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ROSS CRYSTAL: November 22nd, 1963, the assassinatlion

of President John F. Kennedy. Controversy still surrounds that
assassination. The Warren Committee Report, volumes and volumes
of findings, and yet it still Is not complete,.

Here 1s a ﬁan who has been working on the assassinatlion -
tor some time now, has a new book. HIs name Is Anthony Summers.
He Is an investigative reporter for the BBC. . :

In your new book, Mr. Summers, you come out with things
that you believe are new. What are you saying that Is new In tThe
case? : .

. ANTHONY SUMMERS: | think it's not so much what | say.
I think one has to look at what Congress Assassinations Committee
said In Its report last year, because |s marks a whole new point
at which we have to look at the assassination - And | say "we."
| mean ~-- that means the people In law enforcement, In the medlia,
and, indeed, in the public. We have to take the blinkers off.

The Assassinations Committee said that there was pro-
bably a conspiracy to assassinate the President. When they said
"probably," they were bowing to the fact that the sclientists
said -- and they used the best scientists in the country, | be-
lieve ~- said that there was a 95 percent probability that there
were two gunmen at work in Dealey Plaza.

Now, you won't get the scientists +to say that it's
definite that i|f you drop an apple it will hit the. ground.
They'!l never say 100%. What the main sclentific adviser to
the committee in this area salid was that if he were a lawyer,
he would say that It was beyond a reasonable doubt that there

OFFICES IN: WASHINGTON DC. o NEWYCRK ® LOSANGEIES e CHICAGO e DEROT e AND OTHER PRINCIPAL CITIES

WMLWDVQOOONRGOM&NM T KO fie ond teference Duiroses only # may not be reproduced, 30k of Publicly dermonstated or exhibled.

-

P e 7



there were two gunmen. .

. That was the basis of the Assassinations Committee's
concluslon. |It's a new fact. And once you have two gunmen in
Dealey Plaza, then you have to look at everything else anew.

CRYSTAL: Okay. And that's what you did. That's what
you did. What did you find that was anew?

SUMMERS: The most extraordinary thing | found was that
when | went down the road to do a fiim documentary, which was
shown here and on the BBC, | expected that In umpteen living
rooms across the country I'd be the last of many reporters to
have been there. | found, to my surprise, that | wasn't, and
that In one or two cases | was there even before officialdom.
| found this surprising and, in the end, rather disquieting. And
that's what led me on to do the book.

What 1've done , | hope, Is to do the first reporting
Job which involves not only the paper chase, the ook through the
archives, but also going down the road, using the shoe leather,
in the places where Important evidence was and, In some cases,
still is, Important witnesses. I mean Dalias, New Orleans, New
Mexlico, and, in my case, Cuba.

CRYSTAL: Cuba. Talk about your case.

~ SUMMERS: .well, 1 went to Cuba because, as you know,
there is a major element of interest in the fact that Oswald's
public posture was that of a pro-Castro leftist. )

CRYSTAL: Uh-huh.

SUMMERS: Now, there are curious apparent inconsis-
tencies and anomalies In that evidence. They concern not least
his teafletting in the summer of 1963 in New Orleans, where he
spent the months before the assassination. On one occasion, he
handed out leaflets bearing the rubber stamp of an address which,
far from being a headquarters of a left-wing Castro organization,
had Important connections with anti-Castro operatives, some of
them with links to U.S. intelligence. That was a problem.

There was also the area of Mexico City. Oswald was
there before the assassination. He -- we know he was there.
But a person calling himself Oswald went fo the Cuban and Soviet
embassies there and was looking for a visa to go to Cuba.

CRYSTAL: Uh=-huh,

SUMMERS: In the couple of days, and, indeed, In the
hours ater the assassination, a mass of information about this
Oswald connection with the Cuban Communists, or alleged Oswald
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connection with the Cuban Communists, came to Washington, and,
Indeed, across the desk of LBJ, the new President. There are
indications that it may not have been the real Oswald who actu-
ally went to the embassy.

_ CRYSTAL: What are the indications who that person may
have been?

SUMMERS: | don't know and | haven't tried to say in
my book. |'ve avoided speculation in the book.

What 1've done, going back to your original question
_about what |'ve done, is to lay the evidence, as it Is today,
end-to-end, based on the fact that we now know, and it's a fact,
that there was a conspiracy, in that there were two gunmen in
Dealey Plaza; and that we have to, therefore, open our eyes to
all the other evidence all over again,

CRYSTAL: What you also have done In the book Is to
name a person who may have been a iink to Lee Harvey Oswald.

SUMMERS: Maurice Bishop. _
CRYSTAL: * Maurice Bishop. Tell us about him. :

SUMMERS: Yes. A witness whom | think comes up with
some very disquieting evidence is Antonio Veslano (?), who In
1963 was the civilian Ieader of a thing called Alpha 66, which
was then a very well-known anti-guerrilla exile group running
raids against the Cuban coastline, mostly out of Florida.

