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Zxcerptg from interview with Idward Lpstein 3/22/78 I
-David Williams
o | | |
g vl I met him at his hotel room, Ritz-Carlton, expecting |
vk to spend dp to one-and-a-half hours with him, I was there | |
) for more than two and a half, Naturally he knew that I was -
24 doirg a piece for the Fhoenix and we chatted ° triefly before
g
I

B I turned on the tape-recorder. (Unfortunately I had only two
el hours of tape.) I mentioned that I had done some free-lance
‘ and had avplied to severul programs 1n broadcast journalism,
It dldn't take long for him to see that I was fairly well- ' i
o) informed (At one point.hs said that I seemed to know Inguest 'i

| better than he did,) Althousgh I challenged him frequently |

.and ha was occasionally flustered, the tone throughout,wa%

| civil.:: f . {
(AR . PE®
ol Wnat follows are rough notes from one playback , On a |
fi few occaslons I noted lensthy quotes, I regret that I didn't Ah_iw\
w1t pin him down in more areas., I probably tried to cover ‘too ! .qu i
i, mueh, He was also very adept at rambling on or blwrtingwgu;:r g
it . 1

i a quicik response and change the subject.. B i‘
b b |
1 bt | |
s -Reader's Digest came to him with a proposal for a book OA.; &
the JUK assassination, After some discussions, he suzzasted. Lo
the Uswiald book, "John Larron arrangsed the Wosenkn interview.™ ‘
(I 2idn{t get a chance to hit him with what he said in New =
Iork, namely that the UIA put him onto fo Nosenko. I muess |
Lhal poes to show Lhat Barron and the <IA are syncnymouS.)!!
Barron is revorted to be very unhappy with Epstein's book.
o is the entire Vashington bureau of Reader's Dirsest. Nosenko
| is one of Barron's “close frlends,"” il
1
‘ -ile sald the Nosenko transcripts were obtained under FOIA#

(“for the
(I trust that someons will passthis on to Harold Neisberg;%
|
|
A
i
|

most part)
He also got a synopsis of . 900-page report on Nosenko, I
He acknowledsed 1hat aside from a few memos (and I'm not e
; : convinced these were new) he relied on the recent releases
i and that he had "pigeybacked on others® FOIA réequests,” )

it He called the recent I'BI releases "garbage" and rambled

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

S Voloshin, Kesatikov, ntc., He acknowledﬁed‘thgﬁkthe Fﬂlihmk"ﬁw}
" B ARE continues to withhold significant documents, = -~ = A0S

-7e spent considerable time discussing Mexico Uity which
he labelled "an area of mystery”, I queationed him about | L
the taped phone oalls. He agreed there was a problem and |
it noted that the GIA had said that it was very bad Russian
; on lhe tape of Oswald which is "inconsistent™ with LHO's
known proficlency. lle said the camera stuff was "very welird".

R He told me of his efforts to locate Robert Webtster and ' . ;
Lt the tale of the psychliatrist (in his book) who couldn't 1
: remgber whether it was Yebster of Oswald that had been debriefed,
, He sald it was "very curious” that the two looked so much !
Y alike and recdunted an episode from Priscilla's tale where .
"3 OUgwald asks, "llow's Webster doing?" The distinct possibillty
that Webster was on an intellipence asslegnment and the ‘
strikling puarallels to Oswald's case led me to gquestion him }
on his cane for LHO aw KUDB and-ask whether we couldn't easily |
flip the coln and see LIO as US intelligence, 1
|
|
"
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Epgtein interview (cont.) 1

Epstein responded, "It doesn't flip over that easily,
althousn I would say that you could get the coin to flig
over il you saild after he returned he was racrulted by Ul
intellizence." Ye then discussed the pros and cons ofthe
case for LHO ns UJ intelligence, ("Webster would be a much
better candidate for this kind of thing.") He felt the
basic reasons to send a defector to Russia wereil) To
léarn Russian techniques in handline defectors, "just
procedurally” and 2) to pass disinformation, He said it
was "inennceivable that the CIA didn't want to debrief
Oswald" and ran off 3-% pood reasons, He said that the only
answer he could perceive as a possible exgtanation is that
they viewed him as "hostile" in which case they would
'seek an opportunity for "unwitting debriefing", Enter George
Deliohrenschildt., ("This is what he told me he did," ile
said tha Faines were also candidates . 'but they came into
the picture too late"), Zpstein said gob at Jagears-Stovall
was desizned as a "provocation" so LHU would seek out his
contacls,

