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CRONKITE: Have you heard anything,‘read anything, since

- AGRONSKY: Todaj, on FACE THE NATION, we depart from our usual .

Walter Cronklte for the CBS News Inqu1ry- "The‘?Warren:Report,”

‘Dresentlng the lnterVLew today on "Face .the Natlon." It is. .-

tedlted only to conform to tlme requlrements. - Here now is Walter

<«

Septenber, 1964 that would cause you to believe?there would'be
any orofit in reooening‘the investigation? |

. . . .
McCloy: I haven't seen or heard of anything as yet, Of course,
I'm not privy to the investigations«that_are going on'in New .
6rleans. But certainly I haven't seen any=--any evicence tnat
I feltvwould‘justify a new inveStigation. I would be the first
one to say that we should--should be followed up if some creél-
ble evidence did--did appear.
ANNOUNCER: Today on FACE'THE NATION:;- in color —- a spontane-
ous and unrehearsed news interview with John J, McCloy;'former

High Commissioner of Germeny and a member of the Warren Com-

mission, Here now is CBS News Correspondent Martln Agronsky.

format to present‘an interview with John J. McCloy, lawyer,
diplomat and presidential adviser who served as a member of the
President'S'Commission on the assassination of President Kennedy

Mr. McCloy was 1nterv1ewed in New York by CBS News Correspondent

broadcast last Sunday, Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesdaylniéhts.
Because only a portion could be used in the Warren Report broad-
casts and because CBS News felt Mr, McCloy's remarks were .

historically significant andvof qreat'public-interest,‘we are

gy
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Qronkite.

CRONKITE: .Mr;‘thloy, hoﬁever objectivelyv the Commission may‘
have set about ite~work' thezreport itself - it seems to ue -
may just as well have been entitled "The Case Agalnst Lee‘Harvej
Oswald." Are yvou satisfied that as much effort was put 1nto‘

challenqlng that case, as 1nto establlshlng it? In‘other words,

dld_the accused man get a fair trial?

McCloy: 1I'll answer that in just a moment, if 1 may just say
one thlng which I would llPe to say. In the flrst place, I had
some question as to the proprlety of my appearlng here as a
former member of the Commr551on to comment on the evidence of
the Commission, it seems tonbevsometguestion, and T think there
is some question abcut thewadvisability ofwdoing that, But Ifm.
quite prepared to talk about the procedures and attithdes.Of
the Commissioh. And I'm -- the-SCOpe of its_conclusion, and
sb’forth,~ But I will now try to_anewer your’questioh by point-
ing out, that»thie was an_investlgation; and not a trial.\_Wel
'didn't have any plaintiff and defehdant. This wasn't what is
khown as an.adversary proceeding.» We vere all called upon to’
come dohn there to, I belleve the wordlng Qas, the dlrectlve
from the Pre51dent, "to satlsff vourself " that 1s, the Com-
‘miesion;; 'what were the releVant facts in relatlon to the
assassinatloh."_ And that's the base from~wh1ch we started

.Now, we dld examlne all of the facts.T We had many questlons, as |-

far as thej were adduced to us. And I thlnk that we gradually
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' started -- and it waS»a.very widespread one, there was an accumu-

e s s, R4
POLRRL kS ‘ ‘
I ' ,25i blllty of Oswald We welghed a great deal of evidence in con-

came to- a judgment that led to our conviction that Oswald was
the assassin, . In the course of that ~we didn' t have any counsel
representlng Oswald We did have counsel from Texas, represen+~
ing the Texas authorities, and we had a man from‘the - the
president of the Bar Assocratlon to see‘that == that we were“
conducting ourselves with propriety in respect of ahy of the
witnesses, I tnlnk that we looked at it objectlvely.- This was
our duty. We couldn t come down there with a preconceived\ _
notion, We had a respon31b111tj to the President of the United
States, to our fellow c1tlzens, and to-our owndlntegrlty, to do
just- what the Pres;dent asked us to do;

