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Dear Profeassor Wilkes,

It is a remarkable coincidencc that your article on Hosty's booKreached me
the day I finished ahout 70,000 words on it for the rocord for history. ¥t confirmed
tc me that some of his fi.as would be persuasive even among some who have some fami-
liarity with the subject matter buf %% not in the most intimste detail. Hostl's is
I think the most determinedly dishonest of all the bad books on the"’%sasaina.tion. I
do not recall a single thing in it that is new and depemflable. &nd it is dominated,
as e is, by his stm(gly-hem political beliefs that are irational.

Bven his title is a lie. He was Faken off the Uswald case as soon as the
police learned from Oswald, in Hosty's presence, that Oswald had left that letter
for him, Later he was used for 'a few ofids and ends on Oswald's background. Yet the
book rcfers to him as "the lead inves figator,” too. Ti H-E; /[T-Wf ] waﬁf y¢M

There mever wes any proof that Kostikov was a Wet k= jo'bs expert. The
CIA's own records admit that was a presumption only by those wild political niits
they had in lexico, much is @ long and separate stormt. They, wit I{ bagsador Mann,

tried hard to use th.sssassination as a means of getting Wo&f‘d Wap TIT started.
But if he had been, Oswald did not "medt" Kostikov. It was another consul who m:y
%Qso have been KGB, as so many of ours are CIi, and the Hosty mind could, of course
say it mitkes no differrence; they al.}.él.re. _

Nechiporenko was part of the money-making so many in the USSR went in for as
soon as they saw the potential. The XGB in t?ins.ki skinned Schiller and that Bave
the also greedy Mailer his disagbcr. I've a long manuscriipt on that for tie record for
history. The initial reports on the Nechiporenko book made it clear it was fiction to
coumercialize the market o ] did not get it.

There is much that is .rong with “ewman's book. I do not have the time to g0
into all of it /e knows better than the Duran story he tells. * know that because
not being able 'l:;} travel and thus not MV%%4Mu access to all the records I still
have what leaves that without question, the CIA's Box 57 at the irchives, a summary of

all Mexico City atatimz‘fommﬁcations to and from hcadquaerters., That alleged Duran
congession of having had s‘ex with Oswald as beaten dut of her when she was\{rrested »
with no chirge at all, by the lexican police, who did that twice at the decmand of the
Ci& hiotshots. Thati scared even CIA Hi but its warning ot there too late to avoid
the second be.ting up. Yet baged on this [Hllewman says that Castro was "implicated? in
the assassination];




Newman is wreng on the B@é’ne;uier, Odio and other stories, too, and his basic
Hew OUrlcans line is fictional, that Oswald as ‘junderground" until that “ringuier
business that in ad.ition Newman misdytes. Oswald was never "undergriund" in any
sense.

411 of these people. each beginning with his éwn preconceptions that usualy
are political, ismore what is most obvious in their attributing the assassinaﬁoﬁ to
the Cubans or the Soviets, and that begins witﬁq the solution to the Cuba missile
crisis of 1962.That t;fut‘eat to the vorld ended when JFK guaranteed Cuba against any

invasion. That publicvassur.:mce Khruschev could not make, the reason, one of th e
reasons he j,w.t those missiles there. There simply is no way that casﬁo would knock
off his only real protector.

That crisis ended with the beginning of Ke;zedy's and Khruschev's groping to-
ward peace, which each wanted very much. They thhanged some 40 letters the Soviets
have been willing to disclor@e but our Stated bepartment is holding some backe 'I‘here-

is simply no chance in the world that Khruschve any more than Castro P&bferred the
hﬂ@c Johnso to the dove Kennedy.

