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Chapter 1

Random House and Its Bob Loomis Did Not Stop with Posner's Poison
As our nation grew there were those who were more enterprising, more industrious, more gifted and luckier, some with less honesty, who grew wealthy.  Having more money than they could ever need some of them lusted for more.  Some perceived that in trading, finance or industry they could get even wealthier and more powerful by means of creating and owning monopolies.  Soon the country recognized that monopolies were in all ways hurtful, hurtful to those other than the monopolists, to the country and its economy, to its healthy growth.  In time the Congress enacted the Clayton Anti-Trust Act to restrain and to regulate monopolies.  The country also learned that other regulations were required, like the sale of stocks and bonds and of banking and of public utilities and other urgent needs of the modern world.  These were real needs and they did require control and regulation from those President Franklin Delano Roosevelt castigated as "malefactors of great wealth."
Under Roosevelt Ronald Reagan got his start in life and his post-college education in the real world.  In his first real job after college he began his successful career that culminated with his presidency by practicing fraud.  Overt, deliberate fraud.  In those early days of radio he sat in the studio and as a play-by-play account of baseball games come in by telegraph, then clicking out in Morse code, with dots and dashes instead of letters and with another telegraph operator at the station writing it out in longhand as he translated code back into real words Reagan read those terse words and improvised and enlarged upon them, making all else up.  He pretended he was broadcasting a live account of the game he pretended he was watching as it was played.
Once or twice there were interruptions in the telegraphed accounts but he managed to fill that time in and he was a success as a non-viewing play-by-play announcer of the baseball game his audience believed he was describing as it was played in front of him.
From there he graduated to Hollywood where he was a success in Grade B movies.  As a Roosevelt liberal he was elected President of the screen actors' guild.  Like a union, it was to look out for the interests of its members.
Then the Red scare came to Hollywood, with its blacklisting and the ruin of the lives of actors and their families.  With it came the FBI.  It found hunting and exposing those liberals who were to it Reds easier and much more appreciated than rooting out the Mafia, the top of organized crime that the FBI's founding director, J. Edgar Hoover, pretended did not exist.  Reagan became an FBI informer on his fellow actors and guild members.  Then he returned to the electronic media as the voice of major corporations on their broadcasts.  He also became a conservative and, learning that political reputation held additional rewards, he became even more conservative.  The more to the right he moved the more attractive he became to those who prefer those of the far political right in politics.  He became California's governor and with that as his springboard in time he became President.  Between these two careers he became a political commentator by radio with his views syndicated nationally and with each broadcast of them repeated over and over again by the stations that aired him.  Those broadcasts, many of which I heard, were remarkable for their ignorance and their prejudice but Reagan said what an important segment of our society wanted believed and he persuaded many Americans that up was down and in was out with his pleasant voice and manner so many recalled from his Grade B movies and from his as the voice of General Electric.
With the wisdom he acquired beginning with his fraudulent "live" baseball game broadcasts he made up from the brief reports sent by telegraph and leading essentially that kind of life before the silver screen as President he began making revolutionary changes in our national life.  His wisdom was greater than that of the ages and so under him there was virtually no opposition to monopoly and the regulation we had learned was essential became a curse to him.  As it was to those who had helped him to his fame and fortune, those to whose political beliefs he had switched.
That the deregulation caused disasters did not diminish his popularity and even its cost to the taxpayers and the treasury was hidden so that it would not increase the national debt he had multiplied by three times over the debt accumulated by all the previous presidents in our history.  The fantastic inevitable crookedness made possible by deregulation of lending institutions is not included in the national debt, as that debt is calculated officially.
He had been elected on the promise that he would reduce the national debt that under his budgets escalated so incredibly.  His budgets created three times as much national indebtedness as all those presidents before him even with so much of that debt not being included officially in the national debt that was acknowledged.  Despite this those who preached what he preached grew and prospered and pretty much took control of the government ‑ by making the same impossible promises. 
