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Legal Disclaimer:

This work is intended as a philosophical and legal argument regarding the concept of due process and the presumption of innocence in common law. The book's thesis—that Lee Harvey Oswald and John Wilkes Booth died unconvicted men—is a statement about their technical legal status under the Constitution and the doctrine of abatement ab initio. This analysis does not dispute the widely accepted historical findings regarding their actions, nor does it condone, excuse, or endorse the crimes of which they were accused. All assertions within are purely for academic discussion of legal procedure and principle.
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​Foreword
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The Weight of Legal Silence

This book asks the reader to set aside everything they know about two of the most infamous crimes in American history: the assassinations of Abraham Lincoln and John F. Kennedy. We invite you to step away from the historical narratives, the public trauma, and the moral certainty surrounding John Wilkes Booth and Lee Harvey Oswald. We ask, instead, that you consider a simple, profound, and often inconvenient truth derived purely from the Rule of Law.

The argument presented here is audacious, yet rigidly constitutional: In the eyes of the law, both Booth and Oswald died innocent men. To many, this claim will seem absurd, perhaps even offensive. We are not making a case for

their moral innocence or denying the overwhelming factual evidence of their actions. The question of who pulled the trigger is one for history to judge. The question addressed here is one for the courts alone: Was guilt ever established according to the procedures mandated by the U.S. Constitution?

The answer is unequivocally no. Because both men died before they could stand trial, the legal charges against them abated ab initio (were dissolved from the beginning). They were never

afforded the sacred right to confront their accusers, present a defense, or have evidence scrutinized by a jury of their peers. The presumption of innocence is not a formality; it is the

fundamental shield of every citizen, and only a jury's verdict can legally remove it.

By allowing the historical consensus to override this legal requirement, we weaken the due process protections that shield us all. This book is a deep dive into legal integrity, arguing that if the system fails to secure a conviction—for any reason, including the death of the accused—we must have the rigor to acknowledge that the unproven man remains unconvicted. This is a defense of the legal process itself, demanding that we prioritize justice's precision over history's

powerful, but legally empty, conclusion.
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The Inviolable Principle

The assassins of two American presidents, Lee Harvey Oswald and John Wilkes Booth, occupy a fixed and reviled space in the American narrative. They are universally labeled as convicted

murderers—a verdict issued not by a court of law, but by the swift and brutal judgment of history.

This book argues that this historical certainty is a profound error, a dangerous transgression against the very bedrock of the American legal system. In the eyes of the law, both men died

innocent. This is not a moral claim about their actions; it is an absolute statement about their legal status. The Constitution and centuries of common law require that the state proves guilt

beyond a reasonable doubt in a fair public trial. 

Both Oswald and Booth died before that proof could be established, their proceedings legally dissolving with their last breaths. To bypass this procedural requirement, to allow historical consensus to stand in for a jury's verdict, is to forfeit

the honor of due process. The presumption of innocence is the shield of every citizen, and when we deny it to the most infamous, we fundamentally weaken it for everyone. We must correct the record: they were accused of murder and treason, but they died unconvicted men.
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​Part I: The Foundation of Legal Innocence
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​Chapter 1: The Presumption of Innocence
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The presumption of innocence is not a mere suggestion; it is the cornerstone of justice in the common law world. It is the fundamental principle that any person accused of a crime is deemed legally innocent until the state, represented by the prosecution, succeeds in proving every element of the crime to the satisfaction of a judge or jury, operating under strict rules of evidence. This presumption places the entire burden of proof squarely upon the state. The defendant carries no burden to prove their own innocence. This safeguard is designed to protect the individual against the immense, potentially arbitrary power of the government. The status of "accused" or "suspect" carries no legal judgment of guilt. Only a verdict, affirmed by judicial process, can strip a citizen of this initial, essential cloak of innocence. Without that final, formal judgment, the presumption remains intact, defining the person's legal identity. To violate this presumption—even in cases of extreme notoriety—is to undermine the very integrity of the legal system itself. History may judge a man, but only the law may convict him.
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​Chapter 2: Due Process: The Engine of Legal Guilt
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Legal guilt is a manufactured commodity. It is not an inherent quality of the person, but a final, procedural conclusion reached through the machinery of due process. Due process is a guarantee outlined in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the U.S. Constitution, ensuring that all legal proceedings are fair and that one's life, liberty, or property cannot be taken without adequate notice and a fair hearing. For a criminal case, this includes the right to counsel, the right to confront and cross-examine witnesses, the right to call witnesses in defense, and the right to an impartial jury. This complex, adversarial process is the only mechanism legally empowered to convert the status of "accused" to "convict."  Every piece of evidence—whether a confession, a weapon, or an eyewitness account—is just an allegation until it has been scrutinized, challenged, and admitted under these constitutional rules. When this engine is never started, or is abruptly shut down, the process remains incomplete, and the essential product—legal guilt—is never produced. The men in question, both Oswald and Booth, never experienced the full function of this engine; thus, their legal status never changed.
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​Chapter 3: The Concept of Abatement Ab Initio
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In criminal law, the concept of abatement ab initio (Latin for "from the beginning") is the clear, functional answer to the deaths of Oswald and Booth. When a defendant dies after being charged but before a verdict is reached, the criminal case does not simply remain frozen; it is legally and permanently dissolved. The doctrine dictates that the proceedings are treated as if they never existed. This dissolution is an administrative necessity, reflecting the fact that the primary objective of a criminal trial—punishment of the defendant—is now impossible. Crucially, the abatement reflects the constitutional premise that the state cannot prove its case when the accused is unavailable to defend themselves and cannot be punished. Therefore, the defendant is not found guilty posthumously, nor is the charge confirmed. The entire file is closed with the presumption of innocence unviolated. This legal reality stands in stark opposition to the popular narrative, which assumes that the charges were valid and the case essentially complete. The law, however, offers no such comfort to the historical narrative; it simply erases the charge.
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​Chapter 4: Factual Guilt vs. Legal Guilt
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This argument requires a precise distinction between factual guilt and legal guilt. Factual guilt is a historical, moral, or circumstantial determination. Based on evidence—ballistic reports, witness statements, the location of the suspects—the vast majority of people conclude that both Oswald and Booth committed the acts for which they were accused. This conclusion is almost certainly correct on a moral or historical level. However, legal guilt is entirely separate. Legal guilt is established only when the facts are proven according to law. A prosecutor can possess irrefutable evidence, yet if that evidence is obtained illegally, or if the witness dies before testifying, the resulting lack of proof in court prevents the establishment of legal guilt. The fact that an individual may have committed a crime is irrelevant to the court if the formal, procedural steps required for conviction are not completed. When we mistake historical certainty for legal fact, we sacrifice the precision of justice for the satisfaction of closure. The law demands that the conviction be earned, and neither man's conviction was ever earned.
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