Epstein's Legend

Chapter 11

A Shameless Book

As we have seen this scholar, this, according to the sycophantic reviewers who share Epstein's ignorance and his prejudices, is some of the nonsense he presents as fact relating to Oswald in Mexico, an important part of his "proof" of his case against Oswald as with the KGB.  Epstein, for all his contacts and "investigations" and the help he got from the CIA, a bonus reserved for those the CIA believes will write what the CIA wants written, can't even get the names right.

The nature and the extent of this ignorance of the actual, the officially established and readi1y available fact that Epstein flaunted in the belief he was showing off his scholarship, his investigation and his special sources, that is on a mere two and a half pages caught my eye, pages 249-51.  Much of this was published earlier going back to the first book on the assassination and its investigation, which dates to mid-February, 1965.  That was before Epstein wrote his first book, Inquest.  Nothing is omitted in the quotation from his pages cited below beginning in the middle of page 249.  This follows immediately after that Epstein imagining of the non-existing "clandestine circumstances" of Oswald's meeting with Kostikov, the Kostikov Oswald never met with:

The CIA counterintelligence staff in Washington also began that morning to consider the implications of Oswald's contact with the embassies in Mexico.  Reviewing Oswald's activities there in a memorandum ‑ especially his contact with Kostikov, who was reported to have planned in advance to depart Mexico City on November 22 ‑ Angleton's staff suggested that the connection might not be totally innocent.9

At 10: 30 A.M. the FBI was informed through its liaison with the CIA, Sam Papich, of these possibly "sinister implications."  Although J. Edgar Hoover sent President Lyndon Baines Johnson that very day a "background" report on Oswald, he omitted any mention that the FBI had had an open security case pending on Oswald at the time of the assassination.

The Epstein footnote, in more scholarly language, confesses that the alleged and sourceless report that Kostikov was about to leave Mexico, the day of the assassination that this was a bum steer, that Kostikov did not leave.  The bum steer remains in the text because it is prejudicial -- the way Epstein wants it to be – or it would not be in the text.

What the fabled "counter-intelligence staff" was doing was dreaming dreams of fame and intrigue.  The CIA had the Cuban phones tapped and it had at least one live informant in it so there was not much possibility of hidden "implications," particularly after Oswald's bad behavior with the Cubans.  And if Epstein did not know about that from the Warren Commission material in which he feigns having immersed himself, it was telecast and broadcast coast-to-coast by the Cuban participant in his testimony to the House assassins committee.

But it was only natural for "Angleton's staff," which "suggested that the connection" which was not any kind of any connection at all "might not be totally innocent."  They could see what was not there to be seen.

So, it was only natural, too, for the CIA to tell the FBI that what had no significance at all that it had "sinister implications."  What is sinister is that the major intelligence agency of the world's most powerful and influential country was bedding itself down with what ranged from silly to absolutely crazy  ‑ and two decades later was entirely unchanged, just as silly, just as crazy.

Defending Hoover for, Epstein's prejudicial words, not making "any mention that the FBI had an open security case pending [sic] at the time of the assassination" requires no effort at all, only sticking to the facts and not indulging prejudice or engaging in any inflammatory exaggeration.  As we have seen, on the recommendation of the FBI extremist in residence in its Dallas office, James Patrick Hosty, Jr., when he learned from headquarters, who learned from its fink inside the building in which the then Communist east-coast Daily Worker was that Oswald had written it, Hosty that was enough to require an alleged "security" case.  Only Hosty did not have it, as we also saw, because it had not yet reached him from New Orleans, where the Oswald's had summered.

That new case of which Hoover may not have had an inkling was also an empty case until Hosty and others in the Dallas FBI office could go to work on it.

