b o DEe 7/

.Second-class postage paid at Midlothian, Texas 760GG.
Office of publication is 214 West Avenue F Midlothian,
Texas T6065. Any erroneous reflection upon the character,
standing or reputation of any person, firm or corporation,
appearing in the columns of The Mirror will fully™and
gladly be corvected upon being brought to the attention
of the cditor of this paper.

SUBSCRIPTION RATES

“l"m‘ One Yéar in Texas ' $5 00
For One Year Outside Texas $8.00

Single _Copies ................ SR SR 15¢
© Editor . Penn Jones Jr.
_ Puh]lbhel 5 P The Midlothian Mirror, Inc.

_ I’UBLIQHFD 'EVERY THURSDAY
Winner of {he 1963 Elijah Parish Lovejoy Award
for Courage in Journallsm.

The Assassmatlon of Presldent John F Kennedy:
A Model“f‘or Explanation

COMPUTERS and. AUTOMATION for December, 1971

"Vincent J. Selandria, Attorney
Philadelphia, Pa.

“While the researchers have preoccupied themselves with how the assassination was accom-
plished, there has been almost no systematic thinking on why President Kennedy was killed."”



IBasec} on an address at the conference of the New England Branch of the Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, Cambridge, Mass., Oct. 23, 1971.)

]

"“ - For almost eight years the American people have ..
failed to address themselves to the crucial issue of

why President John F. Kennedy was killed. - Much val-
uable time has been lost; it is becoming increasing-
1y clear that our delay has cost mankind dearly.. I
urge that no one drop this question, for to do 50 is
to abandon the serious search for peace internation-
ally and for domestic tranquility.

Not u-ﬂ?n but "Wh_J?"

Since November 22, 1963, when President Kennedy
was assassinated in Dallas, there has been a great
deal of. research into the micro-analytic aspects of
the assassination. I have been among the earliest
and guiltiest of the researchers in my protracted
analyses of the shots, trajectories and wounds of
the assassination. The ransacking of the facts of
the assassimation is not a source of pride for me
but rather of guilt. While the researchers have in=
volved themselves in consuming preoccupation with
the micro-analytic searching for facts of how the
assassination was accomplished, there has been al-
most no systematic thinking on why President Kennedy
was killed. K We have neglected this essen}ial_york

‘of constructing a model of explanation which fits
the data of the assassination and explains the why
of it.

Government Evidence Cries Conspiracy

One who takes the trouble to study the micro-
analytic material provided by the federal govern-
ment must immediately conclude that there was a con-

iracy to kill President Kennedy. How foolish it
was of us to dwell so long on these governmentally
supplied pacifiers, rather thap to put them aside
‘and undertake the serious work of constructing a
model of explanation. In this connection it is im-
portant to take.note that the very organization
which made that mass of detailed microanalytic evi-
dence available to us — the federal government —
contended from the first.that there was no conspir-
acy. But, the federal government's intelligence
agencies must have known that the material which the
government issued would indicate a conspiracy exist-
ed. Then why did we get the evidence?

This question presents a serious theoretical
problem. Why would the federal government on the

one hand wish to provide us with data-which.prove a
conspiracy to kill President Kennedy and simultane-
ously contend on the other hand that there was no
tonspiracy? -

So overwhelming and voluminous is the evidence
of conspiracy provided for us by the government that
we are compelled to conclude that if not the, at
least a_number of possible plots, were meant by the

conspirators to be quasi-visible. The federal gov- ~

ernment has deluged us with evidence that cries out
conspiracy. . .

Nm Rulers Timed Diffusion of Evidence

Another theoretical problem confronts us. If the
killers were positioned in the highest echelons of
the federal governmental apparatus, and by the as-
sassination they had finally usurped the pinnacle of
governmental power, then why did they not conceal

~ the conspiracy? For, if they Wad accomplished a

coup, they could have exercised their control by
concealing evidence of conspiracy. But this coup
was covert. The people would not have tolerated an
overt coup against.such a beloved man as President
John F. Kennedy. Because of the covertness of the
coup, I propose the explanatory thesis that the new
governmental rulers were eager to reveal their work
at differing levels of certainty to diverse people
and at different times. In this way, they ctould

‘avert a concertéd counter thrust to their illegit-

imate §eiznre of power. Democratic forces could
not unite against the new illegitimate governmental



apparatus because of timing. The insights of what,
had occurred dawned in the minds of the decent cit-
izens at different times and with different degrees
of clarity. The transparent aspects of the conspir-
acy were permitted to flash signals to va?ious ele-
ments of our population, much in the fashion of spot
ads slanted at different times for selected audi-
-ences. The new rulers carefully and selectively.
orchestrated revelations of their bloody work, so
as to gain therefrom the deference to which they
felt they were entitled by their ascendancy to ab-
solute power. I have long believed that the killers
actually preempted the assassination ¢riticism by
supplying the information they wanted revealed and
also by supplying the critics whom they wanted to
disclose the data. Does it not make sense that if
they could perpetrate a coup and could control the

press, they would have endeavored to dominate like-
wise the assassination criticism? But the full ex-
planation of this thesis must await another occasion.