One of his deregulation was to eliminate the Fairness Doctrine of the Federal Communications Commission.  It licenses all radio and TV stations, with those license usually virtually a license to print money.  With most of those licensees holding the same political beliefs as others of wealth, including those who advertise on radio and TV, the views conveyed to the people by means of their regulated federal licenses to their parts of the spectrum used for transmitted their signals got to be pronouncedly one-sided.  Thus any station can air only Rush Limbaugh’s view.  It can air them over and over again and present no other view.  The Fairness Doctrine required the airing of balanced views.  Reagan's elimination of the concept of fairness in what federal licenses were used for pretty much eliminated the airing of what those of wealth, including owners and their advertisers, did not want aired and believed.  This was immediately reflected in the elections.  We became even more rapidly the least correctly informed people of any major country.
Beginning with Reagan and continuing under his hand-picked successor, George Bush, monopolies grew as official interpretations of them and of the law were rewritten and given the Reagan meaning — all such laws are bad. When he and I were young the country had many independent book publishers and a much larger number of daily newspapers.  While all sought to make a profit, profit being indispensable to survival, most of them presented a diversity of views.  While there were other factors contributing to the great reduction in the number of daily newspapers, it now is not uncommon for large cities to have but a single newspaper and all cities have many, many fewer.
When Reagan and I were young most city people went to work in street cars.  People read the papers or books going to and from work.  The summer before I entered college I had a job in Philadelphia.  That gave me from two and a half to three hours a day to read while riding those cars.  While this was an exaggerated amount of time spent in travel, it was not all that uncommon for people to spend an hour or more daily on the trolleys.  But with the advent of the automobile local public transportation was greatly reduced.  This extended to commuter rail lines.
The advent of TV further reduced interest in evening newspapers.  Often trolley riders read the morning paper going to work and the evening paper returning home.  Or, they read the evening paper after they were home.  But TV pretty much ended evening newspapers.
Were it not for the large number of independent book publishers in the country then it is likely that some of our better writers would not have been published when Reagan and I were young.  Some of those publishers disappeared naturally when those who founded them grew too old to continue and sold them.  Or they tired of publishing and either sold out to others or just folded up.  But until the Reagan restoration of monopolies there was much livelier competition in book publishing and there were more publishers willing to publish what was regarded as controversial.
Today  there are super-conglomerates in publishing, as in all forms of communication, and they do are the de facto monopolies that do restrain trade, what the anti-monopoly law was intended not be the fact of our national life.
One of the larger of these publishing combines that emerged under this Reaganite aegis is Random House.  It is today much more than the successful publisher who was willing to publish a little of what was not popular with the government from the offices it shared, in 1965, with the Catholic cardinal in his cathedral on Fifth Avenue, in New York, when I was making the rounds of publishers seeking publication for the first book on the Warren Commission.  It was one of the more than a hundred publishers internationally, most by far in this country, that feared publishing anything critical of the government on that subject.  Quite a few were honest enough to tell me that was their reason.  Random House was not one of the minority of honest publishers.  The reason it gave me is "We never publish first-book authors."  That is a policy that would soon end the book-publishing business because every writer of books has a first book and soon all those who had published books would not be alive to write more books for publishers to make their livings from.
After Random House acquired Knopf and before it published Gerald Posner's mistitled Case Closed it had a major publishing scandal that led to the departure of a number of editors, among others.  After Mark Riebling left Random House, where he had been an editor, he continued to have good relations with it.  Knopf published his Wedge toward the end of 1994.  In his Acknowledg​ments Riebling extends thanks to at least eight Knopf people, which indicates a serious publisher interest in his book.  A number of the others who helped him and his book will interest us later.  Here I note than one of those many is Robert Loomis.  Riebling does no more than give his name.  That is also the name of the Random House vice president and executive editor who was the honcho on Posner's rewriting of history in support of the official assassination mythology.  In the third of the five parts of his book Riebling also does that.  He merely assumes the truthfulness of the official mythology and in his support of it he manages not to refer to anything that refutes it.  
The subtitle of Riebling's book is The Secret War Between the FBI and the CIA.  There was such a "war" but in Washington it was as secret as the front pages of The Washington Post.  As Michael R. Beschloss says in his favorable New York Times review of Wedge "Hundreds of books" have gone into that.  Beschloss says correctly of Riebling's Book Three that in it he 
"says that when the Warren Commission issued its conclusions on the murder of 1964, it concealed ‘indications of a Communist role’ because of an inter-agency conflict over the bona fides of Yuri Nosenko, who insisted that Moscow had nothing to do with the crime.  The F.B.I. thought he was telling the truth.  The C.I.A. was sure he was lying protect Moscow."
