Epstein], p. 30

8/66
This World, San Francisco, Fred Goerner

8/13/66
[Review of Epstein book.]

Of course there were difficulties in the [one-bullet] theory …  But the Commission lawyers decided that they had no alternative but to ride roughshod over them.  The reason was obvious.  "To say that they were hit by separate bullets," one of them blurted out at the time, "is synonymous with saying that there were two assassins."

Incredibly, it was precisely this issue that the Warren Commission failed to confront. San Francisco Chronicle, [from The London Observer], Anthony Howard

8/20/66
If John F. Kennedy had lived America would now be out of Vietnam, or so Mark Lane told Barb this week ...  Berkeley Barb
8/28/66
Review of Rush to Judgment.  Mailer suggests Oswald may have been on several payrolls, perhaps only in minor capacity, and protective cover-up was automatic response of all concerned.

... So I will say the odds are indeed that Oswald was an undercover agent.  He was too valuable not to be.  How many Americans, after all, knew Soviet life in the small intimate ways Oswald had known it?  And indeed how was it so possible for him to arrange his return?  If you, sir, were the head of an espionage service, would you not wish to make Oswald work for you as the price of his return?  If you were in Russian intelligence, would you not demand that he serve as some kind of Soviet agent in exchange for his release?

... When Kennedy was assassinated, the espionage services of half the world may have discovered in the next hour that one little fellow in Dallas was ... a secret, useless, little undercover agent who was on their private list; what nightmares must have ensued!  What nightmares on the instant!

... No, there may have been no formal master plan to murdering Kennedy, just coincidences beyond repair and beyond tolerance, as if all things came together in a blaze of one huge existential moment, and nothing left but wreckage, paranoia, and the secret bewildered sense in every cop, criminal, and agent of the Western Hemisphere that something beyond anyone's ken had occurred; now the evidence must be covered.  So Kennedy may have been killed by a conspiracy which was petty to its root ... but the power of several master conspiracies may then have been aroused to protect every last one of us against the possibility of discovery, against the truth, for no one in power in America knew what that truth was.  Not any longer.  Book Week, Norman Mailer

9/66
Analysis of the way both the FBI and the Warren Commission avoided thorough investigation of Oswald's visit to an automobile agency.

Says the Warren Commission failed to question adequately the FBI men who had investigated the incident, one of whom had known Oswald in New Orleans and who did not show Oswald in a lineup to the salesman, Bogard, nor tell the police of the incident.

... The FBI therefore owes the American people an immediate explanation of its failure to confront Bogard with Oswald for the sake of a firm identification, its failure to inform the police of the information obtained from Bogard, and its failure to question Oswald or ensure that he was questioned about evidence which pointed like an arrow to the existence of a conspiracy. ...  The Minority of One, How Well Did the "non-Driver" Oswald Drive?, Sylvia Meagher, p. 19

9/6/66
The Oswald Affair, by Leo Sauvage; World Publishing Company; publication date, 9/6/66.

9/11/66
Author, English political commentator, discusses recent books.  While he apparently supports Commission's findings, he is also willing to accept the idea that "two or more ... fanatics or nuts" were responsible for the assassination - but not that they were involved in a conspiracy.

... Neither in Europe nor in America ... have I hitherto found much popular interest in the possibility that the Warren Commission reached the wrong conclusions.

... If there was a conspiracy ... - and Americans of sense and commonsense have put this point to me many times in recent weeks - someone would have broken.  There are at least two magazines which would be willing to spend a small fortune for a clue to a conspiracy.  Yet, in two and three-quarter years, none has been forthcoming. ...  No one has yet turned up any evidence of an organized conspiracy fired by 'political or economic' motives.