CRONKITE: But Mr, McCloy, is lt poss;ble for a group of men,
no matter how trled and how true, as certalnly -- I thlnk we'd
all agree that your Commission members were, to take a 51tuatlon
in which a man had been caught with all the ev1dence on him, and'
then had‘later been the victim of murder himself, and not begln
with that premise that he was gullty7

McCloy: I don't think we began with the premlse that he was
guilty. We certalnlv had -~ had been on notice through the
extensive teleVLSlon coverage, and the press coverage, of what

the general evidence against Oswald was. But lt was most general

It wasn't particular. But then we —-'after.our investigation had

latlon of eVLdence whlch dld p01nt ver/ directly to the responsa-ﬂ
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S a <davyer “for any particular suspect there. This in itself would

;4 i>
nection witﬁ jthet,.bﬁt there were certain outstanding éieees

of evidences'that eouldn't - you ceuldn't escaée the_conclusion
that fhis'was the most iikelv suspect; And we exaﬁined all the
witnesses, We didn't, as I say, have the advantage of having'el
defendant in front of us that we couldverosséexamine. Buthe
cross—examined a great manv witnesses, aﬁd attempted'toefind any
other explanation'thah the one that we received, and we!coﬁl@n’t A
-~ that we were aérivihg at, and we just simply couldﬁ't'ceme to
ahy other'conelusion.v Vv

CRONKITE: Do ybu think, in hindsight,viﬁ might have‘beenfbettef
to have had a reprééentetive of Oswald present?

:Mccloy: I think that we had in each case ~- ef each wiﬁﬁess -
we had -~ where they chose to haveveounsel, ceunsel eeuld appear),
;But since this was not en edversery-broceeding, this 'was a Cem—

mission affair, I think it'would have been improper to have had

have been == I think, distorted the character of ﬁhe inveeti-
gation. Oqf inveetigation‘was widespread.. e weren't’tfoubled
with soﬁe of_ﬁhe ﬁore_restrictive rules of evidence, We>coqld
go far and wide., We hed the advantages of hot only the'FBI, but
manv investigative agencies of the governﬁent, and other govern-
ments, at our dispesaI; 'And this was very coﬁparableeto the
Royal Commissions that they have in England, thet.take'fhie"i
form -- rather thaﬁ-the adversary}fefm: a ; S 1;j;f§rﬁ}

CRONKITE: _Now, let me ask you about the‘investigative egencies
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McCloy: Well the‘-- naturally; in order to determine whether

‘Oswald was a nember of any US agency, or an employee, we. had to

'oath, to testify to us whether or not this was the case., I

GenTh  CRRGe (FE- Be Ies- S . -

fsttf'
which you had.at‘yeur;dispcsal Thls wae the charge from the_
Pre51dent that you could use any agency vou needed Ccm-
mlsSLOner Gerald Ford, in hie‘book about the assassination;
wtites, that.the Qery.first'meeting of.the CommissionvwaS'dohi-»
nated by concern that Oswald may have had soﬁe aseociation;with
the FBI., And yet the Commission itself took == apparentlyq ae
nearly as we know! novindependent steps to investiéate thatde-
merely accepted the FBI's own denial This has been one ot'theu
questlons now ralsed by the critics, Do\ycu feel that that'ﬁasf

adequate?

go to that agencv. And we had to put the head of that agency on

thinkAthis must be,'aftervail, the hest evidence of whether therg
was any connection,’ There had been reports that Osﬁald had the-
name of an FBI agent in his‘papere. He did have. But he was
belng subjected to -~ to examlnatlon, and survelllance, as a
resultvof the fact that he'd been a defector.' And we'e;amined
all the evidencelﬁe could find, that would indicate?thathhe had‘
been connected in any‘way with the us agenc1ee.' Those Qho'were
maklnc this sugcestlon couldn t glve us any ev1dence, other than
rumorl And I think that we were justlfled in g01ng to the
responSLble head of the partlcular agencv, and sav1ng, “Now; ;.

we want to Pnow what the answer to thls ls.' You have all the
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records, And“Ydﬁ testify; eh'oath, what the situation is, and
just;what eccurred," I can't believe that a responsible head of

any‘ef the agencies, if there were any records -~ with the

tremendous dhantity of people that were in these agencies, that

he would have, in the first place, dared =- and I don't think’

that it's entirely a matter of daring. It's not a matter ofl

.daring., It's a matter of hls own lntequty, and the lntegrlty

1
~

of that agency. I thlnk 1t was the best ev1dence that ve could
éet. | | .

