
Mr. Philip Geyelin 	 7627 Old Receiver Read 
The Washington Post 	 ?rederick, Md. 21701 
1150 15 St., UW 	 11/29/88 
Washington, D.C. 20071 

Dear hr. Geyelin, 

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

'au say, "Whet kennedy would have done about Vietnam is Vnknowable." I think 
you are wrong and don't know or forgot shat he did do. It should be in the Post's 
morgue. lie had the Pentagon make a re-evaluation of our involvement and just before 
he was killed the Post carried about a stick of type reporting the release, which 
said we could begin withdrawing our advisors. a few days aftee he was killed there 
was about another stick of type in which the Pentagon is reported as saying that ieeeir4s- 
reeevaluation disclosed that the earlier statement was optimistic. The rest is knowl )  
alas. III about 1967 I interviewed Genreal James Gavin at the ABA annual convention 
Att the .horeham for a book-and-author radio show. He confirmed that Kennedy had 
called his generals in and told them that political problems are not susceptible of 
military 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 gioTso little play. 

You also ask, "Why this insistence on trying to give even 	deepelmeening - 
well beytnd what the available evidence will sustain -to this one, violent, hatrful 
act?" One reason is becauee the assassination of any president, regardless of what 
the assassin or assine 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 than the papers made.A By  uee of 
ielA, as I'm sure "eorge Lardner will confirm to you, I've obtained, which frequently 
meant forced the dislosure of, perhaps a third of a million pages of previously with-

held records. Any serioue 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 Osweld's lone guilt appear to be credible. I don,t want to 4ourden 
you but I can xerox perhaps a dozen pages of Pei records that will illustrate this 
plus one I got from the l'epartment. 

I believe that these records also leave it beyind reasonable question that the 
crime was beyond the capability of any one man and thus was the end product of a con-
.piracy and that had he not been killed Oswald could not have been con4icted. 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. ILm sorry thqt the papers won't mention any of this or 
the felonious misconduct of the government to prevent it. This 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 Cuba mis4e crisis. I had 
intended this to be my third book and had it researched. When e could not get to it 
e let a teen college student have much of it,.including these to brief stories, for 

a thesis he was writing. I'm sure he'll remember it. He is now general counsel for 

Lucas films. His name is Howard Roffman. lifter law scjool he was clerk to a federal 

appeals court judge in .'lorida. 
Sincerely, 

i-laxeq.d Weisberg 

ifele daaki 
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K
ennedy and the R

evision of H
istory 

In last w
eek's flickering flashbacks, w

e heard all 
over again that John F. K

ennedy w
as w

itty, w
icked, 

w
ise and ill-advised. N

othing beautiful or bad w
as 

left unsaid. A
nd, yet, som

ehow
 nothing seem

ed to 
be settled. 

It w
as as if after a quarter of a century the brutal, 

abrupt ending of the K
ennedy presidency is still not 

accepted. Its historical significance, accordingly, is 
still not understood. W

hy this insistence on trying 
to give ever deeper sociological, political and histor-
ical m

eaning—
w

ell beyond w
hat available evident 

w
ill sustain—

to this one violent, hateful act? W
hy 

in
d

eed
, d

o
 w

e celeb
rate th

e b
irth

 o
f tw

o
 slain

 
heroes, A

braham
 Lincoln and M

artin Luther K
ing, 

w
hile com

m
em

orating the anniversary of the slay-
ing of K

ennedy? 
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 d
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b
efallen

 u
s sin

ce 1963 an
d

 w
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 o
u
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o

m
 to

 
w

allow
 in contem

plation of the alternatives history 
so conveniently cannot disclose. W

hat if. w
e ask 

o
u

rselves, K
en

n
ed

y h
ad

 served
 o

u
t tw

o
 term

s?
 

W
o

u
ld

 w
e n
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 b
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 o
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an
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"A
m

erica in decline?" 
W

ith
 n

o
 w

ay o
f kn

o
w

in
g

, th
ere's n

o
 h

arm
 in

 
w

istfu
l co

n
jectu

re—
u

p
 to

 a p
o

in
t. B

u
t w

h
en

 it 
hardens into revisionist history, it badly serves not 
o

n
ly th

e m
em

o
ry o

f Jo
h

n
 F

. K
en

n
ed

y, b
u

t o
u

r 
u

n
d

erstan
d

in
g

 o
f o

u
rselves an

d
 o

f th
e asso

rted
 

m
isadventures of the past tum

ultuous 25 years. 
S

u
rely so

m
eth

in
g

 o
f co

n
seq

u
en

ce w
as lo

st in
 

D
allas—

a p
o

litical g
o

ld
en

 ag
e, fo

r m
an

y, if n
o

t 
exactly a C

am
elot. B

ut it w
as not the great histori-

cal "tu
rn

in
g

 p
o

in
t' in

 th
e sen

se th
at m

an
y w

o
u

ld
 

have us believe. K
ennedy's death, a single "random

  

