The 3i; Giancans/JVK issassination Heist 1M 3/10/42

Yup, they wuz robbed! San's ungrateful broiher and his son, San's nephew, who have
over their numes (%Ma.i_nﬂsn-) the phoniest of all JFK assassination bouoims with the
posaihle excejtion of liorrow's.

Walldng through a superuarket this morning I saw the front-page major hendline in
The liational ..sniner that says :arim lionros was killed as part of the JTK assassination
assassination by San Giancana, by a supponitory forced into her rectur-w-thout any truces
of bruises while she was held so that could be done.

I sidmmed, did not read the story. It is attributed to the derring-do of 4the shect's
named resorters, as I recall three. It is actually eribbed fron ~ither the booi or <he
four excerpts zrinted by the #ondon laily Express, which I have.

dccording to the Bxpress version, San Giancana also controlled the CIA.

Frou the Expreds version the bouvk secms to be a coubination of wholesale thievery
from a number of bad, wifactual books, earlier and baseless s-ories and pure fabrication.
If making things up can be pure,

St. llartin's above is wrong. I do not know who the publisher is. St. befdin's did
Howard Donahue'y i:possible account of the ace ide‘n‘cal} xilling of JP by an accidental
ahot that Secfet SerWice Agent liickey in fact did né% Sudse, Fron u*her%wlm real the book
it is vrong on just about everything, imeciuding Donshue's one expertige, 1 on.an:ws. (What
he suys about e in it is false.}'ve been sent cop::.er;})f those pages.)

lidt being a lawyer, I can sec possilly interesting legal couplications because when
something is made up it is kn sone, really nany ways unique. So, thee "infornation" in
the Giancana's Double Urogs is in some ways wiique. Including hov lionroe was allegedly
offed.

If also has an original and entirely false account of the CIMmafiex Plot to ldll
Castro. But that is unique, ton./;J ,{; MWL;;WQJ?,_ Mﬁ'“uw,;w ;;p.,/‘w(ﬁ //L/}{

The spate of palpably false assassination books, all bad in varying de;;rees a—s in some
ways vorde tlm.n# this Uiancana exploitation, the supermarket-tabloid spacie:_!of therni, (There
aye others.) Those by the Liftons and the Lanes give thdﬂsembla.nce of realifty when they
are false and uireal. Lifton's and Livingstone's give the appesrance of scholarship. Living-
stone senetines crediting prior publication generously and iifton pretending it all
sitarte:ltu ith him and that he owns the subject, an uttidude he too.: from “arls Lane.

u’wr tha Bﬁﬂi several decades, I believe, the attention +o such works has been a

E;or factor in the perpetuation of the official myrthology of +the lone-nut assassin.
Along with O1iver Stone, they now have everyone even more confused and have, I believe,

further widermined the credibility of legitirate writing (of which F lmou of none recently)

and criticism of the ordsined "solution."




