The anonymous review

This is a fair commentary and it lacks the prefudice of Kurtz's but while
all tiat is says ap.eers to be ressonable, it in fact undescores the basic ek,
Tact, thit there arc remarksbly fow people in the cpuntry who have tuken the
time to read all the extensive material necessary to a basic understanding
of the realities and can know whether a belief or a conjecture is supsorted
by the official fact. Eac?% of thds basic fact is hard for a professional scholar
to believe becguse tie rezl story of tlje assassination and its investigations
is without precedent. For examplé, neither of these reviewers states or roeflects
a_'-';-g understanding of the fact that in our society an assassination of any
President is a de facto coup d'etat.If the assassination has no .uch intent
it does have that result. That was true when Johnson, who held uwany beliefs
that were not wennedy's, became PI‘OS?&E:;IR %,also believed that there had
been a conspiracy and this is recorded in the disclosed official fact. But as
is litile lnown ard not mentioned by either reviewer, he agreed on the night
of the second day after the assassination to it being assumed that Oswald was
the lone agsassin and that without any resl investigation having been possible
for the governuent to say that the evidence Ii‘t Abad proved Oswald was the lone
assagsin when it had no such evidence- not the;z and not when the Comsission
issued its Report. In fact, it was never possible to place Oswald at the
place fronm which the shots were allewed to have come at the time when they
were firet}‘ and he was not therc then. The government never had a case that
it could have dared take to court and this is without, question, although the
proofs are buried in the grest mass of of:iciaJ{’r’ecTo'rds most of which have €
nothing at all to do with the crime. I have copies of some of this dgcumentation
separated for copying and I would suggest that it be used in facsimile to make
that information morelzr'eadily available. I beiieve it has never been disclosed
in facsimile and has rarely been mentioned in the media. #

The reviewer's observation that Wrone did not conduct interviews of Church
conmlitteeha‘d House assassins coumittee staffs is correct bvut the reviewer appsars
not to have understood thét wrone limited himself to the official record cnd
not the opinions of those .wlm bad their own and their committess' pasts to
def'end. With the Church comuittee the assassination subcouwities was headed by
Senator Schweiker. The other member, Senator Hart, had nothing at all to ';-.'ith
ite Schweiker vas dominated by the theories none of which had any validity in the
existing, available and ofiicial imct and he ignored this existing evidence
in pursuit of his fanfasy. and got nowhere with =1l +that silliness.

"Finding out the 'Ez-u.ﬂ} 15 WK Nore difficult now thanthe author would have
o
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us believe.yffrone did not undertake to adcgéas tix: whwle proof of th: assasi-
nation. ilis is a study of the imporfmce of the Zapruder £ilm, of one aspeet
of the assassination and its investigations, one aspect that has never been
addressed as he has, with the inc 1us:|.vun., 88 and the detail and the documentation
of that important assassination w::.u\,ncu. But the fact is that as almost none
who have written about the g.ssassm.s"’ derstand, it is not possible for private
persons to now investigate the assassinstion because the crime itsslf was never
officially investigatede Therc is documentation of this and as sug!csted above,
some of it might well be in(:lr-uded, in facsimile.

“Yhe revieusr's lllustrations of what he terus surplhe prose that are, on
their face, rea:onable , refloet the lack of know 1ed“ef the emwnba.ve official
fact, one of the problems created by massive investigation of the irrelevant
that created a mass of irrelevand records and by the mass alone vase an
effective denial of access.

The first is Wrone's statement that'the Church cémuittee 'permanently
dishonored the nation'." This rofers to the Schweiker subcomuittee and when
only its in’cerp\c‘e’saf}'j'.on of its cobligations is censidered the Urone comsent
is not excessive. Schweiker began with impossible but at urac‘}ilre preconceptions
and nothing else and vent nowhere, going anywhere with trgim\ otions being
impossible.

Ihe second illustration is of the atiribution of shame to the CIA and &
ail argunuent ggaidst believing this is that Wrone “elaims that <he CIa provided
a strong criticism of the Varren Youndission Report." That proof was not given
to the Yomuission bubt was withheld oy 3£ the Cia until its disclosure uas
compelled by the Rockefeller comission. That Comudssion, meadsd by the former
Coumission assistant counsel, David Selin, in turn suppressed thai preof. I
did obtein it and 1 did __:Julﬂis{ iﬁlﬂ in facsimile in the 1976 reprint of ~hoto-
graphis dhitevash on pages 295 following.

This reviewer wisunderstood what irone Was saying in his comment that
proiessors have been unwilling +o critici:zg the government. Wrone did not nmean
it as a gencral statewent. He meant as criticisn related to the assassinstion
and its investigations, and that is a true, an unexaggerated statement.

