I haA reached this point in this study of the unlearning prof esso xamt

 _. r , $r.~ae~cc

 tad zit c ~,)^ 7 14

k V 'l~

when I received from his target, Dave yW ne~Copy of the paperback

 hvf hu `(~, fin,  o

reprint of C ' of the Centux_v. rone ds no zone in  z

that was timed to capitablize on tile ,neatly‑increased interest in the JFK.

t~t!`f i /

assassination` the Oliver Stone movie, J. It was written before

Wrone had done his fine book Kurtz had no ego‑dominated need to ha' rm  ?

But he did have that sbme ego‑.domination, that &.6me unscholarly belief that

he did not have t o concern himself with the established official fact of even

have any need for more than a nodding acquaintance $with it and with tot limited

misunderstanding wit:: which he ended up. As a result, what in his self‑eenterted

 ,,C

approcah and hi:; in~,ference to his :subject‑mattc‑r iLiorance, which he Perpetatas

 ~~‑ru d~ uM ~ c~h ~fvi  W~.~,~'

his)epiloale%is onalught on hdstory, real rat r than Imagined, and with

;h JA.'s A.

that he renews ' effort to coript history ar ‑Av further confused the caring

peopleU the truth as well as common‑sense understand`NdVo from those he reached with his perpetuated.# corruption of the actualities,od that great tragedy and the also‑tragic failure or worse of those on whop the nationg should have been able o depend for correct information and truthful interpretationdo,

ILI! ;'~ u~.

storians as a class sad Kurtz and a conspicuous and extraordinarily

 © h ,f,40 14 Rs

malodorous sample 9f historians as arms elaso._1~sos~ ,  oy• far shunned

the suuject and elected not to confront failed ofical . There were remark​

who sought to serve history f /?~,tfi( O‑'2

ably few exam e, like 4lrmne~  remarkably few examples of the other, the failed

side, ty5 P‑x~h~.‑  elike #urtz.

As a class, historians abdicatedW shunned, feared and were silent.  ~4s~e~em.s

Although ~burt~not as loud¢ :.n his self‑glorification, his arrogance

of ' d and his egomaniacal o ~+~ .,F h~y

 Jt i ~V~ pinion of himself ~

h~ ~:.~ r.,. „n

r

unhidden and seven more unwarranted in arty t~ay.

4presentative societylan work as The Founding Father intended only when there is no restriction on the information available to the people, is information #hen can use orignore when they ezpress`their desires at the voting booth. They were, cidn my opinion, those we have core to know as The Founding Fathers, as the greatest~"political thinkers of all time,

It was their belief that for the uew‑,radieal~new system teph created to be

d

able to function, the people had to be informed. That was one reason for their FiW Amendment to the Consttit4on. It prevented aty governm:.~inteference with that first establishment of, among other things, the untramelled zpd

freedom of tthe press, a

They were wise and far‑seeing men, those founing fathey~s, and as the cuntry

r

gew it waz apparent that they had thought things through better than might have

I 4b​

been expected Ili the ses sensation~aevelpments in communication that could not

W (W

then be f dreamed of. Lake radio and television. But between the J TV and radio

have brought to pass the most radical. changes‑ hat id supposed

41 to be net. Which today is most whit can entertain and the talk shows that are

,o(~ ,r

largely iC‑f not mostly of the(i~largely iC‑f not mostly of the right, and _qf that right, the fartherest right,

or example, the Senator 1% Church who 4r caused crewed the first attempt

r

at control ove`~r the uncont polled intelligence a'en dries and  hbs committee

waWestebushed the need for that control, the far‑right set out to and defeated

Church for reelection.

That had an impressive influence in elections that followed, throughout

the count cy.

Although the Fifth Amendment was intended to and does prevent the government

lth:e reedom of the ‑press as of the time the ~‑ewation was created, with

the passing of time and the growth of both the nation and the government, Aar means of influence did develop and were unsed without inhibition. Without going into tall of them, one is how and where the goverruaent spends its money,

which is the ;peoples' money. Spending or withho federal money given to or

appropriated for any state is of the greatest' to that states. Like​

wise is the allocation of federal finds to fv various institutions of which

those of ed‑cation and medical care and enormously influenced.

The reluctance of a historian o "be critical o o to in any wait

L.‑ I

be antagonistbc o the federal gov rnm~en can result in what for a college for a university to sustain a major loss. as it can to hospitals and to other institutions all of which can use more money than they have,

This situation can discourage or eliminate critical commentary from those from wWWe get and need critical commentary, but it does not

quire what is really tire whoring with history typified by Kurtz.‑Or fetzee~ qnd a few others.