I tuke time for a little more on Newman, whose book does not connect Oswald
vith the CIA, " '

He was here, by invitation, for Thanksgiving two or three years aho, before
he did his book, after his fi;_n: é’estimomr to the Conyers committee on restoiing the
faith of the 06 people, which { likede He spent several hours just giving me the eye,

rather openly for a man who all those year: in intelligences I told him of a record
* had that was stolen and how he could replace it, the rc%ber the Texans age
the Commission, It was not‘S1?2, which tonnie Hudkins told me he'd mdde up.,ﬁ.It was
119669. Ye was excited whien he called.“me the following Monday to tell me he'd
found ifpxactly where I'd told him in the Commisssion's records. Efe did not send me the
copy he'd promised. I ass also showed him the proof I have from 'I:he Navy that Oswald
had CRYPTQ clearance. It wa,«;’right at out copier and when I started to make a co;iy he
told me not to, that he'd g'i:t his owne Theré is no mentfon in Nel-aman's book of either
that number Rankin kept secret or of Osgald's high clearances as a merbna. Cryp"co
required Top fecret. o

Also by coincidence I had a call yesterday from a man who describes himself as
a retired marine offiecer. He was closefau Oswald's age and was in the Jacksonville
class behind Oswald. Instead of being sent to Keesler from there he was sent to I
think he said Millington, in Yennessee, for ‘he same training. e did exactly the
same work Uswald did and he had, had to have for it, CRYFTO and Top Secret clears

ances. e said ho would write me more on this. e knew Oswald at Santa Ana but
not intimately. They rode the bus to work together. B adov o af 21 Yig




In the course of pretending 'to"_k“mke the investigation it never made the
government went in'to'-&‘_"sa many diversions and digressions there is no limit on what
the exploiters and commorcializers can get into thut has nothing at all to do with
the actualities of thocrime itself. Lhere likewise is little possibility that cven those

rclat |;vel;-; well informed aboutifthe gsassination can know enéepi‘ghf twe evaluate the
clever fakes. Hosty's is rather leavy-handed end openly dishonest but almost nobddy
can p:tl,t[f: it all up. And when most of us are willing to believe the worst about any
reds, real or imagined, thal makes it casier for them, ?
The FB1 kmew Oswald was not a communist and,@ was in fact strongly anti-
Comnunjst. Yet Hasty rcfers throug WEb:Lm as a member of the party.

I thdnk it was one of the many serious tyagedies that the Cémmission coincided
with the Civil ilights Act. Russell was strongly anti~-Communist and I believe had been
led to belisve that Usw:ld was one. Mo told me he believed “ohnson appointed hi
the Commisson to ke hin from kading that fight in the Senate and that he fooled ol
I.gmd m by not liaving that to others and instead spending less time on the L-'c»zmnisszl.cnfl.
I beliove that if he 1 d had the time to £0 into what he did not have time for s he
spotted the fact that ,;’:lt 2dina had been leaned on to get her to lie and that the singla—-
bullet theory was impossible, hcyd have picked up ruch mors 'bhu.d-wa..» S0 very, very
wrong including labelling the anti Communist ugwald as a red. It does not take all
Aftmt tice and effort, if anyone on'_‘tha ¥ommission had the interest, to use the
information it had to prove that it knew that Os.ald was no% and could not have been
the assassin. i.I;.h’A Russell's correct belief that the basis of the i?eport was wrong
I think that with more time he'd have gone farthur.

Hosty, by the way, is 100 wrong on Hozenko. ﬁe and Newman should have been
asking whey those in the CIA who wanted to prevent his defection wanted that so
stris’hgly and risked so much in the effort. Also what basis there was in fact for all
the incredible abuse h-qaped on that man,who was as genuine as could be, as not a signle

one of the many storics made uy to keep him from deﬁzcting was. I have those rccords
irom the FBI.The sh .or‘t answer on lojfenko ig hat “;hen he told us about those almost 50
buge the LG ﬁ had planted in the embassy walls that could not be detected. that was
not threw-away information and. he had té be genuine.

Hosty lies also in s:ying Yswgld was sent to Minsk where thede were teaining
scihools for spies and in saying that mirina's uncle was of the FVD police. fe was a
o '_:Eo:stry exoert and worked in that i‘:i?gd. only. ftep be step, he lies about every-
thing alnost ul\r;.ya Jjust naldng it upsPleasc eccuse 'I;hc: haste.

Th.a.nks ..tnd ﬁst wishes,

*am%(

'“d-l‘OL d Weisberg




New light on JFK assassination

It has been 32 years since the
most traumatic day of the century
for this nation—that stunning

" Friday, Nov. 22, 1963, when

i

President Kennedy was assassi-
nated in broad daylight by sniper
fire while being driven In an open
car through the streets of down-
town Dallas.

