Mr. Philip Geyelin 7627 01d Receiver Riad
The Washington Post Frederick, Md. 21701
1150 15 St., MW . 11/29/88

washington, D.C. 20071

Dear Mr, Geyelin,

"Kemnedy and the Revision of History" is fine. I'm glad to see it and thank
you for-it. - .

lou say, "what Kennedy would have done about Vietnam is \{nknowable." I think
you are wrong and don't know or forgot what he did do. It should be in the Post's
morgue. He had the Pentagon make a re-evaluation of our involvement and just before
he was killed the Post carried about a stick of type reportimg the release, which
said we could begin withdrawing our advisers. 4 few days after he was killed there
was sbout another stick of type in which the Pentagon is reported as saying that M“k
repevaluation disclosed that the earlier statement was optimistic. The rest is knowp) 5 '
adas. In abput 1967 I interviewed Genreal James Gavin at the ABA annual convention
&t the Shoreha.m for a book-and-author radio show. He confirmed that Kennedy had
@alled his generals in and told them that political problems are not susceptible of
pilitary solutions and that we were withdrawing. One plane load did get back before
he was assassinated. I believe that from this we do know, or can, but don't remember
or didn't know because the two statements gélso little play. :

You also ask, "Why this insistence on trying to give ev&f‘d’é‘eﬁ?&’meaning -
well beydmd what the available evidence will sustain -to this one, violent, hateful

act?" One reason is because the assassination or any president, regardless of what
the assassin or s4ins intended, has the effect of a coup d'etat.

I suggest also that you do not have the remotest notion of what the "available"
evidence is. One reason is because papers like the Post have refused to report it
when it became "available" through efforts other that the papers made.R By use of
¥0Ia, as I'm sure Yeorge lardner will confirm to you, I've abtained, which frequently
meant foreed the dislosure bf, perhaps a third of a million pages of previously with-
held records. any serious examination of them leaves it beyond question that the crime
was never officially investigated and was never intended to be investigated. The sole
effort was to mpke Oswald's lone guilt appear to be credible. I don:,t want to burden
you but I can xerox perhaps a dozen pages of FBL records that will illustrate this
plus one I got from the Ycpartument.

I believe that these records also leave it beydnd reasonable question that the
. crime was beyond the capability of any one man and thus was the end product of a con-
spiracy and that had he not been killed- Oswald could;got have been cormificted. If,
indeed, tried. :

These may appear to be extreme comments to one whose knowledge comes from what
the papers carried but I do assure you they are not exaggerations. I suggest that
this is a reason for trying to go “deeper," as I have for 25 years in what I think
serves the nation's interest. Ibm sorry thqt the papers won't mention any of this or
the felonious misconduct of the govermnment to prevent it. Tnis is undenied in court.

If you think further about Kennedy's presidency and the revisionists, I suggest
you'll find it was a quite different presidency after the Uuba misgle crisis. I had
intended this to be my third book and had it researched. When + could not get to it
L let a then college student have much of it,v.including these two brief stories, for
a thesis he was writing. I'm sure he'll remeuber it. He is now general counsel for
Lucas films. His name is Howard Roffman. after law scBool he was clerk to a federal
appeals court judge in *orida.

Sincerely,
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In last week’s flickering mnwrgn_a -we heard all
over again that John F, Kennedy was witty, wicked,
wise and ill-advised. Nothing beautiful or bad was
left unsaid. And, w.nn moam_.oi SEBN seemed to
be settled.

It was as if after a quarter o~. a oﬂ.»s the brutal,
abrupt ending of the Kennedy presidency is still not
accepted, Its historical m.n___no»non. accordingly, is

- still not understood, Why this insistence on trying

to give ever deeper sociological, political and histor-
ical meaning—well beyond what available eviden
will sustain——to this one violent, Rateful act? Why,
indeed, do we celebrate the g of two m_m:_
heroes, Abraham Lincoln and Martin Luther King,

Much of it, I think, has &;.? with what has
befallen us since 1963 and with our freedom to
wallow in contemplation of the alternatives history
so conveniently cannot disclosé. What if, we ask

- ourselves, Kennedy had served out two terms?

Would we now be i:..nsn eE. ru:% over an
“America in decline?” .

With no way of knowing, . gu no _.u:.a in
wistful conjecture—up to a point. But when it
hardens into revisionist history, it badly serves not
only the memory of John F. Kehnedy, but our
understanding of -ourselves and .of the assorted
misadventures of the past tumultuous 25 years.