Their failures to meet their obligations in a society like ours is because

they have their own agendes. Tie m 1s t conLont of these is the seeking of fag' fortune or both, Whatever the reason or reasons, their ,failures are a very serioud ,

danger in a society like ours, a society that depends aWOW

n beving informed so that hey maylwith understanding express t~eir dosixes in free elections,

This is not to sugb'est that any or all of the federal pressurA direct oat

o indirect, app4y lo Kurtz and the raping of our history he repeats all

over again when he takes his3f ingorance, his ego, his arrogance of mind and a,7.1 the, trash about the assassi..ation that overflows from his rai.nd and, without regard for what he Phould have learned in the decade after hiS d~beok was published, is unchanged Jim all these non‑profedsional‑ indeed, thise qn ‑profeesional 01 alities that desecrate )h his atrocity of the book ~blished ate,‑a~a.the Uliver atone movie sent interest in the assassination soaring.lo

It is not easy to believe that in that decade Kurtx did not get any notion at

" lu.~, ,.,C‑ 'n S*h

all about the horror o gnorance and unjustified opinions he treated as fact. But whatetrer he did or did not learn, perhaps could or could not learn, it is the Kurtz of the book who is that same kurtz in this Introduction `hich is

for him, an epilogis. v

Spme of his innumerable mistakes he could not avid facing but he did

that not in a professional ways not in the way hel.y,(Ould press on his studentL to be honest about, or as a teachers should teach his students, the way of hoi`esty. No, not 4urtz who belies x* he imo»s what he does not know, the Kurtz who believes or wants it believed Oat he is the expert‑‑I!Khe is not.

No, his few correction of the so very many he should have admitted, iA‑lie if he had not loarned anough, been wise enough. to ,; keep his mouth it lk~4; closed. The few eorrestions he made he attributed to his learning,r,

or trying to make his mistakes look , in context his unique, knowledge

,.and understanding. On his very first page he attributes what he does in this

epilo 7. duction of his t~new information, which deans information

his is a Kurtzian 7.i

that was not earlier available. A relatAe3y minor part of the vast disclosures

I'' h..ewn aA4., .4 1(

Whieh iUe. It was all available, all that he pretendd was nevrVonly in his pretense of scholarship he did not snow about it.

11e words what he sea to make it appear that Ca was the first to say that the assassnation was the result of aconspiracy, as he was not. under the 1,j92 Act did hold a little new information but none of that is a real factor in Kurtzt's few corrections he attr:4bute,~t them, often with the pretense

At d‑tt that also on atea~ with ?~i~:, as not a singl word does He is still rehashing with his own errors adds

acept for his own new or repeated errors. '

Kurtz hens with a false explanation of his reprinting his book f F134n years earlier. The ~tnith is that there was little or no new formation itself in It what was disclosed under the 1992 Act or in the bad, very bad books in what Kurtz describes as a "flood" ‑of those books:

q0itionnl amount of information was made available by that 7992 Act_,

C but referring to most of it as.O"evidence" stret*hAes that ~:ord quite a bit . and if 4urtz knew anything at all about what is .n that great volume of pages he'd know that there is precious little in them 2"about the shooting in Dallas." Nore of his "scholarship"vU

Here Kurtz is writing about the shooting and not only is it totally

false that"the bukk of the evidence pointed to Fidel Castro," there is

a '~'~ no‑ absolitely none at all ‑thftr'°p ‑oinV t4i.~el Castro," except what the child‑minded Kurt4s read into it that is not there, ~#hey make it up, as he does.

Kurtz does not "elab'brate" on what is really a £lloi:h conjecture​it is not a conclusio n based on facts ~ he produces no such fact.

L . R ,

Because of me availability of additional evidence about the shooting in Dallas, apd.because of the tremendous volume of new works about it, I thought that an updated edition would serve to place the controver​sial events surrounding the assassination in proper historical per​spective. Crime of the Century was, and remains, the only full‑length scholarly study of the Kennedy assassination, , . , j tj,~ ~~

we have seen more than. enough to understand how egomaniacal, bow totally false it is for ldturtz to claim his wretchedly bad and ingorant ubook was sod remEis "the only full‑length scholarly studies of the Kennedy assassination." In. #0 fact what for him is "full length" i‑S, in fact, one of the shortest of the

many books sup,,;osedly on the assassination. ~'~.

Be then; ,p in his next paragrqLpr‑hr magnifies a of his more

ignorant conclusion‑that also did not originate with him:

' ~ 1 .' ‑  Although I stated that

the bulk of the evidence pointed to Fidel Castro as the mastermind behind the Kennedy assassination, I did not elaborate sufficiently on that conclusion.