even
t," d

id
 n

o
t "p

ro
ve' th

at "a w
o

rld
 w

e o
n

ce 
thought m

anageable cannot be brought to order," 
as colum

nist R
ichard C

ohen seem
ed to be arguing 

the other day—
surely not w

hen you think of w
hat 

w
e w

ere later p
u

t th
ro

u
g

h
: th

e assassin
atio

n
s o

f 
R

obert K
ennedy and M

artin Luther K
ing and Lyn-

don Johnson's despairing of his ow
n Vietnam

 strate-
gy, all in 1968; N

ixon driven from
 office in disgrace 

in
 1

9
7
4
; th

e
 fin

a
l V

ie
tn

a
m

 ig
n

o
m

in
y
 in

 1
9
7
5
; 

A
m

erica held hostage in 1979. 
S

till less can it be said that K
ennedy, as C

ohen 
puts it, "personified a self-deluded and self-intoxi-
cated

 A
m

erica." O
r th

at o
n

e rh
eto

rical flo
u

rish
 

("pay any price") in his inaugural address "could 
only resonate in a country that felt it w

as m
aster of 

its fate." 
T

o
 b

elieve all th
at, yo

u
 h

ave to
 p

resu
m

e th
at 

K
ennedy believed it. That m

eans not bearing the 
rest o

f th
e in

au
g

u
ral ad

d
ress w

ith
 its g

rim
 su

m
-

m
o

n
s to

 "a lo
n

g
 tw

ilig
h

t stru
g

g
le" in

 d
efen

se o
f 

freedom
 "in its hour of m

axim
um

 danger." Y
ou have 

to forget how
 little m

astery K
ennedy had of the B

ay 
of P

igs fiasco in the early m
onths of his presidency 

and also his later pow
erlessness to do m

ore than 
hurl eloquent w

ords at the B
erlin W

all. Y
ou have to 

forget, as w
ell, the sober restraint in w

hat w
as to 

b
eco

m
e b

y m
id

-1963 th
e d

o
m

in
an

t th
em

e o
f h

is 
fo

reig
n

 p
o

licy: a w
o

rld
 to

 b
e m

ad
e safe n

o
t fo

r 
freed

o
m

 o
r d

em
o

cracy b
u

t fo
r "d

iversity.' N
o

t to
 

nit-pick, but K
ennedy did not see the P

eace C
orps 

as "bright and idealistic D
ale C

arnegies," setting 
out to "w

in friends and influence people in the T
h

ird
 

W
orld," as C

ohen seem
s to see it. K

ennedy saw
 it 

as a m
odest effort to teach sim

ple things to sim
ple  

people largely unreached by m
assive conventional 

U
.S

. econom
ic and m

ilitary aid. 
A

gain not to quibble, K
ennedy did not think the 

G
reen B

erets by them
selves could "set things right 

in V
ietnam

." O
n the contrary he said in S

eptem
ber 

1963 that "in the final analysis it is their w
ar. .. 

W
e can send our m

en out there to advise them
, b4( 

they have to w
in it, the people of V

ietnam
.' M

ore 
th

an
 o

n
ce, h

e rejected
 reco

m
m

en
d

atio
n

s fro
m

' 
trusted advisers to com

m
it organized U

.S
. com

bat 
forces to the w

ar. 
W

hat K
ennedy w

ould have done about V
ietnam

 if 
unknow

able. W
hat w

e know
 is that in the year after 

his death, C
ongress rushed through, w

ith only tw
 

dissenting S
enate votes, a Tonkin G

ulf R
esolutaair 

that Lyndon Johnson later used as a blank check tsi 
expand our V

ietnam
 involvem

ent beyond K
enne-

dy's w
ildest im

aginings. Y
ears later it w

as hardly 
noticed at first w

hen R
onald R

eagan led us into 
an

o
th

er q
u

ag
m

ire in
 L

eb
an

o
n

. If yo
u

 d
o

u
b

t o
u

r 
continuing capacity for self-intoxication, consider 
the chest-thum

ping, flag-w
aving popular response 

to the Libyan raid and the assault on G
renada, ark 

the absence of any public clam
or for serious debate 

in last fall's cam
paign on the budgetary crisis. 	

• 
If A

m
erican w

as "self-deluded" in the K
ennedy' 

years, in short, it w
as not of K

ennedy's doing—
and 

it did not end in D
allas. Far from

 exem
plifying a 

n
atio

n
 th

at th
o

u
g

h
t itself "m

aster o
f its fate„!: 

K
ennedy had com

e painfully to realize by N
overs:  

bee 1963 w
hat C

ohen suggests w
e have only lately., 

com
e to realize—

that "our reach has exceeded out, 
grasp." 


