j~ichael L. Kurtz is a scholar. Not just an ordinary scholar, a profes sor

r ofiList ry, With the legitimacy of his scholarship in hdsta:ry atte:aed to by

s oiig en t the University of ‑Louisiana at liammond. He is a special

(page vi)

kind of scholar in a field in which, as he says in h_s Preface ~~ was devpid of

real

;t scholarslzmp until the P brilliant licit of the sun of leis unique qualifications

of

o€ his subject‑matter exjx:ittis: aids incisive understanding that in his

r

account is also unique illuminated the :;orld in his Crime of the Century:The ‑‑‑‑‑‑‑‑‑‑​Kennedy Assassination from a liistorian's ‑)crs ~ective ~Urdversity oz '':eniessee

ass, , 1 ~42), i~urtz did ¢a1.1 ‑thi:; ~.:nd raor~ in a book o~ but 2jc3 pages

teat, w;.. tY: thoJV pages but live and three‑eighths inches with the text pad'? s in typr‑ :that is a bit larger ttzan r::ost, writ;:? more white ::pace than laost gild with the '‑W‑text run~dng lour inche;~ ay five and three ciyth inches.

It is not a lame book. Except in Kuxtz4r4aference:_ to its importance,

me=g also his impurtance; l~ahi.s opiniun'4W_t::e unequalled importance

_71f..•c, J

of his bo~'t~lie is no Zodist about t1at.

n

In fact, he gets into that ‑;Z~W_tho second pale of his Preface, after a f en ;cords t3at can be interrveted o then th; u: he .d,.e... evaluates them.

The i :_rst i'reface parakrph ~refers to the i:::portance of the assassination of i'rc::>i dent ‑~e:medy. his second paragraph refer‑3 to t:‑ie ,performance of tile zsedia other tasn as most rritin6 on the subject r‑fer to it:

Television brought the assassination and its aftermath vividly into the national consciousness. In their finest hours, the elec​tronic news media captured the events unfolding in Dallas and Washington and transmitted them instantaneously to the American people. Far more graphically and realistically than the printed page, the video screen depicted some of the most unforgettable scenes in recent history: a tearful Walter Cronkite announcing the news of the president's death; Jacqueline Ken​nedy, her suit and stockings smeared with her husband's blood, disembarking from Air Force One; three‑year‑old "John John" Kennedy saluting his father's flag‑draped coffin; the haunting cadence of the muffled drums sounding the rhythm of the fu​neral cortege; Jack Ruby gunning down Lee Harvey Oswald f
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As this rare investigative genius, Which ‑,Akrtg ~t says he also is,c t ld

 I

his raaders what was most :Uportaiit about the assassination, what ought it

"into the national consciousness," eras Walterr k~ Cronkite's televised tears and

i‑irs. Jacqul.inet~ennedy's clothing V sineared with :er rishusband's olood." Showing

both as, to this scholar, Kurtz, television's "finest hour." They w ere, in his r scholar's opinion, what the nation needed t "t a events unfolding in Dallas.'

S~ JN9'f "(h ~, ,tee‑~!%r~ , (‑~'

In his next pAraaraph, still on the first page of his 2reface, !iurtz sees and reports :;hat no other scholar, historian in partak:ular, ever saw about any vice presid‑nt of the United States and wrat as Presidon tKennedy saw to it :rould n j.. be4x true by thc: speciia, i:=teznational assignn..nts and responsibili tes he gave ~4 hi:: vice prc; sid:nt. k~‑sues o eirassassinatioa that "It Plucked Joh:ison from t::c obacurity of the vic;:‑prc:Ad=jncy." he vice presidency taat in the iaurtz version rr.lies for "obscur:~ty" uhetiio presides 0tver tae session s of u:L;: 6ena e, ::~Lio12 ar.‑: tcljviseal

Un‑1 he next page Y,uxrtz ge ts~o the uUquencsU of his mind and ids book and

 1‑' ‑•> .a~c.~ [loose 1 i •. n~  j y , ~i

at ~ nc. s~aae ,,~.~.:,. bc.. ~ to ,~oo~c. 1._.~ abundant su•yl of sizivs anut~.er ::.llustration /

of 1‑do scholarshij4. 'ashen I read thz~.s book when it first appeared I pa

 3​

°~ ~ ny,w;: the .,rt;in, opr oite "41ze serious and careful scurutiny of the scholar," referring to iiurtz's publicgtion oz PBI l:::hibit bO. on page 68. i~urtz does _not say ::rsre that Vii. e:dZibit first appeared or how it vas used by the :'.jI. C44will become clear. when we ;;et to ;page 68, as hertz's concept of what is or

 1 male:3 for 1) the "serious and carefull scrutiny of the scholar," the scholar i~lzr

belr; Lurtz himself.

