Harold Weisberg

The ZR Rifle Trifle


Chapter 1

What – No Sainthood?

When I first heard about Claudia Furati's ZR-Rifle, about four or five years before this writing, I decided not to bother even getting it.  (It was published by Ocean Press, Melbourne, Australia, in February 1994, but it had United States distribution.)  As best I remember my reasons, after all I've read and written about since then, they included my not believing what was being said about what the book says and my belief that her big selling point, what Cuban intelligence told her, was what; it believed best served Cuban interests and need not be in the service of truth about the JFK assassination.

The book's subtitle is The Plot to Kill Kennedy and Castro.  The Cuban State Security Department undoubtedly had extensive files and information on the many efforts to assassinate Castro, from what Cuba has made available on that, but that does not relate to any "plotting" to kill Kennedy, and there was no reason to suspect any such connection or to believe that the Cubans had any such information that is dependable.

Its head, General Fabian Escalante, met with her and then opened its files to her, but if he had correctly what he let her have, it does not come out that way in her book.

It is a small book of small and few pages.  They are numbered through page 183.  The appendix and index begins on page 169.  Only one of those nine pages of the appendix is not in Spanish and there is no translation of any of those pages. (That one page is of Jack Ruby's two visa applications for his two trips to Cuba, both of which were brought to light three decades earlier by the Warren Report.  Another page, in Spanish, also has no more news value.· It is the Oswald application for a visa filled out by Sylvia Duran at the Mexico City consulate.  That also is in the Report, as it is in the Commission's testimony and is in even greater detail in the great volume of records made available after the Report was issued.· These are a bit less than sensational or startling documents but Furiati considered them important enough to include in her skimpy appendix.  It is an appendix that does not reflect any major accomplishment of Cuban intelligence.)

I am confident that another of my reasons for ignoring this book when it appeared is my belief that there is no such thing as an instant expert on the assassination and. thus that Furiati was not an expert; when she decided to do this book and got Cuban cooperation on it.

After she finished the book she still was not an expert on the facts of the Kennedy assassination, as her book reflects.

To be able to write with any degree of responsibility about the crime it is necessary to master the vast amount of information made public by and about the official investigations of it and about what, in its Report the Warren Commission stated and concluded about the crime.  Furiati did not do that, as her book establishes. It is overloaded with errors, many of which are simple and basic, about the fact that is well-known.

Her book reminds me of some of the writing of the most left of the left of before World War II, of the era of the Great Depression.  It was writing by those who began with a political objective and to whom nothing else made any real difference.· She began with her preconception and nothing else made any difference to her.

Despite widespread disagreement with the Warren Report, there is some facts about the assassination that were established as fact.  In common with the many others who wrote about that assassination based on their preconceptions, Furiati began ignorant of this established fact and when she finished her book, she was still ignorant of the established fact.

I believe that when I learned the title of her book, that alone told me she did not have a responsible book regardless of what the Cuban Intelligence might have given her.  "ZRRifle" was the official name of an official operation of the CIA, a program of assassinations.  It was known to be that, and there was, I was certain, no possibility at all that, if the CIA had been involved in the assassination of the President in any way or in any degree, there would be any record of it.  There would be, at the very least, deniability.  Furiati's title with her subtitle, assumes the CIA was at the least officially involved in the assassination and I believe, based on the official records I have that is impossible.

I had another, later reason for having doubts about Furiati's book.

She is a Brazilian who had this kind of close connection with the Cuban intelligence service when, with all the Cuban writers, no Cuban had any such literary benefit .  One Cuban writer who is included in Furiati's book and is included in the official United States investigations is Carlos Lechuga.  He is a well-reputed literary Cuban writer who was used and trusted in his use in diplomacy by Castro.  Lechuga was the target of irresponsible United States writings about Oswald in Mexico, to which Lechuga had been Castro's ambassador.  But Castro shifted Lechuga to a post of much greater responsibility just before the Cuba missile crisis of 1962, to be his ambassador to the United Nations.  Lechuga left Mexico for the United Nations in New York a year before Oswald went to Mexico.

