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David Williams sf21/78
23 BHurd R4, #2
Brookline, Bgss. 02146

Dear David,

Trs fourth graf of your 3/22/78 excerpts from interview with Epstein begins "...
(I trust that someone will pass this on to Harold Weisberg.)"Good idea. Too bad that
having gotien the idea you were unwilling to spend 132 yoursslf. If for more than a
menth after your notes you or anyone else hed done this it might have done some good
in the FOIA casa that then was before a federal district judge. 4= has egain bedded
down the the CIA and for the moment we can't get that into the record. However, we nay
be ahls to use 1t on aprsal and there will be snother shot because I have another series
of FOIA roquests that, absent compliance, will be in court. So I look forward to the
dub of the tape you say you err getting from WBUR-FM, And anything slse relsvant.

I knev of the taped interview from Paul Hoch, whose fine work was very helpful
in other informative projects about Epstein. I will alsc have other uses for the tape.

It sleo is= unfortunats that you people 444 not rsspond when I wrote and asked
about JFK xz:terials that could ba of use in the new spectro/NAA case. After the secord
in that cuse closed at the district lavel (vhich gvnerally means closed, period) I
blundered into re}evant materials.

1t is not posaible for me to wage all these FOIA battles and stili read every
record. You people went over many records and I presume made some notes. While I have
no reason to believe that wild all there is in those records you were sensitive to what
could be of use in these FOIA cases I do hope you will give this some thought. These
cases are not over and there will be mo re of them.

You may have come accross the record refleoting that the FEI had the 1/22/64
exsoutive session transcript contemporaneously. If your not es show this I'd appreciate
the citation. Eelated to this, 4ir you saw it, is the record on which Hoover sdded a
note characterizing Yerald Ford as = toad. Relevant in the same case is anything about
the 5/19 or 6/23 transcripts. I recall nothing from the preas. In ths earliost records
anything relating to Lab tests. For other uses, anything relating to critics.

“n p.3 you say that EJE named Angleton's asaistants. Which ones, by name?

There is an interesting correlaticn setween Zpstein's abendomment of his book and
trip to Europe and this case. His trip was for the duration of the time this case would
be before the district court, which had the dssirs of the ajseals court to perfect
the record before it. So Maybe BJE will return sooner now, unles he does not care
about prometing the book.

Bob, Jeff and I discussed other matters, including the House assassins committee,
Baefore long it will be necessary to face your Frenmkenstein, I urge keeping me informed.

Sincerely,,



Ixgerpts Trom interview with ifdward Ipstein 3/22/78
-David Williams

I met him at his hotel room, Ritz-larlton, expecting
to spend up to one-and-a-half hours with him, I was there
for more than two and a half, Naturally he knew that I was
doirg a piece for the Fhoenix and we chatted ° triefly before
I turned on the tape-recorder. (Unfortunately I had only two
hours of tape.) I mentioned that I had done some free-lance
and had applied to several programs in broadcast journalism,
It didn't take long for him to see that I was fairly well-
informed (At one point.he said that I seemed to know Inguest
better than he did.) Althoush I challenged him frequently
and he was occasionally flustered, the tone throughout was
civil.

Wnat follows are rough notes from one playback . On a
few occasions I noted lensthy quotes. I regret that I didn't
pin hin down in more areas., I probably tried to cover too
much, He was also very adept at rambline on or blurting out -
a quicc response and change the subject.

-Reader's Digest came to him with a proposal for a book on

the JFi assassination, after some discussions, he sus-zsted
the Uswald book."John Larron arransed the dosenko interview,"
(I 4idn{t zet a chance to hit him with what he said in Haw
Lork, namely that the ©IA put him onto €o Nosenro. I Zuess
that goes to show that Barron and the <IA are syncnymous.)
Barron is reported to be very unhappy with Zpstein's book,

50 is the entire Washington bureau of Reader's Dicest. losenko
is one of Barron's "close friends."

