Ms. Kathy Kross, Nightline 1/30/92
ABC-TV lews

1717 DeSales St.,

Washington, D.C. 200%6

Jear Kathy,

Bur letters crossed but at least I nou have the ks and cs straight.

I do appreciate your lett:r, even though I disagree with parts. You say that "an
unfortunate reality of television is the constrictionsthat time places upon us." Hay
i suggest that this is a TV pereon's special concept, maling the commonplace spdeial
as it relates to TV? How is it in any real sense any different than the constrictions
upon me in 1929-1930 when I edited and made up my high school paper? I could not get
an addifional line of type in and TV can't get an adultional word in. The problem is the
same, 4s it was many years later when I did radio news. That time was as inflexible as
TV's almost all the time, '

I sugizest also that the proﬁlem was not of time but of selection, how the show de—
cided to use the time it had. Of course it has the right to make this decision. But what
it decided to use and not use is other than I was led to believe was the show's purpose.

You marked one sentence in the E&g%d Keppel graf on pake 1, I presume to call to my
attention that he said what you thought I had referred to in oy letter. In quoting the
entire paragraph I'll put it inside parens and then comment:

"Indeed, if Yliver Stone, the film-maker, had produced a documentary rather than a
fleature film, he would have been expect?d to observe a similar discipl/iny ["Prove it.
Substantiate it. Document ite... quoté}!trom the second graijjn.ﬁ:lhxmxking that is
called 'arfistic license.' In statecraft, jt'us. Gaﬂuﬂ"’;opuganda Ei"her way, it carries

a lot of impnct;;—f/
Sorry, I ¢ ed the sentence you underlined: It goes after "discipline" above:

"Instead he produced a film in which he simply mnde up what he couldn't prove or
gubatantia.te "

Nightline knew that at the very beginning Stone snnounced that his film M.ﬁc non-
fiction, that it wpuld record their history for the people, telling them who killed their
President, why and how. After he got my first letter he wriggled a bit when he belia’ged he
should but he never abandoned the claim that his movie was factual. In an interview I be-
lieve after he finished the editing he told that)‘rapurter that he yielded to nobody on
fact. He referred to himself repeatedly as an historian. He used every trick he could to
convinee the vorld that his film would be faithful to fact in even the finest c&gtail, as
with the well-publicized hassle to get to use the TSBD building when he didn t@: all and
even shot the Dallas emergencysri'iog%‘in New Orleans.



And after all the publicity, which is wlm}w};ﬁ ;v;.a:x}:)ad, hﬂnd_.jég.ﬂf‘)t use the sixth-floor,
which he had insisted very publicly complete fgdelity 5 imtent;-required-the-—sixth—£loer.
Having gotten the deceptive publicity consistent with his recording non-factional history,
he yuietly used the seventh.

If Stone had not gotten himself all that international publicity pn his puinstaldng
factuality regardless of cost, if he had not announced that he vas racé:lding our actual
history, he vould have had the right to say anything he wanted. But he did do and say what
I say as llightline, I am confident, knew. I certainly have the documentagion.

The langunge Koppel used is Stones later renresentation, after he began to get clobber-
ed, after I told him what he did not deny, that he would be producing a fraud and a tra-
vesty. Meanuhile to the end also saying the exact opposite.

S0, Nightline and ¥oPel became “tone's apologists, his propagandists, his advertiser.

Koppel's language tl;ut I quote from the beydinning of his third graf deceived and mis-
led the audience. I think using Wéocumantary" serves this purpose, too, becausse although
Stone never used the word he certainly did boast that he would be recording history and
that factually.

The show's title is "The JFK Assassination files." Host wasn't on this and when the
show was over the audience had no idea what "the JFK assassination files" are or what of
them is available or what ian'_"t or why.

If Hightline had really done a show justifying the title it would have been a more
interesting program by far and it would have been useful in informing people vho instead
only too oftell h& doused with irwelevant propaganda. It could also helped the current
de’gate which remainsg confused and confuding. To say nothing of sar'ﬂﬁg narrov and per-
sonal rathée than national interests.

Thanku for taking the time for your letter and for it. I hope that perhaps you nay
now have a better understanding of why I began by saying I want nothing more to do with
these ldnds of pseudo-news shows and have uae_?s I preter for the time they take.