After reporting on the dissatisfact:Lon expressed by people who have ~bwned him, which happened to most who wrote books (a decade and a half before this writing my wife and I calculated that we then had received #about twenty thousand and innumerable phone c<.lls from strangers) Kurtz personalizes again, n

fattributing his newest ego trip to popular demands

oAr

~o easy to dismiss the justified complaints of those who believe

‑that I should present a more detailed and convincing explanation

of the conspiracy. This I shall do below, but the reader should keep

in mind that in the absence of all the evidence, the best that I can

do is to render an admittedly speculative account, but one that I

believe is based on the most reliable and credible evidence. Before

I do so, however, I shall cover the latest developments in the con​

tinuing saga of the Kennedy assassination. These include the movie

JFK and the enormous volume of publicity that accompanied its

release. I shall also review the newest material on the medical evi​

dence, including both the criticisms of the government's con​

duct of the autopsy on Kennedy and on the medical establishment's

counterattack on the critics. I shall also expand my previous analysis

of the controversial single‑bullet theory, particularly the studies that

have reinforced my previously stated denunciation of it. I will also

discuss some of the many television programs dealing with the

assassination, and some of the more popular new books about it.

t Finally, I shall offer my own views on the two most credible con​

; spiracytheories, organized crime and Cuba, and provide new infor​

mation about the role played by President Lyndon Johnson in cov‑

ering up the truth about the assassinanon_ ( l~ X_ k

"1urtz would not know whaA"the nost reliable evidecnce" is if it smacked 1p3.m on the nose. In his writing he establishes that he dues not what "evidence" is and here he brackets it with "conjectures."

Literally, there is no :'evidence ~ith which he can e::plain the conspiracy. He just makes that ip, too.

It is clear here and throughout that Kurtz does not understand the clear meaning of the Katzenbach memo to 733.11 Noyers. It is that all involved, which includes~the‑ite President Johnson and J. (Edgar noover, agreed, as soon das they knew Oswald was odead ‑ mewing as soon as they knew there would be no public trial at which their phony claims to "evidence" that proved him guilty‑~rould be vaporized,

and that is public, with the world's media there to cover that wS)uld have been the most embarrassing of fia=ftac fiasco&

Not a wood of tAis is real but it dopes puff Kurtz up, at least in his ~L

own mind and intention:

' ' ' ' ' ‑ ‑"' ' I have also corrected

' some of the typographical errors in the first edition, and most

importantly, in the last chapter, I have revised my reconstruction of

the sequence of the gunfire in Dealey Plaza because I no longer feel

constrained by the acoustical evidence of the Dallas Police Tapes,

.. as I did in 1982 t X 0,

That even the Kurtz ate have examining would refer to the multitude of faces errors only some of whlzch we have add6essed .as Oltypographical" is a real surprise.

He would teat have been "constrained" #y the MCA interpretation of the

police tapes if he had not been so ignorant of the av Table and official.

evidence of which he is so startling i rnt ~3 histo profess r who

du rr~ b ~m ~a%I`.~ p.~u ~ t~ h.~.m, am

decides to write a book and then m.,qakes~rretchedly b ~,** uniqueiRLy good and

a

11scholarly".

He follows t%ist aft.~r much junk that is ignored beret by implying that the Secret Service: was somftw involved iii the assassination and is guilty of

c,~,~n/ ~%,Q*tl L"'Lj q ‑u d

covering /`the *? medical, and relate evi ence ups'. his indecent and factually

~/ Txf.L'​

baseless attack on the Secret Service is under the sibheading of "medical

vne of the intriguing questions about the medical evidence in the Kennedy assassination concerns the role played by the Secret Service. The well‑documented removal of Kennedv's bodv from Parkland Hospital, in defiance of Texas law, by the Secret Service, certainly arouses one's curiosity. The Secret Service's ju​risdiction clearly includes presidential protection, but there is nothing in the legal statutes governing the agency that gives it juris​diction over a presidential corpse. The fact that at the Bethesda autopsy, Roy Kellerman, the head of the White House Secret Service detail, relayed messages from the Kennedy family to the autopsy pathologists and actually gave orders to them, although at times, Admiral George Burkley, Kennedy's personal physician, conveyed messages from the family upstairs to the morgue, turns that original curiosity into suspicion. Shortly after the assassination, Kellerman handed a set of negatives from the autopsy to James K Fox, a Secret Service photographer, ordered him to have them developed, and told Fox to "make a set of these for yourself. They'll be history someday." That Kellerman had no legal authority whatsoever to give such advice to Fox is clear. Fox, in fact, did make a set of black​and‑white photographs, and his are the ones that have been pub​lished in recent years, commonly referred to as the Mark Crouch set of autopsy photographs.