 There is more on his .,)age v ‑ a

°Suclan_event deserves i'ne ssenous and careful scrutiny of the

scholar. Unfortunately, it has not received that scrutiny. For the

most part, professional scholars have neglected the assassina​

tion, as if it never occurred. ‑This lack of attention has created a

vacuum filled by journalists, ~ free‑lance writers, and others,

most of whom have examined the assassination more for its sen​

sational thari for its objective'value. As a result, virtually all of

the innumerable Kennedy assassination studies have displayed

obvious bias and have lacked the careful analysis of objective

evidence that characterizes the scholar.

This work examines the assassination of President Kennedy according to the available evidence. That evidence includes a variety of sources ranging from reliable documentary and scien​tific material to reckless and irresponsible speculation. For over a decade after the tragedy in Dallas, the federal government sys​tematically withheld significant portions of the evidence from public scrutiny. In the past five years, however, the pressure of numerous Freedom of Information Act lawsuits resulted in the declassification of such important materials as the voluminous assassination files of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the Central Intelligence Agency, as well as most of the previ​ously classified Warren Commission documents.

Although some assassination evidence remains classified or otherwise unavailable for research, the evidence that is avail​able, including the thirteen published volumes of the Select Committee on Assassinations of the House of Representatives, provides the raw material for a thorough historical investiga‑

tion . . . ; ~.,•: ~,.

f•, ~: t

'2hose fmL;.liar wit:i tile many assassinat_.on boulzs af, b::foo ~:urtz's

will have their o;rn opinions about Y w tether

"virtually all

the irmurnera:7.6 assassirza,ti o::: stuckes have displayed obvious bia+nd have lacked the careful

analysis of the evidence t::at c' racterized the scholar," ‑ . refer​

;r

iry to 11urt_‑ 1:i:aLlz. '..IFlan‑~ ~' ue,(19:nd q evaluation of ray e~rr. books.

6,k /Y

3:n t:.Lis staciy nro do report on, in detail and with the actual official evidence, yr%>'at j'urtz refers to as his "caxcful analysis of objet timg evidence."

lnferinV that it is tire tip at to do so, YaLl2'tZ says Of Y3iEi book, "This work examines the assassination of i'r3sidont henriedy according to the ~ available evidence." he does not trouble his reader ‑with a rae;;ningful description of the nature and extent of "the available evodence, " but iii doing that, in th. s omission, hurtz r:.sl.:ew it easier not to trouble his readers' minds with what should no t be conE;enia.l . f to '``w~`‑' cri ticisra of just about all others, of all tJho preceded hi.::: W writin~; about that 4ssassiaa,tior4
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What rurtz says of tkc first book critical of the i#.Arren ;ie true

only to one seelazi~‑‑,2 to misuse the fact for hia osm purposes ~‑axe not

served by :he truth.

WV,'~

was the first book oa the Wax.‑.:n Comnision, critical or supporting it. only/'

ifiAras completed in mid‑February, 19;65. T::ut was(five months after the ileport

appeared, only tllretmonths after 'lie Uomryis‑,iion's twenty‑six volumes carne out.

Ui9IQ‑‑ ei:urtz's book, in ‑hich he conjectures endlessly and bases much of it

the totally impossi ble except to the rind not impeded by a lack of the

‑asi d fa 'pal "evi;?ence" ;:f the cr'e and its investigations the‑f%,‑ is no

(.il ~,‑ I U ,n 40

conjc:c pre in V6J.n Ile six t::at followed i t before Kurtz got around to

Ids effort to convince the world that h.. is tile real a?id tile only one to produce

what 1=a refers to as an "objective analysis of the objective scholar," the,Qe​

pl :]:uis appl Sin,to himself only.

