




INTRODUCTION

This is a book about conspiracy, political and bureaucratic cover-ups, and the role of state secrets in the assassination of President John F. Kennedy. The American public has been given no final answer regarding the who and why of Kennedy’s murder. Two official government investigations, the Warren Commission and the House Select Committee on Assassinations, have produced conflicting conclusions. The former proclaimed that there was no evidence of a conspiracy, and the latter concluded that there was a 95% probability of a conspiracy. Both government bodies shut down after completing their investigations leaving no venue for the examination of new evidence or any process to resolve the inconsistencies between both investigations.

This problem was addressed by a former Warren Commission attorney who testified before the House Select Committee on Assassinations. Judge Burt W. Griffin outlined a number of mistakes he thought were made by the Warren Commission. One of his criticisms gets at the root of why individual American citizens found themselves in the position of having to continue the investigation into Kennedy’s murder. Judge Griffin testified:
     The eighth failure that I would like to identify for the committee is the failure to 
     have a mechanism after the Warren Commission closed its operation for 
     evaluating new evidence. I think the Warren Commission was shortsighted in
     writing its report and closing the door on further investigation. This led to claims 
     that new evidence was being ignored or that the significance of old evidence had 
     been overlooked.

As a result, the controversy about whether there was a conspiracy to kill the President lingers unresolved to this day. Consequently, the task of continuing the investigation has fallen to a limited number of scholars, lawyers, investigators, and average citizens. Many of these researchers have been dubbed as “assassination buffs” in a rather disparaging manner. This community has developed new arguments and counterarguments as well as theories and counter theories, while demolishing old arguments and theories concerning the assassination, but only to end up as divided as the Warren Commission and the HSCA. 
Why another book on the Kennedy assassination? I have a long interest in the murder of President Kennedy starting with the day that I watched the story unfold at the RCA Building. In November 1963, I was working for the legal department of the Sinclair Oil Corporation as a clerk-typist. The offices of the Sinclair Oil Corporation were located in the Rockefeller Center complex at 600 Fifth Avenue. It was an interesting and educational experience for a young person. Sinclair’s offices were located in one of the most vibrant and stimulating sections of New York City. Each day I went out for lunch at about 1:00 p.m. and returned around 2:00 p.m. The RCA Building, located near the ice skating rink, had a teletype machine in a window at street level. Each day after lunch, I went over to view the latest news coming off the wire. November 22, 1963 was no different except for the news. As I stood watching the teletype, it sped into bulletin mode with the news that shots had been fired at President Kennedy’s motorcade. Within minutes the news came across that the President had been hit and was on the way to the hospital. I had to get back to the office, and not long after getting back the staff was informed that the President had died. The office closed for the rest of the day and the following Monday.


Today, as a political scientist, I recognize the impact on government of the assassination of a head of state. It was a major development which commanded examination and study and consequently, a book on the assassination. It would be wonderful if we were able to collect and code all of the disparate data about the assassination and feed it into one of the National Security Agency’s supercomputers. It would be most interesting to read the analysis and conclusions generated by the computer. Unfortunately, there is no funding for such a project and little likelihood that an NSA supercomputer will be made available for such a project. Hence, we are back to the level of the individual researcher and the necessity for him or her to produce a well-researched and logical analysis of the data. That in essence is the rationale for this new book on the Kennedy assassination. 

The Warren Commission concluded that it could find no evidence of a conspiracy in the assassination of President Kennedy. The Commission supported its conclusion on the following basis:

 • There was no evidence that shots were fired from any other location in Dealey 
 
    Plaza other than the Texas School Book Depository. 




 •  Lee Harvey Oswald was a loner who carried out the assassination of President  
  
     Kennedy unaided. 









 •  Lee Harvey Oswald murdered Officer J. D. Tippit. The Commission viewed 
    
    Oswald’s murder of the police officer as evidence supporting the conclusion  
  
    that he also murdered President Kennedy.  


 •  While Jack Ruby, Oswald’s murderer, may have known criminal figures, Ruby 
     himself was not a member of organized crime. Consequently, he did not  
 
     murder Oswald as part of a conspiracy but for personal reasons arising out of 
 
     his grief over the President’s assassination. 