It is correct that Riebling says this.
Saying that there were any real "indications of a Communist" plot in not correct.
That was an invention of the Cold War far political right.  There was never any basis in fact or in reason for believing it.
Nosenko was an authentic defector who had been a minor executive in the KGB.  If Riebling had been half the scholar he pretends to be and had been able to write not as the propagandist of a political point of view dominated by our dated and invalid Cold War thinking the official sources from which he got information and to which he extends thanks disclosed the tenth he suppresses despite the fact that it was all already public.  Because it was public this is to say, and I do say, that his Book Three is of intended dishonesty.
In a box that is about 20 percent of Beschloss' review he has a quotation from Wedge in which he twice attributes the origin of Hoover's collecting of information on "the sexual habits of prominent people" the OSS, to "Old Donovan hands," William Donovan having headed the OSS, and in saying of this that "embittered O.S.S. veterans were its fountainhead."
This misstatement reflects prejudice, ignorance and the inadequate scholarship of both the reviewer, who enjoys a reputation as an outstanding scholar, largely from his academic career and his anti-JFK writings, and the author.  He could hardly have researched this angle of his book without having learned that Hoover's hangups with sexual information for use in blackmailing was anything but secret long before there was any OSS.  So also were his other means of blackmailing, like photographing every reporter and correspondents who entered the USSR embassy on 16th Street just north of K Street.  His agents were then known to have their cameras on the second floor of the old National Geographic building then across 16th street from that embassy.  I knew that when I as a correspondent and I went there to see the press attaché I was photographed on entering and on leaving.  We all knew and some joked about it.  While the FBI could say and it probably did intend to pick up possible spies, the fact is that as it and the CIA did elsewhere, the CIA all around the world, their cameras recorded and they filed away for future misuse all who entered and left, regardless of their business and its legitimacy.
So, without Beschloss's awareness of it and certainly with​out his reporting of it, Riebling's uncorroborated word is not to be taken as correct or even of intended truthfulness.
Beschloss discloses his own combination of ignorance and prejudice in agreeing with what he says that Riebling does say, that this allegedly "secret war" between the FBI and the CIA, `contributed' to the Dallas tragedy, impeded the investigation and led to a `fight that precluded the truth from being inarguably known.'  The author says that "when the Warren Commission issued its conclusions on the murder in 1964, it concealed indications of a Communist role because of an interagency conflict over the bona fides of the Soviet director Yuri Nosenko, who insisted that Moscow had nothing to do with the crime."
Not a word of this is true.  But the scholarship of both the reviewer and the author is such that neither reports what is obvious, that if it were true that this non-secret "secret war" did "`contribute' to the Dallas tragedy" then there on this basis alone had to have been a conspiracy which the official solution says there was not.  Just as Beschloss cannot refer to “assassination,” which is a special kind of murder, the word he uses instead, so also cannot Riebling not refer to a conspiracy that was covered up and instead uses the word "role" that as he uses it can mean nothing else.
What Riebling is really talking about and devotes some space to is what the CIA's Cold Warriors in Mexico City cooked up, that when he was there Oswald "met" with and got assassination instructions from Valeriy Kostikov, a KGB agent with a consulate cover who was said to be an expert on it, Department 13 "wet jobs" or assassinations.  Those waging the Cold War and political idiots of the right extreme, like FBI special agent James Patrick Hosty, Jr., the Dallas office Oswald case agent, made enormous use of this fiction that even if it were true would in fact have been irrelevant in the assassination because the misrepresented and suppressed official evidence proves that not only was Oswald not an assassin ‑ he was virulently anti-Communist.  In the very first book on the subject I quote the Commission's own records that the FBI also had to show that they both lied about this, both knowing the truth. (Whitewash, pages 1, 10, 19, 72, 119-21, 123, 137, 146)
That Warren took the job of Commission chairman, which he knew was wrong for him to do and which his court voted unanimously he should not do, was only because he believed the argument Johnson made that there had been a Communist conspiracy.  This has been public for the more than two decades, since I published a staff memorandum about Warren's own explanation of his taking that job to his staff at his first meeting with it. (Whitewash IV, page 24)  His explanation is that if he did not agree to chair the investigating commission there could be "a war which could cost 40 millions lives."
