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T

he JFK
 ungpiracy 

In his criticism
 of O

liver Stone's upcom
ing film

 on the 
JFK

 assassination [lust a Sloppy M
ess?" O

utlook, June 2], 
G

eorge L
ardner condem

ns the assertion that your paper 
stood by "silently" w

hile agencies it covered for the public 
"allow

ed historical docum
ents to be stolen or destroyed." 

It is not the destruction of docum
ents related to the 

K
ennedy assassination that concerns m

e here, even though 
it probably occurred on a grand scale (w

ith or w
ithout the 

know
ledge of your paper). W

hat I am
 concerned about is 

your paper's silence w
hen a pertinent docum

ent is released 
to the public about the K

ennedy assassination. 
T

he docum
ent that I'm

 referring to is a m
em

o from
 

J. E
dgar H

oover to the D
epartm

ent of State's B
ureau of 

In
telligen

ce an
d

 R
esearch

, d
ated

 N
ov. 29, 1963, an

d
 

discovered in 1988, w
hich refers to a G

eorge B
ush of the 

C
entral Intelligence A

gency. A
ccording to the m

em
o, the 

F
B

I briefed G
eorge B

ush on the reaction of the anti-C
as-

tro com
m

unity one day after the K
ennedy assassination. 

(1) W
h

y d
id

 you
r p

ap
er d

evote little m
ore th

an
 a 

descriptive article on this back in 1988? 
(2) W

hy did your paper later take B
ush and the C

IA
's 

spokesm
en at their w

ord w
hen they claim

ed that the B
ush 

m
entioned in the m

em
o w

as another G
eorge B

ush? 
(3) W

here w
as your paper w

hen it w
as show

n that the 
other G

eorge B
ush w

ho w
as said to be briefed by the F

B
I 

w
as a 24-year-old, G

S-5 research analyst w
ho had w

orked 
at the C

IA
 for only six m

onths and w
ho claim

ed he never 
had an Interagency m

eeting" w
hile em

ployed there? 

—
Jerem

iah Cohen 
•
 

L
ardner is no doubt correct that the forthcom

ing m
ovie 

about the K
ennedy assassination is a "m

ishm
ash" of 

in
accu

racies. B
u

t let's p
lace th

e b
lam

e w
h

ere it b
e-

longs—
on the original, official investigations that w

ere 
badly bungled by design, incom

petence or both. 
T

he. W
arren C

om
m

ission appeared bent on proving the 
single-bullet, fired by a lone nut, theory. W

itnesses to the 
contrary w

ere ignored or intim
idated. E

vidence to the 
contrary w

as lost or destroyed. A
fter it becam

e evident 
the single-bullet theory could not be supported, there w

as 
a H

ouse of R
epresentatives investigation, but it did alm

ost 
nothing to dispel the fog. 

T
he official version also had Jack R

uby as a loner* nut, 

w
hich turned out to be far from

 the truth. H
e had close 

ties w
ith

 th
e u

n
d

er-
w

orld
, h

avin
g h

elp
ed

 
ransom

 gangsters from
 

C
astro's clu

tch
es. T

h
e 

part played by organized 
crim

e sim
ply cannot be 

ignored by any objective 
stu

d
y of th

e assassin
a-

tion. 
Im

portant records of 
this situation have been 
sea

led
 u

n
til th

e y
ea

r 
2
0
3
9
. T

h
a
t le

a
v
e
s 

things w
ide open for am

-
ateur sleuthing and con-
clusions that can only be 
conjecture. 

G
od and the perpetra-

tors k
n

ow
 w

h
at really 

happened that terrible N
ovem

ber day in D
allas. N

o one 
else does. B

ut that w
on't stop the stories, or the m

ovies. 

Paul M
urray 

•
 

It is depressingly predictable that your paper and L
ardner 

w
ould seize on Stone's film

 project in D
allas in yet another 

attem
pt to discredit critics of the "official" findings in the 

assassination of John K
ennedy. 