Bes ".-h:l.ahes,
Thanks also for your good wishes and '."‘d-bz‘" 4/
offer of help. I do appreciate both and ‘
what they reflect. s0 very sorry the Havold Volsbete

show was not in accord with what you, personally, were so clearly aiming for, an informative
presentation of fact. I do respect that, as I hope J indicated in uy first letter.
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January 27, 1992

Dear Harold,

Thank you for your recent letter, I've enclosed a transcript for your
persual of the Nightline/Assassination Filies shov last week. Though 1t might
not mitigate all of your concerns, it will give you a first-hand account of
hew the issue was treated.

I wish my colleagues had the opportunity to use more of what you had to
say, but an unfortunate reality of television is the constrictions that time
places upon us. In any case, WNightline remains very grateful that you took
the time to talk with us, and for me it was @ personal pleasure.

I wish you all the best in your work and please call me if I can be of
any assistance.

S8incerely,

o

Hathryn Wross
Nightliine Producer

202-887-T7300
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This transcript has not yet been checked against videotape
and cannot, for that reason, be guaranteed as to accuracy of
speakers and spelling of narmes. (JES)

ABC NEWS NIGHTLINE Show #2783
Air Date: January 22, 1992

The JFK Assassination Files

TED KOPPEL: [voice-over] Was it really Lee Harvey Os-
wald who killed JFK? Or was it the Mob, Castro or even
the CIA? Some believe the answer may be hidden in files
on the assassination, files that have been sealed for nearly
three decades. Now there's a real chance those records will
be made public. But will they prove once and for all wheth-
er there was a conspiracy to kill President Kennedy?
ANNOUNCER: This is ABC News Nightline, a special
edition. Reporting from Washington, Ted Koppel.
KOPPEL: If 1 were to say on this broadcast tonight that
the assassination of President Kennedy was the product of
a conspiracy involving officers of the CIA, the FBI, high-
ranking members of the Pentagon and former vice presi-
dent Lyndon Baines Johnson, you would have every right
to say, “Prove it. Substantiate it. Document it. Or at the
very least, quote your sources.” There are, in other words,
certain ground rules that even journalists are expected to
observe.

Indeed, if Oliver Stone, the film-maker, had produced a
documentary rather than a feature film, he would have
been expected to observe a similar discipline. Instead he.,

oné\acﬁ.dﬂg,ﬁlm,m.%i L_he, simply, _made up what he
cgg)dx;jt...provs,....or,.gg tantiate. In film-making, that is

called “artistic license” In statecraft it's called
“propaganda.” Either way, it carries a lot of impact.
Here’s Nightline correspondent Forrest Sawyer.
KEVIN COSTNER: ["JFK"] [as Jim Garrison] John
F. Kennedy’s murder was probably one of the most
terrible moments in this history of our countryl
FORREST SAWYER, ABC News: [voice-over] Oliyer
Stone’s JFK has quickly become the most hotly debated
and harshly criticized Hollvwood film ever made. Cost-
ing over $40 million, running over three hours, it is a
broadside attack against the Warren Commission’s offi-
cial conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald acted alone to
assassinate President Kennedy.
DONALD SUTHERLAND: ["JFK”] [as Colonel XJ
Why was Kennedy killed? Who benefited? Who has
the power to cover it up?
SAWYER: [voice-over] The film mixes fact and fiction,
what Stone calls “artistic license,” to argue that Ken-
nedy was killed by conspirators who included govern-
ment officials, that Lee Harvey Oswald could have been
an intelligence agent who tried to stop the assassina-
tion, that a cover-up involving the highest government
officials is still going on.
OLIVER STONE, Director, “JFEK”: There is a covert,
shadow-type government that seems to be running this
country. It seems to dictate what we must hear and see
and tries to tell us what our history is.

' 2474285-> IGHTL] w262 087 7688 To!

SAWYER: [voice-over] Critics, including other con-
spiracy theorists, have loudly called the film
“irresponsible propaganda,” “not to be believed.” But
Stone has fought back with a whirlwind media
campaign, appearing everywhere, always arguing one
key point.

[interviewing] [Nightline, December 19, 1991] What

would you like to have come out of this?

Mr. STONE: If these critics feel so secure with their

truth, why don’t we— why don’t the— why don't we

let the American public see it? Let the files out.
SAWYER: [voice-over] Sealed government files, docu-
ments on the Kennedy assassination kept out of public
view for many years, material that Stone's film suggests
could provide answers to who killed Kennedy.

Mr. COSTNER: ["JFEK”] But because the govern-

ment considers you children who might be too dis-

turbed or distressed to face this reality, or because

you might possibly lynch those involved, you cannot

see these documents for another 75 years.
SAWYER: [voice-over] Flawed or not, Stone’s assault is
breaking down decades-old barriers of silence, with a
new Gallup poll showing 73 percent of Americans be-
lieve there was a conspiracy to kill Kennedy.