Now, Antonio Vesiano alleges that he had a U.S. in-
telligence case ofticer -- and he's no more specific than that.
He salys, "U.S. inteliligence."” That that U.S. Intellligence case
offlcer, during 1963, in those tinderbox days in the wake of the
missile crisis, was trying to provoke further trouble between
the United States and the Soviet Union by getting Alpha 66 to
do raids against the Cuban coastline, against Sovliet installa~

tions and ships. A very dangerous thing, if he's telling the
truth. .

Specifically in connection with the assassination,
Vesiano alleges that he saw Maurice Bishop, which was the cover
name for his intelligence case officer, with the alleged assassin,
Lee Oswald. And that after. the assassination -- and | find this
perhaps even more troubling.

CRYSTAL: Who was the cover name for?

SUMMERS: The cover name was Maurice Bishop.

"CRYSTAL: . The cover name.




SUMMERS: For a man whose identity has not yet been
established.

CRYSTAL: There are segments of that book that per-
tain to a former head of the CIA Western Hemisphere...

_ SUMMERS: | report In my book that Congress's Assas-
sinatlons Committee publicly considered in Its report last
year and in its volumes the possibility that Bishop was liden-
Tical with David Phillips, a former CiA head of Western Hemi-
sphere, who at that time was working in Mexico City and was
Involved with anti-Castro operations. But | certainly don't
say that David Phillips was Maurice Bishop. | report the fact
that the Assassinations Committee said this was a possibility.

CRYSTAL: The Assassinations Committee say 1t's 2
possibility.

SUMMERS: WNo, they considered the possiblility, that
they considered the possibility In their report. And they ended
thelr report on this in a long footnote about this issue. They
said that they suspected that the main witness in this area,
Vesiano, was lying when he said +hat Bishop was not the retired i
officer, as they refer to him in their report. And for his part,
The retired offlcer aroused suspiclon then he sald that he didn't
know Vesiano.  And It seems that the committee felt that It would.
be. likely that in his role In anti-Castro affairs, that Mr. Phil-
lips would have known the leader of a very well-known, publicly
well-known, and ceratainly well-known to intelligence agencies,
exile leader.

CRYSTAL: David Atlee Phitlips Is here. He will Join
us In just a moment when Panorama continues.

* * *

CRYSTAL: Back on Panorama right now, as we discuss
some new evidence, some new controversy, certainly, surrounding
the assassination of President John Kennedy.

Here s David Atlee Phillips, former head of the CIA
Western Hemisphere Division.

Mr. Phillips,>you've been sitting in the studio. You've
heard -- certainly no surprise today. You've read the book.
You've heard what Mr. Summers has said, and, more pointedly, what

has been listed, as he says, by the congressional committee. |
want to tet you react right now.

DAVID PHILLIPS: Al right. This is a town of news-
paper, as you know, Ross, & town of Journalists. And 1'd like
to discuss this matter with Mr. Summers in the context of journa-

T AT T IR




listic responsibility and ethics.

I find It absolutely incredible that a reputable pub=-
Ilshing house shall hae allowed one of its writers to publish a
book about me, which comes up with very serious charges lndeed,
and that the author of that book never seeks me out to interview
me. | think It's an absolute basic tenet of Journalism.

Both Mr. Summers and | are journalists. He's been
with the BBC for a long time. He's written two books. | was a
néwspaper editor for five years. I'm a magazine writer. |'ve
written three books in three years. | simply can't understand
how that can happen.

Now, there are two other points. There are two abso-
lutely vital elements in this story which Mr. summers doesn't
tell in his book. He said that he's drawn on the House Assas-
sinatlons Committee report. There's the final report and the
appendices. | certalinly tind It very strange that Mr. Summers
has not discussed the origin of this story being told by this
Cuban exile named Vesiano, the circumstances or the timing of
it. Because he first came up with this story two weeks after
he left the Atlanta penitentiary, where he had been serving a
sentence for drug conspiracy. He told the first Senate Investi-
gator that he talked to in 1976 that he thought the iIntelligence
community had something to do with his being there, that he was
framed. He told one of his associates -- and I'm quoting now
from the House Assassinations Committee -report, from the appen-
dix. He told one of his associates, a former minister of the
government in Cuba, he said, "The ClA framed me."

It Mr. Summers had put this in his book, it would have
given an entirely new perspective, because it provides another
possible motivation for what is this highly implausible story
told by Mr. Vesiano.

CRYSTAL: You had a third point?
SUMMERS: Can | come in on that?

CRYSTAL: You may. 1'd like to get the first point,
why you did not seek him out. :

SUMMERS: ‘First of all, what ('d like -to come before
that -- he said that my book was about him. My book is not about
him. Mr. Phillips features solely In the context that |'ve al-
ready explained, in which I"report what the Assassinations Com-
mittee volumes and report have said about him. It is a very
small sectlon. | believe you've seen the book. It is a small
teature in the book. )

Now, he also safs that he's been a journalist all his
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life. The fact is that Mr. Phillips has for .the greater part

of his career -~ | do know that you have been involved with news-
papers in the distant past and have been writer. But that basic-
ally, we're talking here to a senior Intfelligence officer. And

! think that should be...