... But what amazes [an outsider] most is that those who pooh-pooh the familiar McCarthyite theories of left-wing conspiracy are themselves ready to construct almost as fanciful theories of right-wing conspiracy.  Moreover, whereas those on the right who indulge in fantasies of Communist conspiracy are usually on the far right, those on the left who indulge in fantasies of right-wing conspiracy are often paraded, and parade themselves, as level-headed liberals. ...  Those who are today purveying their conspiracy theories appear to be bent on producing precisely the kind of hysteria which, requiring only doubt and never proof, begins a witch-hunt, either on the left or on the right. ...  At some point, it is clear, there will have to be another independent inquiry.  But .. it is by no means equally clear that the time for such an investigation is now.  A portion of the investigative reports in the United States National Archives is not yet declassified.  The whereabouts of other important evidence have still not been ascertained.  In these circumstances, the chances of a further inquiry producing a report which would carry conviction are slight. New York Times Magazine, Henry Fairlie

9/15/66
The Assassination
There is something ugly and monstrous moving around in America.  … Most of the talk you hear indicates that many Americans believe that a second assassin was involved.  The blizzard of books on the subject has only added detail and some evidence to what had been a vague, uneasy feeling.  …

... If you can be persuaded that a second assassin existed, you must believe in a conspiracy, because the odds against getting two maniacs working together are simply too long.  If there was a second assassin, he has long since become part of a dam somewhere.  But the people who set the plan in motion would still be alive.  …  It is an ugly monstrous story, because it suggests that a great country has been led this part 1,000 days be a co-conspirator of assassins.  New York Post, Pete Hamill

10/66
Oswald's relationship with the State Department; full account of irregularities in handling of his passports, etc. ["undeviating and uninterrupted record of clerical errors and administrative options which operated invariably for the benefit of the undeserving Oswald"]; suggestion that Oswald was involved with some government agency.

... But the Commission let the matter rest.  An FBI content with the "clean bill" purportedly given Oswald by the embassy, a Passport Office prepared to accept Oswald's verbal assurance that he had not given away classified data as he threatened to do, a State Department and CIA ready to believe that the Russians were not even interested in Oswald's radar secrets - those are not the familiar agencies we know and love [or loathe, according to one's inclinations].

Allen Dulles, former head of the CIA, and the other government-seasoned members of the Commission, must have known better.

Nevertheless, the Commission as a body managed to swallow and digest a gargantuan serving of clerical error, persistent coincidence, and perverse official solicitude for a man who seemingly had forfeited all claim to protection from his government.  The Commission concluded that the cuisine was delicious, and nourishing too.  Minority of One, Oswald and the State Department, Sylvia Meagher

10/6/66
Moscow - A Texas court decision favorable to Jack Ruby "only reinforces doubts" about everything surrounding President John F. Kennedy's assassination, the Soviet Union said today.

...  Izvestia did not suggest that the Ruby case proved the existence of any conspiracy ... but asked:

"Was [the decision] not because Jack Ruby, sitting in his big cell with a private shower, from time to time threatened: 'if I begin to speak, many people will get in trouble'?"  AP

10/10/66
I would certainly stand foursquare behind the Commission's conclusion that there was absolutely no evidence called to the Commission's attention which would indicate a co-conspirator on the case.  p. 54

Q. Did the Commission ever have anyone except Oswald under suspicion as the possible perpetrator of this crime?

A. The evidence at no time indicated that there was any other perpetrator of the offense.  But I think it should be noted that the Commission, contrary to some assertions, did not start with the preconceived notion that Oswald was the assassin.  The Commission, I think, did its utmost, and in fact, did maintain an open mind on that subject and surveyed the evidence before coming to its conclusion.

... Q.  What do you think of the "two Oswalds" theory ... ?

A. Oh, well, why not make it three Oswalds?  Why stop with two?  p. 59

Q. Could we take up specific points that are raised by critics of the investigation?  One is the statement that 58 of 90 witnesses at the scene ... believe, or testified, that shots came from the grassy knoll ...  Why did you reject their testimony?

A. Because auditory response on the origin of shots is totally unreliable in so many situations, especially where you have the acoustical situation present at Dealey Plaza in Dallas, where tall buildings were present on three sides. ...  Digesting the evidence as a whole, there simply was no credible evidence that any shot came from the grassy knoll.  p. 55

Q. You say there was time for three shots within the time sequence established by the Zapruder films ... and the time required for working the bolt action of the rifle?