Such a war could have been only with the USSR and the only possible reason for such a war over the assassination was the belief that the USSR was behind it.
In itself this made no sense at all.  Beginning the October the year before the assassination, with the Cuba Missile Crisis, Kennedy and Khruschev had been groping toward peace.  They exchanged some 40 letters as they did.  Kennedy had begun détente, which the USSR was anxious to become the reality, with the first nuclear test ban, the limited agreement he sent Averill Harriman to negotiate.  In addition, it is obvious that the USSR did not prefer the known hawk, Lyndon Johnson, to the known dove, Kennedy.  The JFK assassination assured that LBJ would succeed him.
And if a Cuban angle were to be alleged, before and at the very time of the assassination, Kennedy was negotiating with Castro on two levels in his quest for a resolution of that problem.  At the UN it was his ambassador, William Attwood, who was negotiating with the Cuban ambassador to the UN.  Informally, Kennedy was using the French reporter, Jean Daniel.  Daniel was with Castro when he got the news of the assassination.  In Daniel's account, which appeared in The New Republic and was widely quoted, it is apparent that Castro was stunned by the news which he had not expected and deeply troubled over the danger it presented to the world.  Moreover, as even the Cold Was partisans knew, the solution to the Cuba Missile Crisis was Kennedy's public assurances that the United States would protect Cuba from any invasion.  That was a guarantee the USSR could not make.  The last man Castro wanted killed was JFK.
Beschloss, remember, is the exalted scholar.  Riebling, remember, is supposedly a subject expert as the result of his researching his book.
So, there was not any "concealment," Beschloss's word, of, Riebling's words, "indication of a Communist role" because there was none.
While there were, as Beschloss writes "`liaison problems' between the F.B.I. and the C.I.A," aside from the officially-established fact that they had no connection with the assassination, there was no such "problem" in Mexico City where the FBI's office there, known as the "legal attache" or "Legat" and the CIA station there.  They both in the embassy.  They worked together, as the disclosed record establish.
The CIA had the Cuban and Soviet phones there tapped, it transcribed those intercepted conversations and it even had Kostikov under surveillance.  The CIA kept the FBI informed and the only "problem" between them came from the CIA's going for a false conspiracy story that the FBI did not believe and was very soon proven to be the complete fabrication of Nicaraguan intelligence agent Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte, who wanted to use the JFK assassination, as did those CIA Mexico City college-educated ignoramuses, as an excuse for starting World War III, a hope also shared by our ambassador, Thomas Mann.
It was insane but it was not secret and none of this had any real connection with the assassination, despite the reputations of the author and the reviewer.  (I go into these matters in detail in the manuscript Waketh the Watchman: Our Strangelovian Military and the JFK Assassination.  In it I use lengthy quota​tions from the many relevant disclosed CIA records.)
There never was any real question about Nosenko's bona fides.  That was an invention of the paranoid cold warriors in the CIA.  What he disclosed immediately was not what the spooks refer to as "throwaway information," as the CIA itself attested to the House assassins committee.  But if there had been any question of his bona fides, the responsibility for making that evaluation was the Commission's.  It was not, for the Commission investigation, the FBI's or the CIA's responsibility.  As what the CIA itself swore to before the Congress and much more than Riebling, like the CIA and the FBI said nothing about and the Commission knew, had the Commission had any interest in hearing Nosenko, who had offered to testify before it in secret to protect himself from assassination, it could have established the truth with ease and rapidly, as we see later.
It must be understood, as the Commission and the FBI at the very least knew and the CIA should have known, that Oswald was virulently anti-Soviet and anti-American Communist and thus could not and would not have been used by the USSR if it had wanted to kill JFK, as without any question at all it did not.  So, all of this pseudo-scholarship is worse than merely silly and ignorant.  It is undiluted evil, as was Posner's book, which Random House published as its subsidiary Knopf did Riebling's.
The Times' editors are bright enough to perceive that what it published by Beschloss of what Riebling says has the Times saying that there had been a conspiracy while the Times' official party line on the assassination is that there has not been.  But it is also apparent that Beschloss and the Times do not spell this out while articulating the exact opposite.  So what Beschloss wrote did not trouble the Times or its editors.