It sh‑uld be noted t":pit here ::ur'z does aot include aLiong hi:o sources the

twent2r‑six La,‑,,1.,e %to!umes of ~'he Uomais :ion' sexhibits a'tl dwiia ti tconsidere

dthc :: ~ _; ‑tul~ort 'sup~lxrtine lev idance .The Corzuiss .on Kraf N.

pullished fifteen volu:aes of te:Zti.raoay.:attribiktes At:onl five volumes

of testimony to the !louse S;>lect Go=it tee on assassins, the body I :nave

alw._ys r~‑‑fer2ed to as .:iat i t was, the House assassins committee. 't assassinated

the, act vi.Aence it did not ? ;more: or devote Hz‑" Vh i t Ulf to coulnte ' y;, as i: t

ever once mentioned *cr hinted at.

In addition to my six boolp, all of which come entir 4ly f ron the official evidence most of which lturtz ignores to be able to concoct his conjectures‑‑he refers to as ti=a only objective scholarslv.p on tLe subaect, Edward Jay Epsetin's lnguestfollowed Qt. Next among the books critical of the official assassination

"solution" was .ark L;:ne's :rush to JudL,~xient, and it ‑p =‑e almost entirely from J that official assassination evidence. iane was foliowedy not counting a nLwber of my books, by Sylvia i4eugher's brilliant accessories niter the: L"act.

3.6

l;ur'‑~, who conjectured t:ie absolutely ompossi"0le"solmtion" to the assaa assassination by having the President hit by a bullet that was fired at hiss

from lo::er than where, he was when he tress lest, a ballet that xiact would have

4`'~ n. had to have core from below t:.e paved surfaces of the sidewalks and/or steets

L"

r

as we see, refers to us as ' jou_‑rlalists, free‑lance writers and

others who have examined the assassination more for its mh~zzfttez sensational

than Ifor its objsc~:iv~e * valuel"

nurtz also says of us that ire all •41acked the carefyl analysis of the evidenw

objective analysis t‑:at characterizes Af the scholar." as we have seen, he

says tizat these proper an4 correct qualities atly to llim,by inference to him

h  n

alone and clearly not to Epstein,, Lane,:cagher. None of us could imagine

and wxd.;e of tl:e most exceptional of :ltagic bullets the one that Kurtz has

coming from beldi~r t l1' a ~sidevrlilks, tat streets or both, in fact, none of ua

M ,

ilea * led airy solution, as i=urtz, while condeming conjectures, conjectures

away at ids own.

Epstein was a student whose first book was his ::,aster's thesis. Ue was not a journalist or a free‑lance writer. re became ail ivy‑league professor.

;ar :as lane, a lawyer who lead been a New York see legislator.

:nor i,ieagih3r, who w4s a resp::cted United 1•ations ~ditor.

I had been a reprter, an investigative roporter~h, the Washln,=ton correspondont

,

of what was then the third larges _,,ic tuno magaine, a 6enate invedtigator and editor, and an analy ."s who was also; uiiaer on trouble shooti:l; investigations by the wartime Office of &sra1,q;ic Services, forerunner of the G!d.

Identifying us all as .,Kurtz here does is lasl.ersonal reflection of bi=~7 his own words, "careful analysis of tkc ob,;ectzv. evidence that characterizes the scholar" w:lic haccording to Kurtz, is ‑urtz alone of all who have written about that ci*e a:‑ld wts investigations.

~., t ~uld be noted, and t1l.s is characteristic of what =Lurtz boasts ofas his

J

his

It has not a word other than his opinii/n two support the untruth.

t

. his critiei of us all , what ap_)lies to none: of us and is not an unic.nd

or ' Fe.‑Aescription off: such cor rivances as an assassination shot

coming from below several paved ~ ‑sWrfaces. .`hat is the uniciue "scholarsUp" of t,Urtz alone. '4*t illustrates the judgement and insights that qualify r‑dm

to sit .n judge on all others X‑ 4 ,;t(lb'