In 1963, just before the assassination, when Cuba and the United States were feeling their way diplomatically toward some means of getting along with each other and were negotiating on this, it was Lechuga who represented Castro.  So, Lechuga was, on the basis of this experience, more qualified to write about the assassination than any other Latin American writer.  But Cuban intelligence did not get him to write a book about what it had on file.  Nor did Cuban intelligence select any other Cuban writer to use what it had on file supposedly about the assassination of President Kennedy.  This did not suggest to me that Cuban intelligence had that much confidence in the factuality, the truthfulness of the information of the information on the assassination it had on file and let Furiati have and use.

Long before I read Furiati's book, which was about the first of February 1998, I had reason to question, the judgement of Cuban intelligence with regard to writing about the assassination.

A meeting was arranged between Cubans, including, from what I was told, both Lechuga and Escalante, and some of those who in the United States are all lumped together as "critics" of the official account of the assassination.  It was in the Bahamas.  (I was not invited, or even told about in advance, but I could not have gone if I had been invited.)  I have a brief account of what transpired at that meeting from one of those from the United States who was there.  In short, it amounted to nothing.

The first means I had of evaluating the judgement of Cuban intelligence with regard to the assassination is that Escalante met with those who included a man who had written of Cuban and Castro alleged involvement in the JFK assassination and who had indicated in that writing that he would be carrying that forward in another book.

That man is John Newman and his book is mistitled Oswald and the CIA (Carroll & Graf, 1995).  New man, a history professor at the University of Maryland, spent twenty years in Army Intelligence.  His book does not connect Oswald with the CIA, not in any way.

Of course, it might be that Escalante wanted to meet and size Newman up, if Escalante knew what he had written.  On the other hand, there was the possibility that some of those at that meeting, Newman in particular, might have used the meeting and what they said they could there against Cuba.

My belief was that Cuba had nothing to gain by such a meeting and that alone was enough to question the wisdom of Cuban participation in it.  While there is no reason to have any questions about how well Cuban intelligence functioned and functions with regard to matters that are normally the concern of intelligence agencies - and that Castro is still alive after all the many efforts to assassinate him is a real tribute to Cuban intelligence – that it would meet or sanction the meeting of other Cubans with some of those in the United States delegation does raise questions of its judgement with regard to the assassination of President John F. Kennedy.

If the Cubans knew enough about the assassination to make any judgements, it would have known that from most of those in the United States contingent it could not learn what it could depend on.  Enough about them was known if the Cubans had bothered to learn what was public about them.

There remains the possibility that might be regarded as a possibility with any intelligence agency, that the Cubans have disinformation in mind in that Bahamas meeting.  No such interest is apparent but the possibility can be suspected whenever any intelligence agency is involved.

This applies also to the Furiati book, whether or not that was the Cuban intent.  If it was not intended as disinformation and f she reports faithfully what the Cuban State Security Department let her have, then what the Cubans have on the assassination of President Kennedy is not factual and is largely irrelevant.

As it comes out in Furiati's book it is basically a mishmash of what has been in the nutty assassination writing for years.

She begins with a very brief Author's Note (page unnumbered page l):

This work is the fruit of an extensive study of information supplied by the Cuban State Security Department, together with books and newspaper articles, Congressional reports and "declassified" documents from the United States.

Structured for the most part as a narrative full of action and suspense, this text proposes to develop a theory on the assassination of President Kennedy.  Our conclusions are drawn from the perspective of investigation and analysis, which obviously cannot cover all points of view, but does contain the essence of historical fact.

We hope that this book will contribute to the enlightenment of a deed which altered the destinies of both the United States and the world, and that it will lead to a profound reflection on the present day, where blockades continue to exist against free expression of thought and action.

Those books which Furiati refers are not included by title in her text and she has no bibliography, Thus it is not possible to evaluate that part of her acknowledged sources, other than in her uses of them.