The political idiocy and the arrant dishonesty of Riebling's Part Three was not his own idea, as he unintendedly confesses.  He does that in his first credit for the content of the book, the longest of his Acknowledgments.  It is to another phony assassination expert who like Beschloss is overloaded with aca​demic credentials but like most of them, is primarily a propagan​dist for his right-wing political views and preconceptions:
"Edward Jay Epstein counseled me on how to talk to sources, and his skepticism forced me to shove some of my half-baked ideas back in the oven. His seminal research on the defectors controversy awakened me to the interagency aspects of that dispute."
Riebling is talking about Epstein's book that appeared as Legend; the Secret World of Lee Harvey Oswald.  (The Readers Digest Press with McGraw-Hill Book Company, New York, 1978)  While I doubt that Riebling knew enough to perceive it or from what he discloses of his propagandist's preconception would have wanted to perceive it, he would have been closer to the truth over by them.  As we see, it did happen.
Others of Riebling's thanks are worth noting because it appears that they gave him special attention.  That is usually indicative of their knowing in advance that they would like what he would publish:
"Gerry Borvery, at the FBI Headquarters Reading Room, helped me find important files."
"Kevin J. O'Brien, Freedom of Information coordinator at the FBI released to me valuable documents.
"John H. Wright, FOIA director at the CIA, was quick in processing my many requests for memoranda."
Riebling describes treatment, really favoritism, quite unlike what those known to be critical of the official mythologies and of the agencies experience.  I am still waiting for the CIA and the FBI to comply with some of my FOIA requests of more than two decades ago.  They forced me into a dozen FOIA lawsuits several of which lasted a decade or more to obtain only part of what I asked for.  Instead of "expediting" my request, the CIA refused to comply with them at all.  It gave Riebling Nosenko information but my request for that particular information, first made in 1975, under a law that required compliance promptly, was first "subsumed" into a request I filed the next year and ever since then has been ignored.
On its part the FBI, which resorted to brazen and proven perjury to deny me information the law required it to disclose to me, never has stopped lying to deny information to me.  After the newspapers reported its transferring of extensive JFK assassination records to the National Archives under the 1992 law supposedly requiring full disclosure, I wrote it and asked for those records it should have provided to me in those lawsuits that it had withheld.  Its reply was that it had transferred to the Archives only what it had given me, under court compulsion I add, not voluntarily.  From those who have used those transferred records the FBI lied in its letter to me.
At the same time, the Archives inventory of what was transferred discloses that the FBI and the Department of Justice still withhold great volumes of relevant records.
With this their history, they had their own reason, both agencies, for giving Riebling the special consideration for which he thanks them.  As Riebling may not know enough to understand, each agency got the best and lest-critical treatment from him it could expect with the material about which he wrote, the CIA especially.
So, Riebling is indebted to these agencies for what they gave him.  He makes no mention of what they did not give him, if he knows.  He say he is particularly indebted to that "seminal" scholar, Epstein, who "counseled" him "on how to talk to sources."  How Epstein was prepared to do this we see in his being taken over and his book turned around by one of his sources, the CIA fired super-paranoid former head of counterin​telligence, James Jesus Angleton.  This is the net effect, too, of all that agency's kindness to Riebling.  Unless he began as its uncritical partisan.
As first announced Epstein's work of officially-assisted propaganda was, according to its distributor and the picture of its cover published by its distributor, titled Lee Harvey Oswald.  The only other words on the cover are "Edward Jay Epstein."  It has a rifle-bullet shell pointing slightly downward and to the left and a bullet, without the shell, pointing slightly upward and to the left.  It was announced for October 1977.  Its appearance was delayed.  It appeared as Legend in March, 1978.  The description of the coming book is not a description of the book that was published, and in the questions asked to provoke reader and book-seller interest, there is no question about what is so radically new and exciting to the ignorant and uninformed, that Oswald allegedly worked for the KGB.
This seems to be persuasive evidence that the character of Epstein's book changed and that the change came from what Angleton gave him and Epstein used unquestioningly.