4

In a scholaa;__ly understatement of tir.: voluxi:‑C of government assassination recoA, mecning those d, so described by the government without regard to their content, Kurtz says that'!` he government systematically withheld signifi.c&t portions of the evidence from public scrutiny." such was withheld, but most was not 'bi&iaAclassified." host of t‑:e withehld Y131 records were not classified at ?. The unique scholar tli:t Kurtz says he is did not troub‑_e himsclf wit'lffarty meaningful examination of the "voluUnous" F3I files. l

And%,A holar that he says he is, historian, to;:,‑ rIN‑a7.so does not trouble his reader with any ,acani‑ngful accour:t of what was disclosed under "the ore‑_:sure of numerous Freedom ;;f lnforr_ration .pct lausui&" or who filed them. Ti.ose for whom Kurtz had little regard and of whose work he is critic U. and

i hasi.aready wondemned as unscholarly sill biased filed tho::e many law u*tY

m1 .

fi lec~ Mo::t of the~Ln all, un;:cr F;! A and a dozeil or more lawsuits i obtained, ‑a‑eh also means forced into th e public domain, about a third of a million paZe~ of government assns‑ination records. Uf them about a quarter of a million pages arre from the withheld records of ta:: r':~i and the Department of justice c~f which thc'.3I is a, part.

T:ds :.lone, as rLurtz formuled iris o_jiriiun, make me other than a scholar. k:ore so becausr‑: s. slave from ‑,he first made all 1 1go‑, under 1'uL~ ‑vaTlable to all writing in the: fi .ld, without sui)ervision and wi t‑itocto our copie%K i

~urtz begins defninim~ what to 1 '~ is scholarly tt_na isn't in '.:he very

1

first pages of his book.

'eripus  ‑ ‑‑‑

"rl ‑he~d careful c:crutiny of tile scholar.„: Kurtz,,# did not

extend to telling his reader that although s:,  re withheld "classified

v;arren Uor=asson documents," tie CoLm:d.ssion had no authority to classifify Qnyt:Lin~; at all. This is nor worthy oz' Kurtz's at‑‑ention or reporting because

T established that fact in a lawsuit the fruit, of which he _j;W‑Uses later in his book as th:ugh'~ it came from his seed. The executive session transcripts which we come as we come to riurtz'J uses of them, were classified `202 ":U1

J

when as the Uor~.~.s:ion knew, it lacked an‑r authority for any clas~ifiation of any as of its records.

Those who watched anal herd the ~ubli,c hearings of the House assassins committee axed more, those who ob rained and read its = ublished volumes, nay have alroady decd ded whether all of that great volume, a major liar. of which

is ebv~evidentiary junk, is correctly described` as "evidence."

lnteresti .‑gly, Kurtz does not include in the governmen t evidence oil v:hich

1

he drew either the Com.Asio:'s report of its apj?:ndi of twenty‑s f large volumes.

He also doe:. not indicate th;: voluzae of government records tint had

not U‑een published that 4es, ‑;he scholar, had nothing to do with rxaUnG

a~ ~ Icy

.public. That was done by those he cati,;ate: ac= "unscholarly" Aod:~i`ased.cOv'

~.f

The t:_.rd of a r~illion pages I obt:.Lined is far iron all that were publicly

available bfore 11‑urtz wrote 1_s book. ds later forced disclosures edtablish, n what was publicly available^,~nean.‑:j; avajable to nurtx, too, eras but a fraction of what they gove‑.ziaent finally disclosed and placed in The rational Archives.

kurtz does refer to the 125,000 pages in hi:, university's library system, oithout a.:u ezplanation of how atvr of those; records _ot +t)‑goad. ‑Lae xay regard omissions 1.7.iie this as re G uj.reby

tl :.<:holar;iiii.pU,, C!3°`‑'cl'~_ .'?~;± :~,' 1'r._ ‑O:i~

~h, ~~‑ 'thers Lay cte" attribute his omissions to less than scholarly ‑r/6,vz,‑‑

~Jr ruin a. The ri3l's records I have seen on who got what of those disclosed records are clfar i:i slating that hurtz's university dpd not buy 125," pages and in not reporting any difsclosuxe~ ref c,tl~st number of Pag'e:~.