O
ne hardly need argue for Jim

 G
arrison as a paragon of 

prosecutorial propriety to recognize the m
any half-truths 

an
d

 su
p

erficialities in
 L

ard
n

er's accou
n

t of th
e N

ew
 

O
rleans district attorney's 1966-69 investigation of con-

sp
iracy. T

o raise ju
st tw

o exam
p

les: T
h

ere is am
p

le 
evidence that D

avid Ferrie (1) had been active in anti-C
as-

tro operations during the B
ay of P

igs period and thereaf-
ter, b

oth
 in

 N
ew

 O
rlean

s an
d

 elsew
h

ere; an
d

 (2) h
ad

 
w

orked in several capacities for a reputed m
obster (C

arlos 
M

arcello) w
ho had expressed in forceful, concrete term

s 
h

is in
ten

tion
 to "

get"
 th

e K
en

n
ed

ys. It is also h
igh

ly 
relevan

t th
at top

 officials of th
e C

en
tral In

telligen
ce 

A
gen

cy w
ere m

u
ch

 con
cern

ed
 to assist C

lay S
h

aw
 in

 
fighting G

arrison's prosecution and that Shaw
's death in 

1975 raised all sorts of questions about handling of the 
body, failure to order an autopsy etc. B

ut the gestalt of 
such m

atters lies outside L
ardner's journalistic curiosity. 

L
ardner sustains for your paper w

hat H
ugh A

ynesw
orth 

(w
hom

 I interview
ed for a book on the JFK

 case in the early 
'70s) sustained for N

ew
sw

eek (under P
ost ow

nership): a 
hopelessly slanted approach to "the crim

e of the century" 
and its m

eaning for our country. If your paper had spent as 
m

uch energy on an open-ended and honest probe of the JFK
 

case as it has expended for decades in putting dow
n the 

"conspiratorialists," the A
m

erican people m
ight have in hand 

today—
alm

ost 30 years after the fact—
the truth about the 

m
urder of the 35th president and the m

any repercussions of 
that pivotal event. 

W
hat goes around com

es around. D
o your readers 

im
agine, for exam

ple, that there is no connection betw
een 

John K
ennedy's assassination and the unprecedented au-

dacity of a "stolen election" in 1980, engineered by the 
likes of W

illiam
 C

asey? If so, they should think again. 

—
H

. C. N
ash 

n
 

I enjoyed L
ardner's "D

allas in W
onderland" [O

utlook, 
M

ay 19] article very m
uch. I'm

 one of the journalists w
ho 

m
et and photographed L

ee H
arvey O

sw
ald in N

ew
 O

rleans 
in A

ugust 1963, three m
onths before the assassination of 

President K
ennedy. I took the pictures of O

sw
ald handing 

out pro-C
astro leaflets at the International T

rade M
art. 

Stone's film
 com

pany contacted m
e in F

ebruary and 
ask

ed
 if I w

ou
ld

 sen
d

 th
em

 a cop
y of m

y old
 O

sw
ald

 
footage. T

hey said Stone is going to restage the leafleting 
and w

ants the scene to be historically accurate. I w
as led 

to believe I m
ight be used as a technical consultant for 

that scene, but I've just learned that since I'm
 convinced 

O
sw

ald acted alone and w
as not involved in a conspiracy, 

they w
on't let m

e go anyw
here near the m

ovie's shooting 
locations in N

ew
 O

rleans. 
L

ast F
riday I w

ent to C
am

p Street in N
ew

 O
rleans to 

shoot a little video of the m
ovie-m

aking, but one of Stone's 
security people called over a cop w

ho ordered m
e to stop 

taking pictures and leave. 
E

arlier I put the film
 com

pany in touch w
ith C

arlos 
B

ringuier (the C
uban exile w

ho scuffled w
ith O

sw
ald on 

C
anal Street) and B

ill Stuckey (the freelance reporter w
ho 

interview
ed O

sw
ald for W

D
SU

 R
adio), but Stone is not 

going to use either as a consultant—
even though I under-

stand these tw
o are going to be portrayed in the m

ovie. 
It appears that Stone is rew

riting history again and 
doesn't w

ant any of the people w
ho actually m

et O
sw

ald to 
confuse him

 w
ith the facts of the case. 

—
Johann W

. Rush 