McGraw-Hill, the distributor, seems not to have been kept up to date by Epstein or The Readers Digest Press.  In its issue dated January 17 it referred to the book as titled "The Secret World of Lee Harvey Oswald, for "a March release" and to cost $15.  Either the book was shortened or the price of a book that was exceptionally expensive to produce was for some reason reduced because it actually sold for $12.95.  The costs in advance to the writing were given as $500,000 and the number of people who worked on it was considerable.  Henry Hurt, a Digest roving editor, told me he traveled extensively here and abroad on it and was among those who did some of Epstein's investigating for him.  Hurt's name is not mentioned in the book.  The Digest had quite a few of its people working with Epstein and on the book, including its research staff.
As the book appeared Oswald was working for the KGB, begin​ning when as a Marine he was stationed in Japan.  This is about as sensible as anything else Epstein makes up, including what he uses as evidence.  Factual errors, for all that highly-efficient Digest research staff, its the most proficient of fact checkers, as I know from experience they are, Epstein's errors, permeate the book in all its parts.  A number of us exchanged notes on this after it appeared and was getting major-media attention not equaled again until Gerald Posner's even more intendedly dishonest support of the official mythology appeared 15 years later.  Whether those errors are careless, stupid or just plain ignorant, they still make Legend entirely undependable, and there are many of them.  Epstein made it even worse when he was interviewed for sycophantic articles that appeared in New York magazine in its issues dated February 27 and March 6, 1978.  Then he said whatever seemed to pop into his right-wing mind or could make good copy, without regard to the fact he is supposedly the master of from his to Riebling "seminal" work.
Some of Epstein's writing is just plain lies, as what I published in facsimile and I presume he has proves.  Like saying the Kennedy family "withheld" some of the medical evidence from the Commission. (See the chapter, "Hades, not Camelot" in Post Mortem in particular.)
Epstein then said of the autopsy pictures and X-rays show "the path and dispersal of fragments" and that they "can clearly be traced from back to front."
The photographs show no fragments at all and the X-ray do not disclose the direction in which any bullet was fired.  It was more likely, from the actual evidence, that the path of the bullet that deposited 40 dust-like fragments, impossible for the bullet in the official mythology or in Epstein's retreading of it, was the opposite, from front to back.
Epstein says that "all the (official) evaluators agreed, without any dissent, that all the bullets hit the President and Governor Connally were fired from above and behind."  Those evaluators make no such reference to Governor Connally's wounds.
Unless, as is not uncommon, for those of Epstein's political views, he redefines words and in this he also lies and should know that he lies. 
The doctors in Dallas' Parkland hospital were the first of those "official evaluators."  They were the first to provide an informed professional opinion and they were able to do that as none who followed them could.  They held a press conferences as soon as possible after the President was pronounced dead.  That press conference, the first of the LBJ administration, was taped and the transcript was made available to all the media at the White House that afternoon.  It was reported by every paper that carried the Associated Press account and innumerable other papers.  The official transcript was available from the LBJ White House and then from the LBJ library.  Reporters present at the press conference immediately filed accurate stories base on their notes before the transcript was made.
Dr. Malcolm Perry, a cardiovascular surgeon who to made a close examination of the unaltered wound in the front of the President's neck, said three times in response to questions at that press conference that the bullet causing that wound came from the front.  Not the back.  In this he was confirmed each of those three times by the hospital's chief of neurosurgery, Dr. Kemp Clark.
There are other views contrary to what Epstein says expressed by other Dallas doctors and even some involved in the autopsy, and all were what Epstein refers to as "official evaluators," but this alone is more than enough to establish that because he pretends to be a subject-matter expert, in saying what he says Epstein is a liar. 
He lies to have his political treatises and to advance his political beliefs and preconceptions.  Epstein's fame and fortune come from his lying and other dishonesties.
This is what makes him "seminal" to Riebling.
After Inquest was published he twice refused to be on New York TV panel shows on which I was a guest.
Once when he was promoting it on a Washington radio station and I was a caller-in, he refused to listen even to the question I asked.  In fact, he got hysterical when he heard I was the caller.  Yet we had never met, never spoke, never exchanged letters or any other communication.
He was as yellow as the heart of a daisy.
He even deposited his work for Legend at Boston College and got a tax credit for it while seeing to it that nobody could have access to it.
I tried and I have this is writing from Boston College.
"Seminal" is hardly the word for Epstein!