  • The medical evidence based on the autopsy of the President’s body at Bethesda 
     Naval Hospital supported the conclusion that all of the shots that hit the 
 
     President were fired from above and behind. 
If the evidence supported the negation of any one of the above premises, it would strengthen the probability of a conspiracy in the murder of the President. Negating all of the above premises virtually assures that a conspiracy was behind Kennedy’s murder. The evidence presented in this book negates every single premise that the Warren Commission’s conclusions were based on. A comprehensive analysis of the evidence supporting a shot or shots from the grassy knoll area is laid out for the reader. The Warren Commission interviewed only a few of the witnesses who stated that a shot came from the knoll. It ignored their testimony in its final report when it concluded that there was no credible evidence of a shot from the knoll. Detailed research reveals that a total of sixty-four witnesses reported a shot or shots coming from the grassy knoll or the knoll area. A number of witnesses reported seeing smoke rising from the knoll after shots were fired at the President’s motorcade. Other witnesses, mostly Secret Service agents and police officers, reported different gunfire sounds, indicating that more than one type of weapon was used. Several witnesses reported smelling gunpowder in the area of the knoll. The assassin in the TSBD was sixty-three feet above Dealey Plaza and firing from inside a building. It was highly unlikely that the smell of gunpowder would float down to the street level. Two motorcycle officers riding to the left rear of the motorcade were struck so hard by blood and bone fragments from the President’s head that one of the officers at first thought that he had been shot. The Zapruder film also shows the President’s body violently thrown to the left rear of the limousine. When someone is shot, he or she moves away from the source of the gunfire. The President’s body movements are consistent with a shot from the right front and so was the blood evidence on the motorcycle officers. There are a number of films showing the motorcade that day and the crowd reaction to the shots. People instinctively ran to the knoll, as did police officers with their guns drawn. Police officers and other witnesses reported the presence of individuals on the knoll before and after the assassination. There were credible reports, never fully investigated, of persons fleeing from the knoll area after the assassination. The HSCA analyzed the dictabelt recording from a Dallas police officer’s motorcycle that had its microphone button stuck on. The scientific analysis of that recording revealed the presence of gunfire. The HSCA had the Dallas police run live gunfire tests in Dealey Plaza. The shot recordings matched those on the dictabelt tape, leading the HSCA to conclude that there was a 95% probability of a second gunman in Dealey Plaza. All of this material, presented in a cogent understandable way, contradicts the Warren Commission’s conclusion that there was no evidence of a shot from the grassy knoll. The names of witnesses reporting shots from the knoll and the TSBD, smoke from the knoll area, and different gunfire sounds are included in appendices so that the reader can check the data if they desire to do so. 

The Warren Commission also reported that Lee Harvey Oswald was a loner with no connections to other individuals or groups. It used this assertion to argue that Oswald, acting alone and without help, killed the President of the United States. The evidence does not support the Commission’s conclusions. Oswald was involved with a large number of individuals, many of whom were not fully investigated by either the Commission or the FBI. One example clearly illustrates the problem. Sylvia Odio, a member of an organization opposed to the Castro regime, was visited by three men at the end of September 1963 at her apartment in Dallas, Texas. Odio’s sister, Annie, was at the apartment when the men arrived and backed up her sister’s testimony. Two of the men claimed to know her father, who at that time was imprisoned in Cuba. The men claimed to be seeking her assistance to get help from anti-Castro organizations. She was rather suspicious and told them that she could not be of help. Two of the men were “Latino” looking types, according to Odio. The third man was an American introduced to her as “Oswaldo.” Odio received a phone call a couple of days later from one of the men who had visited her. He told her that the American was a former Marine who was crazy. The caller stated that “Oswaldo” said that the Cubans should have killed Kennedy because of his failure to come to their aid in the Bay of Pigs invasion. The Warren Commission was very concerned about Odio’s story and asked the FBI to check it out. As the report went to press, the FBI informed the Commission that three men had been identified as the individuals who visited Odio. Within days of the release of the Warren Commission Report, the FBI determined that one of the men was working in Florida at the time of the incident, and the other two denied that they had ever met Odio. The problem for the Warren Commission was that Odio and her sister, upon hearing that Kennedy had been assassinated and that Lee Harvey Oswald had been arrested as the assassin, were absolutely positive that Oswald was one of the men who came to the apartment in September 1963. The Warren Commission reported that Sylvia Odio was mistaken.