CRONKITE: Ve all assume the integrity of the FBI, and certainly
of its head;'Mr.:JiiEdgar'Hoover.'ABut with a Cormission of thig

nature, having to start from absolute scratch -- with no pre-

- conceived notioins, you did have to believe in vour mind that

. it was possible for the most heinous and massive conspiracy of

all time, involving the very highest levels of government,

didn't you, to =- in order to lay your case?

McCloy: Well, it seems to me that a conspiracy, as you say, of

this massive character, is a llttle incredible, It would have

to be an awfully massive sort of a consplracy. You'd have to
have any number of people,lnvolved in it, Cabinet meﬁberé_4¥.

Mind you, the FBI wasn't the only agency we used, We must have

used a half a dozen agencies, And I can't conceive of the

nice articulation of a conspiracv to suppress evidence, or to

fdlstortvthe ev1dence, that we: wouldn t have -= that wouldn"t*ﬁ"

have emerqed somewhere in the course of our lnvestlaatlon.’

. =
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7.
There'ﬁévbeéﬁ a‘ﬁumbér'ofléuggéstionslthat_thevCommission; for
exanple, was'ohIY'mptivéted by a desire to put ;~ to‘ﬁake tﬁings
quiet, so as to.give cémfort to the Adﬁinistration, or to‘give
comfort to the people of ﬁhe’coﬁntry, that~thére was nothihél
yicious about this, Well,'that-wasn'f the attitude that wé had‘
at all, i_know what my attitude; when I first weﬁt dowh‘tﬁére
-- I was conviﬁced that there was somethihg ﬁhony'betwegﬁ»thé‘
Ruby and the Oswaid affair; that fdrty-eight hours after tﬂéA
aésassination hére;s this man shot .in the pol;cé staﬁion.. Well,
I was rathér';-'pretty ske?tical about that; Bﬁt as time Qent
on and we‘heardIWighesseé; and wgighed the witnéssés -- but just
think how silly this charge is. Here we were seven men -- I
think five of us were Republiéans,‘QeHWeren't beholden to any
administration; Besides thét, we --.we had oﬁr oﬁﬁ integrity
to think of. A lot of people ﬁavé s?id that‘you can rely upon

the distinguished character of the Commission. You don't need

to rely on the distinguished of the Commission, Maybe it was

distinguished} and maybe it wasn't, But you can rely on common
sense. And you know thatlséven'men aren't going to get together,

of that character;'and concoct a conspiracy == with all the

members of the staff we had, with all of the -- of the investi- |

gative agencies, it would have been a conspiracy of a character

so mammoth and 'so vast that it transcends even some of the

‘distorted charges of conspiracy on thewpéft'of'Oswaid. L altha g

CRONKITE: You're speaking-of a conspiracy to whitewash, -
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to satisfy ourselves as to what the truth was,

-own staff, It's important, I think, to realize that we did

used it to a large extent‘ I suppose I can only speak from my

A"8’ .
McCloy: Yes.' There -=- or even a subcohscious etﬁitﬁde.‘ Ano‘
our;ettitude was,Aflet's find outiehar thezfacts here ere." - And
we hed some very tough minded men on that,Commission -- like
Senator Russell, end'Seneror Cooper, as well as others, .And.