YR

-He said LHO took tax returns from Jagsgars to "prove his

bona [lides, that he had worked there", to show to the <ubans,
Denied that he knew of other records that LHO may have taken, : 3
de debated intellivence value of what ne may have seen at ‘ i
Jagrurs, "I'retty classified stuff. All the satelite photographs
of Luba.wore Lhan one would expect Oswiald to get access to.

e way there during Luban missile crisis."

-e discussed "Uswald security case", Jarlier he had told |}
me about his elforts to pet the ONI net damage assessment

report nn L0, written in *59 after his defection. “old that [
it had heen destroyed, Then I asked him about Otto Qtepka P
and “tate Jent, security file. lle interviewed Otepkabut seemed F
dprised when I told hin that Otepka had apparently <ept a flle o2
or Oswald when he was in Russia, Epstein said Otepka was ‘: ;
putting togetier another net assessment report on Oswald and

was "seelins additional information on Oswald" but after the
assassinotion Dobby Lennedy sent some people to "break into

his safe and take nis file." Otepka never saw the file again.
(This area is obviously very murky. Unfortunately I got side-
traocked in a discussion ol why the State Dept., was so interested
in helping the Oswald return from Russia and didn't get back

to Otepka.) .

EEFa—

e spent considerable time debating the intelligence value of
what LIO had to Lell the Russians about the U-2, "Sven the

alightest bit of Information would have helped then"2ut was

it shot down? After some sparring, he acknowledged that there
was "nothing techhially wrong" with theory that the plane had
been sent over deliberately to cause an incident and undermine %
the summit, lie suld this was another area of mystery, since fi
at the very least thern was reason to queation 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 afler Oswald's defectlon wilh these so-called
nmilitary Heurn§5?
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Epstein_interview

-Angleton. I asked him about Angleton's reported feeling
that there is no Sino-Soviet split and there has never been
a legitimate Russian defector, At first Ipsteln said about
no <ino-soviet split, "if he believes that, he's crazy”,

But later he acknowledged that Anzleton helieves the
Russians are “very sophisticated in decption" and they

could fake something like the 3ino-loviet split..He said
Angleton 1s suspicious of most defectors although there have
been legitimate ones (gave one example - &Golitskin (4))
Upstein said dAngleton was not the only source on Nosenko,

cnaming his asslstants,and sald "Angleton was probably more

sympathetic, from '64-'67, to Nosenko's position than other
people in the IA,"(777%)

-1 asked what all this says about the <IA? "I think it gays
"some serious ihines. Firast of all, it says the ~IA is a
massive charade, That it has {ihrecor four, sometimes one or
two, somelimes none, so-called moles, which are LSoviet agents
like Hosenko and Fedora that whisper\in the ears of the .14
counter varts.,,..ompletely unrelialle reports get passed up
to the president as super-secret sources, I think the whole
“IA is based on a very frarile stiraw and that it has been
congistently wrong in Aall its evaluations of Soviet strensth,”
The Nosenko affalr is seen as a "travesty of hubris and pride
that the people uho won eventnally, the Iar LCastern people, the
Vietnam people, the Colby veople, would rub it in the face
by pulling Hosenko out from North Carolina and bringing him
into the ~IA, The Russidns as a matter of policy.--even if
every Rnssian believed that Ihilby is Pnilby - .... don't
taice foreign agents inlo (their) intelligence service, It
Just shows the utter coruption of the whole thing,"

~lle commented, in passing, on "the massive leaking business
goinm on, which my book is one example of, Sy Hersh is
another . example of, and Uolby's book ig a third examEle.
At Least i half-dozen CIA officers, not to mention 111
Sullivan  at the FBI, were willing to give out the whole!. !
cate on Fedori, whiech is a live operation..,. It wasn't
like Fedors was dead.,..here they are talking freely with
a Journalist about a came 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 hit him with

the quote (Thanks to D.lloch) from Acency of Fear about

naminge his soucces and commenting on motives,conlradictions,
ete, This led him to assure me that he would make available

the transeripls from his interviews (eg.with all the farines)
and we laler Jdiscusged how we could arrange for this,(I have

hig 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,)




