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Kimowood intercupts the interminsble jury sclection for a chapter (13) on Ferrie and
Dean Andrews, remamkably incompeteat zbout both (he lists indreus as a source but has
nothin , not a single uord, coming from Androws) and no less dishonest. le here dravs upon
wbet he does not rention, Osweld in lew Urleans, o include what was in it slone (alopecia)
and to quote was had been quoted in it elone, the Hscerpt from indreus' tesiimeny (cthors
almo quoted in pert, but not this stufy). ke gets around ihe use of the Secret Service
Ferrie report hy erediting Yon Bethell with giving him thav, and he falls o drew upon a
single Archjves docunent or even to mention them, their exisieuce, hedr Bup Iessioi, ctce

He ean t b this incompetent or uninformed, although he flaunts both, so & assume
the dishonesty i deliveraie.

Byen his description of how the "probe® becaue lmown iz mob secureie, undoubledly
cartng fron Hosongry vanes, who was not first with ite Dot even sccond,

Thin men incle evan normal curdositys Mor one exomple, he says thed lartin lesroed
abowt Perrie bevings been with LHO in the Cal on WV, yet, wiih the neus divector of that

atation that aired it as one of his cited sources, hu fails to go to the original source,
Vaebel, or %o mention jhime

There =ve o1l Ionds of retoiled error, as there was no urace of a Clay Lerirang
in the ¥bi investigntion, Mot only was there and L have the B reporis, but theze was
that neomabla mffe hy Aameey Clark, that Shaw was Dertrand. (Al know Clasl:'s purce
was the FDT.) VWhnt this chapter shows is that Kimkwood is reuily a propagandist. "¢ could
have been truihful about Hartin awl Ferrie without hurt té Shaw, bub even this honesty
he did not dare, althouszh he felt it necessasmy to give a prejudiced and utterly in-
coupetent accouns ol whe beginnings of the "probe"., There can t be question ahout the
dighonesty because he has cub oul wiat his sources show tlint ip weorngendsl to his thexis.
One evample %@ the Forre protecilve-custody. Perrie asitad for that of Carrison. *t vas
not Gir: other way around. and it wes so reported in the papers on wiich Kirlwood zlso drews

ev's rovanme? Io two chaptors Kirlwood talite about the lesked lists of witnescer, in
the first (220) guoting .guesuerth as saying ke goh 2t Tron soneone he lmew in Dallas znd
in the pacond (esp & 246-T) 4clling his version of “he Bethell shory. “ven with this
they almost missed Speisels Phelan {inslly nudged the lawyers into a last-minute investi-
gation, I wonder if Boxley was the first source? The lists are not identical, so they
appear not to come from the same cony.

There is a pattern in this book: nll for Shaw are fine, even Bethell, who is really
& repulsive, slothful man, is demcribed glowingly; those against slways in some way bade
There are peunerally significant details omitted when they make hhe defense look less good
0 the prosccution less bade With sll this werblage, ouwission is not for reasons of spaca.
i hove noted a for in the boclk. Lven wher they are minor as Sandre Holleines (Moffitt)
asidng Jor dzcent clothes with wlich Yo Lo %o He0s ond a place o atey, ngrcoment to her
terms is called twiberye It ic only rvizht thet with her ¥ depart from his proctice of
ineluding 11 the izvclovancizo. o does not soy ohie bore Perry Fusso's child, as she did,
dand with all sorts of detail about lusso, he omits Perry's having becn to an Osvald picketing
and s5ulil having one of the handbills, Nor is it surprising, given the mishandling by
he progseclitlol, wideh apoears to have done no checlding et all, that & omits mention of
the Tact thet the louse on Eaplanada o which Speisel took the circus had been owned by Shuwe
K says the layout was not identically as Speisel had dravm it but he dous not say there
had been no clterciions afier shaw sold ite

2/19 Heving Cinished with 1%, T feel it 4is even worse in overy vay uiwa I {oli curlier,

and by this I intend to include as a defense of 8hove It is s0 ezcessavely pro-cimw that

he destroys his own credibility. When it ie so vonpletely boring, vervose and intinnteli
concerned with the trivia, the combination becorss a burden o Shaw, who is as unheroic a
hero as man con frbrente, Un nover dosg or B0ys omytihing wrons, is empbicniess ond tolerant,
never displaying decp or human feclings, And everybody loves Shaw, except bad people, who
don't anl to whom there ic novar-onding, nointloos roferonec, ezl uck, done in a very
amateurish way, which in iteelf prompts wonder, Simon and Schuster have published bolore,

The editing here would be poor for the vawlty piess.