At 5:15 that afternoon, CIA headquarters received a telegram from its Mexico station that Mexican security police were about to arrest Silvia Duran and hold her "Incommunicado until she gives all details of Oswald known to her" about Oswald's dealings with the Cuban Embassy.  On the express orders of Thomas Karamessines, the assistant director of clandestine services for the CIA, the CIA station in Mexico was told to stop the Mexican police from arresting her.  Karamessines apparently feared, as he later testified, that Duran might reveal during the interrogation that the Cubans were behind the assassination.  If that were to happen, the United States would need time to decide on a course of action.

When he was informed that it was too late to abort the arrest, be sent a flash cable to the CIA station in Mexico, stating, "Arrest of Silvia Duran is extremely serious matter which could prejudice U.S. freedom of action on entire question of Cuban responsibility .... Request you ensure that her arrest is kept absolutely secret, that no information from her is published or leaked, that all such info is cabled to us, and that the fact of her arrest and her statements are not spread to leftist or disloyal circles in the Mexican Government."

Little touches like 10:30 A.M. above and 10:15 P.M. here give the impression of precise detail – they and nothing else.  But what is lacking here is the real precision in detail.  What Epstein does not say, really implies the direct opposite, is that the Mexican police had neither the right to arrest Duran nor any legitimate reason.  They arrested her on the whim of those CIA hotshots who were living a cheap novel and making up insanities by the carload.  They had the Mexican police arrest and hold Duran, without charges, and question her.  Only there was nothing real to question her about that had any assassination connection.  The disclosed Mexico CIA records, which Epstein does not cite, are clear on the fact that arresting and roughing-up Duran was the Mexico City CIA's idea, not that of the police or of the CIA headquarters.

And these were among the first records the CIA disclosed.  That same disclosure holds CIA headquarters instructions to its Mexico City station to try to prevent the police from roughing up Duran a second time.  But that was too late.  They had manhandled her, as Epstein omits, his chums have been the inspiration of her abuse and suffering.

Karamessines could not have been troubled that Duran might reveal during the interrogation that the Cubans were behind the assassination because he was part of the CIA crew who were trying to palm that belief off on the Commission.  What he said in any self-serving records was self-serving.

There was no way Duran's arrest Could be kept "absolutely secret" without closing her mouth and the fact is that she and then the Cuban government publicly protested her arrest and her abuses.

It was a strange way of keeping secret the possibility that the Cubans were responsible for the assassination by having that be one of the questions those Mexican police were to ask her.

But, like Epstein, the CIA began with the belief that those least likely to want the dove Kennedy replaced by the hawk Johnson were the only suspects:

To assist Mexican security officers in their investigation, the CIA provided background information on Oswald and eleven still-unanswered questions about his visit to Mexico, including such provocative queries as: "Was the assassination of President Kennedy planned by Fidel Castro ... and were the final details worked out inside the Cuban Embassy in Mexico?"; "Were Oswald and his wife paid well and promised a 'plush life' in Odessa, USSR, for the killing of President Kennedy?"; "Who were Oswald's contacts during the period 26 September 1963 to 3 October 1963?"; and if Castro planned that Oswald assassinate President Kennedy, did the Soviets have any knowledge of these plans?  Or, were the Soviets merely being asked to give Oswald a visa?"10  The apprehension that ran paramount through these questions was that the Cubans might have incited Oswald, either directly by promising him some rewards or indirectly by calling his attention to some public statement made by Castro.

Although Mexican officers proceeded with their interrogation, it soon became clear to American officials, in particular to Ambassador Thomas Mann, that the Mexican government did not want it to develop that Oswald had been conspiring or even influenced by the Cubans on Mexican soil.  Relations between Mexico and Cuba were an extraordinarily sensitive political issue.11
What is not worthy of Epstein's time and was also made public by the CIA is that nobody was hotter for "doing something" about Cuba over the assassination than ambassador Mann.  He kept after Washington "do something" when the only reason he had to suspect any Cuban involvement was poor fabrications by those who wanted Cuba wiped out, particularly the Nicaraguan dictator Samoza, whose amateurish agent was most successful with the story he made up that the FBI did not believe to begin with, before any checking was done.  And the checking confirmed the FBI.