Eventually, the autopsy photographs, X‑rays, Kennedy's brain, tissue slides, and assorted other materials from the autopsy came into the possession of Robert‑ I. Bouck, the head of the Secret

Service's Protective Research Division. Bouck adamantly refused to turn the materials over to the Warren Commission, even though the commission had a presidential mandate to investigate the assassina​tion. Ultimately, Robert Kennedy, whose orders Bouck took, al​lowed Earl Warren to view the photographs. In 1965, Bouck turned the autopsy materials over to Robert Kennedy, who had them depos​ited in the National Archives. All of this was illegal. Bouck should never have had custody of the materials, and his acquiescence in the orders of Robert Kennedv violated the Secret Service's own chain of command. Under the law, Bouck reported directly to Secret Service Head James Rowley, who, in turn, reported to the secretary of the treasury, who reported to the president. Robert Kennedy had absolutely no legal claims to the materials, yet to this day, the Kennedy family retains legal control over the autopsy materials in the National Archives. It should be mentioned that the Kennedy family has no control whatsoever over the autopsy mate​rials on the assassination of Robert Kennedy, which are legally in the custody of the State of California.

Why was the Secret Service so anxious to remove the president's body from Dallas and fly it to Washington? Why were Secret Service Agents Roy Kellerman and William Greer present at the autopsy? Why did Kellerman demand custody of the X‑rays and photographs, when legally, the Secret Service has no investigative authority over a homicide case? Why did a Secret Service agent deliberately expose a roll of film to light in the Bethesda morgue? Why did Bouck take orders from Robert Kennedy and from the Kennedy family's medi​cal liaison, Dr. George Burkley? Of even greater importance, what happened to the missing items of autopsy evidence while it remained in the hands of the Secret Service? Such items included President Kennedy's brain, some photographs and X‑rays, and all tissue slides. Why has the Secret Service suppressed its own documentary evidence in the Kennedy assassination for thirtyyears? That none of these questions has a satisfactory answer naturally raises suspi​cions about the role of the Secret Service in the cover‑up of the truth about the assassination.

Those suspicions take on a much darker cast within the context of the contradictions that exist between the autopsy photographs and X rays and the known facts of the assassination, when the known chain of custody of the photographs and X‑rays is connected to the

Secret Service from the night of the 'assassination until their transfer to the Kennedy family two years later. There is no defini​tive count of the number of photographs, both black‑and‑white and color. Every single inventory of the materials has yielded a different count. None of the photographs or X‑rays is accurately marked to identify it as that of the body of John F. Kennedy. Quite a few are out of focus, and some of the photographs actually contradict others taken of the same scenx~ 44.1s 7IJ_~wi

Here Kurtz assumes the role of the lawyer, for which he is admirably did unsuited. He assumes that because the Congress does not write laws and authorizations

i on the assumpti6n that *hs presiden''uould be assassinatied, that tine Secret

f.

Service had no legal r4responsibilities.

is usual, ‑ACurtz is wrong. ~I

From the top, from the very begin ing of this indecency tll.‑:t has bn,o basis in fact, th‑Ais merely Kurtz agai:x in the role of Sherlock Holmes

rejurned, a role for which he is totally unsuited, he is wrong‑headd rechsws what was aired two decGdes earlier, first in White house, that the Secret Service violated the only applicable law,'e=as law. But since then why it did *ht that was disclosed and it crakes , still and again and endlessly, the "professional" hpstorian to be a dwnbeh.

(~ n U~r _

White House  detail

Whe Fret ervia'has responsibilities; for more thzEn thekresident. Those others for whom it is responsibile include the President's family. Mrs. Kenady had made it clear that she was not going to leave the body of her hsband in Dallas and return to Washington. So, in addition to the emotional, problems, it did not want

~~leave the wt dow where her thusband had been assassinated. As a matter of law)'jlf1y'l t was wrong but to does not make any kind of evil conspiractor of the

Secret Services detail some of whose men s4ffered severely from what happened in dallas, several from psychological problems. Gne had to retiree bleeding ulcer.

r

c

Kurtz corrects one ‑those "typographic" errors in he reference to 4y

4~f~ n

Kellerman, He re~;uced ' from his nd.ataken exaageration, 4aving referred t+im

as the head of tlA; •,hite jNouse Secret Service detail to, correctly, the head of

the Secret Serr_ce on that Texas trip. ic#owever, not contect to be factually

corr~t for once, the would‑be Sherlock in him him to make anVther and

'~'n n'h again a critical ccziv:ent ors Kellerfmwho did not, as Kurtz says, "relaygedj

i .. .

messages from the KKerL:edy family ,to the: autopsy pathologists and actually gave orders to them,"

"Actually" only one of the S+ert Service left that autopsy room but a single time, to make a phone call,,' according to what was disclosed almost two decades earlier.' Kurtz is not clear on who he says Kellex‑nan"gave an orders" but from the record it was not to the pathologists. a

Again in his invented role for Kellerman, Kurtz says that this made‑up

role for him he was duplicated in that role, allegodly, anyway, by admiral George B.