What the ec relevant `Hl records report is that the first of these

lar;;e disclosures, made in two parts, was of about 90,000 pages. Of those the Hurtz universi ::y;o t only the first half. ~ _i no longer have access to py

r=elevant records because they have been deposited in Hood ~;olegep here: in R

r'rederick , where they: are to beema a permanent free archive. am end for svexal years have been r‑Aatively imnobil e. I am limi.ted in the ;..ahdne arid the stai:di:ig

[image: image5.png]
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that is safe for sae and, at past Fib y :ars .end, l obey those medical injunctions.

T hose first '31 di,) .closures, :wade in aecembe_, 1977 ::nd Janua_ry, 1978, were of its own selection and were limited to some of the relevant xw~,cords in the massive FBI headquarters files. While the iOBI pretended that those disclosures were from the overwleming generosity othe FBI heart, the actuality is thi:,t they were intended as a backfire, to block the litigatiL they could see that probably Pala Hock a 5oryeley ~alif ornia pha list and I were get ring into a position to file.

~9‑aay'did not foreclose me, although t cont_nued in the lmor*n false

protease t1:a t t.uoy ‑ade made full disclosure.

The Warren coi:i:.xssion's files

.,when first transferred to the brchives and

;‑chat was t:~en first :.ade available were oil an officially estiiaL

J

1~

cubic feet. Uver tht years the mas increased 6rLatly as other official

millions and i

recc , were deposited there, rdllions of pages.

Those twvpty‑d six ComLAssion volumes of ap,>endix of which the first fifteen are of its testimohny and tie last elevan are of exhibits, most printed Li facsimile, are of an officially‑estimated ton millions words.

Flit tiL.s hind, of infor::zation z~md more like it is not withint the

Kurtz concept of important assassination information for what he describes

L.is and

as th~,first"serious and careful" an4 scholarly book on tae assassination.

As Kurtz draws to the end of his Preface, in it, as is true of the restbf v

his boo.,, he does not define what ilx: includes unuer „vidence, " o,., ~ whaT,if

w'

anything he excl.des. He does not define"scholarship," oth.‑:r than in .including under it all he says, mV$s.h of which he makes up. There is much else that thse with a non Xurtzian concept of schLolarhips would include.,vad much more of that ri~ Yurtzian concept of s‑'holarhsip that w&uld be e:‑Lcludea~ Here he cPat conclude:; leis Preface with ,N,pre praise of hinself and criticisms of almost all other:

esl‑soitrtiaits‑‑mprn~s‑ice. he euidence in this case offers a bewildering variety of possibM%Ealisib1e explanations of the many puzzling wentts% it. Only after years of careful research and analysislkas the author been able to sift through the maze‑‑of‑conflicting evidence and to interpret it in a reasonabla~nanner.

Not all of the mysteries of the Kennedy assassination will be solved. Nevertheless, much of the evidence does lend itself to reasonable interpretation. The evidence, for example, clearly demonstrates that John Kennedy was killed as a result of a con​spiracy and that, intentionally or auniR~sliiy, tl ederal

`‑ ~; governmentt&1Ls1rkd1n .concealing.ptnifafthat`conspiracy. The

`evidence also in icates that the assassination was a cleverly planned and carefully executed operation. It also shows that Lee Harvey'OsWWd‑r'vas n t s mp'Iy'ilie'IoniMM" ‑t&"'it‑the fed​eral l ‑giuth‑o‑nfIR"Ma‑ffiied:he‑,bwas.

Despite the expenditure of over ten million dollars of the tax‑

' payers' money, the two official federal investigations, those of

the Warren Commisisonand of the House SeIect Committee on Assassinations, failed to resolve the manifold questions raised by the assassination. Both investigations heightened the contro​versies over such matters as the source and direction of the shots and the existence of a conspiracy. Botkdnquiiies' pro ec1 seri​ously deficient in their failure to employ‑the'inethodo1ogy of the historian: the objective evaluation of the e"videhce‑according to the established standards of professional:schol;Mhip.

However flawed the federal investigations were, they do pro​vide the raw materials for this book. After an opening chapter setting the background to this event, the book critically analyzes the Warren Commission and House Select Committee investi​gations, insofar as the available evidence permits such an anal‑

' ysis. The analysis is followed by an examination of the many

. questions raised by the assassination. The work closes with an explanation of how the assassination occurred and the nature and extent of the conspiracy involved.