our anxiety was to do just what the President asked us to do -~

CRONKITE: Mr, McCloy, you were seven leaders of rhe.neerone;‘
community, very bosy meh. How much'timeAdid you members ogfthe-
CommlsSLOn, vourselves,‘spend w1th this ==~ hearlno tﬁls evr-‘
dence? Or how much dld you have to depend upon the staff work?
McCloy: -Of course; Qé couldn t carry on the 1nvestrgat10n en~

tirely by ourselves, with the vast character of this investiga—

tion. And we had to use these agencies, and we had to use our
use our own staff, as well as the government agencies == and

own experience. For a large part of the elght and a half months|,
this was my mein»preoccupatlon. I Pept thlnklnq about 1t,
readlng all the testlmonles that came out- visited Dallas- ; 
many conferences w1th 1nle1duals -- ny colleagues,.as well as
---1n groups,_as well as 1nd1viduall§,,and by twos -and threes;
many:discussions with the staff; very eﬁtended talks with‘Mr;
Lee. Rankin,. the Sollc1tor General == former Sollc1tor General

of the Unlted States.'

I can't add up the numbexr of hours that I spent, but this was
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' School Book Depository. We talked to all of the pollce officers

 step by step, his movements from the School Book Dep051tory to

“in the w1ndow and held the very rifle w1th the four power scope

" the exact spot that'whoever the'assa531n was sat, wrth the

carton of boxes as a headrest; snapped the trigger many times;

McCloy: Yes, I went over: to the’ qrassy knoll. And I'went
over -- first, I was up at the place from whlch Oswald was

' alleged and Whlch I belleve, he shot from - w1th all the

the - ﬁy main nreocoupation'and thonght;for the‘period of onr
deliberations.- | |

CRONKITE: What did vou do_onvthose visits to ballas?

McCloy: Well, we.went there, and walked overAthevDealy Plaza,

almost -- it seems to me -~ foot by foot. We went into the

that were there, a number of the w1tnesses- VlSlted the board—

1ng house =-- boardlng houses that Oswald had lived in; retraced

the point at which he was apprehended in the theatre; we chased

ourselves up and down the stairs, and timed ourselves; I sat

on it, and sighted down across 1t - seelng what must have been

~the;;35we.had a car moving at the alleged rate. Well l
can go on, But I m just trving to glve you the 1mpressxon of
what was the fact, that we did aSSLduously follow thls ev1dence
and work out.as best we could our own judqments in relatlon to
it.e | |
CRdNKITE{ ~You've had»extensive ﬁllltarybexperience; handled

Vguns,3~Did you go over to the grassy'knoll?"
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and in hunting, And I think anybody that had had somewhat,

from the grassy knoll, I thlnk that it came from the rear,
Could you have used more tlme° ‘There is this charge that it

McCloy s The conclus1ons weren't rushed at all, If there s any
'charge that can be nade, and. maybe this is an unjust charge --»

.because I wasn' t in charge of it, I'n 1nc11ned to thlnk that we_

|| came to the conv1ctlon that we had heard about all the ev1dence

':10\'
‘ev1dence that we haue there,’that I think is most conv1ncrng,
and, as I say, fired == dry flredvat a head, with a four power
scope, And it was a rather easy shot, I have had a good bit of

experlence with rlfles, and bolt action rifles, and match worP

similar experience would say that was a rather simple shot,.it

was a rather simple'shot for a sharpshooter in the MarinevCorps.

{ ~

The difficult shot would have been over from the grassy Pnoll,
behand that barrler. There it was more in the nature of a |
crossing shot, than a going-away shot;h And the.comélications‘
that occur, thetwindshieid, and euery -= that would have been a
real shot. But I don t believe that -- I don't want to get into

this evidence. I just don t happen to believe that a shot came

CRONKITE: Mr,- Mccloy, the CONNlSSlon came into belng late in

1963, went throuqh to September '64, when you were dlssolved

was ~- your conclus;ons Were rushed that there were some

strlngent tlme scale lmposed.

perhaps rushed to print a llttle too soon.' But the concluSLOns

we arrlved at in our own good time; nobody pre551ng us. We just'q
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Sou
that we thought:it was. well valid to hear, Doesn't mean to say

that we covered everjtlng, but we =- from that p01nt on, we

.would have been arriving at a p01nt of dlmlnlshlng returns.»

CRONKITE: What was the result of rushing into print after the
conclusions were reached?

