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Chapter 8

FERRIE PRIVATE, FERRIE PUBLIC
How much do the available FBI and Secret Service reports add to public knowledge about David William Ferrie? What values does Congressman Ford's "proper analysis" by the "proper authorities" add to what appeared in the press? Certainly the Secret Service and the FBI, during the days of the investigation, were "proper authorities." Until he signed the Report of the President's Commission, Congressman Ford was a very proper authority. But very proper, very authoritative.

Did he know as much about David William Ferrie after reading these FBI and Secret Service reports (had he the time) as he would, for example, if he had written Mrs. Shirley Martin, of Owasso, Oklahoma?

Mrs. Martin loved President Kennedy. Like other Americans, she was stunned by his assassination. Like very few others of those many dissatisfied with the Report, she determined to do something. Ever since, she has been conducting her own research and investigation, while caring for her five children, husband and home. For this she has been ridiculed by quick‑buck artists capitalizing on the unwillingness of the press to believe and acknowledge the government could be so wrong in the official assassination accounting and its willingness to pay for slanders.

As I was finishing Whitewash ll: The FBI Secret Service Cover‑Up I received an anonymous tip that checked out 100 percent accurately about an unnecessarily mysterious retired Army colonel about whom we shall be reading. Later I learned my modest, remarkably intuitive and eminently correct informant was Shirley Martin. Some of the newspapers from which I shall quote are from her available files. Without doubt, she would lend them to Congressman Ford and his associates.

Closer to home, in Washington, there is Mrs. Vivian Gardner, a former newspaperwoman and widow of a newspaperman, who similarly would have helped him as she helped me.

Despite contrary contentions once the Garrison investigation embarrassed the federal government, the Commission made no Ferrie investigation. Had it inquired into his character, his capacities, it might have determined, on the basis of only the gossamer threads in these FBI and Secret Service reports and public knowledge so little enhanced by them, that Ferrie could have been looked into. Once this decision was made, all of subsequent history could have been different.

For Ferrie had both physical and mental capacities that made others fear him. In the preliminary hearing on the “Clay Bertrand" case in New Orleans ending March 17, 1967, one of defense counsel, in his appeal to the judges, assailed the main witness, Perry Raymond Russo. According to the Associated Press quotation of his remarks, Defense Attorney William Wegmann said, ". . . the only worthy thing of Russo's testimony is that he knew David Ferrie and feared his

intelligence . . ."

Ferrie was known as a homosexual and did not fear exposure as would some of his mates. His grip on young men rendered parents powerless over their sons. February 26, 1967, New Orleans States‑Item reported testimony that the parents of one of Ferrie's young partners contacted Russo in an effort to break ''Ferrie’s hold on her son.”

Before he lost his job as an Eastern Airlines pilot cause of his homosexuality, Ferrie was welcomed as a speaker by respectable organizations. For example, according to the States‑Item, he spoke before the New Orleans Junior Chamber of Commerce on December 9, 1955, that airplane instrument panels would be simplified, requiring fewer instruments, perhaps fewer than a dozen. Even after his disgrace, he addressed the Exchange Club and others.

To some of them he spoke with great violence. Because military groups are not notoriously moderate, this comment by George Lardner in the Washington Post of February 26, 1967, is an indication of Ferrie’s intemperance and judgement:

In July, 1961 . . . he spoke to the New Orleans chapter of the Military Order of the World Wars on “Cuba -- April, 1961 Present and Future," but he was cut off by a chapter official who found his remarks offensive. Just what Ferrie said is unclear, but one man present is reported to have said Ferrie complained sharply about “The President of the United States and the Commander in Chief of our Armed Forces, apparently for the failure of the Bay of Pigs invasion.

