Rte 8, Fruderick, Md. 21701
9/28/74

Dear Nicholas von Hoffnan,

Ve are indeud in The Year of Cur Ford and Diok Nixon did mot miarule in vainm
Jou = in the ¢ra of Vaterguting « cows up with doublezoodapeakducitalk: your
eolumn of 9/27/74.

Jpecifics:

™he trouble with such propositions [sie] is that while they do punch difficuit
to explain holes in officials explanstioms, thoey are seldom able to give us much of a
cluo a3 %o who the 'raal' killsr say bu," Followsd without imfarrupsiion by

"It ig for thias reason that mobody has besn able to discredit the Warren
Cosudanion r:port.” Still notiving oedtteds

"If Looe HMurvey Oswald didn't surder tennedy, them who d4id?"
All one graf.

The "hypothesis” is not Razmikov's. You have besn alscep in the years of raldmg
isa the loot and shining an the tubee Noo did the s0lid evidemce -~ und you so desciibe
it while calling it no mors than a "proposition” - awvait the asuit you refer to, That
suit wan much later. (The people who develop this kind »f svidsncs sre lgeored by the
responsible elements of the media anc the columnists ghile the wndsrgrousders go foxr
the axploitor huts who eubrolder, ardfit and ultimate cwutroy «11 oredibility, tuanks
to those who give them attemtion and ignore solid work.)I huven't seen Razaivok's
"hypothasiz® nofr have T dmweutigated that assxsaination per se bub I do huws the LaPD
telayyme o the degtruetion of some evidence, a ssoret transcripix of & procecding ia
which only the defendunt was =ot rvprusentsd aud & eriufaalisths proof that thers uas
gore metal tham th: one gun could have held,

fow is it geadly "tiw trouble” that this doesn't say "who killed Lobby Kennedy?"

Cot nothing %o do with the pre<tiatorgute intsgdty of public authority? The
atate of Jjmstice? llow politiciana can take wnd hold strong views opprosed to zovern-
ment policy and not survive Lhex? sad what the hell the welle-paid reporters or the
srofit-maicing preas are doing - and pgk doing?

"lobody has Deca able to discredit the Warren idepomt?” You dream, man. lost
people nevor believed it. But is has bwem destroved over mmd over again, save for ths
ostoiches 1dke you who pracise good Orwell. Ur is it only since you have beeoms so
big a success. Hy first book, which was the {irst on the »ubject, dic that. It has never
bean refuted. Leaming the book, and if you thimk it ean be or the Heport hasn't been
diseredited why dou't you have sose fum and get push respected typos s Albert Jeanorw,
Charles Shaffer amd loward Wiilems - I wean im w guangup - to debate their work, sine
or ay corbination of their chosing Jn say forum of youra. vt seg il they will. I
%‘rﬂ %2 -,au}dh,tlgx ygn;fm;.wu can work out minok detalils. ﬁ?}“m Y.ocals 'Xw && t.m

1'11 have another in my series on this subject out soon but a freebse td you
will be waated.

What would you think of a proasecutor's case that corsisted of "I lilskwme
v Lol fuan dddn't rob the buank who did?” dopecialiy if tids bisk were "uomvicted"
on o comblintion of suppressed evidence which proved he could not have amd ex parte
=igropreseation of tha other svidence that consisbad of the swme plus the poitensst
arejudicial crap?

¥



I don't think that you want to think, Except about being cute, which pays and
soothas thy eyo.

But if you waut to be cute while not having to do any real thinking, I refer you
to the Poat's files on my four Freedon of Informstion law Xx suits to bring some of
this suppressed ovidence oute

In thu tirgt when I held & press confierence and produced xeroxes of evidence
proving the kdnd of Nazd lisrs Kledndfienst and Nixon's them ittorney Guneral wopo -
Over their aiguaturos - the Pogt's reporter filed a ocolusm amd the Post was over-up,
Lo word. Nor a word whon I got a sumeary judgement agsimst D, (This related to the
azaassination you dida t meatdon, King's, in which the decision of the 6th elrcult,
uzh:1d By the Suprems Court, cacs would have iade a golumk Tour the beforewgreathess
vou Hofimuan., )

ot ro sultch becauze you are mow too importent to waste time learning snd the
Poat found this part of that decision, as it found the wntive derision, not nowns

"eesThe eatire record reeks with othical moral and professional irregularities,
dexanding the fullent judiedal inquiny..sno alteomative to the conclusion that Tay'e
attorneys were more intercsted in capltalizimg on & notorious CRA%s.e"

Then there is the federal Juigs who audd I should be forever forfended from
investignting the JFK assasasination, Thig decision A An the Poat's files but the
words of thii great o Danaln were nov edf, low oan the judiedal forfeading of a
vihtor — iu perpetuity - be nows, or colusa materiwl?