McCloy: ©Oh, I think, as I look back on it now, there may have

‘been some things7mat we could have tidied up -~ like you can

i . . - . - -

tidy up any -- any publication. And I noticed there's a typo-

graphical error here in a very important conclusion that we

reached, and that. I wish we'd-have picked up. I don't think

there's any misunaerstanding about'it, but in.piace of uhere we
said possibility,vwe shouid“haﬁe said impossibility. But it's
so obv1ous that we ~-~ that what we =~ the neanlng was, there sl
no questlon about it. But probably we could have.made a.better
index than we made._ But thev're all matters>of pure fdrﬁ,.not:
of substance. I'ms?repared to stané‘on-thehcommission?s con- A

clusions as they were giVen, and I believe-they're sound, I

don t mean to say that at some stage somebody m1ght not turn up

w1th some ev1dence that we weren t able to adduce, But we were
not pressured in any'way to arrive at a conclusion before we did

CRONKITE:  They said you didn't go into some things. In a

-thing of == a matter of ‘this great.importance, Shouldn't‘yOu'ye

gone'into all thingS?»

. McCloy~ Well,;all I'm sav;ng is that. there are many thlncs that

:have come up, that people have talked about 51nce - 1t dldn t

b o



OC¢ur’to us thatﬂthat‘was éoingato take the line, We had
2 thousands -- thousands'of documente,’and hundredS'and.hundreds
9 of witnesees. Ifh jnst eayiné, in theAlight.of hindsight,:“>
4 there may have been some_things that we should have done.i

! Now, if vou're asking‘ne Qhat I would do over again, I think7
6 :Ifd stand by‘the -- stand by the report, considering theitine
7 that we had to do it in; and‘the fact that you did havehtonliﬁ
8 || arrive within a reaeonable amount of time to a report. I think
9 ‘that:there‘s one thing‘i would do over”again.v I would insist
10 || on those photographs and the Xfrays - haying been produced

11 .before ué. 'And in one respect andronly one respect there,dI

12 || think that we werehoerhaps a little over sensitive to what we

13 || understood was the sensitivities of the Kennedy family against |

WARD & PAUL

14| the production of oolored photographeuof the body, and so forth.

15 || But, those exist, They're there.~ We had the best evidence in
ié regard to that--the pathology in respect to the Pre51dent'

.17 wounds. We had the patholoqlst testify to that, We couldn't

18 || have interpreted the X—rays 1f-we'd'had them. But probably it

19 || would have been better to have had them for the sake of complete
20 || ness in view ' of all the to~do that's occurred 51nce.' Bnt, we -
21 had the best evidence.; We were completely satisfied with the -

22 with’the»Dootor's testimonv, and even-thouqh;we.had the best
~~h-w‘» w~é§ﬁc ev1dence, perhaps Qe ought to have had -the == the photooranhsvto_ﬁ
ﬂhﬁﬁﬁk ?b%24}\ go along w1th rt.&‘They re =- they ex1st, thev re 1n the Archlves.

- .25 and upon proper arrangements they can be seen now.
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CEONKITE- What you had‘were the doctors' -
McCloy:- Doctor - | |
CRONKITE: Doctor Hume s report -

McC]oy. The doctors that conducted the- autopsy -

CRONKiTE: ~= on the autopsy.

t
N

McCloy: == and afterKall that;s the best evidence. JAnd-we .
cross-examined_them. They were very convincing and we- werev;-

I was satlsfled with thelr testlmony. How in the world-could
they have distorted_their testimony?- They knew these pictures
were around, the X-rays Were around. _ﬁut, that was the best
evidence =-- what these‘men themselves had seen in that hospital
that night when the autopsy_was perforﬁed. |

CRONKITE: Was there anybe-vwas therexever any_suggestion‘that
one independent medical examiner might take a looh atvthe.prays
and records to corroborate the autopsy at the tlme5

Mccloy.‘ ﬁell, we had - there were a number of doctors who con-
ducted the autopsy, all of whom we were - were‘avallable to us,
Subsequent to the -~ to the publlcatlon of the report I under—
stand that suggestlon has been made. I have no doubt under
proper arrangements that at any.time those could be eXamined"
Bear in nind we don t set the rules, the Comm1551on drdn.t set
the rules._ We're no londer 1n ex1stence, we didn' t set theh ‘'when
we_were.in existence. These are rules of ‘the National Archives
and thev - the government determlnes what is avallable to be

exposed and what 1sn t
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McCloy: Yes.