The Odio incident represents just one of a series of witnesses who reported Lee Harvey Oswald in the company of others, sightings that were not fully checked out by the Warren Commission. There was a series of sightings of Oswald lookalikes all over Dallas before the assassination. As an example, an individual using the name Oswald tried to buy an automobile and told the salesman, “I guess I’ll have to go to Russia to buy a car.” There were several reports of Oswald lookalikes at a shooting range in Dallas before the assassination, lookalikes who intentionally shot at other people’s targets and acted in a belligerent fashion. There was a report from a gunsmith that he mounted a scope on a 6.5 mm Mannlicher-Carcano rifle, the type found in the TSBD, before the assassination. The gunsmith’s tag showed the name “Oswald.” However, Oswald’s rifle came with the scope already mounted when he purchased the rifle.

In some cases, the Warren Commission did not know the significance of the contacts made by Oswald, as the information surfaced years later. George de Mohrenschildt, a well-educated, Russian-born oil geologist, with contacts ranging from the Kennedy family to George H. W. Bush, befriended the Oswalds while they lived in Dallas. Just before he killed himself in 1977, de Mohrenschildt was being interviewed by Edward Jay Epstein, author and researcher, and admitted to him that he was watching Oswald for the CIA. Another incident unknown to the Warren Commission involved Antonio Veciana, the head of Alpha 66, one of the most violent anti-Castro Cuban groups. Veciana reported that before the assassination, he saw Oswald in Dallas meeting with Veciana’s CIA case officer. 

This book analyzes a variety of contacts that Oswald made with individuals and groups never investigated by the Warren Commission and the FBI. The picture that the Warren Commission presented of Oswald as a loner was not borne out by the evidence. The report that Oswald may have had a scope mounted on a 6.5 mm Mannlicher-Carcano rifle in Irving, Texas before the assassination, when the rifle he purchased already had the scope mounted, raised the question of whether someone used his name to link him to the assassination or whether a second gun was being readied to be used in the assassination. The Warren Commission never considered the ramifications of a reported second rifle. 
The Warren Commission concluded that Lee Harvey Oswald killed Officer J. D. Tippit in the Oak Cliff section of Dallas at 1:16 p.m. on November 22, 1963. The Commission used this conclusion to buttress its argument that Oswald was the lone assassin of President Kennedy. The Commission argued that Oswald, in the course of fleeing from the scene of the crime, killed Tippit rather than be arrested. The Commission ignored evidence in its own files that Oswald and Tippit ate in a small café at the same time two days before the assassination. There was a web of relationships that indicated that Ruby, Oswald, and Tippit all shopped in the same stores and knew other individuals who linked them together.

Over time, evidence had surfaced that indicated that Tippit was acting in a somewhat suspicious manner before he was killed. Five witnesses saw him parked at a gasoline station before 1:00 p.m. on Zang Boulevard in Oak Cliff watching the traffic come over the Houston Viaduct from downtown Dallas. Oswald, who allegedly took a cab from the TSBD to his rooming house in Oak Cliff, would have passed over this viaduct and gone right by Tippit on his way home. When Oswald arrived at the rooming house, his landlady reported that he went immediately to his room and left within four minutes. Before he left, the landlady reported that a Dallas police car drove up in front of the house, blew the horn twice, and left when she went to the window. Tippit was reported by witnesses at a gas station only nine-tenths of a mile from the rooming house. An FBI investigation, requested by the Warren Commission, revealed that no Dallas police car drove by the rooming house. However, the FBI investigation did not consider the possibility that J. D. Tippit drove by the rooming house.