After the District Attorney’s great interest in him was known, Dave Ferrie was able to con the press as he had the FBI (which, quite possibly, was more willing to be). As he had directed the attention and conceptions of the FBI, so he did with the usually perceptive, tough‑minded and suspicious reporters. His public relations were excellent, He refused TV exposure, knowing he would not come across sympathetically. Concentrating on the press, he wholesaled his twisted thinking all around the world.

First, he earned their confidence by speaking to the States‑Item when the story broke. This is the "I've got nothing to hide" technique. It makes one wonder if, in a manner unknown, he could have been their original tipster. The publicity hurt the investigation and intimidated witnesses. The wire services had picked it up for the big play -- but Ferrie had been there coloring it his way, in the beginning; attention‑getting and mind‑fixing part of the news story.

However, in speaking to the New Orleans States-Item, Ferrie did not attribute official interest in him to Martin. Having either forgotten his successful ploy of three years earlier with the federal police or having changed his approach, he said that it was Edward Voebel's appearance on television that resulted in official interest. Although stories originating in New Orleans continued to attribute Ferrie's troubles to Martin, who at the same time was being maligned in the press, the New Orleans paper used this item first on February 18 and repeated it four days later, without reported protest or complaint by Ferrie.

AP began the second‑day story of February 18 with him and gave him most of the space and all the "breaks." They quote him as saying "that the District Attorney's office" had "told him that it had 'positively' uncovered a plot in New Orleans to assassinate Kennedy." Although he had "undergone questioning," he is sympathetically quoted as saying, "I couldn't figure out what it was all about."

It then picks up and plays his deception, that there was something irregular in his questioning, and makes it seem as though there were something in the FBI reports (he acted as if he knew their contents) that the District Attorney's office could not face, something that further made him seem innocent, the victim of a persecution, a "patriot."

Ferrie "asked the District Attorney's office if he could obtain a copy of the statement (as though there were just one -- the one he typed and should have had a copy of) he gave the FBI (as though this, too, were a voluntary act on his part) immediately after the assassination. Ferrie said that was the last he heard of the matter until 'friends and acquaintances began calling me saying that they had been questioned and among other things, questioned about me."' Evil District Attorney. Cannot face the unsullied evidence of the FBI, First In Peace, First In War!

By the end of the story, the AP was quoting Ferrie as an expert on the entire investigation. In ringing reaffirmation of the acceptable federal government line, he said, "I believe it would be fruitless to look for an accomplice." Instant expert, Dave Ferrie.

Five days later, Ferrie was the AP's psychological expert. In a story that appeared February 23, they embellished this "expert" opinion from the "psychologist" (then dead) and wrote of him as though he really had been sane and an acknowledged authority.

Ferrie said it was fruitless to search for an accomplice for Oswald because "my assessment of Oswald is that he would be incapable of any interpersonal relationship, especially anything as delicate as a conspiracy to kill.”

This same AP story revealed the basis for Ferrie's "science": Ferrie repeatedly denied," the story says, "that he ever knew Oswald."

How is that for both science and news impartiality? Ferrie did not know Oswald and thus became an expert to be quoted internationally and on so many front pages. He had made an "assessment." What difference did it make that he insisted he did not know and had never studied or even seen the man he "assessed"?

This logic, science and evidence must have been very appealing. It appeared in exactly the same words, attributed to AP, again on February 24.

In the second‑day story in the States‑Item, on Feb​ruary 18, to Ferrie's revelation of the District Attorney's uncovering of the ridiculed "plot" was added this direct quotation: "Supposedly I have been tagged as the getaway pilot under an elaborate plot to kill Kennedy." Here again Ferrie lied, knowing full well this was not and could not have been the truth, knowing that Garrison had told him no such thing. This lie, too, spread all over the earth, smeared by the uncritical press. Thus did Ferrie direct the focus of the press, knowing that he could show he had been in New Orleans at the time of the assassination, could account for the immediately following days, and that Garrison knew it.