Would you find it cute enough if sn Asaiatant Undted Stages Attorney, whes
Bleading the richt to suppress, oold it weo Por dmwecuiforcearnt UrPoae, wid vimm
asked what lav was boing enforced, thers beime none, reswondad {parsphrase), "Surely
whor a Preisdent is ldlled there hae te be wome low, buran or notwrel” end on this
was uphold by the aainted Maxbwus John hincelf? Thos and the forever-forfend jazz
wore upheld by the Burger cowrt smd the antire oy Was with 1t x= adedy strutively
sad judicially rewrittun irto a license to suppress. Uithout a word the von
Hoffmsn's or the Post's (and a Post rporter wns present at wvery proceeding)and
ag g fdrat reul act as President Ower Jorry pulied some dirty-work ii confervace
amd mdiE0iad the Conpvinatonnl offonrt to resurn thy lavw to its orbglnal intunt,
Yas, the Pogt knew. dAnd yoo, it was ot novge

¥

Got wish 1%, nane You didn ¢ begiu welting und thixkdng this kiad of bes und
you do ove your readerp - especially the yowi one - gonething Lotter,

When you can write the kind of gref I've quoted you mhould stand back and take
& loug, long loolk,

sineosely,

iwmrold weisberg
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~ Assassination
| alion,

A Commhentary
By Nicholas von Hoffman

Did Henry Kissinger’s orders involving Chile lead
directly, or indirectly, to Allende’s assassination? Many
people around the globe may find the question probes a
distinction not worth making. President Ford waves the
matter off by saying that whatever kind of dipsycoodle
we ran in Santiage, the natives loved it. His Vice
President—designate tells us that we can find descrip-
tions of similar activities in “The Art of ‘War,” written
2,500 years ago by Gen. Sun T'zu. :

Not much of an argument. Nevertheless, history

. does tell us one thing about political assassination,
and that is that it invites retaliation in kind. Philip I
of Spain learned that when he tried to have Queen
Elizabeth wasted. The next thing he knew she had
her gunsels waiting in the darkened doorways of
Madrid trying to get off a shot at him.

I it should ever be discovered that Lee Harvey
_Oswald was a Cuban agent, it takes no effort of ima-
gination to think that a Fidel Castro might have dis-
patched the killer to Dallas to avenge the CIA’s at-

- tempts on the Cuban boss's own life. When three major
political figures are murdered and another is nearly
so in the space of a decade it becomes harder and
harder to accept the idea they were all gunned down

See COMMENTARY, B6, Col. 1
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by lonely nuts acting out the murderous and private
fantasies of sickened minds.

Yet if anyone seems to have been the victim of just
such an asault it was Robert Kennedy. A room full of
horrified people saw Sirhan Bishara Sirhan murcler the
New York Sentor. But did they? Richard Ra:mnikov,
writing in the Pacific Sun, a San Francisco area veekly,
has come up with evidence that does cast some “doubt
on the official theory of the case. He tells us that after
Sirhar's trial, “a group of citizens sued the Los Angeles
police for the right to examine the ballistics evidence.
Herbert MacDonnell director of New York's Laboratory
of Forensic Science, and William Harper, former head
of the Pasadena police crime lab and one-time chief
of ballistics for the Office of Naval Intelligence, were
finally able to conduct the kinds of tests the police
would have conducted had they been seeking the truth.
Spectographic analysis proved that the bullet removed
from Kennedy’s neck and a bullet taken from the
abdomen of a shooting victim who recovered, television
producer William Weisel, did not exhibit ‘common
class characteristics,” and therefore were not fired from
the same gun.”

Raznikov's hypothesis is that there was another gun-
man in the room and it was he who killed. Bobby
Kennedy. The trouble with such propositions is that,
while they do punch difficult to explain holes in offi-
cial explanations, they are seldom able to give us much
of a clue as to who the “real” killer may be. It is for
that reason that nobody has been able to discredit the
Warren Commission report. If Lee Harvey Oswald
didn’t murder President Kennedy, then who did?

But there has been at least one political murder in
which it does appear the wrong man was accused and
the wrong man was accused and the public was badly

misled as to what actually took place. un rep. 15,
1933, a certain Giuseppe Zangara attempted to assas-
sinate president. elect Franklin Roosevelt. Zangara's
bullets missed FDR, but hit Anton Cermak, the mayor
of Chicago, who was also on the speaker’s stand. He
lingered until March 6th; on the 9th Zangara pleaded
guilty; on the 10th, he was sentenced to death and 10
days later the sentence was carried out. : o

“Saul Alinsky, the late radical organizer, who knew
many of the men involved in this intrigue, said that an
FBI hallistics test showed that Zangara could not have
killed the mayor of Chicago. Again, the second, unseen
gun theory, but with this murder there'was no trouble
figuring out who owned the weapon. According to
Alinsky Cermak had been stalked by the Mob for weeks
and, he said, the Chicago police had pulled two gentle-
men named Jack (Machine Gum) McGurn and Murray
(The Camel) Humphrey off the same train that took
Cermak to Florida. ' '

The motive was- also known, After being sworn into
office Cermak had called in Frank (The Enforcer) Nitli,

" Al Capone’s. successor, and told him, “Look, I was

elected as a reform mayor, and as you know reform is
very expensive, so I'm doubling the price of every-
thing.” Alinsky said that Nitti told Cermak there was
no way the mob could pay that kind of protection

_money and make a profit on its bootleg whiskey. War

was declared with Cermak using a group of suburban
gangsters and the Chicago Police Department to run
the mob out and take over the business. There was at
least one attempt on Nitti’s life and then there was no
more Cermak.

The result of Cermak’s death was that order if not
law was restored in Chicago, thus proving that assass-
ination can work as well here as in Chile.

Since we're now being told all politicians do it and
have been doing it for 2,500 years, why sgould we
make moral objections? Assassination and counter-
assassination may be as close as. we'll ever come to

having the old men who start ‘the wars fight them.
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