Oswald was stopped by Tippit in a residential area nearly three miles from the TSBD. Witnesses stated that he was just walking along the street and not acting in a suspicious manner. The Dallas police put a description of the assassin out on the police radio that only provided general characteristics that could have fit literally thousands of men in Dallas in 1963. The radio description also said that the assassin was carrying a rifle. Oswald was not carrying a rifle, nor was acting in a fashion that would have triggered a police stop. The evidence in this chapter supports the observation that Tippit was not looking for the assassin but for Lee Harvey Oswald. Tippit was the only police officer close enough to Oswald’s rooming house to drive by. The evidence suggests that there was a connection between Tippit and Oswald, a conclusion buttressed by a web of relationships that tied Oswald, Ruby, and Tippit together. Where Tippit was murdered was just three-tenths of a mile from Jack Ruby’s apartment. A linkage between Ruby, Tippit, and Oswald undermines the Warren Commission’s conclusion that Oswald’s murder of Tippit supported the conclusion that Oswald killed Kennedy. If Tippit knew Oswald’s address, it establishes a linkage between the two men and supports the conclusion that Kennedy was murdered as the result of a conspiracy. 

The Warren Commission concluded that Jack Ruby’s murder of Oswald was the act of an overwrought strip club owner, plunged into grief by the President’s assassination, who sought revenge by killing Lee Harvey Oswald. The Commission soon became aware that Ruby had organized crime contacts. Yet, it concluded that he was not mob connected but only knew some organized crime figures. The evidence clearly suggested otherwise. Ruby had links to major organized crime figures including Carlos Marcello, Sam Giancana, Santos Trafficante, and Jimmy Hoffa. FBI informants had notified the FBI that Marcello, Trafficante, and Hoffa had made death threats against President Kennedy. Ruby’s ties to members of organized crime also included individuals who had committed murder, were engaged in narcotics trafficking, prostitution, larceny, sodomy, fire bombing, arson, bank robbery, and a variety of other crimes. Evidence shows that Ruby was heavily in debt, was known to be an extremely violent person, and had access to the Dallas Police Headquarters because of his long-term relations with a large number of police officers. It is also necessary to note that Ruby was connected to two of the major players in the CIA/Mafia plots to assassinate Premier Fidel Castro, Sam Giancana and Santos Trafficante. 

This book details all of Ruby’s mob connections. It analyzes his movements on Friday and Saturday night, revealing that Ruby was stalking Oswald and looking for an opportunity to kill him. The book also details Ruby’s violent nature and his beating of employees, customers, and other individuals with whom he had established relationships. The evidence also demonstrates that Jack Ruby was a liar. He lied about being at Parkland Memorial Hospital while President Kennedy was in Trauma Room 1; he lied about stalking Oswald; he lied about carrying a gun on Friday night while visiting the Dallas Police Headquarters where Oswald was being questioned; he lied about his trips to Cuba; he lied about his relationship with organized crime figures; he lied about how he got into the basement of the Dallas Police Headquarters on November 24, when he killed Oswald. 

The Warren Commission was all too ready to believe Jack Ruby’s testimony. However, when Ruby requested that Chief Justice Earl Warren take him to Washington, D.C. so that he could tell the Commission the truth about his role in murdering Oswald, Warren, with the advice of Congressman Gerald Ford, refused. The evidence clearly indicated that Ruby was mob connected. He used his connections with the Dallas Police Department to gain access to the basement to kill Oswald. Ruby was a violent hoodlum. He killed Oswald to silence him. The question the book analyzes is who did he act for, the mob or rogue elements of the CIA? Ruby’s murder of Oswald was powerful proof of a conspiracy in the murder of President Kennedy.

According to the Warren Commission, the medical evidence supported the conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald fired three shots from the TSBD and that the President’s and Governor Connally’s wounds support the conclusion that the shots came from above and behind the motorcade. In reality, the autopsy was poorly performed and was a textbook example of how not to do an autopsy. During his testimony before the HSCA, Dr. Humes, who was in charge of the autopsy performed at Bethesda Naval Hospital, admitted that the autopsy doctors had made an error in the location of the President’s head wound by nearly four inches. The doctors arrived at the conclusion that three shots were fired at the President because they were given that information during the autopsy. They did not conduct an outside investigation to determine the number of shots. They did not examine the President’s or the Governor’s clothing. The bullet holes in the clothing could have provided them with valuable information. The reality was that none of the doctors in the autopsy room were qualified forensic pathologists with experience in criminal investigations. 