A. That is correct.  The time span ran between 4.8 and 5.6 seconds, from the instant of the neck wound, assuming the President responded immediately, to the impact of the head wound. ...  The rifle could be fired as rapidly as 2.3 seconds between shots. ... When you fire three times, the first shot is not taken into account in the timing sequence.  This point is missed repeatedly by the would-be critics of the Commission report.

For example, aim is taken: bang! - at least 2.3 seconds must pass while the bolt action is worked and aim is taken again; bang! - 2.3 seconds again for bolt action and aim; bang!  So that three shots can be fired within a 4.6-second range of time.  P. 56

[Specter goes on to say (p. 58) that aiming would not have been a difficult matter.]

Explanation does not take into account the fact that target emerged from behind tree and allowance should be made for aiming for first shot.

Specter. ... I think it is important to note that the conclusion that one bullet went through the President's neck and inflicted all the wounds on the Governor was not a prerequisite to the Commission's conclusion that Oswald was the sole assassin.  The point is often made that such a conclusion is indispensable to a single-assassin finding, but that is not so.  … there was sufficient time for three shots to have been fired even if one bullet did not strike both the President and the Governor.  p. 56

Q. What do you say to the critics who build an entire case of doubt in this area on these figures of time, indicating that the theory of a single shot … is vital to the whole finding of the Commission?

A. I think that some critics have chosen to seize on the single-shot theory as a way of charging that there was a rationale of the assassination constructed for ulterior purposes.  Actually, the single-shot theory is not an indispensable factor for the Commission's conclusion.  In fact, it was a theory reached after exhaustive study and analysis ...  p. 57,  U.S. News & World Report, Interview of Arlen Specter

10/15/66
Account of Lane's speech the day before at Stanford, Proof of 2 Kennedy Assassins  ... Lane ... displayed a letter from FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover confirming that two key frames in motion pictures of the assassination were transposed before publication by the Warren Commission.

As published, these show Mr. Kennedy slumping forward, but the correct sequence as determined by photographic experts, Lane said, shows the late President was pushed back by the impact of one bullet, which could only have been fired from in front of his limousine.  …  San Francisco Examiner
10/22/66
Why is it necessary to assume falsification and a plot?  Why cannot the third possibility, the unmentioned possibility - that Commander Humes' explanation is the truth - be accepted?  It is not even discussed, except by Popkin.  The alternatives proposed by the others involve either falsification by Humes or distortion or worse by the FBI. ... They do so, I suggest, because this fits more easily into their theories of conspiracy and plot.  And if there was a plot to falsify the record, is it inappropriate to ask, “Why didn’t somebody tell the FBI?”  Saturday Review, JFK In Dallas: The Warren Report And Its Critics, Arnold L. Fein, p. 45

10/22/66
Review of Lane, Epstein, Sauvage, Weisberg, Popkin, Fox.

As I said at the outset, the critics also have a duty.  They have failed it.  Each of them in one way or another suggests there was a conspiracy involved.  Weisberg asserts, without any evidence in support, that the Commission "exculpated" "Presidential assassins."  Again without credible evidence Sauvage maintains that the assassination was the product of a right-wing racist plot and that Oswald was killed as part of a Dallas police plot to prevent discovery of the first plot.  Fox finds Oswald guilty, but suggests, on the most tenuous basis, that there was a plot in which Ruby and Oswald were involved.  Lane makes a strong defense of Oswald, points the finger at Ruby, also on a flimsy basis, and likewise suspects a conspiracy.  Lane's is the strongest case for Oswald.  He makes some telling points, vigorously and effectively. ...  Popkin holds that the second Oswald and a third man were the real assassins /and/ concedes the known Oswald Killed Patrolman Tippit. ... Epstein's theory is that Oswald was guilty, but he implies a second assassin.