ACTOR: ["JFK”] The guy couldn’t do the shooting.

Naobody could.
SAWYER: [voice-over] More and more influential
people are joining the call to release the documents.

REPORTER: [WGMC] Do you believe that there

should be more items declassified?

Sen. EDWARD KENNEDY (D-MA): I— we're for

all of the— any items, that are out of our control,

clearly, and other items, they obviously ought to be

made available.
SAWYER: [voice-over] First target: the 1977 House As-
sassinations Committee. Here in the National Archives,
where these already-released Warren Commission
materials are stored, the committee placed 848 boxes of
documents, sealed by law until the year 2029. The
House documents are said to contain personnel files, in-
formant files, general investigative material. Will they
provide any real answers to what happened on Novem-
ber 22, 19637

Chief counsel for the committee, Robert Blakey.
ROBERT BLAKEY, Chief Counsel, Assassinations
Committee: | have seen everything in our files. My ini-
tials are on them. And if you think that there’s the proof
of who killed John Kennedy in those files, I have to tell
you you're on illicit substances. In a word, you're
toned.
SAWYER: [voice-over] Critics say, at the least the
American people will be able to judge how well the com-
mittee conducted its investigation.
HAROLD WEISBERG, Assassination Researcher:
They were a bunch of nincompoops. They wouldn't have
known any new evidence if it slapped them in the face.
SAWYER: [voice-over] Congressman Louis Stokes was
chairman of the House select committee and now says
Americans should decide for themselves. He plans to in-
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troduce a joint House-Senate resolution calling for the
release of a lot more than the House committee’s files.
Rep. LOUIS STOKES (D-OH): All of the sealed files
having any bearing whatsoever upon the assassination
of the President would be incorporated in the type of a
resolution that P'm currently trying to draft.

SAWYER: [voice-over] Possible CIA files on a mysteri-
ous visit Lee Harvey Oswald made to Mexico; suspected
FBI wiretaps that may link former teamster boss
Jimmy Hoffa with mobsters Santos Traficante [sp?] and
Carlos Marcello [sp?] in a plan to kill the President. The
House committee ran out of time and money before it
could pursue some of those leads.

Mr. BLAKEY: The places to look are in the files we
didn’t fully examine dealing with Carlos Marcello,
Santos Traficante, their associates, and the likelihood
that elements of organized crime had a hand in the
President’s death.

SAWYER: [voice-over] The CIA has given a statement
to ABC News, saying “In 1978 the House select commit-
tee was given complete access to all CIA material that
was relevant, specifically that dealing with agency in-
volvement. We gave them what they asked for” But
committee investigators say the agency dragged its feet
then and may still hold back eritical information.
EDWIN LOPEZ, Former House Committee Investi-
gator: There was complete— a complete lack of
cooperation from the agency from the beginning to the
end. The bottom line was that they didnt want us to
find out who killed Kennedy, for whatever reason. What
they wanted us to do was to give them a nice packaged
report with a bow on it that said we substantiated the
Warren Commission’s findings.

SAWYER: This new drive 1o release the files was born
out of Oliver Stone’s belief that the government has
been lying for 28 years. And critics are already saying
that the most important material may never see the
light of day, which means that even if all but the most
sensitive documents are released soon, there will likely
be more guestions raised than answered and Americe"a
suspicions will stay firmly locked in place.

Forrest Sawyer for Nightline in New York.
EKOPPEL: When we come back we'll talk with Congress-
man Louis Stokes, who was the chairman of the House
committee that concluded in 1979 there probably was a
conspiracy to kill JFK. It was Congresasman Stokes who or-
dered that committee’s files be sealed until the year 2029,

We'll also talk with the former counsel to the Warren
Commission who says releasing the files will put to rest all
of the conspiracy theories and with a former BBC journal-
ist who over the past 15 years has interviewed hundreds of
witnesses and sources on the assassination.

[Commercial break]

KOPPEL: Joining us from our Washington studio is Con-
gressman Louis Stokes of Ohio, who was the chairman of
the House committee that investigated the JFK assassina-
tion. Congresaman Stokes annsunced today he will seek to
have all files relating to the assassination opened.