Burkley, whose name Kurtz has ffinally learned how to sCell.None of those

;bog imagined couriers filled any courier rile role. This fool thinks he is

a genius, having, as I recall, referred to the Fuck New Orleans testimony,

which is reproduced in some detail in :7,Q&t Mortem,should have Mown, if not from

any other source, that the only orders given to the pathologists were from the

commander of that entire Naval saedical installation at ° ethesda, Admiral C.B.

Galloway. What was not done during the autopsy that should have been done was

not done because Galloway ordered that it not be done. lA»s I recall Kurtz

Post gortem,

attribited those a ers to an Arwy general, b1t n in Wb~r, which

a `7

appeared almost~a decade before Kurtz wrote his book, had that iinck testimony

repeated verbatim.

In something a bit less that holmesian genius Kurtz manages to be one hundred percen this far and he does not easily reduce his ale accomplishmentO.

Kurt~c gi~4s gives no source for his allegation that iras Kellerman,

who had no sQch suthatrity, to ..Ahand" what Kurtz refers to as "a set of the

noga~ivewi, to James K. Fox, a Secret Service photographers, oidered hiw to

have them developed, and told Fox to 'make a set of these for yourself'."

No souOe source because there is no such source .~  ka's~

Tom Kelley, then ail Secret Sprvice Irpinjoector and when 1 interviewed him u,‑41t its assistant director, told me that the orders to Fox was from headquarters end what he told me, which ao~ars to have been entirely trut*ul, nseether Kelierman, who had no such authority, not'anybody else gave hin Vermission, which nobody could give him, to "make a set" of those photos for himself.

'Which lye could not do in any event. And what Kurtx made up that Kellerman allegedly gave Fox could not Ihav have been "a set" of the autopst photos, ,bacusr there was only one "set" of them and even it Fox had been iglven that pen:issiAn, he could not‑have made asset" for anyone.

lio‑ft even for the Secret Service .1 L

Kelley gaee gave it to me, in writing that is also aaicluded in cost IIorteme

~ V,

I repeat still agai"ri thatr~d~.s had and Un"d, Qlav‑

J'

Fox had to use th.: hiavY lab, :which was what amounted to standard procedure,

and he could not develop color photos, which many of those of the autopsy were.

(`there is tui accounting of these in Post Mort em. )Fox *could and did process

the relatively few black‑and‑white e c gatives and it is of thew only

that he took a set from hipsellf. After he retired, when he X operated a

convenience store at Chestertown, A.xyland, at the upper end of the

eastern side of the Chesepeake Bay, on the Chesteiqver, Fox gave that black​

and white set to Mark Crouch, with the injunction that he make no ~xse of them

while Fox lived.

I have a set 4 them from Crouch,'ogether with the et ailed history ef them and of bis getting they' baaRd, from Crouch.

And, had Kurtz not ~ convinced tha~ he knew better than the fact, they

would have been v '‑ for bis inspection and for his reading of what (qrouch

wrote. I have never used on any one of those photos and would never have permitted anyone else to make and use a copy. They are not for commercialization or for

O "'TJ

any kind of exploitation and I think it was wrong for Fox to print to set of ~

b~lck‑.and‑whitesor himself or to give them away. there are ;LIrs covering

such ...utters and in tho:3e days what was binding was known as the 4* Pittsbu'gh Code. t

In simplifocation the owner of the film that is used is the owner of the exposed film.

Which Fox was not.

but because Kurtz, whether oi‑ not aware of it, was phonying up another utterly baseless and entirely idecent scandal, his concept of not on being a "'historian"

but his concept of that special eatego;try of historians he invented for himself,

W a Professional" histprian, he needs no corrupting as~5oeiation with the available and established fact. His "professionalism" and. his being a "historian" are all the l6cense lie needs for endle0abrications that are consistent in being incorrect and baseless.

n o Kurtz next says that"'IEVentually, the autopsy phpt~graphIs, X‑rays and

I too  0 o of l<l

Kennedy's brain came the possessiog of Uobert I, l~pw4pwk, head if the

Secret Service's Protective # Research Division. Bouch adamantly refused

to turn the material over to the Warren commission."

The actual head of thaf detail was Gerald Behn (Post Modtem, page 46). Bouck did not sign himself as head ol" that component4 kkost Lrtem, page 527). The receipt he gave Admiral Butkley•~for the auttps:materials Burkley had by then gotten from the Navy, his November 26, 1963 receipt, is oN the lr letterhead of the Office of the Chief l9f thv Secret Service. Onto

it Bouck bad teed ~ S not the kurtzified title not them

.Se,n J 6~C ,secret Se‑ms's Protective eesearch 4)iviaion" buv‑_!P*s "Protective Research

Section,'"Post mortem, page 527)1p

K

In O Post trl o~if~ad done more than scan .:.t for what he could use as his own work, he would have seen that this #Bouck receipt includes the autopsy the oldest existing draft P which Dr. es gave to admiral Burkley at the White house the night before the day of the above receipt.