... Conspiracies have an objective.  What objective was served by the assassination of President Kennedy?  And what steps have been taken to carry it out?  Nowhere in these books is there a suggestion of an answer

Despite the attacks on the Commission and the evidence it relied on, there remains adequate evidence that Oswald was guilty.  If there was another assassin, he left no trace. . Saturday Review, JFK In Dallas: The Warren Report And Its Critics, Arnold L. Fein, p. 47

10/30/66
New York - Episcopal Bishop James A. Pike and Ramparts magazine publisher Edward M. Keating said Saturday [10/29] it is their belief the assassination of President Kennedy involved a conspiracy in which Lee Harvey Oswald played only a part.

... Keating .. and Pike announced they and Rabbi Abraham J. Heschel … 
are forming a national inter-faith committee, which will call on President Johnson to release all withheld evidence in the assassination.

... "If you have one bullet unaccounted for," Keating said, "the Warren Commission Report goes out the window."

... Pike said that after reading the Warren Report and other material, "I too regard the conspiracy hypothesis as more credible, more plausible than the alternative."

Both men said they had heard no evidence to indicate where the conspiracy lay – either from the left of the right.  Sacramento Bee
11/66
... the weight of evidence indicates the existence of more than one assassin.

Indeed, there would seem to be two conspiracies.  One was to murder the President.  The other was to cover up the blunders of various federal and state agencies which made the assassination impossible, and to pre-sent the public with a panacea.

We do not believe the two conspiracies are related.  We pray they are not.  But as is becoming clear with so many things about the assassination, we just don't know ...  Ramparts, Editorial, p. 3

11/66
The Stemmons Freeway sign and a street lamp post near where the President was shot have been unaccountably removed, as well as a manhole cover reportedly hit by a bullet. Ramparts, David Welsh, p. 50
11/2/66
Boston - Edward Jay Epstein, author of Inquest, ... says the possibility of a second assassin "will probably be reduced to nil" by pictures released by the Kennedy family.

Epstein ... said in an interview yesterday the pictures and X-rays ... may supply conclusive proof of the Warren Commission finding that a single assassin killed the President.

... If we now have photographic evidence that the bullet went through the President's body, this must be seen as new evidence. ... This also proves," he said, "the main point of my book - that the Warren Commission failed to examine crucial evidence. ... "  AP, 832 acs

11/5/66
The Justice for the Crew of the Thresher Plot

Photographic reproduction of an apparent information files by the defendant in a federal court suit in Wyoming, purporting to indicate a plot by the veterans of the Submarine Thresher and their friends to assassinate Governor John Connally of Texas under circumstances suggestive of the killing of President Kennedy, and that the plot was known to Navy officials three months before 11/22/63.  A private investigator who interviewed the defendant, Edward F. Bray, at his residence at Coos Bay, OR, was unable to obtain solid support from Bray for his charges, at least partly because Bray insisted upon a commitment to get him on a national radio or television network to tell his story before he would produce the evidence he said he had.  

11/22/66
Round-up of opinion on reopening investigation.

Washington - ... Senator Russell B. Long. D-LA, said yesterday in New Orleans he has always thought a second person was involved in the assassination who was "a much better shot than Oswald."

Long said he thinks there should be further investigation.  AP 602 to 839 pes

11/23/66
Austin, TX - Governor. John Connally ... held firmly today to his belief that only one sniper fired.

... "I am convinced without any doubt that I was not struck by the first bullet," Connally said.  "... I retain my original view and I always shall. ...  But just because I disagree with the Warren Commission on this one finding does not mean I disagree with their overall findings," the Governor said.

Connally said he is "satisfied beyond any doubt" that there was only one assassin, not two or more as some critics of the Warren Commission have theorized.

... Connally said he believes there was only one assassin, rather than more as he first imagined, because of "all the testimony .. because I have complete trust in the Commission.  There is no reason why a fleeting thought of my own should be given great probative value."

From partial transcript of Gov. Connally's press conference:

11/23/66
Q: May I ask are you satisfied beyond any shadow of a doubt there was one and only one assassin?