Lone Assassin Myth Suggests Governmental Guift

Let us examine this thesis of a transparent con=-
spiracy. (This thesis was in large part inspired by
and formulated with the invaluable assistance of my
friend, Professor Thomas Katen of Philadelphia) Any-
one who has seen the Zapruder film knows that it pro-
vides powerful evidence to support a hit on the Pres--
ident by an assassin positioned in front of Kennedy
and not behind him, where Oswald was at the time of.
the shooting. Anyome who studies this film more
carefully learns that the strike on Governor Johm B.
Connally of Texas was accomplished by a separate bul-:
let from any which impacted on the President. Even
more careful analysis of the Zapruder film reveals
four separate (and horrible) bullet strikes om Ken-
nedy. Now. the federal government was im possession
of that film on the day of the assassination. The
federal government was in a better position than you
or I to know what the film revealed. Yet, despite
this evidence and other most impressive data indica-
ting a conspiracy, the government seized upon Oswald
and declared him to be the lone assassin. At the of-
ficial public level the government, in its adherence
to the lone-assassin cover story, strained logic.
The federal government even refused to take seriously -
the Newtonian laws of motion and forces. But, at.a
more sophisticated level, the same government knew
that anyone who accepted the Newtonian laws of motion
would eventually have to conclude that President Ken- .
nedy was killed by a multi-assassin ambush.

Where evidence of a conspiracy with respect to the
Kennedy assassination surfaced, — and much did —
thanks in the main to the government's disclosures,
that same government from the very first and contin-
Mously to date has publicly refused to act on that
evidence. Wherever any data appeared to be thorough-
ly ludicrous and incredible — and much of the lone~ _
assassin evidence did violence to common sense —
the federal governmment publicly and solemnly declared
those data veracious. The unvarying governmental
pattern of consistently and publicly supporting the -
‘lone-assassin myth, and equally uniformly rejecting

. the irrefutable conspiracy evidence, was too studied
to be the function of mere bureaucratic stupidity or
accident. I propose the thesis that.this uniform

_ governmental pattern did not speak to official inno-

cence or ignorance but rather to the guilt of the



government at the very highest echelons.
. A Warning to Opponmts

This systematic behavioral pattern persisted in
by the government in a reckless and apparently un-
skeptical manner, I believe, was meant to communi-
cate a message to the citizens: (1) about what really
happened to their President: (2) ahout what was in
store for any quixotic citizens who saw fit to oppose
the new rulers of our land.

Those who saw the Zapruder film know that the
government could not have been' innocent of knowledge
of a conspiracy. .If you are tempted to want to be-
lieve that our leaders are just ignorant and capable
of unremitting blundering, I urge that you abandon
any such illusion. ' N

The movement for peace in Vietnam has learned the
hard way that it is naive to imagine that our govern=
ment is capable of unrelieved error. Some of us in

. the peace movement thought that the U.S. course in .
Vietnam could be altered by pointing out to our ru-

lers the mistake of becoming increasingly invelved
militarily in that unhappy land. But our rulers
would not alter their course because their inten-
tions were fixed — not responsive to the public
will, To represent our government as always well-.
intentioned but consistently misinformed, does not
fit with reality.

. Those of us who had taken care to study the as-
sassination kpew too well and immediately that the
Tonkin Gulf incident never happened except in the
vivid imaginations of our governmental incident ar-
rangers. So, too, it would be naive for the assasi-
nation researchers to think that we caught the gov-
ernment again and again with its guard down, and
that we had outsmarted the Commission and all of
the investigating agencles of the government which
aided it. It should have occurred earlier to the
assassination researchers that the government never
wanted its guard up. It had a need to exercise a
certain amount of exhibitionism in order for the
coup to be recognized as a coup in the proper quar-
ters. In my judgment, the assassination critics
came up by and large with the evidence of assassina-
tion conspiracy which our new rulers wanted us to
discover. We should have broken early and cleanly
from the microanalytic — or nit-picking — approach
in the assassination inquiry. We should have imme- -
diately undertaken the vital work of developing an
adequate model of explanation, an adequate hypothe-
sis, in order to pursue the reasons for the assassi-
nation. We here and now belatedly begin this vital
work.