The case of the JFK murder is
far from closed. Massive quanti-
ties of important new information
are now being made public on a
regular basis by the JFK
Assassination Records Review
Board, which was established by
Congress in 1992. As a result of
the end of the Cold War, other
important data is emerging from
countries such as Russia, formerly
behind the Iron Curtain.

Passport to Assassination
(1993), by Oleg M.
Nechiporenko, a former Soviet
KGB_officet, furnishes pew facts

about Lee Harvey Oswald’s Visits”

to both the U.S.5.R. and Mexico
City. The author demonstrates
that the KGB thought Oswald was
probably an intelligence agent,

.although it was unclear for whom

he was working; that prior to Nov.
22,1963, Oswald, whether in
other countries or in the U.S., was
under far more government sur-
veillance than the CIA, FBI, or
other agencies later would admit;
that Oswald was not a loner, but
rather an operative with numer-
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ous connections, frequently in the
company or vicinity of known
spies; and that many mysteries
remain concerning Oswald,
including his trip-to Mexico City
in October 1963, and his stay in
New Orleans the previous sum-
mer.

Nechiporenko admits he does
not know if it was Oswald who
killed JFK, although he appears to
have doubts, He does claim
Oswald once built a bomb in his
Minsk apartment.

Norman Mailer's Oswald’s
Tale (1995), claims to prove that
Oswald was the only assassin and
that he was a Communist, a mis-
fit, and a loner who killed JFK
cleverly but with a deranged
mind, Mailer's massive work
(nearly 800 pages) is a tour de
force, but it fails to do what
Mailer intended—to convince
that Oswald alone did it all, that

'he'really was 4 Red, that he shot
JFK because he was a misfit, and

that the various conspiracy theo-
ries have no basis.

No matter what Mailer says
about Oswald’s remarkable life—
which was filled with high adven-
ture, far travels, encounters with
bizarre characters, strange coinci-
dences, and breathtaking audaci-
ty, but lasted only 24 years—the
actual events In Dealey Plaza
make it unlikely that there was
but one assassin. More than three

decades after the Presidential
motorcade entered Dealey Plaza,
it appears almost certain that
shots were fired at JFK's limousine
from several different angles,
including the right front, The
famous Zapruder film plainly
shows that immediately after he
suffered his fatal skull shot, JFK’s
head moved backward and to the
left, rather than forward, as would
have been the case if the shot had
come from behind the president
(where Oswald was). It is a pity
that Mailer would waste his time
defending a doomed tale—that
there was a single assassin,
Oswald,

The best new source of pub-
lished information on the JFK
assassination Is John Newman's
Oswald and the CIA (1995),
based on interviews and recently-
released, declassified documents.
Newman is-an honest ex-military
intelligence officer who has
reproduced;, or quoted, docu-
ments released by the CIA and
other agencies under the 1992 JFK
Records Act.

In the author's words, the
book’s thesis is that “the CIA had
a keen operational interest in Lee
Harvey Oswald from the day he
defected to the Soviet Union.”

Newman also says that “the
CIA was spawning a web of
deception about Oswald weeks
before the president’s murder.”

Donald E. Wilkes™

The tountless government
documents Newman has patiently
located, correlated, and analyzed
make it extraordinarily likely that
beginning as early as 1959, when
this alleged Marxist incongruous-
ly joined the Marine Corps,
Oswald was involved in some sort
of undercover activity for the CIA,
the FBI, and perhaps other (for-
eign or domestic) intelligence
agencies,

Referring to deplorable efforts
of American intelligence agencies
to stonewall the Warren
Commission, Newman asks:
“What legal term should we use
to describe the action of a govem-
ment agency when it lies to a -
presidentially-appointed investi-
gation?”

Incredibly, whereas the Soviet
secret police carefully preserved
their records concerning Oswald
while he was in their country,
eVen'rioting on his file itself that it
was not to be destroyed, back
here in the United States the
Department of Defense secretly
and inexcusably destroyed
Oswald’s military intelligence file
in 1973, under circumstances
never made clear,

Donald E. Wilkes, Jr., is a pro-
fessor at the University of Georgia
School of law. The opinions
expressed in this column are not
necessarily those of The
Observer,
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