Henry Wade, Dallas District Attorney, helped Ferrie keep things out of focus. He told UPI, which prepared a lengthy story in advance for release February 25, "Rumors were flying around that he (Oswald) was supposed to go to an airport and somebody was supposed to fly him away after the assassination, but as far as I know there was nothing but rumors."

Wade can qualify as a rumor expert. The Commission devoted part of its Report to some of those he launched (R2344ff).

This line Ferrie had successfully foisted off on the federal investigators worked so well with the press that by February 25 the normally suspicious George Lardner was writing in the Washington Post that "before Ferrie died early Wednesday morning . . . he told me of his fears that Garrison's investigation would prove no more than a 'witch hunt.' The 49‑year‑old Ferrie had been interrogated after the assassination about reports that he might have been the pilot of a 'getaway plane' for the assassin and that he knew Oswald. He denied it."

This uncritical reportage of Ferrie's lies is in accord with the undeviating editorial policy of the Washington Post, which regards every criticism of the Report or the Commission as malicious; it has refused to review books unfavorable to the Commission.

So the Post, without quotation marks, on its own authority, as others did with and without quotes, palmed off as fact Ferrie's own fed‑back propaganda line. Nicholas C. Chriss, writing in the Los Angeles Times of the same day, used the same words, coming from Ferrie: "Supposedly I have been pegged as the getaway pilot." Chriss helped Ferrie's successful ploy even more by following it with these words, ". . . the FBI cleared Ferrie of any involvement . . ."

Even after his death, Ferrie's accepted "public relations" was working for him. For example, in this same Chriss story:

Ferrie also told Lardner that when Garrison's men summoned him for questioning last November, they said they wanted to go over ground he had covered with them in 1963 because their office had lost its copy of what he said then. Ferrie told Lardner he volunteered to obtain a copy of his statement from the FBI, but was told by Garrison's men, "No, don't do that, Don't say we sent you."

The portrait of Ferrie is of a man with nothing to hide, friend and collaborator of the hallowed FBI and more than willing to speak and speak freely. On the same day the Oakland (California) Tribune quoted Lardner thus: "Once you get him talking it is hard to shut him off."

Ferrie's last and continuingly successful effort did him no good personally because he died. It may benefit others. It involved Lardner again. In the Post of February 23, he added a Ferrie note of intrigue, a suggestion that it is Ferrie who was on the side of right, and quite possibly a threat to Garrison:

Ferrie said he was especially worried that what he said might trigger a "premature arrest" by Garrison's men. The District Attorney "knows he's got a tiger by the tail," Ferrie said, referring to himself.

If Lardner did not ask, might not others wonder if Ferrie saw himself as a "tiger" because of his connections? What short of highest associations and inferred protection or rampant insanity could make this sick man think and say he was a "tiger"? Was he suggesting "CIA"?

He pulled off his propaganda for himself and his propaganda against Garrison and his investigation, but Ferrie’s brave front began to crumble just before his death. The day he died the Associated Press reported from New Orleans that "because Ferrie had expressed fears for his life, Garrison said he provided him a temporary hideout in a motor hotel here." "At Ferrie's request," Lardner added.

What, it may be wondered, did the innocent Ferrie have to fear; what could make an innocent man not part of a conspiracy believe someone wanted to kill him? What could worry him so he went to his enemy, the District Attorney, for help?

That Ferrie got away with it, with his malodorous public record, in New Orleans where the newspaper filed held his record, is astounding. Here it some of what one of the papers, the States‑Item, had printed about him:

On August 26, 1961, Ferrie was booked in Jefferson Parish with committing a crime against nature on a 15‑year‑old boy and indecent behavior with three juvenile boys. Jefferson and New Orleans authorities claim he used alcohol, hypnotism and the enticement of flying to lure the youngsters into committing indecent acts.

The same day:

A search of Ferrie's home turned up numerous maps of Cuba and seven or eight World War I rifles with a quantity of ammunition. A juvenile told officers he had flown to Cuba with Ferrie on several occasions. Ferrie asked another teenager to drive a Cuban citizen to Miami, police said.