-ile said the Nosenko transcripts were obtained under FOIA%("for the _
(I trust that someone will passthis on: to Harold Weisberg.i most part}
fle also got a synopsis of .- 900-page report on Nosenko.

He acknowledgzed that aside from a few memos (and I'm not

convinced these were new) he relied on the recent releases

and that he had "pigeybacked on others' FOIA reguests,”

He called the recent FBI releases "garbage" and rambled

on about what he really wanted to see in the FBI, naming

Voloshin, Kostikov, etc, He acknowledred that the F2I

continues to withhold significant dccuments,

-''e spent considerabls time discussinz lexico city whiceh
he labelled "an area of mystery", I questioned him about
the taped phone calls, He agreed there was a problem and
noted that the ©IA had said that it was very bad Russian
on the tape of Oswald which is "inconsistent"™ with LHO's
known proficiency. ie said the camera stuff was "very weird".

_MHe told me of his efforts to locate Robert Webtster and

the tale of the psychiatrist (in his book) who couldn't

remgber whether it was ‘‘ebster of Oswald that had been debriefed,
He said it was “"very curious™ that the two looked so much

alike and recdunted an episode from Priscilla's tale where

swald asks, "llow's JVebster doinz?" The distinct possibility

that ebster was on an intelligence assisnment and the

striking varallels to Oswald's case led me to question him

on his case for LHO as KGB and-ask whether we couldn't easily
flip the coin and see LHO as U3 intelligence,
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Epstein interview (cont.)

Zpstein responded, "It doesn't flip over that easily,
although I would say that you could get the coin to flip
over if you said after he returned he was recruited by Uo
intelligence,"” We then discussed the pros and cons ofthe
case for LHO s U3 intelligence, (™iebster would be a much
better candidate for this kind of thing.") He felt the
basic reasons to send a defector to Russia were:l) To

léarn Russian technigues in handling defectors, "just
procedurally” and 2) to pass disinformation, He said it

was "inconceivable that the CIA didn't want to debrief
Oswald" and ran off 3-4 good reasons. He said that the only
answer he could perceive as a possible extanation is that
they viewed him as "hostile" in which case they would

seek an opportunity for "unwitting debriefingz", Enter George
Dellohrenschildt, ("This is what he told me he did," He

said the Paines were also candidates . "but they came into
the picture too late"), Zpstein said job at Jagcars-Stovall
was designed as a "provocation" so LHC would seek out nis
contacts, i

-fle said LHO took tax returns from Jaggars to "prove his

bona fides, that he had worked there", to show to the wubans,
Denied that he knew of other records that LHG nay have tzken,
4e debated intellizence value of what he may have seen at
Jagears., "Fretty classified stuff, All the satelite photographs
of Luba.iore than one would expect Oswald to get access to.

He was there during Luban missile crisis."”

-/e discussed "Oswald security case"”, iarlier he had told

me about his efforts to get the CNI net damage assessment
report on LHO, written in ‘59 after his defection, Zold that

it had heen destroyed, Then I asked him about Otto Qéepka

and “tate Jept, security file, He interviewed Otevkaput seemed
3uprised when I told him that Otepka had apparently %ept a file
0 Oswald when he was in Russia, Spstein said Otepka was
putting together another net assessment report on Uswald and
was "seeking additional information on Cswald" but after the
assassination Bobby Kennedy sent some people to "break into

his safe and take his file." Otepka never saw the file agzain,
(This area is obviously very murky., Unfortunately I got side-
tracked in a digcussion 2 why the State Dept, was so interested
in helping the Cswald return from Russia and didn't get back

to Otepka,) .