warren Commission executive session trancacriaits ierc that y published in facsimile include Zaaldn's telling the wlem4that they have the pictures If the Z‑rays were denied, and there is n: read to believe that the Secret Service defed the Commission anything it asked for, I have seen do record of that, not t even a sug.Wstion df it, in all the many thousnads of pages of assassinatio~and authopsy records I have and ©`yami ned. In Post 6ortem, how#ver, and this addfesss that "professionalism" of Kurt as a historian, I reproduced, 1=46 agaLi in fa~simile sl9 there could be no allegation of error in quotation, in

*the ~  titled *"Hades, Not CeCamelot", the A_‑‑air Spectre memo ' orh~" he informed the Commission that Robert Kennedy had told the 0~%kmmission qfFthing

it *eeded.

4urtz has a facility, as he makes tUngs up, in making them up incorrectly

a. d to include the iMpossivle in what he :.jade up. az in what ::here follows,

...U;timately ~bert Le Kennedy# whose orders ABouck took, allowed Earl

Warren to vied the photog:ajphwtogvaphs. E4'n 1965, Bouck turned the autopsy

materials over to 4obert ..Kennedy, who had them deposited in the National

Archives. All of this was illegal. Bouck should never have :,had cjsfody of

a of the materials,( acrd his a0l acqu'riscence in the orders of Robert

i

Kennedy viqlatet the Secret Serviceys own chain of command...

Ail of this, with that unique pro fesnalis4 of Kurtz as the ht~ri~rr

iltttr .

he is, is without ' o ~ sourc w and at East a major par it is not ru

It is not True, for example, that the autopsy material‑‑ that are is the

Nation Arclaves, to which Kennedy did transfer some, as‑Mere illegally, (bs

.‑, rd that histozzani s "professionalism" over Took the r,:cords of those tr :nsf ~:x's v were disclosed to me under r'u~A and I mado them pat public (Post il urtem, pages

16v , 274, 231‑9. 323,330, 4.‑4t)5, 4U7, 5513‑ . 504 amd ti26 j. *‑ My friend

bernard r'ensterwald, Jr., who could afford what :C could not then afford, held

W a rf

OA ) l~

a press c erence in .a.,hi::lgton,to .:hi.ch err. Curd hechtlof i'ittslsaent,

q b,c. .P" .,.r

and tech answe rred t4.e questions of tile media about that x,:cordv and what  '

Boucle never had pe o cus what Kurtz says, and those

materials,,vaa r..i the possession of the Secret Service, whose employee Bouck was. There was not a thinlj‑illegal abut that.The mat,‑:rials that were not available foz public exaz~ on were what could k used in indecent and improper commercializatiog4 and exploit ation, "ashen a set of tie autopsj ft'Ahotopwphs, clearly stolen, were sold to a sulvrmsrket tabloid for a reported fif I thuusind dollars.

tfhat Kurtz says about the alleged violation of the Secret Service' c Achai n of command~if drubbish. ft is not true and at also has no real relevance. But Ibs Kurtz is looking for more cheap sensation to Give the.aJ false appearance of neoswort6ess Li his cheap and false sensationalism about the Secret Service.

lit

Wh.,t was missing thatfxisted was turned over to 4obert Kennedy for the Aot improper or illegal in any way,transfer to the National Archives under which, al thid pro:essio.‑al historian does not mention, is t..e Knnedy Ubrary, as ‑:are

as are all presidential libraries. And all presidential libraries have in them records and other matit rials relating to Ynat each president r •°'^^ ^'​for various reasons, withheld. But all of that is under law. As it 4wwas with the ,& Kennedy materials.

This &urtzian redefinition of scholarsh‑ P makes it  sensationalism.

'1

So also is the naNexisting questions that kJirtz then a mss

,~_as he conti n Or to phony 4p a non‑exsting case against the secrect z.

jAervice, to plant the idea with his phony questions that are not legitimate

questions except to the subject‑matter ignor~;muses.

The first is "Why was the Secret Service so anxious to remove the President's

,v

body from Dallas and fly it to 6ashington?

In addition to what we saw above those legitimate‑r‑a reasons, to which Texas gave in, there could have bean others that have not been disclosed for such good reasons bas the security of subsequent presidents and of the agents who protect them.

tee; There also, with a i'resident, were matters of state that had

W to be consider,‑A. But the security of the widow as a prime and unsecret consideration

Who except the rumor‑mo‑,Wers and the phony expects Disuse these contrived questions,

r sever

contrived after decades when there was no legitinate reason to contrive then

Then.

"Why were Boy &l.le=an and William Greer ;resent at the autopsy?" < <They

i

were not the only Secret Service agOnts there.)4ihy did Kelp errman demanE ‑*a custody

of the X‑rays and photographs,when legally the Secret Service had no investigative

r authority over a homicide cafe?j Why did a .peS ecret Service agent

deliberately expose a roll of film to light in the Bethesda morgue?"