That Epstein was aware of these CIA disclosures is disclosed by his footnote referring to a different one in that series.

None of Mann's stupidity that could have started World War III hurt his career in the slightest.  Johnson soon appointed him top man on Latin America in the State Department.

As Epstein also does not mention.  Nor, in what follows this excerpt on Mexico City, does Epstein remind his reader that Oswald did not have any lawyer simply because the police never told him that John Abt had declined the case or that another lawyer had offered his services.  With only a few, a very few words more than his paraphrase, words the meaning of which is not included in the paraphrase and without any source, Epstein does alter the meaning of what, then Secret Service inspector Tom Kelley actually said, as the Report quoted him and as the first book on the assassination quoted him in full (Whitewash, page 75):

page 155 is missing here

Epstein consistently pretends that what he knew others had not published earlier, as was not the case:

Under intense questioning, Duran stuck to her story that her only contact with Oswald had been in processing his visa request.  She claimed that when told there would be a delay, Oswald shouted angrily at Consul Azque, who retorted that "a person like him, in place of aiding the Cuban revolution, was doing it harm."  She acknowledged that she had exceeded her authority in placing a call to the Soviet Embassy on Oswald's behalf and admitted having written her name and phone number for him on a piece of paper at the consulate."11

By the morning of November 24 Captain Fritz had completed his questioning of Oswald.  He had not obtained the admission of guilt he sought.  The prisoner had lied methodically about every piece of incriminating evidence: his ownership, or even knowledge of, the rifle, the provenance of the pistol, the use of the aliases O. H. Lee and Aleck James Hidell, his whereabouts in the book depository at the time of the assassination and his previous trip to Mexico.

At about 11 A.M. Fritz began making the preparations to transfer Oswald from police headquarters to the county jail.  A bundle of his clothes was brought in, and he was asked what be preferred to wear.

"Just give me one of those sweaters," Oswald replied, and then slipped into a black sweater with jagged holes in the shoulder.  He was ready to go.

Just before he left, Inspector Thomas J. Kelley of the Secret Service spoke to him quietly out of earshot of the others.  He explained that the Secret Service was responsible for the protection of the President.  And if Oswald were not guilty, as he claimed, then Kelley would be "very anxious to talk with him to make sure the correct story was developing as it related to the assassination."

Oswald said he would be glad to discuss that proposition "with his attorney" but, for the moment, had "nothing more to say."

Epstein here again pretends that what he wrote was being published for the first time when in fact most of what is factual, most of which he twisted and distorted a bit more, had been published, as with this one of many illustrations from Whitewash:

In the ignored statement, Inspector Kelley shows that the lack of counsel to advise Oswald effectively closed his mouth.  Oswald had made clear he would not talk about the crimes, if about anything, depending upon which police version is believed, until he had counsel.  No counsel, no talk.  It was that simple.  And once he had counsel, then he would be guided by his counsel's advice, and either Oswald or the lawyer would talk to the Secret Service:

"I approached Oswald then and, out of the hearing of the others except, perhaps one of Captain Fritz's men, said that, as a Secret Service agent, we are anxious to talk with him as soon as he had secured counsel; that we were responsible for the safety of the President; that the Dallas police had charged him with the assassination of the President but that he had denied it; we were therefore very anxious to talk with him to make certain that the correct story was developing as it related to the assassination.  He said that he would be glad to discuss this proposition with his attorney and that after he talked to one, we could either discuss it with him or discuss it with his attorney, if the attorney thought it was the wise thing to do, but that at the present time he had nothing more to say to me." (R630)

Epstein does not tell his readers that this was the last event of any meaning in Oswald's life because he was only minutes thereafter killed by Jack Ruby.  He also does not give any reason for the top man of the Secret Service then in Dallas felt he had reason to speak to Oswald "out of the hearing of the others," all of whom were police or FBI except one.