Ve spent considerable time debating the intellizence value of
what LHC had to tell the Russians about the U-2. "Zven the
slightest bit of information would have helped them'2ut was

it shot down? After some sparring, he acknowledced that there
was- "nothing techprally wrong" with theory that the plane had
been sent over deliberately to cause an incident and undermine
the summit., Ke said this was another area of mystery, since

at the very least there was reason to question why the plane
was sent just two months before the U-2 program was due to be
phased out, when they hadn't launched a plane in some time

ahd months after Uswald's defection with these so-called
military secrets %
r
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Epstein interview

-Angleton. I asked him about Angleton's reported feeling
that there 1is no 3ino-Soviet split and there has never been
a legitimate Russian defector, At first Zpstein said about
no Jino-Soviet split, "if he believes that, he's crazy".
But later he acknowledged that Ansleton believes the
Russians are "very sophisticated in decption” and they
could fake something like the 3ino-loviet split,.He said
Angleton is suspicious of most defectors although there have
been legitimate ones (gave one example - &oliis%in (4.))
Lpstein said Angleton was not the only source on iposenko,
naming his assistants,and said "Angleton was probably mnre
sympathetic, from '64-'67, to Nosenko's position than other
péople in the “IA,"(7927)

-1 asked what all this says about the CIA? "I think it says
"some serious things, First of all, it says the -IA is a
massive charade, That it has thre:or four, sometimes one or
two, sometimes none, so-called moles, which are Soviet azents
like Hosenko and Fedora that whispendin the ears of the .ia
counter varts.,,,.ompletely unreliable reports gzet paszed up
to the president as super-secret sources, I think the whole
~IA is based on a very fragile straw and that it has been
consistently wrong in all its evaluations of Soviei streasth,"
The Nosenko affair is seen as a "travesty of hubris and pride
that the people who won eventually, the Far Sastern people, the
Vietnam people, the Colby veople, would rub it in the face

by pulling Nosenko out from North Carolina and bringing him
into the ©IA, The Russidns as a matter of policy.-even if
every Russian believed that Thilby is fhilby - ,.., don't

take foreign agents into (their) intelligence service., It

Just shows the utter coruption of the wiole thing,"

-He commented, in passing, on "the massive leaking business
going on, which my book is one example of, Sy Hersh is
another.example of, and “olby's book is a third example.

At least a half-dozen CUIA officers, not to mention Bill
Sullivan at the F3I, were willing to give out the whole
case on Fedora, whiéh is a live operation.,.. It wasn't
like Fedora was dead....here they are talking freely with
a journalist about a case that's going on,"

I asked him about any sources that he hadn!t named; restrictions
placed on any information and whether his interviews (eg.

with all the Marines) would be available, I nit him with

the quote (Thanks to F,Hoch) from Asency of Fear about

namine his sources and commenting on motives,contradictions,
ete, This led him to assure me that he would make available

the transcripts from his interviews (eg.with al]l the ‘arines)
and we later discussed how we could arrange for this,{I nave

his phone number in NY, and told him about the AIB connection

at the end of the interview, I will definitely press him on
this point, )

i —



Epstein interview lpe

-One unnamed source was Ray Rocca, "as a personal favor to
him","but he was easily identifiable."” le added,"I wish

I had done a large apoendix like in Aszencv of Fear,talking
about personal relations with peopla like Rocea, dAnzleion

and Scotty kiler. I think that would have been very helpful."
The other unnamed source (“a main source") was the Deputy
chief of the Soviet Russia Division. "lie's easily identifiable,
He's even in Agee's book.....he just wanted to keep his name
out of print.”

"I think that anythinz done to obscure a source makes it im-
possible to read or to check on it or understand the position,
Zspecially in this. You have to get the Angleton viewpoint,
Colby viewpoint, Helms viewpoint to understand where these
guys stood in the -IA, They all tell partial stories., Iis

not a question of Angleton being honest or dishonest, I can't
think of an instance of his being dishonest, but he'll tell
you one thirtieth of what there is to know, whick is a way of
being dishonest, You don't have to lie, you just tell a person
part of the story......I agree with ycur point, I think one day I'll
write a long zppendix on the sources,

He said Helms believed the JIA had been destroyed because of
the LIA assassination-plot-revelations, He said he thouszht

"Bay of Fiza thAing” was a eunhemism for the assasszinaticn vlots,
although he didn't specifically ask idelms about this, said
Helms thought ilaldeman book was "Bullshit".

