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Badly Reasoned


Chapter 2

Twyman’s Showcasing of "Prime Assassination Suspects

In his Chapter 5, mis-titled "prime Suspects," Twyman once again flaunts his ignorance in still another childishness.

This, still again, is possible only by ignorance of the officially established evidence or by deliberately ignoring it.  Either alternative should shame anyone with a shred of honesty or care for the country because all this childishness serves to protect the actual assassins.

Twyman could have included the automobile-dealers’ association with as much legitimacy as those he does include, those he names as the alleged "prime suspects."  They are:

· "Carlos Marcello, Mafia Chieftain in New Orleans and Dallas";

· "Jimmy Hoffa, president of the Teamsters Union";

· "Santo Trafficante, Jr., Mafia Chieftain in Tampa";

· "Sam Giancana, Mafia Chieftain in Chicago:;

· "J. Edgar Hoover:’

· "Lyndon Johnson";

· "Allen Dulles";

· "The CIA and the military";

· "Anti-Castro Cubans in Miami";

· "Right-wing Extremist groups such as the John Birch Society";

· "Fidel Castro";

· "Nikta Khrushchev";

· "Richard Nixon";

Twyman has a paragraph on each (pages 36-40).  Most of it is rehash of the assassination nuttiness and irrelevancies in books that appeal to subject-matter ignoramuses.

Some of it just made-up lies, as in Giancana’s alleged motive, "a suspect because he had been betrayed by the Kennedys who took his favors and the turned on him" (page 37).  Not a word of this is true and not being true not a word of it has any real substantiation.

Then, with Giancana as with others, Twyman does not show how he or any of the others could, with the established evidence of the official investigation to be conformed with, have been the assassin, could have met all that was required by the established official evidence.

Of which, blissfully, Twyman is profoundly ignorant.

The Twyman "proof" on Hoover as an assassin is, "It was no secret that the Kennedys had contempt for Hoover and wanted him out of his lifetime position . . ." (page 37).  If there is evidentiary value in what Twyman says was "no secret" he fails to cite any source for this being factual, not being secret.  More of Twyman’s reasons, if that is what rational people can call them, for considering Hoover as a "prime suspect" in the Kennedy assassination is that "Hoover hated Bobby Kennedy; hated Martin Luther King [not the father, then still alive, but as the ever careful Twyman does not say, his son, Martin Luther King, Jr.], whom the Kennedy’s supported, and was very close and friendly Lyndon Johnson.  Hoover’s second-in-command and suspected [by whom Twyman does not say and he is still sourceless in all of this] homosexual lover, Clyde Tolson . . ."  Other Twyman reasons for considering Hoover a "prime suspect" is that he "accepted sweetheart investments."  If this is not enough to prove that Hoover was a "prime suspect," if this is not considered solid proof, Twyman then adds, the nature of what is proof to him being typified by the first words, "It must have been very disturbing to Hoover to witness the Kennedys’ unprecedented effort to bring down organized crime, which inevitably would have exposed Hoover" (page 37).

This is a unique, what might be termed a Twymanesque way, of reflecting that the investigative work that put those Mafia people in jail was by Hoover’s FBI and it was undiminished once Johnson was President and while Robert Kennedy continued as attorney general.

Sourceless in with what has to be sourceless, because no source for it can exist, is "It must have been very disturbing to Hoover" as well that he "inevitably would have [been] exposed," whatever Twyman imagined by "exposed," with all he refers to or can refer to public for years before then.

When this kind of evidentiary gibberish is considered proof, is not almost anyone a possible "prime suspect" as assassin when part of this stuff can apply to so many people?

From here it goes more steadily downhill.  Only downhill.

First of the "reasons" for considering "Anti-Castro Cubans in Miami" (which apparently excludes all other anti-Castro Cubans, some of the most virulently anti-Castro Cubans not residing in Miami) a "prime suspect" is, "One of their CIA leaders was E. Howard Hunt" (page 29).  When associations with Hunt are a basis for "prime suspect" status, ought not Twyman have included Max Wilkinson, Hunt’s literary agent?  Or his publishers, the most recent of whom were Berkley and Arlington House?

Under "Right-Wing Extremists Groups" Twyman says "This disparate group included such people as Texas oil man H. L. Hunt, Clint Murchison in Dallas, and Joseph A. Milteer in Miami.  Milteer was the leader of the arch-conservative National States Rights Party as well as a member of other such groups. . .  Milteer was known by a Miami police informant to have outlined in advance [on November 9, 1963] the details of the assassination of President Kennedy . . . (page 39).

Twyman can’t even crib right.

Milteer was a nobody of a braggart and was not "the leader of the" NSRP.  He was not even a leader of it.  He furthermore was not of Miami.