This scholarly unprofessionalism, if not also dishonesty, is often used by Epstein to protect the reputations of those who helped him or those with whom he agreed about the assassination.  A little editing here and a little there, as above, worked wonders for this fraud of an "investigative reporter."  Another similar example follows on Epstein's page 253:

Shortly after 11 A.M., strains of music wafted toward the offices of the Director of the FBI in the Department of Justice annex.  J. Edgar Hoover had moved very quickly after Oswald's death to contain speculation about the alleged assassin.  Within hours, he had let President Johnson know through his chief aide, William D. Moyers, that both he and his immediate superior, Deputy Attorney General Nicholas Katzenbach, wanted to "have something issued so we can convince the public that Oswald is the real assassin."  And in a memorandum to the White House that followed this conversation, Katzenbach proposed specifically that "Speculation about Oswald's motivation ought to be cut off."

Here again the full memo from which Epstein quotes only a short sentence was public, forced from secrecy by FOIA.  "Speculation about Oswald's motivation" is far from all that Katzenbach said.  (I also obtained his handwritten copy from the Department of Justice where it had been withheld from the files for quite some time by the Number three staffer on the Commission about which Epstein wrote his first book.  Katzenbach wrote it Sunday afternoon.)

What Epstein also withholds from his reader and was public is that Katzenbach made his proposal by phone to Moyers almost as soon as Oswald was killed.  Which, in plain English, scholar Epstein suppresses from his work of such eminent "scholarship" and such diligent "investigative reporting," what this meant, as soon as it was known that with Oswald the only suspect.  There would be no trial and there could not be any trial.  Or, whatever the government said could not be tested by that wonderful machine for establishing truth, cross-examination.

Other disclosed records establish the fact that this Katzenbach proposal was conveyed by Moyers to Johnson as soon as Johnson had a free minute.  This was before the Johnson taping system was in place.  But the Secret Service had records of his phone calls.  At about nine Sunday night, Moyers phoned Johnson.  Then, immediately, Johnson, first to Hoover and then Katzenbach.  When later the taping system was in place it disclosed that Johnson discussed this with others, particularly with Hoover, and that Hoover with some regularity referred to this agreement on procedure of that Sunday night.

Epstein also eliminated the number of the paragraph whose first sentence only he quotes.  Had he not his suppression would have been apparent.  What Epstein does quote follows a monumental lie, that as of that moment "the evidence was such that he (Oswald) would have been convicted at trial."

Despite the universal agreement with the Warren Report by the major media the actual evidence was such that no self-respecting prosecutor would have taken the case to trial.

But having said this about Epstein fairness requires reproduction of the entire memorandum:

It is important that all of the facts surrounding President Kennedy's Assassination be made public in a way which will satisfy people in the United States and abroad that all the facts have been told and that a statement to this of fact be made now.

1.  The public must be satisfied that Oswald was the assassin; that he did not have confederates who still at large; and that the evidence was such that he would have boom convicted at trial.

2.  Speculation about Oswalds's motivation ought to be cut off, and we should have some basis for rebutting thought that this was a Communist conspiracy or (as the Iron Curtain press is saying) a right-wing conspiracy to blame it on the Communists.  Unfortunately the facts an Oswald seem about too pat -- too obvious (Marxist, Cuba, Russian wife, etc.)  The Dallas police have put out statements on the Communist conspiracy theory. and it was they who were in charge when he was shot and thus silenced.

3.  The matter has been handled thus far with neither dignity nor conviction. Facts have been mixed with rumour and speculation.  We can scarcely let the world see us totally in the image of the Dallas police when our President is murdered.

I think this objective may be satisfied by making public an soon as possible a complete and thorough FBI report on Oswald and the assassination.  This may run into the difficulty of pointing to inconsistencies between this report and statements by Dallas police officials.  But the reputation of the Bureau is such that it may do the whole job.