The unhidden dishonesty, even abont the Warren Commission, which, ostensibly,
neither he nor Shaw's lawyers arodefending (widle never stopomng), is astounding, With
Finck, for e.mmme,, 2ll the military orders to cormipt the antopsy are suniressed in this
vergion of mip tentimony, his admission of significant errors is excluded, and his ember—
TasEnent av ue.._ug caught in lies, upparent from the trauscripi, is disgwised and cxpleined
as his lack of experience veing cross~cuamined!

1t secms imposaible that Kirlaood wuwlersatnas as little about what wes going on
as his book says of hime I don % think ho can be thut detached from the redlities of
the court or of life ov of Mow™Urleans. So, & have to assume that he is just that
dizhonest. In a book of uore than 650 puges, cxclusions can't oe atiribuied o spece
_mhﬁo:ns, particularly when he wastes moot of his groat cpace with junk and childishe
neas and self-promotions.

I +hink I detect an unintended self-disclosure in this wretched garbage. Kirkwood
goes into sreet and continuous detail avout the closeness of his relationsiip with all
ga Show's side, froa Shew to his lawyers and ineluding meny cronies and locel eslebrities.
Yet in 650 pages there is not a single thing of any consecuence, evenl Iinor oOUSEQUENCe,
that he attributes to any one of thenm, Hor are there uinor disclosures Yo him, i example
of what le could viell have used, to give a litile hunanity tohils characters is oy Panzeca
stayed in the case when he @idn't went to. Fron this book you'd never know that Panzeca
did all the heod work. You get the impresgion that e just happens to Le there-soucpirese
18 Sal didw ¢ irust Kirkwood enough wo btell lim that¥, or liow much more he had on l'erry
Unse0 than Be used, Sal had 4o be without trust of ile only men writing & bock on Shaw's
side, The sume goes for the other lawyers snd for Shave For sll the boouzing Kirkwood
did with the reporters, they also told him precious litiles Ho uses much less thon I would
expect to drop in nnrmal, friendly association.

Vhy this lack of %rust shines frouw the many puges 1 dcm t lmiow. Feeling tiey had to

keep everytiing seeret mignt explain it, but then the feslifly voula require scae reasonable

explanation, There would seam to liave been no reasod fox suck peeurity vith ¢ twusted
friend (esk i, he'll tell you lie was, &8s ho does 'u..u.m;mt pronptizg)e aftcr the bBsquire
piece it can "t Lo because Lis loyaliy was in doubie 2T lws. Svorn ook hinm om, it
can!t be because of poor auspices. I'm inelined %o uel:.eve it is becausc Shew and his
Llavyers hud gecrets to keep so they kept everything secret.

The Tew itenc of minor velue ascincluded for reasons other then their velue in
veseareh or as good reporting. One of the few illuminations is the personal attitudes
aud beliefs of the judge, who secms to be ou a sound legul basis in his opinions. But
Kirkwood is out %o get the judge, too, so he fails to tell the real story of the party
which undid Hagzerty. This is unfortunately typical of his treatment of those he regards
az Chaw's enadies. They all become his enemies and his book is his axe for each, without
any escepiion that ecomes to mind. 4 mean, vindictive thing.

Becuuse he is so iuept, so lacking in mindmel understanding of more than appeared
in the pepers, it is possibie that souwe of lis taped iuterviews way hola veluee I've
ashed if I can see that with itussoe de'd never tumble to what they might bleb and turnm
then off, wnc nobody with any sense would worry avout saying alnost enytbing to hime
and wight lave, Just o dropped uame could wean: sometiing to one femiliar with the names.

A% no point in the book does he acknovwledge that Shaw is & nomosexusl, until at the
very end he has Hagperty coumenting on it and uses this in a way to nwlte .Lt soomz that
the prosecution didn % use it becuuse it would lave backiired. That wasn 't the case at
all, Garrison just would not use it, and it could have been used very effectively, includ-
ing to at lesst infer a proclitity to violeuce, whether or not trué. Bspdcialiyv was this
needed becouse of the role of Clay Bertrand. Howcver, it was ageinst Garrison's principles
to uze It. Thers was no other reason for the inuediate decision never to use it. Jim did
not even releasc the refurn on the searcl varrunte

With Ferrie a cenbral character in the trial, there is less in all of the book than
appecwed in oouwe pingle newe siories sboubt Ferries ls it just that Kirkvicod is that kind
of writer? Ho mors=no worse?
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