After publishing part of the Milteer story earlier, in 1972, in Frame-Up, addressing the nature of the investigations and not subscribing to all the Milteer bragging, I published both the Miami police transcript of the tape made of Milteer’s conversation with its informer, Willie Somersett, and relevant FBI reports (pages 238-9, 246, 248, 309, 328, 464, 468-77, 481).  Milteer, not of Miami, was of Quitman and Valdosta, Georgia.  And he did not say that President Kennedy was going to be killed.  He was blabbing about how any president could be killed, detailing an obvious possibility.

Impressed with what he regards as his genius, Twyman merely lies in saying that Milteer "outlined in advance . . . the details of the assassination."  That he is repeating what he heard or read somewhere and accepted with his pervading lack of knowledge or of understanding is that "it was known by a Miami police informant" when in fact the Miami police taped it.

They actually had their tape recorder inside Somersett’s refrigerator!

The "group" Twyman invented was not in any sense a group.  There is no reason to believe that Hunt or Murchison ever laid eyes on Milteer, for example.  And the reason the Miami police arranged to tape what Milteer might say is because he was a virulent racist and the police then feared a coming race riot in Miami.  It had nothing to do with any suspicion of any assassination.

In reporting this I was raising questions about the nature of the official investigation because with that talk about killing presidents and with the police having given a dub of the tape to the Secret Service and the FBI, the FBI did not give the tape to the Warren Commission.

Frame-Up, the published source of what Twyman could not get straight, is not included in his bibliography and, as noted earlier, when there is this a source instance, in this instance, too, it also is not included in his source notes (Bloody Treason, page 867).

It is also possible that in his reading of the nutty literature supposedly on the assassination Twyman read distortions of and improvisations on what I published, but unless he was writing based only on what he thought he remembered, without checking his recollection, Twyman did have a source he could have cited, a real source or another fictional source but what he could have cited.

Including Castro and Khruschev as Twyman does is an unintended confession of the grossest ignorance and political stupidity (pages 39-40).

Killing Kennedy would have given them the hawk Johnson to live with instead of the dove Kennedy.  Neither preferred Johnson to Kennedy.  Both had a modus vivendi worked out with Kennedy and it ended, as they knew it would, when Kennedy was no longer President.

Kennedy had actually approved negotiations with Castro, the initiative Castro’s.  This is confirmed in their books by the Castro ambassador to the United Nations, Carlos Lechuga, and a United States ambassador there, William Attwood.  Lechuga’s In The Eye of the Storm was published in English by Ocean Press, in Australia, but it was readily available in the United States.

The 1964 missile crisis came about because the United States was preparing for a possible military invasion of Cuba.  That was not at Kennedy’s order but it was included in Operation Mongoose.  There was no way in the world that Khruschev could defend Cuba against a United States invasion, so, to use the title of the book I’d planned to write but never got to, Khruschev, by placing those nuclear missiles in Cuba, gave Kennedy his own Tiger To Ride.

TheUnited States had nuclear missiles in Turkey, Italy and Britain, all targeted on the Soviet Union when Khruschev placed those he did in Cuba, where he could target them on major cities of the United States.

The settlement of that crisis came when in return for the removal of those missiles the United States guaranteed Cuba against invasion.

That assurance was one the Soviets could not give Castro and with it from Kennedy there was nobody Castro preferred to be President more than Kennedy.

Rather than the unsourced and unnamed "some historians" Twyman says "now believe" that the 1962 crisis was Khruschev’s end, in fact, Khruschev remained in power through the remainder of the Kennedy administration and into the Johnson administration.  He was overthrown because he had worked out a way of getting along with a dove and his people believed that was not the way to coexist with the hawk Johnson.

Twyman ends this list of "prime suspects" with, of all people, Richard Nixon.

One of the more utterly ridiculous "reasons" Twyman gives for including Nixon as a "prime suspect" is that he "was reported to have received $500,000 in cash from Carlos Marcello as campaign contributions" (page 40).

Even for this, Twyman has no source note.

With this, such a note would have been impossible anyway.  So, sourceless and with conspicuous irresponsibility, Twyman says it anyway.

Then he says "My next step would be [sic] to try to narrow down the list of suspects" (page 40).

How little he intended doing that we saw from his own blurbing on his dust jacket where he said he had "written an explosive new [sic] explanation of the assassination" in which he "lays out powerful [sic] evidence [sic] that a cabal of extremists and military officers, plotting with gangsters and corrupt government officials . . . planned and ordered the crime of the century."

This might eliminate Milteer and a few in the CIA, although it need not, but it actually includes or can include all those Twyman has given as his "prime suspects."

