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Trevor,
hard talking about the Bishop story on the phone, not least 1
diTl"2rent handles on why we should be publishing. Perhaps, ing

g « drink over the thing. Meantime, herr is a summary of how I
an developments,.
ume we start from the same point - that the Keunedy assassina

oversd, is a seminal event and atory of our time. With the cos
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enle to me that thHe Obmerver was saying that, and that new evid

oped and pursueds As a reporter, I believe Lhat - when officis
icient -~ reporting must be comhative and innovative. I imagling
o Id of credo,
are rigging of .the Bishop case is as follows. A top anti-Casty
e hae alleged, and only when arprosched by the Comnittec inveg
5 Intelligence case officer wet with alleged ascassin Oswald Y
ry and later tried to fabriocate evidencs linking Oswald with (
nats in Mexico City. Early invegtigation showed that Vecianz w
sy but failed to produce pros>f of his assassination-linked alll
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al matter of ''Bishop's'' true identity. There were vital Zznd
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kely to remain elusive.) Inquiries did, however, appear to m

f the few mpecific leads in the case which offer a major pbbern
in the face of every effort by its own investigator, Congress!
pinations failed to pursue the matter as well as you and I wou
petent newsparer,(There is no gap between Fonzi and me on this
book. The Committee failed badly in this key area - either fo

iciency, or conceivably because of the Chief Counsel's obsessi
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example of omission that might bear fruit. Two weeks' research — wh

by inyestigative standards - gave the Observer and me the first inp

e published, I told you of these ineffiociencies, and selected
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the story for two years. For the first time, we established without question that

Bighop did indeed exist. And the witness who provided that hreak came up with a new

narie.
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The name led guickly to a C'repcrter'' whose record over twen
affiliation to rightwing causes, to inflammatory coverage of

ty years shows a
Alpha 66 at the




vital period in the Kennedy administration, and of Chile when the yrincipal *'Bighop'’
candildate, Phillips, was running the CIA pr-gramme to unseat Allende. The i'resh
witness, Prewett, (caught unawares by an unplanned interview) denigd ever having met
Phillips. Phillips, also caught without warning, =aid he did know Hrewett. The Prewett
area [deserves trenchant fufther enquiry, whether by reporters or by officialdom. If we
cannot alfford to take it further, we must press officialdom to do sgo.

Meanwhile, our enguiries led to the naming of the key witnesses in |the matter of
identlifying Philliaps as ''Bishop''. We, via Leigh, interview them flor the first time.
The one who appears to be protscting Phillips, B.H., ndw screws up his story in
impontant aspects. The man who named Phillips as Bishop is now shown to be consistent
and meliable in ways we did not know of back in the summer. We establish that the
Commijtter failed to follow up other vital pointes, failed to hear thease lasl witnesses
on oath, Failed ever to question the man who, Vaciana thinks, probgbly effected the
intrgduction between himself and ''Bishop''. Other details start to drop into place -
n.ge |the first public revelation that Phillips, =whe has in the past gone out of his

way Yo smear Qswald nver his alleged contacts with communist officials, was in faot
] 8 )
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the ghief of the GIA unit respongible for the suepsct omicsions and cokk-ups over
surveillancs of Oswald in Mexico Qity. Meanwhile, Phillips etarder | vressure for
in the wake 2f my hook -~ shows new apparent cracke in his story. I§ interviews for
the OQhservery both Chief Counsels of the Committee assert that - to put it hluntly
in this privete letter ~ Phillipo perjursd himself before the Committee.
Now, |with publication of the Fonzi article, trere are specific moves afoot to give
the Rey witness, Veclana, immunity from prosecuticn to prove that e did receive
the sum of money he claims Bishop gave him, and how he disposed of|it. Veciana hase
agread to provide thig explanation,
An intsrriew last wenrk, with a high--ranking CIA officer, irdicates|that a Congressional
Committee will next yoar press enquiries into tho identity of Bish)p. Meanwhile, the
Justice Department has commissicned the lational Academy of Sciences and the National
Science Toundation to conduct further enguiry into the scientific evidence, and a
spolkesman sayps the Department would rae-npon the case judicially if|the ecoustics
evidence stands up.(ﬂy guess, however, is that the Department will| fudge the issue -

\

espec¢ially under a Reagan administration.)

If this story wes a British one, I cannot imagine any hesitation about publighing. The
American press has been hopeless on this case, and now prefers not| to know. That's |
not our position, and I think it is right for a major international paper to report
developments, and bring all pressure it properly ocan on ane of thelmost serious stories
we've ever covered. As it happens, we have our own key breakthrough to report, plus

the hardly insignificant news that the assassination caused the Soyiets to go on
nuclear alert. The reason they did is specifically linked to Oswald's supposed links

to communist officisls, and thot is the key Factor in the Bishop storys.

I don't *hirk publishing has anything to do with “he fine differenpes between Fonzi
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ut simply wil

or in the case. And that is, after all, the ''best'' story of
rewrite, but I'm sure we should run the story.

Chesrs,

Anthony Sumners

gﬂa %8; u Simpl§ wi%h the valid reporting we've done., I think, ih the event, the

y since summer has been helpful ~ we can now take advantaze of| latar developments
of the Fonzli article. Perhaps, toco, we should do some of the fTurther research

ined on the next page - above all the Lobo interview in Spsin.| But I don't think
should become a throw-away piece alongside reviews of the forfthcoming books about
forensic evidence and the Mafia. If we do that, we'll be doing| exactly what US

pialdom has done - to shy away from, or soften, coverage of the US intelligence

91l .