Only those aspects of the Kennedy assassination that lend themselves to reasonable interpretation willfbe presented. How‑

; ever tempting it might be, speculation is not within the realm of

°the historian. Unlike most works on the assassination, which rely​on flimsy or nonexistent evidence to "prove" their theories, this work concentrates on reliable primary source material. Only the closing chapter of this work, separated from the rest of the volume, presents an interpretation of the evidence to show how the assassination occurred. It is an original interpretation based on a carefully calculated scrutiny of the most reliable and con​vincing sources.

Given the available evidence, this work attempts to tell the story of the assassination of President Kennedy as thoroughly and objectively as possible. It is not merely a rehashing of the familiar critiques of the Warren Report, although it does present some of the most convincing arguments raised by the critics. This work offers much new evidence about the crime and pro​vides an original and plausible interpretation of it. If this book succeeds in making the reader aware of the historical signifi​cance of the assassination of President Kennedy and in provid​ing him with an appreciation of its ma itude and complexity, it will have served its purpose.,

r4 t~> >
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'r'.ow some s~ords to be t~.ken is not fG1ear ¢n his Preface, as it

is not throubhout his book, de intends his own 4r meanings, meanings that the

/*1

fa real experts on this subject would e with. From what we have seen

Kartz does not Y.no‑,.; what in "the available evidence" permits what he refers to

as "an analysis and solution," and iie also does not, especially not in the

final chapter the tile of which suF‑bests, have the rtes notion of who "The

illotters" were of his "The Plotters and Their 13J" `t Q U ,w(~i~„~yl(,e,'~ d

Indeed, he actually makes up what he s;:ys is "Their Iced, 1' as before

the end of tkis coimentary will becoLve overwhelmingly clear9Whate refers to

just before what~v_appe:rs below is that he, and only he, after all the years,

"has oe n able t " ift 1 lro " Vr ‑$.o  tbe

t " ' cal so utlo s to myriad of

p lems" thate says he shoos: '~ her may not agree with him  ~~ also does

not state, although here lie implies that he does, what he means by ~*"possible

a:id _clausible explanations" and an informed reM.;ding of his bool+ does not

disclose y.7!  e~

any ef ort to define these for his ro~:der.

What he refers to as "puzzling events" is what he finds puzzlin:; and is officially t‑‑ not necessarily factual or related to the~established fact of the assassination.

',ihether the Commission and the House assassirns committee wpuld‑ or cpuld​have done be#ter 4 they employed0the metho4ology of the historian,_ the objective evaluation of the evidence," can be better understood after :reading this con= mentary on what Kurtz says is his employment of "the established standards of 0‑ p rofessional scholarsAp." 8 quick view of Kurtz's concept of‑and of his undeviating use of "the estbalished standards of professional scholarhip" can be quite informatice wi~e we refer:; to his citations and to his r,:ierences to files that dean and can mean nothitbiry‑ that he does not even identify ‑by their well‑Imown and oft‑reported official titles.

There nay even be some who regard this particular "scholarship" as havg N (;, special, and ulterior purposes, like maUxgr it virtua kY impossible for others

9

to locate what he says he cites and decide for themselves whether Kurtz used the information he says he used in a fair and honest w:::y,

If Kurtz is taken to mean that the Warren and House assassins con:zittee hearings "provide to raw material for tlL.s bok" of his can also better be decided after r;‑‑:ading this cormentary on it.

Kurtz then says tha£ 3~ his book "critically examines  inquiries

"insofar as the uvailabla evidence pei.aits such an analysis." `that is no wean accomplishment for Kurtz, who in his obviously exaggerated sag; estion of the information he used in writin=g hi,‑ book had not the slightest notion of j s what "available evidence ‑.‑j"q/ Uhere was, but as we have seen, his own figure st~lv~144

o not include all the FBI i.nforriation that was available at the time of his ,:ritinc.

His state H6:t that 'tie does plot "saeculate because "speculation is not wii‑tin the realm of tho historian can also be evaluated after reading this manu​script.