— 1 _asked him about the unaccounted time (Oct.20th-Nov,4th'62)
in 1H0's Dallas/TFt.iorth period. He said it was still a mystery.

“"Its like he(LHU) had disappeared off the face of the esrth,"
Said he had taken Gary Taylor and Alexzndria all over the D/Ft,V,
area trying to jog their memory. Nothing,

_The Walker shooting, "I've never been satisfied with th e
Walker shootinz, Its another area of mystery.¥ Iconfronted

him with the bullet controversy, (Thanks %o F,D. Scott), since
he had said bullet was "unidentified", After some discussion
he said, "I made a mistake, I should have made a footnote

on the controversy over the bullet, I wasn't even aware of it."
He asked me whether a 30,06 bullet could be fired from the
Mannlicher-larcano, I reiterated the discrepancies in the
accounts surrounding the identification, He then said, "I've
always had the theory that Oswald may have used another rifle
in shooting at Walker." This was after we had discussed the
other zood reasons to believe that LHO and the liannlicher
(supposedly buried) were not involved, Amazing,

- I asked him about the photo, allegedly signed by Warina

and Oswald that had been given to Deil, He said the handwriting
analysis had been performed ("in Nov. or Dec,") by Jay lelanus,
ex-FBl analyst, -onfirmed it was larina's handwriting., “hat
about Oswald? He mumbled "yes", but I question whether this

was actually coniirmed because later in the discussion he

gaid, "maybe people doubt it was LlO's writing on the photo."
vertainly not the words of someone confident that it was Lo,
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Epstein intervisw

-Oh yes, I forgot to mention that he said he had investigated
a report that Oswald had sold a rifle to a "Robert Taylor
at a gas station". othinz came of it, Also I asked him
whether the examination of the photo siven to DJeil, had been

of the original, "It might have been a copy."

"Iguess there isn't much evidence that Oswald actually

did the shooting(at 7alker),except for iarina's story.,"

"The reason I believe the photograph is real is because
Harguerite Oswald said she and ¥arina destroyed it. Marguerite
would never lie in that direction." "Dell thoughi that

iz wife (Marina) was using the photogrupn to blackmail him,”

-Had he given anything to the HICA? "They asked for a copy of
my book.

'I asked him{Thanks to J.Policoff) about his categorical state-
ment (made in 1967-68; that the autopsy report had been chansed,
AL first he backed off, saying, "I don't know whether the
autopsy report was changed. " Sut later he says, "'hen I wrote
nquest in 196%, since then alot of the material has become
available, although maybe not everythingz, and some of it has shown
that they did foree it, eh, I mean, forgze may be too strons =
word, butl the points and dots they made on those autopsy pletures
Just aren't consistent with where the wounds entered ..ennedy's
back."., He also added, "the autopsy report might have been
changed latar by arlen Specter" (to conform with the single
bullet theory).

~When I confronted him with one of the many errors in his
appendix on the so-called status of the evidence, this one

in his footnote of the article by Wecht and Smith as being
"conclusive in defining the direction of the bullets" and
then read him the actual quote from Wecht's article where
“echt postulstes gunmen firing from two locations from behind,
he said "Ve might be talking about two different articles,"
“hen I showéd himghat it was the one he had sited, he mumbled
about wantine to simply demonstrate that all the shots had
come from behind and later admitted, "I didn't really read
that passage”.le equivocated continually, saying that-it

was impossible to disprove that there were two gunmen and
then saying, "It didn't seem to me t-ser possible from the
evidence. to prove two riflemen, -if there wWare two riflemen,
fine, I mean,.....if someone can prove it, let them prove it,
I can't ptove it. I don't think the autopsy proves it,

maybe it does,”