The reviewer believes that m ny _rofessors "have failed to resolve tae
matter not for the lick of trying but becsuse the discovery of convincing
evidence has proven virduzlly impomsible.” This is g reasonsble presunption
but very few professors have made the effort and the few who have asled questions
of e or have used ths archive j.;::lal:e freely available to all did not believe
the official “solution" %o bezin with. However, other than in solving the

ering, "the discovery of convineing evidence" that tho governuent did not do
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what the country expeeted it %o do and that it did not solve the crime is

50 rec.lly available that I have yprinted nine bocks on that, with hundreds

of pages in facsimile, including records that uere officially suppressed, &
like those referred to above sMd like the deqth certificate. Imagine that in
an investigation of a ¢hurder the ofiicial certificate of deﬁEi was not

only suppressed from twenty-ons large wolumes, it was hiﬂ;.-.en s0 that researchers
could not Iind it by a diligent scarch Tfor it) "

Yhe reviewerls belief that there should be “added thought to the quick
dismissal of a possible Cuban cgm';cction“ Lllustretes how little understanding
0. the basic fzct thers is even among the better infom:ed.m I'or there to
have been a Cuban connection that “"eonnection" had to be able to do much more
that shoot the President and nuch more than get away. That was impossible for
C‘ uba or for most countries. Besides wikch no country would have e¥en
Sf using an vewald as an assassine ffe was, despite all the obfusecation, so
poor a shot ¥ burs cariier thatj%;-: friends in the liarines tostified thet
they credited hium with hits when he misséd in their  prget shooting. and
even then Cswald was only a single point above the minimus reguired of all
in the military. The corps' commandgnt rated Oswald as a "ra%her poor'\{rhot,“
asyirone did report. But even more important is the fact that beginning with
the solution to the Cube missile erisis of Uctober, 1962, not only uhat there
considerable clhisnge in the policics of ths Hennedy administration, that solu-
tion guaranteed Castro and Cuba against any invasion. That was a protection
Khruschehev could not provide and his inability to provide that is what led
to the introduction of Soviet missiles into Cuba. Castro would have had to
be an idiot to idll his only real protection iM the entire world! That solu-
tion was that the “nited “tates would protect Cuba esainst any invasion.

Scnator (ussell did believe that there might have been a Comuunist connection,
as what Ie}mson saild can be interpreted as meaning) but they lmew only what
they were given and aside from any preconceptions they may hgve jad whet was
given to thenm led thez to 1 LM"C belief's. lieither was given all that was
cbﬁained, not any of the information that establishod the impossibility of
the assassination having been a Cuban job,

On the Russell "terminally ill" comment, Tussell had emphysena and there
was no mbwu for ite But it does not kill instannily. It takes years. and
as he told and wrote me, it limited what he could undertake after he knew how the
Comrission had violated its agzreed-to Procedures and had eliminated from its
records the rzcord of his disagroement he was naiking for rh'ti:sﬁox"j, for Senator
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Cooper and for lvmself.I also have docwrentation of this :u-er,/ the Hussell archive
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at the Univer ity ol ueor@a at athens.It is suitable for facsimile reproduction
if the University of Ueorpia's permission is obLtsined. it ncludes an eloguent
oral history by Sgfhtor Uooper/.

In the recommended use of picture, with which I agree, that use requires
copyrighc permission end with thc Zapruder family that means a very high cost,
which is what they charge.

An illustration of how little the most intulligent have been able to
learn about the actualities of +the assassination and its investigation, this
Loamttee" & staff director that Uswald killed J¥X wnder mob direction and
with help." The fact is that Zobert Blekey began with the presumobion the
asgassination was a Hob job and degpltc, the great effort he made to prove it
came up blank, there being, in fact, no reason even to suspect thet the
mafid had the Presidont keilled. Mot in the established ofiicial fact. It
is illustrative of the reulities that are almost entibely unknown that the
LECA did neot even get from the ¥BI, and +his meuns after in FOTA litigation
I had forced them into the public doman, anything like the volume of those
FB8I assassination records I had made public. I do not not have access to the
files in which the IBI report on what the HSCa got Trom it but sy recollection

is that i} zot alwost as many mafia rofords as it those said o be on
fhu assagsination. 4dnd those it got on the assassination were not much more
than nalf of what L had obliained by that 1itigations

f he £ rin vealities arve not what an authentic and informed scholar would
expect them to be~ should be entitilfed to exvect them to Le be.

J-n;.,, for example, the abundant cx".i.t:.c:_m of government by scholars on
other subjects is assume to be their criticism on thiu subject, and that is
not what the record shous.

If this bock is published \Wrone will be only the thord person who published
a book about the assassination that is devoid of theorizing and restricts itself
entirely or almost entirely to the officisl fact of the official investigations—
and abouf which officialdom was often not correct in interpretation of it of
in the meaning given to ite

While this may be hard to beliove, that it is the fact i§ that all I printed
on this in all tbose volumes is what the official record actually says and‘-.féspite
the uninformed slurs by Krafd, who confuses his lik:s and éidlikes with avidencqf_g
sith the passing of thirty—f?.va years since tie publication of my first book, not
one of the Coumission or ofi ;cs staf, or of thatlouse comuittee or its s-,ai‘f has

written or phoned me to cont ;Lz.n tu.s... I was unfair of inaccurate in wi.t I wrote

about bim, “his, not the Kurtz fsbrications, is the fachs It reflects Lhe reality.