The only other step would be the appointment of a Presidential Commission of unimpeachable personnel to review and examine the evidence and announce its conclusions.  This has both advantages and disadvantages.  It think it can await publication of the FBI report and public reaction to it here and abroad.

I think, however, that a statement that all the facts will be made public property in an orderly and responsible way should be made now.  We need something to head off public speculation or Congressional hearings of the wrong sort.

Nicholas deB. Katzenbach

Deputy Attorney General

So far as the disclosed official records go, this is the first mention of appointing the Warren Commission, on which Epstein claims expertise.

It is dated November 25 because the previous day, Sunday, was not a working day.  Monday, quite early in the morning, is when the holograph was retyped.

None of this, and what follows in the Epilogue, has a thing to do with the assassination evidence..  It obviously has nothing to do with Epstein's relish for story-book titles to argue his case that way, not a thing to do with "The Day of the Assassin."

This is true also of that Epilogue which Epstein titled "Inside Out" (pages 357 ff).  But it is where Epstein really has his axe sharpened for Nosenko and Colby and in defense of Angleton, who reached inside Epstein's mind after which Epstein changed even the title of this book.  This short excerpt reflects the CIA's fictional story with which Epstein agreed.  Writing about Nosenko, Epstein says that he "he was a con‑fake sent by the KGB to confound the CIA" (page 261).  On the preceding page, Epstein says:

Nosenko was a Soviet intelligence agent dispatched by the KGB expressly for the purpose of delivering disinformation to the CIA, the FBI and the Warren Commission (page 260).

These made-up fictions also included that Nosenko

was a Soviet disinformation agent (who) had been ordered by the KGB to contact the CIA in 1962 for the express purpose of deflecting American intelligence from the information that was being provided"

by the crazy Golitsyn (page 262).

This, Epstein adds was "to provide a covering legend for Oswald's activities in the Soviet Union prior to the assassination" (pages 262-3).

All of this is fiction for which there is no basis in fact at all.  Nor in reason.  It makes no sense at all and there was no basis for it even as a suspicion.

It is significant, as Epstein again suppresses, that the CIA proposed questions to the Soviet Union that were so outrageous the State Department would not send them.

There is more of this but it requires no additional repetition.  It is worth noting, however, that after giving his word that he would not, Epstein disclosed that Nosenko lived in North Carolina (page 271).

On Epstein's duplicity is an appropriate point at which to suspect more of it is in his duplicitous book.  He is a tricky writer who is abundantly less than honest and who misrepresents throughout.  However, the very end is worth comment.  It is not until page  273, which is next to the last, that Epstein makes any mention of John Hart, retired officer that the CIA called back from retirement to head real investigation of Nosenko.  Epstein found a single page of space for it.  In that single page, if he had wanted to be honest, which would have been difficult for Epstein, there was so much involved, so much that Epstein does not mention.  Like the names of those who worked with Hart on this or for how long or that Hart did not only write a report on his investigation but repeated it, under oath and subject to the penalty of perjury then on coast-to-coast TV plus international telecasting of it to the House Assassins Committee which Epstein does not even mention.

Those who were critical of the Hart Report are those who in advance disagreed with it.  They ignored all that undermined the craziness that had induced the CIA to keep Nosenko locked up in a single small room for three year and tortured and abused him mercilessly.

As this eminent scholar, this outstanding investigator reporter according to the sycophantic reviewers made no mention of.

The rest of the book, pages 275-329, consists largely of what Epstein calls "notes" that are more often side arguments to support his preconception.  They are part of his Epilogue, as are his four appendices.

This is a shameless book by a shameless man who has no proof for his preconceived belief and published the book without any such proof in it while ignoring so much that disproved his preconception.  he was lionized for it!

It is a horror because it was intended to incite and inflame and that could have led to tragedies.  If believed by the government, the possible, if not probable, consequences could have been a disaster of unprecedented suffering.

The "scholarship" is lies.

The "investigative reporting" is what Epstein made up and is not true.
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