11/21/95
ir. #ruce Kupel:
T34 Cornnet load
Glenville, IL 50025

Dear . Kurclk,
Thanks for your lether.
I did have that info pbout thW pdanning for th: trip.
Dut I did not lmow about thas @erter erasure,
I have two books Sptheduled to appear next y:.-.-_l:ﬂ.
I do not lmow the dates but they will be in the stores by th: +time I do lmow.

Thanlesy and best wishes,

v/



Harols Weisbers 73L Coronet Moarl

7627 014 Heceiver L. Glenview, IL
Frederick, "D 21702 60025
Mr.vieisberz: Novenber 20, 1633

3ince you have not done any public wviting for a couple of decades,
books, I am unable to perceive (“especting some things) what vou
know and do not know. Hence, I must infe~entially assume that vou
may not know something and attempt to pass it alonz to vou as some-
thing that could be useful and valuable.

I do not know you to have eve™ w-itten about an aspect of the

JFK assassination, the t~ip to Dallas. To be concise, I thought

that rou would app-eciate knowing that it is revealed in

John B. Connally, Portvait in Powe™, Ann F. Crawfomd an? Jack Keeve™:
Jenkins Pudlishinz Co, ¢ 1373 [no LOC # o» I3BN] that the t-ip

to Dallas was disecussed an’ tentatively planne! in ve™y ea>ly

June of 1963. Page 235-it was discussed between JFE, Connally

an? LBJ; that is, the Jecision was made to 7o it. The ostensible
pu~nose was to raise money and to sway Texans. [Interestinzly,

the “ecision was nade in a suite in the Co~tez Hotel, in ElL Paso.
ElPaso has soune odd noterlety of its own-thee was the 'B1Paso Plan,”
to elect-omagnetically emase Nixon taves without touching them

as ther ~este? in a secure and locked safe (in the White House).
Then, on 3ept. 21, 1963, in ElPaso, ‘lichard Case Nagzell was a ester
fo~ attempted bank ~obbe»y (so as to avoid being razged into

the aﬁsassination schene as a »a~ticivant). ElPaso's-an inte*esting
citir.

Fu~the», conce ning the actual planning of the trip to Texas
cities, anl Dallas in pa“ticula™, it is “evealed that Bill "Toye™s,
said to have been #2 at the Peace Co»ps, was the "advance man"

(in the manne» of John Eh»lichwman, fo~ Tichard Nixon) who, per-
haps with othe™s assistance, wmade the a™rangements.

If you already know these things, please excuse me fo bothering
. 2 = !

you; if you 1id not, please make use of them to the best of your

ability.

Theve is an a“ditional matte~-that I ju-dze to be of somewhat po-
tential momentous impo~tance-that I would like fo= wou to be
helpful with, if you ave able to: I have a recollection of =eading
somwwhe e that P-esident Carte™ was once appea~ing on a live TV
inte~view bvoadcast and that he extempo~taneously began to talk
about the JFK assassination (in some unknown “espectj; suddenly,
anr presunably without his permission, the audio portion of the
bmoatcast signal was lost (just as suddenly explained away

by the customa»y placa~d "...bvoadeasting difficulties...").

I Aid not have the fortuitous oppo~tunity to witness this unusual
"phenomnenan®; but perhaps wou id o™ ecan recall (o™ fin?) a



(2.)

~eference o™ citation concemninz this event? If vou can't do

it on your own, please ask avounl and fo~wa~d the information

to ne.

The pa~ticula™ reason taat I have askes rou about this iafor-
nation whose w~itten location I cannot recall is that just a
couple of weeks ago "t.Clinton was on a TV inte-view show

(Rov. 7, 1993, “eet The Press) that I sevendipitously just
happened to tu“n on “uring waking up f~om sleep; a stranzge

oddity that I caze to observe that seemed, audio wise, sone-

what prominent was an"echo". I could, that is, hea» BC sapn.
sonething twice, as in an echo. The same pnenomenon occu™s in
call-in talk shows and confuses the calle s, as they hea* the

echo and get into all sorts of confusion as to when to talk.

The echo featu=e is characte~istic of a tine delay featu~e of
monitoring what callers say(so as to enable cutoffs of intemperate
language... ). It was p~ominent and instantly incited me to ™un

a memo™y check. on known othe” instances of such a phenomenon.

I mecalle? the Cavte» ineident. Whr it was "visible™ to the
public/audience, I cannot say with ce~titule; HOWEVER, one function
that it could fulfill is of beinz a signzl to sonebody watching
an’ listening. ) :

On other channels and on the same channel but on/%u”ing subsecuent
broadcasts (even of the news and inte™view variety) this st ange-
ness of b-oadcast signal Jid not occu™. That .is especially note-
worthy. It suvely is something to ~emnembe>. '

Y.

Pzéfs “esponsd at you” earliest convenience.
i

Bruce Kurek