Epstein interview “ho _‘1
|

-One unnamed source was Ray Rocca, "as a personal favor to
him","but he was easily identifiable,” lle added, "I wish ' i
I had done a large apoendix like in Acency of Fear,talking

\

about personal relations with people like Rocea, Angleton ,
and Zeotty bkiler, I think that would have been very helpful," '
The other unnamed source ("a main source") was the Deputy 1
chlef of the -oviet Russia Uivision, "lle's easily identifiable, |
He's even in Agea's book.....he just wanted to keep his name

out of print," .

"I think that anythins done to obscure a source makes it im-
ossible to read or to check on it or understand the position.
specially in this. You have to get the Angleton. viewpoint,

LUolby viewpoint, Helms viewpoint to understand where these

guys stood in the <IA, They all tell partial stories., Its

not a quesiion of Angleton being honest or dishonest, I can't

think of an instance of his bLeing dishonest, but he'll tell

you one thirtieth of what there is to know, whiclh is a way of i

being dishonest, You don't have to lie, you just tell a person i ey

part of the story......I agree with your point, I think one day I'll

write a long zppendix on the sources.,

He said Helms bLelieved the SIA had been destroyed because of

the LIA assasgination-plot-revelations, He said he thought

"Hay of Fimy Lhing" was a euvhemism for Lhe assassination plots,
although nhe didn't specifically ask ilelms about this., 3Said i
Helms thought llaldeman book was "DBullzhit”. ‘

— I asked him about the unacecounted time (Oct,20th-Nov.4th'62)
in LHO's Dallas/Ft.vWorth period, lie said it vas still a mystery.,

“"Its 1ike he(LHO) had disappeared off the face of the earth."”
Zald he had laken Gary Yaylor and Alexandria all over the D/Ft,W,

area trylng Lo jop their memory., Nothing, L

_The Walker shooting. “I've never been satisfied with th e |
dalker shooting, Its anolher area of mystery.¥ Iconfronted *
him with the bullet controversy, (Thanks to P,D. Scott), since |‘
he had said bullet was "unidentified", After some discussion ,‘
he said, "1 made a mistake. I should have made a footnote | !
on the controversy over the bullet, I wasn't even aware of it.” Blﬁﬁ“
He asked me whether a 30,06 bullet could be fired from the I S
Mannlicher-iarcano., I reiterated the discrepancies in the
aceounts surrounding Lhe identification, He then said, "I've
always had the theory Lhat Oswald may have used another rifle
In shooline at Walker," This was after we had discussed the !
othier econd reasons Lo believe that LHO and the fannlicher : B
(supposedly Luried) were not involved., Amazing. B
|

- L asked him alout the photo, allegedly signed by Marina ll
and Oswald thal had been given to Ued, ile said the handwriting [
analysis had been performed ("in Nov, or Dec.") by Jay Nckanus, H
ex-FUL analyst, —onfirmed it was barina's handwriting, What '
about Oswald? lle munbled “"yes", but I question whether this ‘,
wilid nctunlly confirmed because later in the discussion he ) \
said, "waybe people doubt it was LIO's writing on the photo."
Gertulnly not the words of someone confident that it was LHO, 1




-As for hia absurd surpestion about the oak tree being defoliated

-5- L :f |

Epste intervies

-0h yes, I forgot to mention that he said he had investigated
a report-that Oswald had sold a rifle to a "Robert Taylar .
at a sas station", Fothing came of it, Also I asked him ‘
whether the examination of the photo piven to Deii, had been |
of the original. "It mirht have been & copy.” |
"Iguess there isn't much evidence that Oswald actually | I
did the shootine(at alker),except for Marina's story," 1
"The reason [ believe the photograph la real is because t
Marguerite Oswald said she and Marina destroyed it, Sargueritea *
would never lie in that direction,” "Deli thought that !
Lis wife (Marina) was using the photogcuph to blackmall him,” 1

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

'I aaked him(Thanks to J,Policoff) about his categorical state-
ment (made in 1967-60) that the autopsy report had been Qh&qged.
At Tirst he tacked ofF, saylng, "I don't know whether the "’ :
autopsy report was chanpged. " Lut laler he says, "When I wrote ‘
Inguest in 1944, since Lhen alot of the material has become 1
available, although maybe not everything, and some of 1t has shown
that they did oeee i1, eh, I mean, forpe may be too strong =
wordl, bul Lhe pointy and dots they wade on those autopsy pictures
Just aren*t consistent with where the wounds entered i.ennedy's
back.", lie also added, "the autopsy report might have been
chansed later by Arlen Upecter" (4o conform with the single
bullet theoryl).