Silence of Kennedys
Points to Top-Level Coup

I have heard it argued that the silence of the
Kennedy family supports the lome-assassin myth. But
the Kennedy family knows how overwhelming and trans-
parently clear the conspiracy evidence is. Can
‘there be any explanation for this silence other than
that the assassination was the act of the very high-
est pinnacle of American governmental power? The
‘taciturnity of the Kennedy family does not and-can-
not speak to the lack of conspiracy evidence. Rather



that evidence stands on its own merits — massively
and indestructibly. If we were to posit for pur--
poses of argument a low-level conspiracy, thenm the
Kennedy family silence would indeed be inexplicable.
But, that silence of the Kennedys — when juxtaposed
against the irrefutable conspiracy evidence — is
plainly their mute acknowledgement that the assassi-
nation was perpetrated by our new rulers, who pos-
sess awesome power which dwarfs the power of the
Kennedy family. So the silence of the Kennedy fam-
ily, rather than refuting a conspiracy, tends to
‘reinforce the feeling that all Americans entertain
at some level of consciousness — what we sense and’
what the rest of the world knows ~ that the killing
of Kennedy represented a coup d'état.

A. Which Group Was Responsible?

Once we are compelled to the conclusion that the
American government destroyed its own chief of state,
we are led to the specific question, "Which segment
of the federal government was involved?"

To answer this question we must raise still other
- questions. Which agency would have thought to touch
every ideological base in order to intimidate all
ideologists in America, thereby dissuading all of
them from delving too deeply into the meaning of the
assassination? Which agency would think of struc-
turing into the assassination cover story ideologi-
cal elements which would tend to have the soclety

‘divide against itself? Which agency would derive
benefit from making the Dallas police, and by ex-
tension all local police forces, look bad? Which
‘agency would get pleasure out of having the Secret
Service criticized? Which agency would bemefit from
having the FBI placed in the silly position of turm-
ing in reports to the Warren Commission which contra-
dicted the findings of the Warren Report while at
the same time illogically conceding that those same
findings were correct? Which agency was itself non-
ideological enough, and yet ideologically so sophis-
ticated, as to interweave into the Oswald assassina-
tion fabric all ‘possible features of the American
political left and right? Which agency could have
arranged for Oswald-to establish membership or con--

tact with the Communist Party and the FBI — the
anti-Communist Socialist Labor Party and the Soviet
Union — the ACLU and the ultra right in Dallas —
Falr Play for Cuba Committee and General Edwin Wal-
ker — the Socialist Workers Party and the American
oil interests — the Cuban Government and United
States Marines — and finally the American Friends
and the Soviet secret police? .

1. J. Edgar Hoover and the FBI?
. . s s FEI A e
Let us enumerate the agencies who are candidatesr
for having accomplished this brilliant charade-.

Pai

How about J. Edgar Hoover and the FBI? It is not
plausible that the Federal Bureau of Investigation
— if it had been involved in the assassination plan-
‘ing — would have chosen as a patsy a person who
Attorney General Waggomer Carr of Texas would indi-
cate immediately after the killing was a paid FBI in-
former. And if J. Edgar Hoover had effectuated the
coup, then how could we explain that immediately af-
ter the assassination, and persisting through today,
there has been a yelping in the land for Mr. Hoover's
scalp? If J. Edgar Hoover were the new ruling ty-
rant, there would be far more reluctance on the part
of our cowardly government officials and the media



to take him on. No, I think that we can say with
surety that the FBI did not kill President Kennedy.

2, The Left?

Could the Left have killed our President? Is it
possible to believe that our militarists, our anti-
communist politicians, and our communications media,
would have concealed the evidence of a conspiracy to
- kill Kennedy if such a conspiracy had been (or had
the slightest chance of having been) inspired by
Communists?

3. The Right?

Could the Right have killed John Kennedy? Would
Earl Warren have covered for amd- surrendered his cre-
dentials for the political non-governmental Right _
and/or the oil interests? There were liberals onthe Com-
mission and its staff. Liberals have been known to
play the game in covering for state crimes, but for
them to cover for the extra-governmental Right in
mattérs of assassination is for them to sign their
own death warrants. .

It would also make no sense for the Right.to kill
Kennedy.in an ultra-right city such as Dallas, To
" do so would be to impute blame to the Right.

i

4. President Johnson and Friends?

Were President Johnson and his friends the killers?
Again, it would be impossible to conceive of Presi-
dent Johnson and his Texas cronies arranging to have
the President killed in their-own bailiwick where

the world's suspicions would at once be. directed
against them. No. many careful studies show abso-
lutely no evidence that President Johnson was in-
volved in producing the assassination.

5. President Kennedy’s Own Estimate
of a Possible Military Takeover '

Was the American military on its own capable of
this degree of sophistication? It does seem rather
beyond the intelligence of the American military to
have accomplished this crime alone. But it is not
inconceivable to imagine the American military as
having been involved in a plot to eliminate Kennedy,
in order to ensure the continuation of the Cold War.
Kennedy himself did not regard a military take-over
as implausible. We have an excellent articulation
of his feeling on this matter im a discussion with
Paul B. Fay, Jr.l Tpis colloquy occurred one summer
weekend in 1962 on the Honey Fitz, the Kennedy yacht,
The President was asked what he thought of the pos- _
sibility of a military teke-over im the United
States. The discussion grew out ‘of the book Seven
Days in May by Fletcher Knebel and Charles W. Bailey.
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