Still without any meaningful recounting of the official investigation and of the official evidence, Twyman pontificates right at the outset of his sixth chapter, which he titles "Necessary Means," "I was not at the point where I could draw tentative conclusions as to the most likely suspects based on motivation and declared intention to kill . . . "  By this standard, while eliminating any consideration of established proofs to be met, and also eliminating any consideration of whether the assassination was within the capability of his suspects, by Twyman's definition he has actually expanded his possible suspects by thousands because there had been thousands who had that "motivation" and had "declared" their "intention to kill."

Making it up as he goes and without regard to the established fact of which he steadfastly preserves unrelieved ignorance, Twyman says "There are seven key capabilities it seemed [for Twyman the equivalent of proof] the conspirators would have considered indispensable, if it is assumed that they were rational [his emphasis], with sophistication" (page 41).

As he makes it up, Twyman excludes what for rational people, rational in the dictionary sense rather than as Twyman can mean it, is the first of all considerations, getting away without getting caught once the dirty deed was done.

As he makes it up, the first "indispensable" is what there is no proof or even reason to believe the actual assassins had, "Control of the FBI."  In saying that "this could have been achieved only" through Hoover, Twyman adds one of his permeating fictions, that "Hoover was compromised by organized crime and was subject to blackmail."  Hoover lived to die a decade later without being blackmailed, on which the record is clear enough, so the fiction that he was "compromised" is no more than a childish fiction.

Nonetheless, based on Twyman's imagination and on his fictions he concludes that Hoover "carried out his role to perfection."

That special form of what for Twyman is "proof" is conjecture.  Conjecture is his start for his second of his imagined "key capabilities,"  and that is "Control of Lyndon Johnson" (pages 41-42).

This, Twyman says, "would have been indispensable for the conspirators" because he would have turned the full power of the federal government against the conspirators to uncover and convict them . . ." (page 41).  What is missing is any acknowledgement that Johnson did do this, beginning as soon as he was back in Washington and continuing with his appointment and empowering of the Commission.  He did not, and Twyman does not say that Johnson did limit what the FBI did or the could do.  He empowered the Commission to do whatever it wanted to do and to draw on the entire Executive branch in its work.

What is also missing is what, if Twyman had not limited his reading to the nutty assassination literature he would have known and used: the agreement to pin the rap on Oswald.  That was put on paper as soon as Oswald was killed.  Never Again! Begins with this.  While it does not prove the Twyman argument, he could, if he were not the subject-matter ignoramus he is, have used it to argue his point and it could have been impressive.

However, that did not originate with Johnson.  The record is clear the record is fact that Twyman avoids as though it were poison, Johnson did not issue any orders restricting the Commission he appointed and to which he gave the broadest of powers.  He could not have kept all of that Commission's members or staff silent if he had tried, had he given such orders.

Control of the Dallas police, Twyman says, "would seem to have been necessary . . . to allow the real assassins to escape" (page 42).  Again, Twyman ignores the established fact, is ignorant of it or both: no such control was necessary for the "real assassins to escape" and if there had been any such situation, Twyman ignores it in favor of another of his endless and baseless conjectures.

As part of his vapid argument, Twyman asserts what could be meaningless if it had not been fictional, that there was "The need for an experienced professional assassin with a backup."  He then conjectures that "The CIA and Mafia qualify," without saying which he intends to say does qualify.  Then, as part of the same sentence, he has the irrelevant, that "the extreme right-wing had close ties to the Mafia and the military."  He also does not make the slightest attempt at offering proof of any of this – if it had had any relevance or meaning.

Nor does he conjecture the possibility that there had to have been more than the one "experienced assassin," as the officially established fact of the assassination leaves without question.  In its simplest formulation, the shooting was beyond the capability of any one man, as all who are not the most resolute subject-matter ignoramuses know.  (As I brought to light in Whitewash, the first book on the assassination, the best shots in the country could not duplicate the shooting attributed to the duffer Oswald (page 26).  I enlarged on that considerably in Never Again! (pages 301-5).)

But conjecturing away full-blast, Twyman, with his contempt for fact as steadfast as is his contempt of the public record, he imagines that "Control of the Secret Service" was necessary.  He says that "they had control of Kennedy's body from the time of the shooting until burial," which is false, and "they were intimately involved in the initial investigation in Dallas."  This also as meaningless as it is false.  It is this and it is a display of permeating ignorance when we get to the sentence that follows: "They had control of all the evidence of the scene and the autopsy" (pages 42-3).  He makes it clear that in what he was making up Twyman placed his dependence on his ignorance, not a word of this being true and that it was not true being established by the official record that is public.