Epstein's explanation of why Oswald returned to the United States and, with contempt for all the evidence, says he "faced prosecution," is that, "having debriefed him about the U-2, the Soviets had no further use for him in Russia."  All the evidence is that there was no such debriefing, that the KGB itself wanted nothing to do with him and regarded him as both undependable and possibly a United States "sleeper" agent or agent in place, and that whatever Oswald could have told it about the U-2 had been public for some time.  He had no U-2 secrets.  Before Oswald returned the government agreed not to prosecute him for anything.  It simply is not possible that Epstein did what was required for the writing of his first book and for Legend without learning that.  As he also should have from my first book, which was published before his first one.
In his book Epstein says it is not reasonable to assume that the rifle and cartridge cases were placed in the Texas School Book Depository after the shots "since the building was sealed off minutes after the assassination."  It was some time, plenty of time for that, before what passed as sealing of the building began.  But the question is not that, which with what characterizes his "seminal research" and scholarship as part of his assumption of the truth of the official mythology.  The real question is could they have been planted before the shots were fired, as the real official evidence actually indicates they had to have been.  That rifle was so carefully hidden that on the search, with no Oswald fingerprints later lifted from the square barricade of boxes he had to go over two times in hiding it, the police examined it many times without seeing it.  The commission even published police picture illustrating that it was hidden with care, not merely tossed aside in mad flight.
The first of several people who wrote me what I laughed about when I read it, that Epstein wrote of the live oak tree through which Oswald allegedly fired, was a young mother and housewife who had just moved to Tennessee, Mrs. Barbara Reiney.  The live oak is a species that is in effect and evergreen with leaves because it never loses all its leave as long as it is alive.  Moreover, this supposed expert on the Commission and its Report should have known that the Commission itself said that the leaves prevented Oswald's firing a shot until Frame 210 of the Zapruder film!
Expert?  "Seminal"?
Yet at the same time this scholar of the "seminal" also writes that the leaves on that tree were demonstrated by the official reconstruction, which he manages to misdate by a month, to have blocked Oswald's vision of the President "who was under that foliage from Frames 180-210 of the Zapruder film."  In even this he is wrong also because from that supposed sniper's nest JFK was blocked from vision almost 20 frames earlier.
Epstein's expertise in ballistics is reflected by this amazing stupidity, "Ballistics cannot be done on bullets fired from a pistol."  They bear the same kind of identification marks that are deposited on rifle bullets and for the identical rea​sons.  This "scholar" of such "seminal" work also lied about the bullet shells, as the Commission Report and all its evidence are repeatedly clear on:  they do not match the bullets recovered after Dallas policeman J. D. Tippit was shot and killed.  This cannot be a simple mistake.  It is a political propagandist's lie, not a scholar's writing.
What is perhaps the most self-condemning of Epstein's many self-indictments, what also cannot be a simple mistake, is absolutely essential to Epstein's getting Oswald from London's Heathrow airport to Helsinki by the time he got there on October 10, 1959:
"The stamps on his passport show that he left Heathrow Airport in London that same day on an international flight and landed later that evening in Helsinki, Finland.  Since there was no direct flight from London to Helsinki during the time Oswald was in London, Oswald must have changed planes at some city in Europe" (page 93).
For this he has a source note that reads, "The CIA checked all available timetables without finding any flight between London and Helsinki that would fit Oswald's schedule" (page 288).  Even his use of the world "schedule" is a propagandist's, not a scholar's writing.  And that is not all that is relevant that the CIA checked.
In any event, what Epstein says about Oswald's getting to Helsinki is false and to his knowledge is false.  Epstein dates Oswald's London arrival as the "same day" in the preceding paragraph where he says that "according to British passport control records, he arrived there on Friday, October 9..."
The Commission published Oswald's passport in facsimile as its Exhibit 946.  The British stamp on his arrival at Southampton dates it as October 9.  But only three-quarters of an inch away as printed is contradiction of what with uninhibited mendacity Epstein says about Oswald's departure.  It says he "embarked" on October 10, the next day!  Epstein is also a liar in saying that Oswald arrived in Helsinki that "evening."  He cannot have read the source he cites without knowing this, it is that specific.  It was not "evening".  It was close to midnight at the earliest.
Epstein is careful not to cite his source for what he at​tributes to the CIA.  The reason is obvious:  that too is what makes a deliberate liar of him.  It is Commission Exhibit 2677.  It is a CIA letter to the Commission headed with.  "SUBJECT:  Lee Harvey Oswald's Arrival Time in Helsinki on 10 October 1959."