There is nothing in the book that justifies her saying that her "conclusions are drawn from the perspective of investigation and analysis" or that her book " does contain the essence of Historical fact."

Not about the Kennedy assassination.

With regard to its context she has nothing that can be regarded as an "investigation" and what she "analyses," her word, not nine, is not fact about that assassination.

The only "essence of historical fact" about the Kennedy assassination in her book is what required no book to be known, that he had been assassinated.  Aside from that, there is nothing in her book that can be accepted as fact about that assassination.  While this is not without precedent in what is presented as writing about the assassination of the President, it is no mean accomplishment an her part, considering what was readily available about that assassination long before she was turned on to the possibilities by the Oliver Stone Movie, JFK.
It may have been her hope that her book could have "contributed to the enlightenment of a deed" that was terrible in its consequences, but how she could hope to be able to do that without a clear exposition of fact as stated by the official Report along with a clear presentation of other official fact about the crime which was available to her in hundreds of thousands of pages is not apparent.  With her book as an example of "enlightenment" about the assassination is not possible for her.

This brief "Author's Note" is followed by note quite a short Introduction of three of her small Boechat begins by referring to what others have written about the assassination as "fanciful literature."  He also boasts for her of her access to the Cuban intelligence agency records.

He then says that:

The great merit of the thorough-going study presented by this is precisely that it reveals the hidden aspect of the Dallas assassination.  By obtaining the first authorized access in 30 years to the Cuban Ministry of Interior secret archives into the Kennedy assassination, Claudia Furiati opened -- as opposed to the efforts of hundreds of other investigators and journalists who have dedicated themselves to this topic -- the reliable road to the truth (page 3).

Furiati's book did not cause a rush of responsible writers for access to those Cuban files.  What it "reveals" we do come to, but it should not be a secret that what it reveals is not any "hidden aspect of the Dallas assassination.  "Thorough-going it is not.  Not, at least, in the sense Boechat intends.

He, too, credits unidentified books as Furiati's sources:

Before beginning her investigation, Claudia Furiati prepared herself in order to carry out her assignment with enthusiasm and efficiency.  She devoured many of the books about the case and stored in her computer files hundreds of reports published in newspaper and magazine features about the mystery that she now sought to uncover.  She became a specialist capable of sustaining whatever discussion about her inquiries and to rebut, using both logic and the facts, the inevitable rejoinders that her conclusions provoked (page 3).

(In his sixth paragraph Boechat regards it as important that Furiati "devoured many of the books about the case" when his very first words are in consideration of all other books on the assassination as fanciful literature.)

Furiati became a "specialist" for Boechat because he is a subject-matter ignoramus.  She would have been capable of sustaining whatever Boechat means by "discussion about her inquiries" only with those who knew as little about the established fact of the assassination as he does -- and as her book reflects that she does.

That she "devoured many books" yet includes no bibliography does not lead to the conviction that she consumed responsible, factual books about the assassination, which only a remarkably few of them are anyway.

What "newspaper and magazine features" she "stored in her computer" can be guessed from what is in her book: assassination nut stuff.

Boechat also states that Furiati spent "almost three months" in Cuba.  That may be impressive to him but if she spent all that time with official records that could be depended on that would not be nearly enough time to get a firm grasp on the facts – if the Cubans had that – as distinguished from the assassination nonsense and nuttiness that is her book.

Of that time she spent in Cuba, Boechat says:

Qualified in this way, Claudia Furiati could also critically analyze the great mass of unpublished documents that passed daily through her hands.  From this material she extracted valuable information -- many times revealing their sources -- from the interviews with Cuban agents that operated in and followed, directly or indirectly, the anti-Castro groups in the United States.  These anti-Castro groups were Operation ZR Rifle (page 3).

In this he says, without realizing it, that all she has is what she uses of the nutty, irresponsible assassination and what; the Cubans let her have of what they had on file.  Whatever he referred to as those "unpublished documents" does not include, from her book, any credible fact about the assassination or its investigations.
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