'publlc was entltled to a report, was that one that was wholly

1
CRONKITE Well,'rsn 't that the contradactlon to the Pres;dent'
order to you that vou’ should have all the fac111t1es you needed
for thlS 1nvest1gatlon?

Mcéloy: Weli; we hadiall the facilities we needed.‘ We'could
subpoena anything we wanted. _Itlwaa our“oﬁn choice that'we

didn't subpoena these photographs which were in the hands of

"the Kennedy family, I say I wish == I don't think we'd have

subpoenaed them. We could have done. Mr. Justice Warren uas
talklng to the Kennedy famlly about that at that tlme. I‘V‘
thought that he was really q01ng to see then, but it turned out
that he hadn t. But, there was no 11m1tatlon on our abllltj to

go anywhere, get any documents. We had the most secret docu-

ments exposed to us,

- CRONKITE: Mr, MoCon; in the matter of "rush to print" or

"Rush to Judgment" ==

CRONKITE: Now, we'll put "Rush to Judgment" aside, but "rush
to print" - this time consideration ‘that youvfeit that the

generated w1th1n the Comm1551on, or was there out51de squestlon

that the publlc needed this report as earlv as p0551b1e9

McCloy- I dldn t have any sense of any - of thls belng brouqht'

to’our attentron from the outside at all, I think it was*just*”

a general con501ousness of our own responSLbllltles - that we

had a responsxbllltv to get on w1th 1t as == as rapldly and as
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reasonably as.we could,

~let which pierced the President's throat, also caused Governorj

-testimony and certain other factors have given rise to some

wounds were fired from the 51xth ‘floor w1ndow of the Texas

'noddlng that you ve heard thlS before.

"McCloy: Yes.'

bbullet theory, the whole case made by the Commission: collapqes
_lnto a mass of 1ncred1blllt1eq. . What =~ what, for example,
Jhappened to the bullet whlch plerced the Pre51dent s throat § £

it dld not strlke Governor Connolly’ Here.lt was,moving,at_

CRONKITE~ I'd llke to read an excerpt from the report here._
"Although” -~ this is from the report -~_"Although it is not B
necessary to any essentral findings of the Comm1551on to deter-
mine jhst which shot hit Governor Connolly, there is Veryvper-_

suasive evidence from the ekperts to indicate that the eamevbul-'

f

Connolly's wounds., However, Governor Connolly" -- étill'read—

ing from the Commission report -- "However, Governor Connolly's

differences of opinion as to this probability. But, there's no |
question in the mind of'any member of the Commiseion that all

the shots which caused the PreSLdent's and Governor Connollv's

SchoolbooP Depository."
‘Now, that paragraph‘hasrtroubled a lot of us who'veﬁbeen

delving into the report; I can tell by the fact that you' re

CRONKITE: Everyone that.studies the report worries about it :

because it seems 1nescanably obvious that without the single

m
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IBOOhfeet per_second}'or-something, ana it's going’to go‘ihto.
the interior:of an automobile and disappear,

McCloy: Well, I said i‘didn;t want to comment on -- on par-
‘ticuiar pieces of euidence and 1'd be -- at the start oflthie
interview, and.I think I'd better stiok to it, hi woula-?%EI :
don?t hesitate to comment ebout it, ‘but I think it's rether-'
improper for me to rehash all the-ev1dence that we have, 655
course, this s;ngie bullet theory is one ‘that has beeh bandled ,
about a qgreat deal The =~ I thlnk the way to anproach thls —-v
you'll notice we say 1t wasn't necessary to our conclu51ohs.

