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The Joke's on Y
ou 

A
ccording to Joann B

yrd, your om
buds-

m
an (M

arch 28), it w
as both despicable 

and new
sw

orthy w
hen Fairfax C

ounty R
e-

publicans, at a roast, m
ade rem

arks that 
belittled blacks and exploited stereotypes 
about gays. A

nd earlier, your paper herded 
the roasters, O

liver N
orth and com

pany, 
into its w

oodshed for an editorial flogging 
["T

hat G
O

P R
oast," M

arch 24]. 
Y

et, before the ink w
as dry on these 

m
oral chastisem

ents, reporter R
oxanne 

R
oberts [S

tyle, M
arch 29] w

rote about 
how

 the G
ridiron C

lub's H
elen T

hom
as 

"received the night's m
ost-repeated one-

liner from
 S

en. B
ob D

ole: 'T
he lovely 

dress H
elen is w

earing tonight is from
 the 

new
 J. E

dgar H
oover collection.' " 

Is your paper applying a double standard 
D

ole's com
m

ent, im
plying H

oover w
as a 

hom
osexual, is based on lies and supposi-

tions. T
here is no valid, truthful inform

ation 
from

 any source to prove H
oover w

as gay. 
B

y citing D
ole's joke as a highlight of the 

evening, R
oberts m

angled your fake stance 
about placing great value on "respecting 
other hum

an beings." W
hat kind of "tottery 

defense" do you have to justify repeating 
that sleazy charge? 

In view
 of your paper's abhorrence of 

such behavior, there is only one w
ay you 

can save face. T
he G

ridiron C
lub hosted 

the roast but voiced no objections to the 
scurrilous attack on H

oover. N
aturally, 

your paper w
ill publicly announce that it 

has severed relations w
ith the G

ridiron 
C

lub and has forbidden its personnel to 
participate in the club's future activities. 

—
B

en A
lton 

T
he w

riter is chairm
an of the Society 

of F
orm

er Special A
gents of the F

B
I Inc. 

H
enry A

llen in an article on J. E
dgar 

H
oover [Style, M

arch 23] characterizes the 
recent A

nthony Sum
m

ers book on H
oover 

as "scandalous." T
he R

andom
 H

ouse D
ic-

tionary defines "scandalous" as "defam
tory 

or libelous in speech or w
riting." H

aving so 
characterized the source of his inform

ation, 
A

llen then repeats the scandalous charges. 
T

hus A
llen and your paper m

eet the sam
e 

dictionary's definition of a "scandalm
onger," 

i.e., "one w
ho spreads scandal." 

W
hatever H

oover's faults or errors in  

policy and judgm
ents, and anyone in public 

service for m
ore than 50 years has his 

share of those, S
um

m
ers and those w

ho 
echo him

 have no credible evidence for 
their allegations w

ith regard to his person-
al life. 

It is ridiculous to believe that 

H
oover w

ould have so jeopardized his 
position of pow

er and prestige by allow
ing 

him
self to be vulnerable to the large num

-
ber of people now

 alleged to have w
it-

nessed such illicit behavior. 

—
Jam

es E. N
olan Jr. 