His last imagined control was "of the CIA and Military Intelligence" (page 43).  What he offers by way of "proof" is that they "are an obvious link to the Secret Service."  Needing no proof and not having it anyway, Twyman offers none.  Instead of proof he argues, that the conspirators "would feel the need to have control of U.S. Intelligence."

What Twyman does not say and is a fact is that the crime was a crime under Texas law only, not under federal law as it then existed.  And, without some indication of any foreign involvement, which was the almost instant official conclusion, there was nothing to trigger any foreign intelligence interest.

Admitting that it is only what "I surmise," Twyman broadens his already massive and totally imagined conspiracy in "surmising" that it was "probably absolutely necessary for the conspirators to know that they would have support from the military-industrial-media establishment" (page 43).

Twyman does not cite any minutes of the Lockheed or Boeing board of directors meetings to vote this support.  He also does not bother to even suggest what difference it could have made if he had not made it up out of nothing more than his insatiable desire to make a monstrous book more monstrous, a large book even larger.

For all the world as if it were true, as it is not, or relevant, as it also is not, Twyman follows the quoted sentence with, "The extremely reckless behavior of the Kennedy brothers and John Kennedy's perceived inept handling of the Bay of Pigs crisis" plus his alleged "anti-business policies," another fiction, requires this added conjecture, none of it being true, with no effort to provide proof, "could well explain the willingness of the established power structure not to demand a solution to the crime" (page 43).  Still making it up and not offering any proof, none existing, Twyman says that all "the United States government, along with the Kennedys, were planning to assassinate Fidel Castro."  That, now a political scientist rather than an engineer with a child's imagination, Twyman says, "could serve as a basis for cover-up for national honor and security purposes' (page 43).

Twyman makes no case for his fabrication of "the extremely reckless behavior of the Kennedy brothers."  Nor does he say by whom "Kennedy's perceived handling of the Bay of Pigs crisis" was "perceived," as by rational people it was not.  It also was not a Kennedy project.  He inherited it from the Eisenhower administration and was powerless to do a thing about it.  Moreover, the CIA has assumed full responsibility for that fiasco.

With each of these Twyman fabrications we see why he has no source notes.  If they existed he could not have them because they could not support him.

With his perpetual avoidance of it, Twyman says that "A grasp of the logic I felt was the key to coming to grips with the evidence" (page 44).  He never has the remotest taint of "logic" in what he says and he remains where he began, ignorant of the evidence which, from his own record, he was diligent in avoiding.

Some of it is childish, like what follows: "It would be pointless for a sophisticated group to assassinate the president of a country unless they planned to take over the government" (page 44).

With regard to this assassination rather than Twyman's imagined generality, the assassination of a United States president does not and cannot give the assassins control over the entire government.  In the United States the government has three parts.  The executive is headed by the president.  He has no control over the judiciary or the Congress.  So, killing any president cannot give those who do the killing control over either Congress of the courts.

This dumdum does not recognize that killing any president means what he does not refer to and perhaps had in the dim recesses of his mind – it means a change in national policies.  And that was the result of making Johnson President instead of Kennedy.

He say that "I decided that as I examined the evidence I would look for signs of a comprehensive, broad-based plan involving professionals as opposed to a narrow conspiracy involving fanatics" (page 44).  Or, he begins with assumptions, not with evidence, and although he says "I examined the evidence," as we see, he remained ignorant of it – of even the important names in it.

This fantasy then follows:

To keep definitions clear I made the following notations:

· A sophisticated group would include and be controlled by key individuals [his emphasis] drawn from, for example, such organizations as the CIA, the Mafia, the military, the FBI, high government officials, powerful businessman, and extremely wealthy individuals, all of whom were threatened or felt threatened by the Kennedys. . . .

· A fanatical group would include and be controlled by, for example, individual white supremacists, Minutemen, anti-Castro Cubans, rabid anti-Communists, and the like (page 44).

He visualizes an army of conspirators each and every one of whom would be forever silent, and not one of the multitude ever leaving a record of his pride in what he, in Twymanese, would have regarded as his noble effort.

Still instead of making any effort to learn the officially established facts, which is essential in any rational effort to learn what happened, Twyman says that "One of my major goals now became to determine the nature and specific make-up of the conspiratorial group."

That with ignorance of the facts which were established officially!

His next chapter is titled "Narrowing the List of Suspects" (pages 45-9).

This also is not possible without a firm grasp of the facts that were established by the official investigation, and of that Twyman began, and remained, ignorant.

It is all childish gibberish and not worth wasting time on.

It really is not even rational.  It would be laughed at in a novel.  It imagines what cannot be imagined and it  treats what is imagined as real.

To praise it, it is crazy as hell!

And it steadily gets crazier still.

As in his next chapter, "The Mastermind" (pages 50-64) with which he ends this part.
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