-we had a long rambling discussion of what happened in the
shooting, When talkinz about what can be determined of the
angles‘of_entrg in hennedy and Connally, Zpstein began
questioning the judcements of his own expert - Wecht., It
became ridiculous. '

-As for his absurd suggestion about the oak tree being defoliated
and hence allowing an earlier shot, I had him cnld, "laybe
I'm wrong,I was told it was a deciduous tree,"
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_ Finally I asked how he was able to change his position

over the years from having once believed the lone assassin
theory untenable (thanks to J,Policoff for pointing out the
relevant quote from his Realist piece.) to now putting forward
the lone assassin theory, His response:

"It seemed when the Warren Report came out that one person couldn't
have accounted for all fhe shots, I stll think its unlikely...
maybe you've been persuaded that its possible that one person can
fire that number of shots, maybe you don't think that one person .
can fire within 7 seconds.Yodetill may not think its likely,

but suddenly you start to think that these things are possible,

As I got more and more into the fact that Oswald had a disposition
to take these shots at Kennedy....l got into his character beins
a revolutionary and everything else and it seemed plausible

that he did, and I just decided that I couldn't resolve the
questions of the bullets. I couldn't figure out the sequence

and I didn't address myself to it., Its not a question of coming
out and sayinz there can only be one assassin, I can't say that.

I can say that I'm convinced that the bullets came from behind
Oswald (read JF) and that at least two of them came from
Cswald's rifle,eh, from behind rennedyv. Zh, that's it as far as

I can =zo with the [acis,.l just didn'i zddress myself to that
gusstion, Its not a question that I think can be resolved any-
more from the evidence. I think the Varren Commission and the

FBI and autonsy doctors just left it oven and it just can't

be fizured out.If you can figure it out or if someone else

can figure it out,.....but then bullets are only one indication
of a conspiracy......l don't think anyone is ever going to be
able to prove that there were iwo assassins,or only one assassin,
from the number of bullets fired, unless they find a bullet

that doesn't match the other bullets, that of course..,..."

I asked why he was less willing now to acknowledge this problem

(of the lone assassin theory). He said,"I just acknowledged

it, you know, its a problem, What I'm saying is wnat I'm not willing
to do is say I can resolve it.,"

-The tape ran out at this point, but we continued talking for
another 40 minutes or sc. ‘e returned to a number of points

that we discussed earlier, Zpstein admitted that he felt it

likely that the CIA had asked, or at leas ehncouraged, the
Russians to send over a defector who couldstate that bswald

was not KGB, (Very interesting in light of the book's line.)

Also he presented what I found to be a fairly convinecing case

for Friscilla as “IA, (he had to leave before I could press him
further on what this says about Marina, althoush the implications
are obvious,) He admitted that there was a good case to be

made for LHO as FBI informant (and this would most certainly
explain many of the Eureau's actions, es, destruction of note’

He pretendedfo be unaware of Spas T. Raikin's work as an informant
for various intelligzence acencies, then said he had heard such talk.
Confirmed DSullivan was his source on Hoover and Fedora.

One final notey during the interview he received a phone call

in response to some answers he was seekinz about volby's dismissal,
Hdis contact told him that hissinger had asked to pass along the
word that ne liked Lpstein's book, (Lpstein beamed but said he

doubted Or,x had read it,)
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Alegend
in his own

Who was Lee

by David Willilams

LEGEND: THE SECRET
WORLD OF LEE HARVEY
OSWALD by Edward Jay Ep-
stein. Reader’s Digest Press/Mc-
Graw-Hill; 384 pp. $12.95.

Ws Lee Harvey Oswald a

W

time

Oswald?