On August 29, 1961, Orleans Parish district attorney charged Ferrie with intimidating a witness in connection with the crime against nature cases pending against him. Officers said a youth told them Ferrie threatened that "a Cuban friend (of Ferrie's) would take care of him if he didn't sign a paper saying he would not prefer charges." (This charge was dismissed January 7,1962.)

Bearing on this is an Associated Press dispatch of March 4, 1967, quoting a copyrighted story in the Houston Chronicle of that day, saying:

Martin told the Chronicle he asked Ferrie for a photograph of the young complainant in a morals case against Ferrie, explaining, "Ferrie had pictures of all these young kids that hung round him. He liked to dress them up in helmet liners, fatigues, and give them rifles like they were playing soldiers!"

This is Ferrie's friend and fellow detective, Jack S. Martin. The inference is unmistakably the threat reported by public authorities. This is the charge that was dismissed January 7,1962.

February 17, 1962, Ferrie was arrested booked with extortion Police said they received information that the former pilot allegedly threatened an unidentified person in an attempt to have him influence a witness in the crime against nature cases against Ferrie.

February 28 1962, Jefferson Parish Judge Leo W. McCune found Ferrie not guilty on one of the five charges of indecent behavior with a juvenile.

November 26, 1963, Ferrie was arrested by the New Orleans District Attorney's office and booked with being a fugitive from Texas. Investigators denied reports that two other men arrested at Ferrie's apartment the same day were picked up at the request of the FBI and Secret Service. The men were identified as Patrick L. Martons (sic) and Alvin Beaubeouf (all three were released November 27 "after having been booked with vagrancy and held for investigation by the FBI and Secret Service").

This sordid record was more than publicly available. It did not have to be dug out. It was in the papers.

For example, on February 22, 1967, the States-Item said:

In 1961 Ferrie was booked in Jefferson Parish with committing a crime against nature and indecent behavior with juveniles. New Orleans police reported Ferrie had attempted to intimidate one witness, a 16 year‑old boy who told officers he signed a paper promising not to prefer charges against Ferrie. Other youths told police Ferrie took them on airplane flights to Houston and Corpus Christie, Texas, on different occasions. One boy told officers he had flown to Cuba with Ferrie and another reported to police that Ferrie had asked him to drive a Cuban citizen to Miami.

Thus, it was almost immediately known to the press corps that poured into New Orleans. Lardner again provides samples:

He had been charged in 1961 in Jefferson Parish with a crime against nature involving a 15‑year‑old boy and indecent behavior involving three juveniles. Police at the time said he apparently lured Juveniles with alcohol, hypnotism and the adventure of flying. Although Ferrie told me he "had never been to Cuba," one of the officers involved in the 1961 arrest said one juvenile told them he had flown to Cuba with Ferrie on different occasions. (February 24)

Ferrie had been both publicly and privately critical of President Kennedy for the lack of air cover in the Bay of Pigs Invasion by Cuban exiles. He had been quoted as saying that the President "ought to be shot." (February 25)

This is that same Ferrie version fed back from the federal investigative reports and represents the prettier face he was allowed to put on the ugly thing.

In a four hour interview with me shortly before he died, Ferrie alluded to the homosexual charges in his past by attempting to suggest that there was nothing improper in his relationship with young men. He said he made a “hobby” of taking “deserving youngsters from broken homes” and trying to give them a break in life (March 1)

Haynes Johnson, the Washington Star's Pulitzer Prize‑winning reporter, made his own impressive investigation in New Orleans. It was printed, under a banner front-page headline February 27. He said about Ferrie that he was

militant . . . clearly an intelligent but disturbed person . . . regarded as something of a quick‑buck artist anxious for money, but with little visible means of support . . . a singularly repelling figure . . . (with) a preoccupation with Socrates -- constant reaction to every problem was to walk up and down beating his forehead and saying, "Now what would Socrates have done?” . . .