The country was told that the President was hit at the base of the neck, and that the bullet exited his throat and struck Governor Connally in the back. Other than the President’s head wound, one bullet caused all the other wounds in both men. This was dubbed the single bullet theory. The bullet, CE 399, later was called the magic bullet by critics of the autopsy results. CE 399 allegedly hit the President in the base of the neck, exited his throat, struck Connally in the back, broke a rib, punctured his lung, exited his chest by the right nipple, smashed the radial bone in his wrist, and finally embedded itself in his thigh. The bullet emerged in near perfect condition, to the astonishment of a number of experts and forensic pathologists. 

Eyewitness testimony from three Secret Service agents and two FBI agents reported that the President was hit in the back, six inches down from the midline of the neck. His clothing shows bullet holes 5 ¾ inches down from the midline of the neck. This raised the question of how a bullet fired at a downward declination from the TSBD, hitting the President in the back, could have come out his throat. This has never been satisfactorily answered. We learned in the 1990s that Gerald Ford changed the location of the President’s back wound to the base of the neck in the final Warren Commission report. The report’s language was manipulated to make the Warren Commission’s conclusions more palatable to the American public. 

Not long after the autopsy was performed, the public learned that the President’s brain, tissue slides of the wounds, and some autopsy photographs were missing from the National Archives. There was no explanation as to how or why these materials went missing. It was suggested that the materials were destroyed by Robert Kennedy, but that has never been proven. 



The evidence for a shot from the knoll, the evidence indicating that Oswald was far from a loner, that Officer Tippit was not looking for the President’s assassin but for Lee Harvey Oswald, that Jack Ruby was mob connected and was linked to people involved in the CIA/Mafia murder plots, and that a poorly performed autopsy that cannot be relied upon to establish what happened that day in Dealey Plaza, all negate the Warren Commission’s conclusion of “no conspiracy.” The evidence overwhelmingly supports a conspiracy in the murder of the thirty-fifth President of the United States. 

The investigation of President Kennedy’s assassination was shrouded in confusion, so much so that a number of Warren Commission critics began to suspect a government cover-up. It was not long before some critics suggested that government agencies could have been involved in the assassination. A theory surfaced that the military’s desire for a war in Southeast Asia was behind the assassination. Kennedy’s policies aimed at ending the Cold War could have prevented such a conflict. Others asserted that the CIA was behind the assassination because of its frustration over the Bay of Pigs fiasco and Kennedy’s failure to invade Cuba during the missile crisis of October 1962. Before one can analyze the various conspiracies and evaluate their probabilities, it is necessary to examine the cover-ups that did take place and that contributed to the suspicion that the government was involved in the assassination. 

I have classified the cover-ups that occurred into three distinct types. The first is called a national security protective response. In his first couple of days in office, President Lyndon Johnson was informed that Lee Harvey Oswald had visited the Cuban Consulate and the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City, Mexico in late September and early October 1963. While there, he met with Cuban officials and a KGB officer. Johnson was told that the CIA had information from an informant who stated that he observed Oswald receive what appeared to be a large sum of money from Cuban officials. The American Ambassador to Mexico, Thomas Mann, informed the White House that he suspected that the Cubans were involved in the assassination. Johnson believed that if this information were to become public knowledge, the United States would be forced to retaliate against Cuba, possibly leading to a thermonuclear war with the Soviet Union. In the meantime, news of Oswald’s defection to the Soviet Union and his Communist sympathies was being broadcast around the world. Johnson pushed Chief Justice Earl Warren to take the job of heading up a commission to investigate Kennedy’s murder. He elaborated on his fear of a war with the Soviet Union, insisting that Warren head the commission and quell the rumors that were beginning to circulate about Oswald’s Marxist leanings. Johnson’s warning to Warren had a negative impact on the Chief Justice and the manner in which the Commission operated. There are numerous examples of the Warren Commission avoiding evidence of a conspiracy in its investigation of the assassination. To provide just one example, the Commission ignored the testimony of two witnesses that Jack Ruby was at Parkland Memorial Hospital during the time that President Kennedy was in Trauma Room 1. The ramifications of Ruby’s being at the hospital are rife with conspiratorial overtones. The Commission, as it did on numerous occasions, concluded that the witnesses had to be mistaken. Whose testimony did they accept that Jack Ruby was not at the hospital? Jack Ruby’s! The fear of nuclear war led to the first layer of government cover-up.