From our Chicago bureau, attorney David Belin, who
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was counsel to the Warren Commission and is author of
two books on the assassination. And from our London
bureau, journalist Anthony Summers, the author of Con.-
spiracy, the definitive book on the JFK assassination.,

Why, Congressman Stokes, now? Just because of the
Stone movie?
Rep. LOUIS STOKES (D-OH): I think that the Stone
movie has stirred up the controversy around the sealed
files sufficiently that those who have been urging release of
those files over a number of years have now joined in and
Americans all over the country are now writing and re-
questing that these other files be released.
KOPPEL: All right. Let us be more specific about what
files are really under consideration here. You're talking
about all the files that were available to your committee
when it was making its investigation. But are you also
talking about other files that may still be in the hands of
the FBI and the CIA, but were not released to you at the
time?
Rep. STOKES: It's my notion that just a release of the
files which our committee has sealed will not make the
critics go away and say that they’ve had an opportunity to
see everything and to know positively that there was no
cover-up. I think that the Church committee files, which
were sealed by the United States Senate, which investiga-
ted organized crime, should be released. I think the FBI
files, the CIA files, I think even court files. Wherever there
were files dealing with the assassination of the President
that are now sealed, I think all of them should be put in
the public domain.
KOPPEL: And is it your feeling that both the House and
the Senate will go along with your recommendation?
Rep. STOKES: I have 3‘\?613: indication that there are
members of the Senate, as well as the House, who feel as I
do that the time has arrived when we ought to just release
everything that is releasable to the American public.
KOPPEL: Now, Mr. Belin, is it— is it your feeling that if
indeed all of this comes to pass and all of these files are
released, that indeed that will put a closure to, if not all
the conspiracy theories, at least most of them?
DAVID BELIN, Former Counsel to Warren Commis-
sion: I am the only person in the world, Mr. Koppel, that
has had access to all of the Warren Commission files and
has had access to all of the CIA files because I headed the
investigation of the CIA in 1975 and extracted from them
their confessions that they were engaged in assassination
plots against foreign leaders. In 1975 I called for a public
release of all Warren Commission files, all CIA files. I filed
Freedom of Information Act requests in 1975. I can tell you
that none of these files in any way change the absolute
veracity of the conclusion of the Warren Commission that
Lee Harvey Oswald was the lone gunman who killed Presi-
dent Kennedy and Officer Tippett on that tragic afternoon
and that Jack Ruby was not conspiratorially involved.

Now, what happens is that all the evidence that's ac-
tually available to determine those answers to those ques-
tions is available, but people ignore the evidence, such as
Mr. Summers in his book, where he ignores the six eyewit-
nesses to the Tippett murder shooting. But what I do be-
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lieve is that the people are entitled to know and what I
want the world to know is since 1975, [ have been trying to
get these released. And I had the unique experience of
knowing how little the CIA released because I had seen ev-
erything they had in the files before I filed the Freedom of
Information Act requests,

KOPPEL: Before I turn to Mr. Summers, let me ask you,
Mr. Belin, why it is you think that Congressman Stokes
and investigators and members of his committee who saw,
presumably, the same files that you did came to the conclu-
sion that indeed there was a conspiracy?

Mr. BELIN: Because they had erroneous acoustical evi-
dence that there was supposedly a Dallas audiotape from a
stuck microphone that scientists testifying before the com-
mittee asserted that this showed a fourth shot. You
couldn’'t see it, but you could see waves on an oscillating
scope and they wanted further investigation, which indeed
was made by the Committee on Ballistic Acoustics, chaired
by Professor Ramsey [sp?], Norman Ramsey of the Har-
vard physics department and including professors from
Harvard, MIT, Stanford, Columbia, people from IBM and
Bell.

They found out that not only was there no validity to
the scientific claims that gave the majority of the House
committee the position or the finding that there was a
fourth gun— fourth shot fired, but they also found the
point in the tape occurred more than a minute after the as-
sassination.

Now, what has happened, to be honest with you, Mr.
Koppel, is that the world doesn't know this because con-
spiracy claims get on the front pages and the truth seems
to get relegated to two inches on page 33 or doesn’t get any
coverage on TV,

But what I can tell you is that in my second book— and
by the way, the royalties from both of my books went to
charity. In my second book I told the story of what hap-
pened and the fact that the chief counsel of the committee,
Blakey, Professor Blakey, had said that if the tests which
were subsequently done by the National Research Council
Committee on Ballistic Acoustics, if they didn’t prove with
a 95 percent degree of accuracy, was his words, that there
was a fourth shot, then he would withdraw everything he
said. Well, it proved that thers was no basis of claiming a
fourth shot. Someone ought to talk to Professor Ramsey at
Harvard and he would tell you what the truth is.
EKOPPEL: All right. Let me just— let me go back once
again. And Mr. Summers, I appreciate your patience. Hold
on. We'll come back to you after the break, but I just want
to— I just want to close this particular issue. Is that in-
deed, Congressman Stokes, the only piece of evidence on
which your committee based its conclusion that there was
reason to believe that there had been a conspiracy?