Two days later, the same paper told how Ferrie’s associations played a part of costing him employment. Interviewed at Lakefront Airport, "A. C. Crouch, owner of Saturn Aviation Service, said Ferrie had worked for him for about three months last year. 'I fired him in November,' said Crouch, 'because I didn't like those he associated with.' Crouch also claimed that Ferrie 'had been trying to take over my business."'

Perry Raymond Russo was working and studying at Loyola Law School when he testified in the Garrison investigation in mid‑March. He had been a teen‑ager when he first met Ferrie, whom he thereafter knew well. Russo testified that some years earlier he had understood Ferrie to be threatening to kill him but, looking back, he did not think so. Under cross‑examination, here is his testimony as distributed by the Associated Press:

Q.
How, did you meet him?

A.
Through Al Landry.

Russo explained that Landry had left home. Russo said he talked to Landry’s parents and told them that if there was “anyone who could alienate Dave and Al, I felt I could.” (Other accounts of this testimony say Landry’s parents appealed to Russo to extricate their son from Ferrie’s grip.)

Russo was asked if it was true that Ferrie had once threatened his life, as a result of “intervening with a friend.”

A.
He wanted to talk to Al alone. I said no, Ferrie said, “I’m going to get you.”

Q.
How do you interpret that remark now?

A.
Now I interpret it was not a threat on my life.

Two days later, United Press International quoted the lawyer's summation this way: "Mr. Wegmann said Mr. Russo was dominated by Ferrie." This evaluation is matched by a number of others. Ferrie controlled those who surrounded him by the force of his mind and by fear.

Unlike the Oswald case, where the government sought and had no qualified psychiatric appraisal to justify its unsupported predetermined conclusions about Oswald, with Ferrie there is a competent medical opinion. Dr. Nicholas Cheth is New Orleans Parish coroner. Before the three judges hearing the Shaw case he was accredited as an expert in forensic medicine and competent to testify on the sanity of witnesses.

It is Dr. Chetta who made the official determinations on Ferries death. George Lardner, in the Washington Post of March 1, reported:

The coroner said Ferrie was “definitely manic . . . he had paranoid tendencies, too.” He apparently was a compulsive “saver” of papers, letters, pictures and other memorabilia. Police found several guns in his apartment, including even an ancient Springfield muzzle loader . . . Chetta called Ferrie a psychopath . . . a dangerous individual capable of almost anything.

To this the Times‑Picayune on the same day added, "and a very dangerous psychopath."

Despite contrary pretenses, despite his alleged "worship" of President Kennedy, his political views were just as sick. Most papers ignored it, but in the text of those "suicide" notes found in Ferrie's apartment was this phrase, part of a tirade, so like fascist thinking, ". . . an electorate cannot be depended upon to pick the right man."

To the self‑anointed "herrenvolk" it is not the citizens of a democratic society who know and select the "right man”; it is the Ferries. They would arrogate to themselves the right, believing they alone have the intelligence to do so.

Twisted in mind and sick in it and body, David Ferrie was a dangerous man, the more so because of his high intelligence and the power he held over people who considered him brilliant, rather than sick. Conceiving himself a Socrates‑like figure, above the masses and a leader, the one who was right, the one who knew, with his contempt for the democratic society, by the sheer force of his manic personality he exercised great influence and control over others. His driving ambition, as he saw it, was to "free" Cuba.

That this information, what we quoted earlier, and much more that is appropriate to later chapters, is not in the available government evidence, printed or in the accessible files, cannot be due to the reflection of Ferrie's character or that of others inherent in it or to the desire of the government to protect the innocent against harm. The record on this point is too clear and too one‑sided to consider this even a possible reason.