Kellerman rind Greer and other Secret Service agents were present at the autopsy because they were to be with the (resident's body until relieved or had their orders rescinded or changer.

There are other possible explanations, as one with a different concept of

This also exemplifiefs thow utterly lost vartz itt in nll that he thinks he

has undertaken, how littlr contact he hsd with the realities, incouding g

h e‑ponsibiiit3r, she can't even sit iii judgement on what he. makes up. that can UIA

be oily in part because he is so ~ressed baKhimself and what he thinks of )as

his mini. Only his lack of any contact with or any visible effort to come

into contact with the Secret Service reseonsibioities and, with regard ox

to pz _ tectizg the president, tb as much as can be ~r learned for ‑the

p‑oteetion of other presidentObkcome and of those around ;.hem.

I#. n is not scholarship, not of any kind or in any way. It, like so ouch

wore of this, i3 siiLply 4UwhatKurtz'sformea and ambitious mind evlolved

that, c:ith no visible self‑eri ~tic:ism, n .a~ an ~~it:~ sow much AJ

Cl cvd AIM

withoA any real basis for real thought; o o else has tha.nd he

‑.tv.nks 'tie has and thus cannot see som o_ what he seas much tress of which is

..riginal with him than he reflects being a.:are of.,

than‑*td* ~ professional. l  FreA~ectf.

f

Like what it meant to the country and to the family for paeces of the body to be displaycd with admission charged for seeing it/. Or what such

,indecent anq disgusting misuesses me‑‑nt to the body? 0lL •~'~. ~~0 Y

Which is also trueof‑ the X‑rays and, as we have seen and as *&‑ Kurtz, as

we saw above, knew about it, t ~p tpg2aphs were p copies of tie photographs at lelast some of which were stolen ere sold to # a supermarket tabloid.

~ That is where gruesome and lwr‑,‑Ify~nturea of au asses ' teu ire identt

7 f ' C u'~0 j i,~,;  Wh

y

Beside which, as federal agents who were responsible for the President's

bpdy, they also had the responsibility not only to see t o it that nothing like

that commercialization. of tie traGedy in the sale of stolen 'a'sa‑ autApsy

pictures could happen end they also had ‑uhe responsibility for gathering <nd

preservia; any eviaence of thc: crime and delivering that evidence as ordered,

Chh xgnorance again ~ bles Kurtz ,to ask wby that roll of film was exposed

to flight to rein it. It was not an official photographer and thc*ilm, ‑d6d

that navy man been able to keep it, would have supermarket‑f"mei~him to a

fprtune. They we.,e not films of the auto s and the Secret Service was right

to destroy , particularly whe./the Navy did not.

With ale. sorts of ranking Navy of_icers there, including several admirals.

There is no evidence that Kurtz's next uesti

q ln is legitinate~ that hews what he is talking about.

As we have seen vith such pain and such disgust and such contempt for a man who bas to know he is ignorant raving and PAIclaimixg fiction and callgd it non‑fiction, of history. As is his next contrived and thoroughly unprofesional question,"Of even greater importance, what happened to the missing items of J‑he autopsy evidence while it remained in the h(CA nds of the secret Service?"

There is autopsy evidnece that was nevi‑er made public. From the pt*blic

and wel‑71‑4mpw record, wil‑Icnow other than to phonies, pretenders and certain kinds of "historians" who boast of~having produced the only real autopsy book that was produced by a historian, thee is no proof at th all that some of what was not made public was hidden by the Secret Service. Or destroyed by it.

oThere is no proof that some of it left the Navy hospital, not in ggping to the White House.t ~Vt4,4,"

Kurtz says that anion;;; the items he is talking about i~'the President's brain. Almost half of which did nut exist, so the entire brain, which is what "urtz says, did not exist to be memory‑holed. The right hemisphere was

pretty much destroue4,‑ 'y,pl~,,eM'u r

But if kuurtz was not the phony /Wprof es o' historian he i J rather then

,chat he had to be before believing rite a boo/< on the assassination&

ftor all his rumor‑monger and commercializer references to that "~emorandu.j#of

Transfer," of which Penste_‑Hald gave oep copies to the media ,hich attended #d

it, as I also did to those who carne to do over what 1 had obtainedin all those

Olawsui 4, those iterys, that list of theta, Z published widely. It that

was not enough for th::; special kind of historian k~utz is showing himself to

he, be could have bitailod it frFm the Archives ;`lw  r~

i~ n.~ cc~.rta~,.c

And on it he would have $seen the description of a sass e~ ontainer which

was clearly for what br~.in remained.

And instead of ranting and raving, supermarkeAablojA style, ought not a real historian sought to learn whether what remained of the brain had been added to the bo4y in its grave.?