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

in his foolnote of the artiecle by Wecht and Smith as belng I,
"conclusive in delining the direction of the bullets" and

then read him the actual quote from Wecht's article where
Hecht postul-tes zunmen firine from two locations from behind,
he anid "We mivhi be talking about two different articles,"
“hen I mhowéd hinghat it was the one he had msited, he mumbled
about wantine to sinply demonatrate that all the shots had
come from behind and later admitted, "I didn't really read \
that passape”.lle equivocated continually, gaying that-it = 7&‘
wag impossible Lo disprove that there were twn gunmen and''" "
then saying, "It didn't seem to me «-'ss ppgssible from the
évidence to prove two riflenen, -if there wWare two riflemen,
fine, I nean......1if someone ¢an prove it, let them prove it,

I can't prove it. I don't think the autopsy proves it,
maybe it does,’

-we had a lons rambling discussion of what happened in the
shootine, vhen talking about what con be determined of the
ansles of entry in hennedy and Uonnally, Epstein besan

questioning Lhe judg&m@n{s of his own expert - Wecht, It

became ridiculous, )

&

And hence allowine an earlier shot, I had him cold, "lhaybe
I'n wrong,l was told it wasn a deciduous tree,"”

1| g,
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Cpstein interview |

_ Finally I asked how he was able to change his position

over the years from having once believed the lone asgassin
theory untenable (thanks to J.FPolicoff for pointing out the
relevant quota from his Realist piece.) to now putting forward
the lone assassin theory. lis response:

"I+ seemed when the Jarren Report came out that one person couldn't
have accounted for all ghe 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.Yoptill may not think its likely,

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

As I pot more and more into the fact that Oswald had a disposition|
to take these shots at iennedy....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 I_‘
questions of the bullets. I couldn't figure out the sequence Hp
and I didn't address myself to 1t. Its nod a question of coming
put and sayins 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 JFI) and that at least two of them came from
Oswald's rifle,eh, from behind Kennedy, Zh, that's it as far as

I can &0 with the faeis,I just didn'i address myself to that
question., Its not a question that I think can be resolved any-
more from the evidence., I think the Yarren Commisslion and the
FPI and autopsy doctors just left it open and it just can't

be fizured out.If you can figure it out or i1f someone else

can flgure it out,,..,..but then bullets are only one indication
of a conspiricy......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....s."”

I asked why he was less willlng now to acknowledge this problem
(of the lone assassin theory). He said,"I just acknowledged |
14, you know, its a problem, What I'm saying is wnat I'm not willing
to do is say I can resolve it," ! '

i
-The tape ran out at this point, but we continued talking for '
another 140 minutes or so. e returned to a number of points
that we discussed earlier., Zpstein admitted that he felt it
1ikely that the CIA had asked, or at leaut encouraged the
Russinns Lo send over a defector who couldgtate that bswald I
was not LGE, (Very interesting in light of the book's line,)

|

AMs3so he presented what I found to be a falrly convincing case
for Triscilla as UIA, (he had to leave before I could press him
further on what this says about Marina, although the implications
ars obvious,) le admitted that there was a good case to be i
made for LU0 as FOI informant (and this would most certainly ;
explain many of the Lureau's actlonas, eg. destruction of note)

He pretendedlo Le unaware of Spas T, Raikin's werk as an informant
for various intellisence asencies, then said he had heard such talk.
Confirmed Sullivan was his source on Hoover and Fedora, |
One final nole~ during the interview he received a phone call

in response to some Answers he was seekiny about volby's dismissal,
His contact told him that hissinger had asked to pass along the
word that he liked iLpstein's book, (Lpstein beamed but said he

doubted Ur.i had read it.)