Ferrie is but one of the too many homosexuals and other sex deviates figuring in this story. Testimony in the New Orleans investigation showed he was surrounded by swarms of young men, whom he corrupted. Andrews's testimony before the Warren Commission connects the various kinds of aberrants with each other, Oswald, Bertrand and the Cuban refugees, as does the Ferrie story.

This is not because all homosexuals are of this vicious, dangerous stripe, any more than all heterosexuals are like those who rape and murder. It would be wrong to believe that this particular plot was hatched only because these participants and those around them were in so large a percentage other than normal. The plot and its execution were political in motive.

Nor is it only what is generally understood as homosexuality, the kind of departure from sexual norm that contaminates the already sickening story of the murder of the President. The degeneracy and depravity are so loathsome to most men they cannot be delineated in a book of general distribution. They are, in fact, like an extension of the classical works of the study of pathological sex. If the indulgences of these men were not already ample exposition of their illness, some of them blended their lusts with exhibitionism, performing their acts not in privacy but having motion pictures taken and shown. It is nauseating and revolting that all the combinations and permutations of the extravagant and imaginative perversions of these tortured and sick men must be part of the accounting of the assassination.

That Oswald, if it was he who sought legal assistance from Andrews, associated with the "swishes," does not mean that Oswald was himself homosexual or was what Andrews called a "swinger" -- bi‑sexual. The nature of the real Oswald's sexual interests seemed to trouble both Liebeler and Jenner in their interrogations of both Voebel and O'Sullivan. These interrogations were ambivalent. At no time did the lawyers make clear their own beliefs or the answers they sought. Each, however, raised an implication of Oswald's homosexuality in the testimony quoted earlier. Each of those who had known Oswald in the Marines from whom testimony was taken or affidavits requested had his opinion sought and expressed the belief Oswald was not homosexual. Each who was in a position to know specified Oswald showed no such tendencies or interests in the presence of opportunity. The one exception was "Beezer," who arranged dates between Oswald and his, "Beezer's," sister. "Beezer" was not asked.

FBI Agent John Lester Quigley did not think it important to preserve his notes of the interview Oswald demanded with the FBI when the New Orleans police arrested him August 9, 1963. Quigley did think it important to type eight pages of Martello's conjectures presented as fact, political biases, and immaturities. Where any mature policeman should have been suspicious and understood the opposite, New Orleans police Lieutenant (now Captain) Francis L. Martello fell for an Oswald trick that exploited his political gullibility. Here is part of Martello's work, repeated by and released by the FBI. The deletions are mine, not theirs:

" . . . He was asked specifically at what addresses or locations were the meetings held and stated the meetings were held on Pine Street. He was asked at whose residence the meetings were held and he refused to give any further information. It should be noted at this time during prior investigation conducted, while I was a member of the Intelligence Unit, information was developed that Fair Play for Cuba Committee literature was found in the 1000 block of Pine Street, New Orleans, which was near the residence of Dr. . . . , a professor at Tulane University. This investigation was conducted by me.

"As I remember, Dr. . . . was reported to be a member of the New Orleans Council of Peaceful Alternatives which is a 'ban the bomb' group recently established . . . Knowing that Dr. . . . was reportedly a member of the New Orleans Council of Peaceful Alternatives I thought there might be a tie between this organization and the Fair Play for Cuba Committee.

"When OSWALD stated that meetings of the Pair Play for Cuba Committee had been held on Pine Street, the name of Dr. . . . came to mind. I asked OSWALD if he knew Dr. . . . or if he held meetings at Dr. . . .house. OSWALD did not give me a direct answer to this question, however I gathered from the expression on his face and what appeared to be an immediate nervous reaction that there was possibly a connection between Dr. . . . and OSWALD; this, however, is purely an assumption on my own part and I have nothing on which to base this. I also asked OSWALD If he knew a Dr. . . . , a professor at Tulane University . . ."