And you sald a llttle whlle ago this -~ the whole case collapsed
!And what is the case°‘ The case is, and T thlnk this ismabout
right,-and I can == I think I can summarize'the eoncluSions.
iOne: Oswald killed the Preéident'bv.shots fired from the sixth
' floor w1ndow of the Schoolboo? Den051tory in Dallas,‘ He also
Qkf“ieﬁ”Tfﬁﬁetﬁeﬁkus is right from our conclu51ons. He kilied
' Tippet. When he was accosted by Tippet, followlng the aesassi-
‘nation, he t;ied to shoot another officer when he was ehout to
be apprehended ané when he was resistihé arrest.' Now, that'

the conclusron, those are the. essent1al conc1u51ons of the Com—
mission, They don't stand or fall by whether there was- a SLngle

bullet or not Second: the Commission found no'evidence that

a consplracv td "kill . the . Pre51dent. ’ﬂell“now, you can coﬁsidef“

~alternatives and you can consider'possibilities in connection

stgld, in commlttlng his crime, was actlng as a part1c1panta1n»“
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| was a consplracy So we say that this =-- T say, and I thlnk

S IR P R nno“'be establlshed categorlcally. ‘But; if there is

| McCloy: I haven't seen or heard of anything as yet; Of-céﬁréé}ﬁm%

‘"v;'i7

with this, whlch raise some -=- some Speculatlon as to where. thes

w_

bullets went, and what happened to that first bullet and when -
whether one mlssed or not. And you have to come back and talk
about the clock. How much was really did -- did transplre
there, and could a man shoot this way or couldn' t he shoot that
way? There was no other ev1dence that we thought was credible

that had come to our attentlon that would 1ndlcate that there

t S~

that statement is rlght - that that does not really, in anv‘
way, impair the essentlal conclu51ons of the Comm1551on., he
dld say, and I thlnk-lt 's 1mportant to bear in mlnd, that -
and I quote here - ”because of the dlfflculty of prov1ng neaa-
tives to a certainty, the pOSSlbllltV" -- and that should be
" 1mp0551b111tv" in my judgment- I thlnk that! s one of the tY@OS

‘that was made =- "of others being 1nvolved with elther Oswald

.any such ev1dence, 1t has been beyond the reach of all the

D

1nvest1gat1ve agenc1es and resources of the Unlted States and ha"

‘not' come to the attention of thls Comm1551on.
CRONKITE: Have you heard anythlng, read anvthing, seen anYthing
since September, 1964, that would cause you to belleve there

would be any proflt in reopening the 1nvest1gat10n°v

I'm not Prlvy to -the 1nvest1gatlons that are g01ng on in Neﬁ,hh"”"

Orleans.* But certalnly I haven t seen any - any eV1dence that
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I feit would’justifyia-hew investigation.. I would be the flrst
one’ to say that we should -- it should be followed up if some
credable evidence did =-=- dld appear,

CRONKITE: vDo you think there would be any public relatlons :
value in going over the same ground and answerlng.some of the

objections that'have been raised by the critics?

McCloy: Do I think there's a pubiic relations value tohthis

t Lo : ; . - S o

partlcular broadcast° Is that what you're asking me? _ )
CRONKITE: (LAUGHS)~ No, no; I wasn't thlnklng of that. I was
thinking about a fornal lnqulry of the assumptlon of the Warren
Commission, | o ‘ | | o

McCloys IbhaVe a feeling_thathat this stage that it --.there

would not be much validity in that, Time has gone past, the

trails have grown rather.stale, and would you =~ you'd have to

rehash over verv much of the same‘ground‘that we have.gone
over, Mavbe you would look at the little different pizces of
ev1dence, w1th a 11ttle dlfferent view, in view of all the

h1nds1ght we now haVe as a result of these charges. Some of

the charges are serlous, and a good many of them are totally'

1rrespon51ble. I don t see that -- that the publlc 1nterest'

would be served at thls stage. That's mv Judgment I'm not

trying to be too-defen51ve of our own handiwork,

CRONKITE:t Thank you, Mr, McCoy,

MCCoy;~ Thank you. = - R b
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