It begins by making a liar out of Epstein who said that "there was no direct flight to Helsinki during the time Oswald was in London" in telling the Commission that there indeed was one:

"... the only direct flight from London to Helsinki on 10 October 1959 was Finn Air flight 852."

But the problem with this, which was also Epstein's problem, is what the CIA next says, nothing omitted in quotation,
"which arrived in Helsinki at 2333 (11:33 P.M.)  If Oswald had taken that flight he could not normally have cleared customs and landing formalities and reached the Torni Hotel, downtown, by 2400 (midnight) of the same day."

As he did.
So, with Oswald having left Heathrow on October 10 ‑ and it is not in London, as Epstein also said ‑ he could not have used any commercial carrier to get to the hotel by the time he did.
The CIA also made a liar out of Epstein in his saying that Oswald "changed planes at some city in Europe."  It told the Commission it was investigating to "determine if Oswald could have taken a more circuitous flight from London with a stop at Stockholm, Copenhagen, or some other city" it would so inform the Commission.  It did not give the Commission any such information.  Or, there was no known way for Oswald to have reached Helsinki by any commercial carrier.
Epstein argues his preconception that stems from his political views of the right and not from fact.  In his irration​al and entirely baseless case that Oswald worked for the KGB, a ludicrous argument he can make only by lying about Oswald's political beliefs that were so strongly anti-USSR and Anti-Communist, even in the USSR, he is forced to his mendacity.
What Epstein refused to consider and what he knew very well is that there were almost immediate reports that Oswald had had some kind of connection with the CIA or the FBI.  While that is not proven either way as of this writing, Oswald's writings are, as I pointed out in the very first book on the subject completed mid February 1965, long before Epstein's appeared, and I am confident was not unknown to him before he finished work on his Legend, which his book is, about Oswald and the assassination:
Even his oft-mentioned notes on Russia, widely discussed but unquoted in the press, are a narrative full of the kind of information intelligence agencies, including our own, seek about other countries, especially the Soviet Union.  It includes such items as the location of an airport, the layout of a city, and all sorts of intimate details of the electronics factory in which he worked, including what it produced, its rate of production, the number of employees engaged in various pursuits and other such non-travelogue data. (Whitewash page 123)

How correct was what I wrote before February 15, 1965, which only four months after the Commission's 26 volumes of testimony and appended documents were available?  How obvious is what I pointed out?  It is so obvious the CIA itself said exactly what I said in an internal memo that was in its very first release ‑ which was also quite some time before Epstein wrote Legend.  In this memo by a spook who was leaving for his "next cover assignment" overseas, he refers to CIA discussion of interviewing Oswald on his return.  Of this he says, "We were particularly interested in the info Oswald might provide on the Minsk factory in which he had been employed, on certain sections of the city, itself...."
This memo, written only three days after the assassination, has all CIA identifications removed.  A copy was sent me by Paul Hoch, with "CIA ITEM 173A" added to it.
This CIA spook said exactly what I wrote in Whitewash about what Oswald wrote about that electronics plant and that city as the kind of information intelligence agencies seek.
All of this was readily available to Epstein and it was all public.  It was also available to Riebling but he, like Epstein, had his own political argument to make and his own very obvious political preconception.  And, as the CIA helped Epstein enormously, so also, as we have seen, did it help Riebling, as he said himself, quoted above.
The gross factual misstatement about Oswald and about the assassination that Epstein makes in Legend are incredible for a man who has done the work he says he has done and who has written all he has written.  They are of great number in my annotations of errors in his book made as I read it.  These are not easily dismissed as from carelessness and they cannot be all dismissed as coming from ignorance.  As we see above, some are deliberate and without his deliberate lying he has no book at all.  Not even with the fertility of his imagination and the drive and inspira​tion of his political objectives.
He is just plain dishonest.  It is in this he is "seminal" for Riebling, who is as a result if not by intent, as appears to be the case, also both wrong on fact and dishonest.
But if he had not been he and his book would not have been welcome to the Random House publishing empire in its part of the JFK Assassination Industry in which it goes to great cost and trouble to fulfill the Orwellian role of rewriting our history.
This is how Riebling starts.  From here, it is all downhill for him.
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