There is more. This is but a sample. There never was any New Orleans "Fair Play for Cuba Committee." There never were any meetings of this non‑existent organization, on Pine Street or any other. If Oswald's personally manufactured literature was found there, it is indicative of what Oswald was up to, not of the "subversion" of anyone who might have happened to live near where this literature was planted. If "the expression of his face" fooled Martello, Oswald was a better actor than Martello, an officer of the "intelligence" unit, for there is absolutely no evidence of any kind of connection, no matter how tenuous, between Oswald and this professor, now resident elsewhere. Information in other Commission files shows this professor not to be what Martello and the federal police suspected.

Hoover has suppressed 36 of the 40 pages referring to David Ferrie in File 75 alone. What I have just quoted is from File 75 and is not restricted. How much are these innocent professors, who have nothing but their reputations and livelihoods to lose, protected by Hoover's devotion to those "guide rules" revised by his department?

The Secret Service is no better than the FBI. There are page after page of these childish speculations and slanders readily available, some printed by the Commission. The immaturities of the federal police, to most of whom anything this side of John Birch is "left" or subversive, are damagingly spread throughout the record and evidence that is not restricted. On the second of the 24 pages of the Vial‑Gerrets‑Counts‑Rice report of December 3, 1963, which is Exhibit 3119, Martello is again quoted:

He said that an address in the 1000 block of Pine street seemed to be a center of activity in New Orleans for various communistic type front organizations. He said that a Dr. . . . , a professor at Tulane University, lived at the Pine Street address where numerous meetings were held.

Someone in official position who read this report after it was received in Washington underlined the name and the address.

The Secret Service embellished Martello's recollections and comments, translating his speculations into realities:

He asked him (Oswald) if any meetings were held on Pine St. and Oswald had replied in the affirmative. He said he had asked him if he was acquainted with Dr. . . . and Oswald replied he was.

At this point civil rights meetings become "communistic."

On the third page of the Gerrets‑Counts report of December 6, 1963 -- the one most of which was eliminated when it was printed as Exhibit 3104 -- is this paragraph, from which I have removed the name:

Dr. . . . , referred to in report dated 12/3/63 by SA A. G. Vial, is of record in the subversive files of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, New Orleans. ASAC (acting special agent in charge) Joseph Sylvester, FBI, has requested that this office not interview . . . because of their interest in him.

There are not fewer than five exhibits printed by the Commission in which such character destruction of this one man appears, falsely, one‑sidedly, without the contrary information contained in the files, and without a word from him in his own defense, if from such nebulous speculations one should need a defense in a country like ours. Now and forever more irresponsible political idiots can defame this man and his family on the basis of this misinformation a one. He is without recourse.

It is exactly the same with those said to be homosexuals. Such men are subject to all sorts of private pressures and punishments, to penalties in employment, to blackmail. An example of how the regulations were followed in this case is File 1203a, the June 4, 1964, report of FBI Agents deBrueys and Callender of their interview with Carlos Bringuier. DeBrueys translated the letter from Spanish. I quote from the seventh, eighth and ninth pages, again making the deletions that should be made to protect these men:

"Here are some loose things I have heard mentioned: The police here were looking for a certain 'Clay Bertrand' who is a pervert. They say Ruby also is a pervert. One of these individuals that was distributing handbills with Oswald has a face that appears to me to indicate that he is also a pervert. (If we follow that logic we would also have to think that Raul is the one that is behind all this 'joke.') I advised Secret Service that one of those who was distributing handbills with Oswald was working in Pap's Supermarket located on Mirabeau Avenue and who, last year, had attended Delgado Trade School. He mentioned that his name might possibly be Charles and that he regularly got out of the bus at Paris Avenue and Filmore Street. I am given to understand that this was correct but I have learned nothing more. I have given them other information, for example, that Oswald was, on one occasion after his difficulty with me, in the Habana Bar, which is just two doors from my store. Oswald asked for a lemonade and when they collected for it he said that surely the owner had to be a Cuban capitalist. On that occasion Oswald was accompanied by a Mexican. After that the Mexican returned with another Mexican to the Habana Bar. The FBI was making inquiries for them and left word that if they saw them again, to call 'here. A few days later the brother of the owner of the Habana Bar appeared and asked me to call the FBI because he had seen two Mexicans in an automobile and he had noted the license number but not the state. I called the FBI on that occasion and gave them the information by telephone. This occurred between August 15 and August 30, 1963 approximately. A certain person surmises (but this Is just a presumption) that the . . . delegate of the Mexican Government here should know something, pointing out that this individual is a Mexican and the one who had been in the Habana Bar was a Mexican; also the delegate travels to Mexico and from there to Havana (the motive is not known) and added to all this the delegate is a pervert. Speculating on these things one learns that the delegate a friend of a Cuban (also a pervert) who is called . . . This . . . is also a friend of another Cuban known as Leonardo . . . This . : . was chief of something in the Zapata Swamp under the orders of Ché (Translator's note -- Ché is undoubtedly Ché Guevara of the Cuban Regime) until after the Bay of Pigs (Invasion). He speaks some Russian and some weeks ago told me he had been thinking about taking a trip to Mexico. As you will note, the majority of these things are suppositions and speculations.

"Well, Jose Antonio give my regards to all and receive an embrace from your friend, Carlos Bringuier, New Orleans"

Mr. BRINGUIER related that he made available contents of the above‑translated letter with the provision that sections of the letter referring to individuals that he has suspected as being "perverts" would not be divulged to any public sources and that that section be limited for the use of the Warren Commission and the FBI only. He explained further that he did not want any of his speculative statements to be revealed publicly but had no objection to the contents of the first two paragraphs and the part regarding the person referred to as CHARLES being revealed to public sources.

Mr. BRINGUIER was able to describe the Mexican . . . delegate in New Orleans as a white male, In his late 30's . . . BRINGUIER explained he has talked to the Mexican . . . . delegate in New Orleans on various occasions during the past four months or so and states that on one occasion, the Mexican . . .  delegate mentioned that he had been to Cuba. He does not know whether the Mexican . . . delegate told him this a month or four months ago nor does he know when the Mexican . . . delegate was in Cuba, that is to say, whether it was recently or quite some time ago.

BRINGUIER did recall that in one of his conversations with the Mexican . . . delegate, the later did say that he could go to Mexico inasmuch as Mexico and Cuba maintain friendly relations, one with the other. BRINGUIER also recalls the Mexican . . . delegate mentioned on one occasion that he could get people out of Cuba. BRINGUIER then recalled there was a rumor that LEONARDO . . . , referred to in the above translated letter, was allegedly planning to go with the Mexican . . . delegate to Mexico some time ago so that the Mexican . . . delegate could go to Cuba to get LEONARDO . . . ’s sister out of Cuba. BRINGUIER does not know if there was any truth to the rumor but states he does know that LEONARDO . . . and the Mexican . . . delegate are back in New Orleans from an alleged trip to Mexico and LEONARDO . . . ‘s sister is still in Cuba.

BRINGUIER remarked that ORLANDO PIEDRA, who vas formerly head of the Federal Police in Cuba under the Regime of FULGENCIO BATISTA, has told BRINGUIER that he feels quite certain that the Mexican . . . delegate is “OK.” BRINGUIER states this meant that in ORLANDO PIEDRA s opinion, the Mexican . . . delegate is not pro‑CASTRO.

This is how the assassination of President Kennedy was investigated.

However, there is no question of the broad involvement of whatever nature of a number of people who are or are alleged to be perverts. Their involvement, I suggest, is not because of their homosexuality but because of their beliefs or for other reasons. The most intriguing, the most unorthodox of these offbeats and the most important is the “swinger,” the mother‑hen of his fellow deviates, the bi‑sexual Clay Bertrand.
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