’

1959 defection to the Soviet
Union, Epstein, aided by con-
siderable financial support from’
Reader’s Digest, tried to deter-

~a

" "The book begins.with the
** January 1964, defection of KGB.

agent Yuri Nosenko, who assures
his American interrogators that
Oswald never worked for the

. KGB. His story is corroborated by
" one of ]. Edgar Hoover's favorite

sources, a Soviet double-agent
code-named “Fedora’’ (the latest
defector- from the Soviet Union
has once again put “Fedora's”
reliability in question). When
some of this “‘corroborated” story
fails to check out, the intelli-
gence community splits over No-
senko’s credibility. James Angle-
ton, then chief of CIA counter-in-
telligence and now one of Ep-
stein’s prime sources, becomes
convinced that Nosenko had been
sent by the KGB to deliver an Os-

mine why a 20-year-old Marine" wald “legend,” or false biog-

_would leave family and friends

for Russia, The answer he sug--- W,

raphy, to the CIA, the FBI and the
arrén. Commission. With the

gests is_that while Oswald was. 1974, resignations of Angleton
spy? And if so, for whom? Ed- stationed in Japan with the Mar-' "and his-top- assistants = a purge,
ward Jay Epstein, author of [n- ' ines, he was recruited by the KGB  according to Legend ' the-pro-
quest (a critical examination of ~ to provide Information about the' “Nosenko faction wins the argu»
the Warren Commission), raises :.U-2 spy plane. Oswald’s, “defec ment_and,’in 1976, Nosenko is

THE BOSTON PHOENIX, SECTION THREE, APRIL 25, 1878

His Ffindings add controversial :

on two important contemporary.
issues: the intelligence of our
intelligence agencies  and'-the’
unanswered questions regarding.
the assassination of John Ken-
nedy. But his Tonclusions have
serious flaws.

treatment of Oswald is evident in
his very first sentence. In the
preface, he tells us that Legend “is
about Lee Harvey Oswald and his _
relations with the intelligence ser-_
vices of three nations.” Would®
that it were so. In fact, the book is
about Oswald and one intelli-
gence agency — the KGB, ;
Long troubled by Oswald’s

David Williams is a member of the
Washington-based Assassination In-
formation Bureaw .
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these questions in his new. book...: tion,” just before the

Francis+"
“years- by Oswald’s return to
“the
* towri- looks  highly - suspicious
Epstein, He points to Oswald’s
involvement ~-with George De
.Mohrenschildt, -an enigma with
ties to several intelligence agen-

alleged 1963 excursion to Mexico
Clty, where he supposedly visited
the Cuban: and Russian” em-
‘bassies ' and, - according to Ep-

downing of: pronounced.
Gary “Powers's, ILZ;.;'&»;’E?& brought into the agency — for

fuel to the already heated debate-’ April, 1960, followed. same’ twa - s=which. he still works.

asiegitimate defector

2 To. Angleten andhig aso"

US, with ‘a:Russiaf wifé _in.eiates. ils all’a. “travesty” that
w’%"ﬂamm {

i s ~the~entire  perspective
about Soviét intelligence out of
focus.” These are serious charges,
_and they will, as other reviewers
"have noted, rekindle debate on

The problem with' Epstein's ¥cies; he points ia Oswald's* Capits! Hill over intelligence esti-

“mates of Soviet strategic capa-
_ bility — among other things. But
““ how  are “average Americans —
" even those of us who fry to keep

stein; contacted a known KGB' ‘abreast ‘of “such matters — to

‘ operative. ‘
was too easily identifiable as KGB
for the Soviets gven to contem-
plate using him as an assassin,
Epstein refrains from implicating
the Russians in the events of

* Dallas; but the writer does claim
that the KGB was responsible for
some subsequent occurrences.

Arguing that Oswald' evaluate Epstein’s arguments?