Rep. STOKES: No, it certainly is not. And one of the
things that Mr. Belin is not saying is that the Warren
Commission never pursued an investigation with reference
to a conspiracv. They started out with the conclusion that
Lee Harvey Oswald was the lone assassin and pursued it
strictly from that perspective. Our committee did pursue a
theory that there may have bszen a conspiracy and there-

'2474285-> IGHTL] w282 BB? 7688; To!

Page 4

fore we pursued an investigation towards whether or not
we could come out to that end.

We also found that some of the information that was
not given to the Warren Commission was part of what did
lead us to our conclusion. That is, the CIA did not give
them certain information, withheld certain information
from them, and so they could not have pursued a con-
spiracy investigation. So those are some of the reasons that
we also concluded, in addition to the acoustical evidence,
that there was a probability of a conspiracy.

KOPPEL: Let’s take a—

Mr. BELIN: Mr. Koppel—

KOPPEL: Mr. Belin, I'm afraid we’re going to have to take
a quick break and then—

Mr. BELIN: Well, there was just an inaccurate statement
made by Congressman Stokes—

KOPPEL: I understand—

Mr. BELIN: —that I'd like to correct after the break.
KOPPEL: And you will have an opportunity to correct
that, or at least to give your rendition of it, when we come
back. We'll continue our discussion in just a moment.
[Commercial break]

KOPPEL: Before we jump across the Atlantic to our very
patient guest over there, Anthony Summers, David Belin
was making the observation just before the break that
something that Congressman Stokes said was inaccurate.
So please, if you would, quickly tell me what you think that
was.

Mr. BELIN: Well, with deference to the distinguished
Congressman, there were several lawyers on the Warren
Commission that spent months and months exploring for-
eign conspiracy. One of them was Professor— who is now
Professor Slossen [sp?] of \U:S.C. Law School. One was
Professor Liebler [sp?], who was exploring domestic con-
spiracy. One was Judge Griffin [sp?], who is now a judge in
Cleveland, Burt [sp?] Griffin, who was exploring the pos-
sibility of Jack Ruby conspiratorial involvement. Every
conspiracy claim was explored.

Now, the thing that upset me when I investigated the
CIA was that the CIA had not leveled with the Warren
Commission about the assassination plots, but indeed the
Warren Commission did have the— did have much investi-
gation of conspiracy. The majority of the House committee,
from what the chief counsel told me, the critical element
was the question of the acoustical evidence.

And 1 believe that there’s no doubt that the House com-
mittee did a very good job in determining where the source
of the shots were because the House committee did find
that Lee Harvey Oswald was indeed the lone gunman who
did kill President Kennedy, who did kill Officer Tippett,
and that indeed the bullet that struck President Kennedy's
head came from behind, fired by Oswald, and the bullet
that passed through President Kennedy’s neck exited and
struck Governor Connally. And I happen to have been the
person that completely thwarted the FBI by finding the
facts that led to the single bullet theory which proved that
the bullet that went through—

KOPPEL: Mr. Belin, you make it difficult for me to come
back to you because when 1 come back to you for a short
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answer, you end up giving me—

Myr. BELIN: I'm sorry.

KOPPEL: —a very, very long answer. Let me now at least
show some courtesy to our guest on the other side of the
Atlantic, Mr. Summers.

You've been listening very patiently. The one conspiracy

theory which we have not discussed in any detail on this
broadeast, but which I think you feel is perhaps the one
that deserves the most attention, is that in some respect
the Mafia was involved. Is that correct?
ANTHONY SUMMERS, Journalist: Yes, and of course
that's what the House committee thought in 1978. I think
it's become clearer over the years that there are clues
pointing in that direction. Just in the last week or so we've
had Frank Ragano [sp?], who was for years the attorney to
Teamsters union leader Jimmy Hoffa, saying that he was
sent by Hoffa to discuss a plan to assassinate the President
with Santos Traficante. And Santos Traficante was one of
the committee’s prime suspects.

I'd like to jump back just for a second to things that Mr.
Belin has been saying there. It seems to me that he’s ex-
tremely polemical about things and that this is perhaps
not a moment in time to be polemical or to talk about litty-
gritty little bits of detail about the case.