The next level of cover-up is classified as a bureaucratic protective response. Agencies of the government that were charged with protecting the President, such as the Secret Service and the FBI, had failed in their duty. Both the Secret Service and the FBI had lost a President. There are photographs of Secret Service agents at Parkland Memorial Hospital with a pail of water and sponges, washing out the back of the Presidential limousine after the assassination. This act destroyed important evidence, such as blood splatter, in the murder of a President of the United States. The FBI was aware that Oswald was employed at the TSBD, a building overlooking the President’s motorcade route. Yet, it never informed the Secret Service or the Dallas Police Department of this information. Hoover pressured FBI agents in the field to quickly conclude the investigation. Agents of the FBI, in the first few days of the investigation, arrested or questioned a number of Mafia figures. Hoover ordered the investigation terminated, asserting that Oswald was the lone assassin. Hoover had warned for years that the great danger to the United States was Communism. Now he could point to a Marxist sympathizer as the assassin of President Kennedy. Hoover was on record denying the existence of the Mafia into the early 1960s. The damage to the FBI’s reputation would have been immense if the mob had pulled off the assassination of a President, and the FBI was unable to uncover the plot ahead of time. It would have made Hoover look ridiculous if an organization he claimed did not exist had killed the President. For the Secret Service and the FBI, a lone assassin unaided by anyone was the perfect answer to the assassination in order to protect their reputations. The CIA fell into this category and also into the national security protective response category. It was trying to prevent information on the CIA/Mafia murder plots from becoming public. There was information that linked the CIA to Lee Harvey Oswald. Had the linkages become public knowledge, they would have created a major public relations problem for the CIA. If the CIA/Mafia murder plots were made public, the agency feared a backlash because its attempts to kill Castro might have backfired resulting in Kennedy’s assassination. Lyndon Johnson long suspected that Castro was behind the assassination. Also, the agency’s linkages to Oswald would have been a disastrous public relations debacle for the CIA.

The third category of cover-up is a political protective response. Robert Kennedy was the Attorney General of the United States when his brother was assassinated. His initial response was to seize all of the President’s papers, tapes of recorded conversations in the Oval Office, and the Usher’s logs. The Usher’s logs were of major importance because they recorded all of the visitors to the White House. Kennedy’s visits from a number of women at the White House would have been recorded there. Robert Kennedy was thinking not only of his brother’s reputation and legacy but also of his own political future. His lack of interest in the Warren Commission proceedings was well known. Some have attributed his lack of interest to his grief over his brother’s death. However, there was evidence that his motives were deeper than just grief. Robert Kennedy initiated some inquiries into who may have killed his brother but warned that he could not take any action until his political future was more secure. 

Lyndon Johnson had political considerations as well. Johnson was an extremely vain and ambitious politician. He wanted to wrap up the Warren Commission investigation before the election so that it would not overshadow his political future. Johnson badly wanted to be president in his own right. His was not the only pressure exerted on the Warren Commission to get the job done. We already noted the national security pressure placed on Warren. The Commission appeared to do everything in its power to avoid the finding of a conspiracy in the murder of the President. This book examines a number of instances where the Commission avoided evidence of a conspiracy. 
The assassination was shrouded by a fog of cover-ups that took place at a number of levels. Once the motivations for the cover-ups can be identified, it becomes possible to eliminate suspects in the assassination. Individuals and agencies were motivated to protect their reputations, power, and prestige. Such motivations fall far short of a desire to assassinate a President. The cover-ups are reactions to the event, not the cause of it. A thorough analysis of each cover-up makes it possible to eliminate a number of suspects based on their desire to protect themselves from public anger. Those involved in the assassination would have had more comprehensive motives for engaging in an act of murder. As we shall see, not all suspects are eliminated by this process. The remaining suspects had the means, motive, and opportunity to carry out an assassination. 