Surely something of consequenceé was lost in
Dallas—a political golden age, for;many, if not

- exactly a Camelot. But it was not nl great histori-
. cal “turning point” in the sense EK many would

have us _xw_ﬁﬁ. ﬂo..:o%.u moun__. »&En_o “random
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nation’s weapon reactors at the Savannah River .

Plant for safety-related reasons is 8&3? focus-

ing attention on the E_vo;m_.no of tritium in nucle- .

ar weapons. Tritium is short-lived, decaying by 5.5

percent a year, so the essential question for nation-

al security is how long a tritium __—.on:n:o: halt we
can tolerate without o.a»:nm::w
rent. . )

of the slay-

event,” did not ..v_dﬁ z.mn “a world we once
thought manageable cannot be brought to oae....
as columnist Richard Cohen seemed to be arguing
the other day—surely not when you think of what
we were later put through: the assassinations of
Robert Kennedy and Martin Luther King and Lyn-
don Johnson's despairing of his own Vietnam strate-
£y, all in 1968; Nixon driven from office in disgrace
in 1974; the final Vietnam mwno_a:«. in 1975;
America held hostage in 1979.

Still less can it be said that Kennedy, as Cohen
puts it, ..vmnwo_...m& a self-deluded and self-intoxi-
cated America,” Or that one rhetorical flourish
(“pay any u:SJ in his inaugural address “could
only resonate in a country a.u» felt it was master df
its fate.”

To believe all that, you have to presume that
Kennedy believed it. That means not hearing the
rest of the inaugural address with its grim sum-
mons to “a long twilight struggle” in defense of
freedom “in its hour of maximum danger.” You have
to forget how little mastery Kennedy had of the Bay
of Pigs fiasco in the early months of his presidency
and also his later powerlessness to do more than
hurl eloquent words at the Berlin Wall. You have to
forget, as well, the sober restraint in what was to
become by mid-1963 the dominant theme of his
foreign policy: a world to be made safe not for

- . freedom or democracy but for “diversity.” Not to

nit-pick, but Kennedy did not see the Peace Corps
as “bright and idealistic Dale Carnegies,” setting
out to “win friends and influence people in the Third
World,™ as Cohen seems to see it. Kennedy saw it
as a modest effort to teach simple things to simple
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completion of a START agreement.

We and the Soviets both rely heavily on tritium,
and a halt in production could be expected to affect

--the nuclear weapons of both sides comparably.

Each side has more of the other weapon-reactor
product, long-lived plutonium, than it needs. Like a

. ticking clock, the decay of tritium—the *Tritium -
.0 - Factor"--would set a pace for arms-control negoti-

points is ambiguous and a:ui_mn and has been
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people largely unreached by massive §<ana3u_
U.S. economic and military aid.

Again not to quibble, Kennedy did not think the
Green Berets by themselves could “set things right
in Vietnam.” On the contrary he said in September
1963 that “in the final analysis it is their war, . .
We can send our men out there to advise them,
they have to win it, the people of Vietnam.” More:
than once, he rejected recommendations froni
trusted advisers to commit organized U.S. noarwn.
forces to the war.

What Kennedy would have done about Vietnam &s*
unknowable. What we know is that in the year afté¥:
his death, Congress rushed through, with only tw&
dissenting Senate votes, a Tonkin Gulf Resoluticsi:
that Lyndon Johnson later used as a blank check tex
expand our Vietnam involvement beyond Kenne-
dy’s wildest imaginings. Years later it was _E.&m,
noticed at first when Ronald Reagan led us intg:
another guagmire in Lebanon. If you doubt ouir
continuing capacity for self- Ssaﬂao__. 8:2%»
the chest-thumping, flag-waving popular —dmvgum
to the Libyan raid and the assault on Grenada,-aiid"
‘the absence of any public clamor for serious noenmm.
in last fall’s campaign on the _E..._mmﬁ_.«. crisis, .12

If American was “self-deluded” in the wm_so@
years, in short, it was not of Kennedy's doing—and&'
it did not end in Dallas. Far from exemplifying a
nation that thought itself “master of its fate:

- Kennedy had come painfully to realize by Novem:-
_ber 1963 what Cohen suggests we have only 5@.\5

come 3 no»_.uonu:sn ‘our reach has exceeded ol
grasp.”

‘..-.E:B_ verifiable —_nz in tritium 3&:38 ﬁmﬁ

preferable to the Energy Department’s plan. In,
event, the Savannah River reactors z.o__awn«
restarted for tritium production or readied féf
standby status only after a thorough safety review."
The Tritium Factor could cut the number &
warheads in the superpower nuclear arsenals b¥:

‘about one-half within 12 years‘after a tritium #isl

begins.,Both sides could salvage tritium from the