1 also note that he says that he is the only person who
has seen everything at the CIA. That's an extraordinary
statement. 've heard nobody else that claims that. If he
has, then he’s very much one up on everyone on the House
committee.

Chief counsel Blakey, who talked to me a good deal
about this once his deliberations were finished, told me
that there were some things that he had not seen, that the
committee had not seen, and the two young attorneys who
worked night after night, day after day, for nearly two
years trying to deal with the CIA discovered that they were
thwarted. And I think you had one of them on the air there
at the beginning of the program saying they were thwarted
at every step by the CIA, who were trying to sort of sit
them out. And Chief Counsel Blakey also told me that
there are some documents that the CIA will simply never,
ever release.

Now, the CIA's excuse when it says it wont reldase
docurmnents on the Kennedy assassination, and in particu-
lar on the vital Mexico City angle, is that this might betray
their sources and methods. I think this is nonsense when
we're talking about 1963, nearly 30 years ago, that sour-
ces— those that are still alive, and I'm thinking here of
sources that the CIA may have had inside the Soviet or
Cuban embassies in Mexico City, should of course be pro-
tected and that should be controlled.

But the whole question of what CIA surveillance saw
and whether the real Oswald went into those embassies in
Mexico City or whether it was some sort of bogus Oswald,
which is what many people on the committee thought, that
should be examined and it should be examined with full
cooperation from today's CIA.

KOPPEL: Mr. Belin, it is your contention, I believe, that
you have seen those photographs, correct?
Mr. BELIN: Well, basically, I had a unique— and I'll try
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and keep this short.

KOPPEL: Yes, please, if you would.

Mr. BELIN: Yeah. I had the unique access to them be-
cause I was executive director of what was called the Com-
mission on CIA Activities Within the United States—

Mr. SUMMERS: Yes, but it's not unique. It—

Myr. BELIN: Well—

Mr. SUMMERS: It’s been post-dated by the work of the
Assassinations Committee, who spent many months study-
ing this and who indeed produced a 375-page report on the
matter, which is one of the things that we really do need to
be released.

Mr. BELIN: If— if we can start with a point of agreement,
I agree that all of that should be released. What I started
to say was that I'm not the only person that has seen those
documents because people in the CIA have seen them. I'm
the only one who had access to the Warren Commission
documents who also had the—

KOPPEL: Actually, Mr. Belin, if we could just reach a
temporary agreement that you would address specifically
the question that I asked, namely, did you see the photo-
graph of a person purporting to be Lee Harvey Oswald
entering the Soviet embassy in Mexico City and were you
personally able to identify that person as being Lee Harvey
Oswald or could it have been someone else?

Mpr. BELIN: I saw the photographs that were inside the
CIA pertaining to who entered the embassy, yes.
KOPPEL: And?

Mr. BELIN: And I think that there is very important in-
formation that should be released. There was not any sec-
ond Mr. Oswald that went to the embassy. There was a pic-
ture of someone that was at one time said to be Mr. Os-
wald, but it was just a mistake—

Mr. SUMMERS: Mr. Belin, I think you're out of date, sir.
Mr. BELIN: Well— well, if'you'will let me finish, if I can—
KOPPEL: Actually, all I'd like to— all I'd like to get from
you for the moment, Mr. Belin, is did you identify that pho-
tograph as being a photograph of Lee Harvey Oswald?

Mr. BELIN: There was one photograph that I identified
that was not a photograph of Lee Harvey Oswald, but
there is gther information that I identified that showed
that indeed Oswald, Lee Harvey Oswald, was at the em-
bassy.

KOPPEL: All right.

Mr. BELIN: And I think, as I have said since 1975—

Mr, SUMMERS: Well, the conclusion of the chief counsel
of the—

Mr. BELIN: —that all the of information should have been
released.

KOPPEL: Mr. Summers—

Mr. SUMMERS: May I comment here, Mr. Koppel?
KOPPEL: I'll tell you what. If we could just take a quick
break, then when we come back I'll give you ample op-
portunity to respond to that point and we'll also get Con-
gressman Stokes back in on the discussion. We'll be back
in a moment.

[Commercial break]

KOPPEL: And back once again in London with Anthony
Summers. A little compassion, Mr. Summers, for those of
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us who are not scholars on—

Mr. SUMMERS: Right.