Intending to build himself up iii tea it, Kurtz.s says t;.at "roost works on the assassi.natio...rely on flimsy or nonexistent evidence to 'prove' their theories" wham to his ~mowledge, because they are i n his bibliography,

Qvl.p ,.

that does not refer to tae fl‑‑rS ti.es of book,o , ‑ are

devoid of any t::eorizingO:.e~ ‑af~ , s

f' r, However, as we do see, this noes refer

to Kurtz, who made up the most impossible of all "theories." It is indispensible to

his claimed solving of some of the mysteries.

~Given the: available evidence," Kurtz sazrs,~Waj;ei.sas 'that he used all

the "availble evidence" :Li his book, he "attempts t&: tell the story of the assassination o= i'rsid~nt iie:L‑.edy as thorougaly and as objective~us possible." How he could do that when he does not even claim to have seen more than a hudred thpus‑nd 90 pages of official records that were freely available to him before

roe ~ brut in sayting t1xis he is e'ithe‑‑ not honeat or not nearly

lU8

`ibis. manuscript addresses much of what Kurtz sates ab‑‑,ut himself. and his

boo:., and about others he regards as his competitors and condemns and wlv he

H‑‑ io

did wh& he didn his only 1claim to fame. It addresses whether he knows what is "re‑sonable and plausible" and whether his ;tk"interpretations are in a "reasonable manner" and a reflection of what he says he spent those fiftenn

years (in .‑illich h;: was also a college professor teaching history) "researching"

.~ lV h~..IM‑‑​when, 4s we see, all that >= is new is virtually all conjectures o"elated to dose conjectures Kurtz boasts of being alone in avoiding.

iiurtz here says that "not all t.;.e mysteries; " of the ssassination ‑gill be solve .is we see, none are. riot iii ha.:: book.

What is g‑‑aring is that Kurtz actually says that "speculavuon is not within tho realm of t:e hosti)rian" ;=ripen without Ids baseless speculation he has no bock.

1U

as informed as a "professional historian" need be to write a "serioua and objective" book.

To correctly understand tile fe.1lowing sentence and to understand what Kurtz means by " evidence aboute crime" and his "original and plausible (to him) interpretation of it" req~‑res ie reuain~ of the resonsible bocxs on the assassination that, unlike Kurtz, who claims the x exact op_,.osite, does ‑xvoaV resort to and de l)61‑14 on‑)" speculation."

.

The su‑cUled "new evidence" could jonot be described by those who have

‑ a different concept of what the Ustorian belie‑..‑es :;ad doe:; thwi Xurtz, t It i

'

fAot * a single instance both "evic1encef and about t'‑:e assassina ion.

has notrv.nL; that is ne,: ,, y :ia;; .‑M q nutigful way relat‑;:d to the crime

.1 J~ J ,p~ "fT: ~Lvlv"~tf ~ttl

'`h`.

' The h.otorian, Kurtz, concludes his r'reface by saying that ho h4A made

the r,‑‑,ude::‑ "aware of the historical silmificance of the assassination" without

once; montionin,~; its groatest sigiificcnce‑ that it ~.ras a de facto coup d'etat. i IN 'V1 ~~I ~. fI7/ G~~ _

There is notbvamore,rsive~;i z q democratic society.

L

as the historian Kurtz does riot tell ~_is reader. This is a critical co:mentary on Kurtz and his boo,:/! shat has been and frill be undi .sg uised. ach it ,few1 be said fairly, is not the riurtz way.

v

'~hlle the I~, ~, ~ ~'‑‑:‑ate‑wlmost~Ty ummen~io~:d

iai my extensive correspondence i which tens of thousandsof stringers wrote me, fit

was not disregarded by theprestigi_ous Journal of is.‑erican Ristoxry. !! Tile a;Ahor 6f

its review, James liiram Lesar, was my lawyvrr in about‑'‑a dozen x'jIA lawsuits.l'roa,

what he learned in those` many assassinatio ‑'lawsuits ~ that the historial 1Curtz says so

little about he makes no men ' n o Iho filed and persued them or how or with

what results] a:‑.d from I'•‑ cadin£ o1'. soma: of them and of many to other official

r:cords of offic' evidence, Lesar knows a‑:out ~ho assassLiations than

most peo

Lesar was also junior counsel in the effort to get James Earl liay a