Ought he also not want to ask hiuaelf whether tho A'i autopsy slides coulq,

also lend. themselves to the ugly and improper misuse in commercial‑‑zing them?

In the next question, Kurtz is again making it all up and he is, as he does

so often,, it up because he is a profound subject‑matter i0ioramus and

made no effort at tall to learn if there is any basis for the question,"Why has the Secret Service suppressed its own documentary evidence in the Kennedy

First, to avoid characterizing himself as a commercializer and exploiter

of that grt:at tirgedy, i ~urtz were honest and profession this he he would

a have included proof that the Sex‑eret Service hid what what he says was both

undisclosed "documentary evidence in th:: Kennedy~ssassination." Uther than I what, as a matter of law, it m;‑y nogt dscloae . He has no 6uch proof makes riot even the most indirec~esp, ','of fhavung any iof its that is both irre‑

r

sponsiule on the professypional side and still another of the eding proofs

that much of what he presntpis is unreu.~, slithering out of to nurk of his none

assassination for thirty years?"

Bow does Kurtz know that the Secret Servacestill has any Kennedy

assassination evidence at all. Not that for the =:rotection of successor ,presidents it should not, if it still has what Kurtz does snot even claim to bane nocumented ‑proof that it does..

Back in about 1967 or early 19613 (those fiUBs are not now available to me because they have been deposited where they will be a free public archive) and the Secret Service was no, giving me what I'd asked. of it under FUI6, Tom Kelley, then an assistant director, :.revived me iltl. As we discussed the situation we reached a coiupromise, than he would give me some of what 1 asked and in return for not having to sue to get it, I would not sue them for what they did not give me.

Bit I still did not get it because the,as i now recall, SwiJustice Dep​artment rf=J*t*t*oe ordered tile ‑‑glecret Service to ‑'deposit all the assassinatonion information it had at tip: ~%rczives, and it i~ refused to give me whatjthe Secret 6ervicz.~ had already agree to disclose to L_e.

The Secret Service was for4'coming on this. 1 have copies cf the instructions to it aud, of course, its letter to me explaining the situation.

k urtz does ‑‑:otlell us that any of those assassination records he says the gecret Service recaz 1`T"~z , as qurtz put it, "suppressed," were not,if they existed, made public tq comply with that 1992 law reqyirine full aisclosure/. I have not heard. of any such dusclosures and the law was passed before the second~ ‑r'_paperbaek reprint of Kurtz' book.

‑Kurtz concludes thispara;rapq~ with more of his bad‑mounting without

a shred of evidence, without even claiming to have ‑6'~inilla of evidence, with: n

Those none of these questions has a satisfactory answer natuxwlly raises

suspici/o4ris 8 bout the role of the Secret Service in the coverup of the truth

labjlt the assassination,$

Aside‑from the fact that, as we have seenp there: are answers to PWt most

G‑c‑•'rv

Kurtz made up so he co make money from his,thoroughly professional

Icommercializa‑tio‑a, if no history, he d(s not w w f~ se thing ._,

are in the grave with nothinj said about it td disclorage:the‑disgradeful

exploitation and commercializat that is possible‑ as we see Kurtz also‑~d,

exploited and commercialized for money when he was and he reamins ARe

tha#J onthis subject a legitimate historian with a genuine historian' d interesl.

He does not, forexamplt, report any effort with the AiichiV~sv to earn

~(wr~

if it has anty of what)49~wsays is missing and, if withheld, by what

72gal autority is it, withheld?

U

There is legimimate authority fifr some withholding, under $OIA and under the 1992 iict.

But sc«ndal sells so Kurtz manufactures his ocin scandal so he can get money,

Not record history, from who t he made up. ~^'~'‑f  ~n

'=hs writing of his was of a decade later than the first printing of bis book.

Ten years gives a genuine historian making a genuine  search for information,

more thaw enough time to know whether or not it exists kas lie should know before

maksz the request) and plenty of time to try to find that

uut or to learn wbat what happened to it but not only does Kurtz not report

maL‑U‑ig si‑:y such inquiry or effort, he should have, gotten, from what was written to

him and about his book, that he may have a historian's ‑4;'degree *but tie

Hn im 04

volume of errors and 2‑~ab a~'y mistakes with what i ‑is well knowtwould have

warned a decent, an honorable, a~rofeessional man. to be responsible aidt just

go running off at the mouth an+oasting Us head off when lie had nothing to

b,% st about and should have learned that he is far froma .0isubject‑matter

p

expert and whether or .not he is, by historian standards, equipped to write

a serious and accurare book.

If Kurtz hack any proof at all that the Secret Service $engaged in continuing

c'~'

assassihgtio cover‑ups, there is not a word of it . mere with his phonied​

up QWriticisms that he does not eve:: make any pretense of documenting.