KOPPEL: —the subject here. Explain what the—

Mr. SUMMERS: Yeah, I thought we were going—
KOPPEL: Explain, if you would, what the subject of dis-
agreement is between you and Mr. Belin at the moment.
Mr. SUMMERS: Well, I thought we were getting bogged
down there in who had seen what, when. I don’t think that
matters a damn. I think we ought to listen to Mr. Webster,
who was director of the CIA and the FBI, who said recently
the public has a right to know and a right to have access to
all the information—

KOPPEL: Apparently no one on this broadcast tonight
disagrees on that point.

Myr. SUMMERS: Right.

KOPPEL: I think everyone agrees—

Mr. SUMMERS: And I'd like to—

KOPPEL: Yeah, go ahead. I’'m sorry.

Mr. SUMMERS: I'd like to quickly rattle through some
things, some specific issues that really do need some dig-
ging into now on the basis of the documents and perhaps
on further investigation.

One, on the Mexico City thing, the situation as of all the
work done by the House Assassinations Committee, which
took everything much further forward, was that the chief
counsel and his assistants came away with a 375-page
report which has been suppressed for the time being. They
were convinced that Oswald had indeed been in Mexico
City, but they were uncertain that he was the Oswald who
had been to the embassies. Now, the potential significance
of that is that if somecne else was going into the embassies
and having contact with the Soviets and the Cubans, then
there was some hanky-panky going on.

Now, it's my view that Oswald may have been used
right up to the assassination in some sort of psy-ops opera-
tion by the CIA or by U.S. intelligence to compromise the
pro-Castro people in some way and that at the end, some-
body who knew the way in which he was being used — in-
nocently, if you like, up till then — then set him up as a
patsy in the assassination. That’s a thought.

But we need to know precisely and all about the goin,
and comings at those two embassies— who took photo-
graphs of who, when. The House committee talked to five, 1
think, former CIA officers, all of— some of whom said
they'd actually seen a photograph of Oswald at one of the
embassies, some of whom said that they knew about such a
photograph. That photograph has not been seen by the
Warren Commission people, I think Mr. Belin would agree
with me, and it hasn't been seen by anybody else. We need
to know what those surveillance photographs showed.

We need to know about the man called Maurice Bishop
[sp?], who was seen by the leader of Alpha-66 — that’s one
of the main anti-Castro groups — with Oswald shortly be-
fore the assassination. Bessiana [sp?] thought — that’s the
leader of Alpha-66 — thought that this was his CIA officer
and it's believed that this was a man ealled David Phillips
[sp?], who went on to become the chief of western hemi-
sphere of the CIA. At that time he was in charge of Cuban
ops in Mexico City for the CIA and it was his disinforma-
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tion operatives who produced most of the stories just after
the assassination suggesting that Oswald was linked to the
Castro Cubans. The notion here being, if one follows the
conspiratorial notion, that perhaps Oswald was manipu-
lated in such a way that the Cubans would be blamed for
the assassination.

And you have to remember — and I hope this isn't
being too scholarly — that all this happened just a year
after the Cuban missile crisis when the world went to the
brink of nuclear war and Johnson, President Johnson,
brought Chief Justice Warren in to run the Warren Com-
mission on the grounds that it had to be done to avert
nuclear war. And I think there may have been what I call a
“benign cover-up” to push back the possibility of another
confrontation with the Soviet Union and Castro. He was ef-
fectively saying, “Look, the President's dead. It doesn’t
matter what our suspicions are. We've got to— we've just
got to put the lid on the saucepan and"—

KOPPEL: Right. Let me, if I may, interrupt you now and
go back to Congressman Stokes.

Congressman, in addition to other evidence that has
been cited on this broadcast now, you were telling me be-
fore the program of tapes that you and members of your
committee had heard that I gather were what, FBI inter-
cepts of conversations among various Mafioso?

Rep. STOKES: That is correct. We had assigned one
member of our staff to just sit at the FBI headquarters and
his assignment was to listen to the illegal wiretaps be-
tween members of organized crime that were held or con-
tained in the FBI records. And there are some very inter-
esting conversations that are transcribed, much of which
has been reported in our written report, and which has
been referred to so many times by Mr. Summers, who has
obviously read our report and has accurately reflected on it
here this evening. We concluded that organized crime as
an entity — that is, the national commission — was not in-
volved in the assassination. However, we could not
preclude the possibility that individuals and members of
organized crime were involved and we specifically cited
Jimmy Hoffa, Carlos Marcello and Santos Traficante as
being three individuals—

KOPPEL: Let me stop you on that point, because I'd like
you to sort of finish that off for us and round that out when
we come back, but we have to take a quick break. We'll
continue our discussion in a moment.