In the last analysis, the evidence supports the conclusion that President Kennedy was expendable. National security concerns, the protection of political and bureaucratic reputations, and state secrets were more important considerations than an open and honest investigation of the President’s murder. Kennedy was expendable because national security, political careers, bureaucratic power, and sensitive state secrets were at risk. President Johnson feared a nuclear war with the Soviet Union and passed that fear on to Chief Justice Earl Warren, who was expected to squelch rumors of Communist involvement and or conspiracy in the assassination of President Kennedy. Johnson wanted to move the investigation along so that it would not overhang the presidential election coming up in November 1964. He wanted to become president in his own right and not have the assassination of his predecessor tainting his claim to power. Robert Kennedy wanted to protect his brother’s reputation and legacy. During the Warren Commission investigation, he had no incentive to dig deeper into the assassination and who might have been involved. According to close intimates, that would have to wait until later when he was in a stronger political position. The FBI and the Secret Service had reputations and power to protect. Hoover ended the FBI’s investigation early, proclaiming that Lee Harvey Oswald was the lone assassin in the days immediately following Kennedy’s murder. A lone assassin relieved both agencies of the responsibility of uncovering a conspiracy before the participants could murder the President in cold blood in the streets of Dallas. The CIA’s role was less clear but essentially boiled down to a lack of cooperation with both the Warren Commission and the HSCA. The CIA engaged in obfuscation, deception, and potentially criminal behavior. The state secrets doctrine began developing and expanding at the end of World War II. There was no more important state secret to protect in 1963 than the CIA/Mafia murder plots. Oswald may have been murdered to keep this information out of the public domain. None of the evidence supports the view that political or bureaucratic leaders of the U.S. government were involved in the assassination. What the evidence does suggest is that they did not pursue an honest investigation of the assassination in order to protect their own interests. In that sense, President John F. Kennedy was expendable. 

Connected to the murder of President Kennedy was the use of state secrets, namely the CIA/Mafia murder plots, to manipulate Lee Harvey Oswald into taking part in a conspiracy. There was information that Oswald knew of these plots twelve years before they became public information. His knowledge of the plots explained all of his odd behavior in New Orleans before the assassination took place. That behavior included apparent attempts to infiltrate pro-Castro groups, setting up a fake chapter of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee, appearing on radio and television programs to defend Castro and the Cuban Revolution, and, after being arrested in a street altercation in New Orleans, requesting that the FBI interview him while he was in jail. Knowledge of the plots may also have been the fundamental reason why he went to the Cuban Consulate and Soviet Embassy in Mexico City seeking a visa to Cuba. Was Oswald trying to get to Cuba to warn Castro of the plots? 

Oswald had a long history of pro-Castro support. His mother, learning of his defection to the Soviet Union, remarked that she was surprised that he did not go to Cuba. His wife, Marina Oswald, stated that he was a long time supporter of Fidel Castro. His uncle, Dutz Murret, while visiting Oswald’s apartment in New Orleans, noted that he had a picture of Fidel Castro displayed. A friend in the Marine Corps, Nelson Delgado, told the FBI that Oswald talked of going to Cuba to join the Cuban Army and fight for Castro. There was a plethora of evidence that demonstrated Oswald’s support for Castro. Sometime before the assassination, he was given the information that the United States government was involved in a plot to kill the leader he most admired. The Warren Commission and the HSCA were not able to come up with a motive for Oswald’s alleged involvement in the assassination. However, the knowledge that the U.S. government was trying to kill Castro could easily have supplied the motivation. This raised the question of who had the information, and who gave it to Oswald. It also raised the question of why Oswald was selected to receive this information.


There are only three sources from which Oswald could have learned this information: individuals connected with the Mafia who were participating in the CIA/Mafia murder plots, the CIA, and Cuban intelligence, the DGI. The book analyzes the connections that Oswald had to the Mafia, from an uncle who worked as a bookie for Carlos Marcello to other Mafia figures his mother was involved with. Marcello was known to have made a death threat against President Kennedy, and in describing how he would carry it out he stated that he would employ a “nut” to shoot at the President from an office building. It was most important to recruit someone not connected to normal Mafia operations. 