A: I have no reason to question it whatsoever.

Q: how do you square this when the Commission finds that you were hit by the first shot?

A: Obviously, there is room for disagreement because of the time factor involved.  [Discussion of this.]  I think this in itself provides sufficient leeway … to provide an area of disagreement and yet not provide any great substantive difference.

Q: Do you think the person who fired the first shot is the same person that hit you with the second shot?

A: That is the finding of the Commission and I have no reason whatever to question it.  AP 514 pcs

11/25/66
Governor Connally still vigorously claims he was hit by a second bullet.  That Lee Harvey Oswald acted alone is a matter of reasonable doubt.  Life, p. 38

11/26/66
From text of statement by J. Edgar Hoover [requested by Washington Evening Star]:

The Warren Commission and its findings ... currently are being severely criticized.  The conclusions of the commission, especially its conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald acted alone in the assassination, have been openly challenged.

... Not one shred of evidence has been developed to link any other person in a conspiracy with Oswald to assassinate President Kennedy.  All available evidence and facts point to one conclusion - that Oswald acted alone in his crime.  New York Times
11/27/66
Lane : if the mullet which hit [Governor Connally] did not first hit President Kennedy, as he swears, then in fact there were two assassins ...  I think that he has shown an abysmal ignorance as to the implications of his testimony ...  Mark Lane, on ABC News
11-12/66
Who Killed Kennedy? Fact's own poll of [41] authorities and celebrities.  Fact, p. 2

12/66
An assessment of the popular charges - universal if unstated publicly - that LBJ was back of an assassination plot.  Assesses critically the evidence pro and con, with two conclusions:

As the lawyers say, non liquet, not enough to make even a prima facie case.  If Johnson were arrested for the murder of Kennedy today, we would have to vote for acquittal.

It is worth remembering, however, that if the evidence against Johnson is too weak to stand on its own feet, it is still stronger than the framed case against Oswald.

Cites Hearings VII, pp. 468-470, testimony of Lawrence O'Brien: now postmaster general, that Ken O'Donnell got two instructions from Johnson: 1. Johnson would leave at once for Washington, and 2. Kennedy's body was to be flown to Bethesda "forthwith."  The Minority of One, The Johnson Murder Charge, Harold Feldman, p. 21.

12/66 –5/67
Excerpts from two issues.

A Primer of Assassination Theories, Esquire, 12/66, p. 205.  

A Second Primer of Assassination Theories, 5/67, p. 104

The 12/66 Edward Jay Epstein. Who's Afraid of the Warren Report ?  A review of the doubts and the investigators who pursue them.

... But the contradiction between the FBI and Commission account of the autopsy findings [location of the back wound] is more than just a "loose end."  It is crucial to the question of whether or not Oswald acted alone.  …

12/1/66
San Antonio - Prove him innocent or guilty, but prove it, Marguerite tells WOAI-TV in interview.

Repeats charge Oswald was a patsy, believes he was sent to Russia in 1960 as a spy.  Said he was processed for a dire need discharge from the Marines at the same time his passport was being processed, that this proves "my son went to Russia with the full knowledge of the Marine Corps and my government."

Lee did not kill J. D. Tippit. I believe that Tippit is the clue.  I believe that if we break the Tippit killing, we'll have the key.  AP cw

12/8/66
Story on Weisberg's Whitewash II, largely on Weisberg's claim of evidence from one FBI report [in the archives, not in Warren Report or 26 volumes] that Zapruder s camera was running at 24 frames per second instead of the 18.3 figure used in Warren Report and the 26 vols.

Quotes Bell & Howell official saying recently tested the camera and found it to be running true to the 18.3 figure used by the FBI and Warren Report. Did not say the camera was tested at 24 frames.  New York Times, Peter Kihss

12/10/66
Dallas - George de Mohrenschildt quoted in Times-Herald as saying he remembers that when he was told that a suspect had been captured he asked if the name was Oswald.

He was in Haiti at the time of the assassination.  AP A201dn