[Commercial break]

KOPPEL: Congressman Stokes, just before the break you
were saying that the focus of your investigation drew you
to conclude that it was possible that at least three un-
derworld crime figures might have been involved in the as-
sassination of Jack Kennedy. Would you summarize that
for us quickly?

Rep. STOKES: Yeah. We found, in effect, that Santos
Traficante, Carlos Marcello and Jimmy Hoffa had the
means, motive and the opportunity to have participated in
the assassination of the President. We had no direct evi-
dence, but the circumstantial evidence around our investi-
gation concluded that they possibly had participation in
the assassination.
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KOPPEL: And when you talk about circumstantial evi-
dence, are you also talking about some of those tape inter-
cepts?

Rep. STOKES: Yes, we are.

KOPPEL: Which indicate what?

Rep. STOKES: And along with other witnesses whom we
talked with and other individuals who provided informa-
tion to our committee.

KOPPEL: Mr. Summers?

Mr. SUMMERS: I want to jump in here a second, if I may,
to complement what the Congressman'’s saying. There are
some very troubling things about the way the FBI has
handled this. The alleged statement by Traficante to a
Cuban exile friend of his, which was reported to the FBI
back in 1962, that “the President is going to be hit,” was
reported, we gathered, by Ertel [sp?] to Director Hoover at
the FBI, but not passed on to the Secret Service. So far as
we can gather, unlike the average comment of a drunk in a
bar saying “We're going to get the President,” which hap-
pens three or four times a week and is always, and we
know from the records, always reported to Secret Service,
that was not. One needs to know why. There are a lot of
very odd things like that about the FBI performance, not
least — and I could— this goes just in 30 seconds here —
that Oswald delivered a note to FBI headquarters in
Dallas two or three weeks before the assassination, at the
beginning of November. After the assassination and after
Oswald had been shot, this was destroyed by the FBI and

the agent who destroyed it said he did so — this is in’

testimony in the 70's, most people don’t know about it —
said he was told by the special agent in charge to tear the
note up and throw it down the toilet, which he duly did.
Now, we're dealing with the bureau on which the Warren
Commission depended for all its evidence and it could do
things like that with a key piece of evidence like a note to
the FBI from the alleged assassin. There’s a great deal of
work to do yet.

KOPPEL: All right. Mr. Belin, we have about a minute,
15, a minute, 30 left. If you could focus a little bit on the al-
legations that have just been made in the last couple of
minutes having to do with those three underworld figures?
Mr. BELIN: Well, first of all, it's absolutely false to say
that the Warren Commission relied completely on the FBI,
We did our independent investigation using witnesses that
we found, using witnesses that the FBI interviewed and
the Dallas police interviewed. The fact is—

Mr. SUMMERS: Essentially, vou depended on the FBI.
Mr. BELIN: No, you know, I really— really— you know, I
think I'm entitled to take a minute without interruption,
sir.

KOPPEL: You've got 45 seconds left, Mr. Belin, then the
program’s over. 5

Mr. BELIN: And basically what I have called for since
1975 is a complete release of all of these files. 1 think it
would add a tremendous benefit so far as confidence and
trust in government. I know, having seen the files, that
they will not change the conclusion that Lee Harvev Os-
wald was the lone gunman. They shculd be released and
when and if I have some adequate time on national televi-
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sion, which I've never had, to really set forth the case of
the Warren Commission — you know, we've never had that
chance in the last 25 years more than five or ten minutes
at a time — I think the public would be entitled to know
and should know the mass of evidence that’s already avail-
able before you say what is not available, but I think every-
thing ought to be made available and I think that—

Mr. SUMMERS: Can I—

Mr. BELIN: —Congressman Stokes—

Mr. SUMMERS: Can I throw in a final thought, Mr.
Koppel?

Mr. BELIN: —is to be complimented.

KOPPEL: I'm— I'm—

Mr. BELIN: I think that Congressman Stokes is to be
complimented because he's joined to have the House Select
Committee on Assassinations files released—

KOPPEL: Gentlemen, we are out of time. In fact, we are
over our time, but let me just take these additional seconds
to thank Mr. Belin, Mr. Summers, Congressman Stokes.
Good of all of you to join us. I'll be back in a moment with a
program note.

[Commercial break]

KOPPEL: Tomorrow on PrimeTime Live, a report on
homeless veterans of Desert Storm. I'm Ted Koppel in
Washington. Good night.
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