- His unsettling thesis — that our
intelligence agencies have been

- penetrated by Soviet “moles” dis-
E::iing *disinformation” — is
certain to inspire some good ol’
. Cold War paranoia. What we
need to know is, how good is his
thesis?
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In his previous book, Agency
of Fear, Epstein discussed some of
the problems inherent in investi-
gative journalism and concluded,
“Because the circumstances sur-
rounding each interview bear di-
rectly on the credibility of the
interviews . .. | have decided o
reveal all the sources for this book
and comment on the motives,
problems, contradictions and
gaps.” It's too bad he didn't do
the same for Legend. When he
passed through Boston recently, I
asked him about this; he agreed
that it was indeed an oversight. ”'1
think I will write a long appen-
dix on the sources,” he told me,
“Anything done to obscure a
source makes it impossible to read
or to check on it or understand
the position. Especially in this —
you have to get the Angleton

viewpoint, the Colby viewpoint,

the Helms viewpoint . , ., It's not
a question of Angl!ton ‘being
honest or dishonest, but he'll tell

you one-thirtieth of what there is‘
to know. — which is.a wa 3
Kave

being dishonest. You don’t

Epstein has dong ln hslmf

0 ae”

or bnth?
Epstein. adumwled;ad In our
interview that some of the evi-
dence suggests' that Oswald had
ties to US intelligence after his re-
turn from Russia. And there are
some ex-intelligence officers who
have ugued that Oswald’s
“recruitment’” by the KGB in
Japan is unlikely, since he had no
information that they didn’t al-
ready possess. Readers should be
warned that Legend's evidence is
presented in a coy — and some-
times deceiving — way. For
example, Epstein makes much of
the revelation that Oswald’s Rus-
sian “diary” wasn't written until
he’d returned to the US. But a
reading of the diary makes this
clear enough — Oswald made no
effort to make it seem contem-

porary.
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Moreover, Epitems Appen-'

“Status of the Evidence,” is so
full of errors. that it bnngs into

‘serious. auuﬁbn everything that

. d;x A,"a summiary of the so-called

precedes it..Those of us who have

- studied - tbg Kennedy, case have;

to lie — you just tell a person part
of the story.” Which is just wlut. - sta

!ong ‘ar uqcl ;hat any under-
85 4 in with th
Many believe

I u“uaf" L
* that thefs Was né lone gunman
"‘"‘E"“-mmed wald' Firing in Dallas — .

he book rmhr coﬂfmnu -‘fhé " tnd Epstein once asned.with this.
“It seemed,” he told me, “when .

role of US intelligence agencies in’

~wa s

the life of Lee Harvey Oswald. lhe  Warren Report came out, that |
Much of the evidence used to link _one person could nat have *

Oswald ‘to the KGB can also be=“accotinted for all the shots. T still
used to link him to the CIA. Ep-  think it is jinlikely,” he said, add-
stein himself makes theéT'drgu- ing that he doesn't believe we'll
ment — without uknowledgmg ever know for sure. Yet nothing
its implications:
connectet] workl of intelligence,” !us any doubts on this score — al-
he writes, “it is ‘not possible tu *though "clearly, such doubts
determine under whose control an ~ would be crucial to the book, Ep-
agent is working simply by stein even cites an article by Dr.
ldennfymg other ‘agents with Cyril Wetht — without mention-
whom he is associating.” There is" ‘ing that the article, posits two

much evidence to suggest- that -
Oswald was indeed an intelli-
gence operative; but was he
. working for. our side, their side,

" assassins, not one; Such sloppi-
ness undermines Epstein’'s over-
all thesis, whatever its actual
ments

Buica.ll‘y, thl book is a ‘brief for
Angleton — with little or no re-

“ buttal. And though many who'd
I~ ordinarily disagree with Angle-
“ton find themselves convinced —
with him~ that Nosenko is 2 Red
herring, Epstein’s one-sided treat-
mentis. .. well, one-sided. @

i

“In’ the- many- ' in the book suggests that Epstein