Researching Oswald’s ties to the CIA reveals potential connections as well. The head of Alpha 66, one of the most violent anti-Castro groups, reported seeing Oswald meet with his case officer in Dallas before the assassination. Oswald also had linkages to David Ferrie, an associate of Marcello’s, who was linked to the CIA and anti-Castro operations. What was murkier was his potential contacts with Cuban intelligence. Recent evidence indicates that Castro knew about the plot to kill Kennedy. The book examines this aspect in detail and the ramifications of Castro’s potential involvement in the assassination. Oswald’s knowledge of the CIA/Mafia murder plots narrows down the potential suspects in the assassination to three. 

Does the evidence show that organized crime had the means and the motive? The Mafia was reeling from an assault against its operations from the opening days of the Kennedy administration. Its criminal operations were under attack. The Mafia has always had the reputation of hitting back at those who interfere with its operations. Did rogue elements of the CIA have the means and the motive? The President refused U.S. military aid to the Cuban forces that landed at the Bay of Pigs in 1961. Many in the CIA considered the President’s decision cowardly and an abandonment of the brave men willing to die to free their native land. The President again disappointed the same group when he did not invade Cuba during the Cuban Missile Crisis in 1962. In the days before his death, the President was carrying on secret negotiations in an apparent attempt to reach a political settlement with Fidel Castro. While the President was attempting to keep these negotiations secret, the CIA was wiretapping the Cuban officials involved in the negotiations. This made the President a three-time loser for some elements of the CIA and the anti-Castro Cuban community. Rogue elements in the CIA, along with anti-Castro Cubans, were highly skilled in the application of violence. 

Premier Fidel Castro was aware that the CIA was attempting to kill him. Did he have the means and motive to kill Kennedy? Castro warned the United States in September 1963 that if U.S. leaders were engaging in attempts to kill Cuban leaders, Cuba could also play that game. Castro was clearly threatened by the United States. Every aspect of his life indicated that he was a fighter and could have struck back. In reality, all three groups had the means. All three groups had the motive to kill the President, and there were also important events or triggers that impacted each group that could have propelled them into action. 

The book uses the available data to narrow the range of suspects down even further and lays out the potential assassination scenarios that might have occurred. We now know that during the month of November 1963, President Kennedy was being stalked. A motorcade was cancelled in Chicago because of a death threat. He proceeded a little later that month with a motorcade in Tampa, Florida even though there was a serious death threat. Just a few days later, he was murdered in Dallas. 

This book takes a totally different view of the assassination of President Kennedy than the many books already published. In essence, Kennedy was expendable. Nuclear war was not an option Lyndon Johnson was willing to entertain. The Warren Commission, aware of that fear, did its best to avoid a conclusion of conspiracy. The FBI and Secret Service had reputations to protect, and a lone assassin helped them to do just that. Robert Kennedy had his brother’s historical legacy to protect and his own ambitions to pursue at a more opportune time. The CIA had state secrets to protect. The life of one man was a small price to pay for the protection of political careers, agency reputations, a family’s historical legacy, and state secrets, even if he was the President of the United States. 
There is a deeper problem in the Kennedy assassination that reaches down into the psyche of the nation itself. Can we as a people readily accept that the President of the United States was murdered by a small group of people with the power to get away with it? What would this say about American democracy? The political assassination of leaders only happens in other countries, not in America! Perhaps that is why people like Gerald Posner and Vincent Bugliosi cannot come to grips with all the irregularities in the Kennedy assassination. Both are attorneys who believe deeply in the legal process, the rule of law, and American democracy. A political assassination of President Kennedy by individuals and groups connected to the United States government, that were also involved in attempts to assassinate Fidel Castro, would destroy everything they believed in and had devoted their lives to and cast them into a pit of nihilism. Sylvan Fox described the real problem in accepting the assassination of a President in a democracy:     
       For example, let us suppose that there were persons who believed it essential 
       to remove President Kennedy from office and that they organized an 
       assassination plot. The discovery of such a plot, rife with political 
       implications, would have posed a greater threat to the nation’s stability than the 
       assassination itself.

If John Kennedy was murdered by individuals or groups intent on reversing his policies then his assassination was the ultimate contradiction of democracy in America. We must accept the consequences of a truthful investigation wherever it might lead.
� Hearings Before the House Select Committee on Assassinations, Vol. V, p. 481.


� Sylvan Fox. The Unanswered Questions About President Kennedy’s Assassination. New York: Award


  Books, 1975, p. 41.