PHILLIPS: Oh, sure. Certainly. Twenty~five years,
SUMMERS: Yes.

PHILLIPS: Sure.

SUMMERS: And next, the matter of not interviewing Mr.
Phitlips. Mr, Phillips' name surfaced In thls connection, speci-
fically in connection with the Bishop atfair, last year when the"
report came out. And |, at that stage, had reached the -~ vir-
tually the end of my writing. | analyzed the work of the com-
mitftee, and have used many portions of the committee's work in
my book, not only this, '

» Now, | also had access, as all journalists, to sources
on the committee. "And | was also aware, from the committee's
report, of what Mr. Phillips has to say on this issue, which Is
basically that he's not Mr, Bishop.~ | note that and I've reported
it. And | have not In any way claimed in the book, indeed, that
Mr. Phitlips is Mr. Bishop. And if Mr. Phtlllps had not asked to
appear on this program and others, | doubt that it would now have

been brought to the sort of attention that it has.
Nowese
CRYSTAL: One second.

Do you at least concede that he did not do the book
about you? :

PHILLIPS: | certainly do not buy that argument for one
minute.

CRYSTAL: Well, you are only mentioned in there.’
PHILLIPS: 1 beg your pardon.

CRYSTAL: You're mentioned in there four, five, six,
seven times, but you're not the center of the book.

PHILLIPS: About 70 times. My photograph is there.
This is the book that has...

SUMMERS: Not 70 times. No way.

PHILLIPS: Many, many times. On the jacket of the book
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it has the theory, and the theory is that- renegade CIA officers
were manipulating Lee Harvey Oswald. My photograph is in the
book, and underneath the photograph, next to a drawing, Is the

question mark -- is a question, "Heart of the matter?" |t cer-
tainly Is a great deal about -- in the index, It's cross-indexed:
"Philllps. See Bishop." Bishop. See Phillips."

CRYSTAL: So you do feel the book is about you.
PHILLIPS: Oh, there's no question about it.

Ross, tet me tell you. 1In the promotiona! material
sent out by the publishers, It says the most serious accusations
n the book concern a C -- a specific CIA officer.

And | find that cerTalnly'very, very damaging.

SUMMERS: May | come In on that? McGraw-Hil]| picked
this up -- they're my publishers. They picked this up when Mr,
Philllps said something very similar on the Today program.

It doesn't say at all that the most serlous specific
accusation Is against a specific CIA officer, referring to Mr,
Philtips. That reference is in there in a different way. And

it's quite ciear from the context of the book that It refers to
Maurice Bishop.

PHILLIPS: Mr. Crystal.
SUMMERS: Which, as I've said, is a cover name.

PHILLIPS: May ! ask you to read that, from the McGraw-
Hill promotion material?

CRYSTAL: It is promotional material. "The most
serious accusations made in "The Conspiracy" concern a specific
CIA officer alleged to have been In contact with Oswald before

the assassination.” A question follows. "How strong is the

evidence against him?" Now... '
SUMMERS: If you read the book, you will see that that

refers to a man, cover name Maurice Bishop, whose identity | do

not pretend to know.

CRYSTAL: What Mr. Summers is saylng is he is reporting,
reporting what he found In a congressional tnvestigation, in a
congressiona! report.

_SUMMERS: IT's in the pubtlic...

PH!LLIPS: No. He's reporting...




SUMMERS: 1t's in the public domain, Mr. Phitllps.
And the only name =-- since you've asked to appear to discuss
this. The only name raised In public by the Assassinations Com-
mittee as a possible candidate for the role of '"Mr. Bishop ==~
and, incidentally, ass that is indicated with Mr. Bishop is that
he had contact with Lee Oswald; not, as you have suggested, in-
volvement In the assassination -- |s your own.

PHILLIPS: We're talking now about the credibility of
this Cuban named Vesiano.

CRYSTAL: Uh-huh.

PHILLIPS: There was a composite drawing, based on his
description of what Maurice Bishop looked like, released to the
international media. According to the House committee report,
no one said that | was Maurice Bishop.

: Now, let me give you another reason that | think that
Mr. Summers... :

SUMMERS: That iIs not so.
Could | come in there?.
CRYSTAL: One at a time.

PHILLIPS: Mr. Summers has made the statement that one
of the things that is really disquleting for him is that this
Maurice Bishop, allegedly, tried to persuade Vesiano to talk to
@ cousin, a relative of his who was in the Cuban Iintelligence
service, to fabricate information. In other words, to pin the
guilt on Fidel Castro. )

CRYSTAL: Uh=-huh.
PHILLIPS: And, now, Mr. Summers says he's working on
the congressional material. But he doesn't include in the book

this congressional material, which he had in his possession.

CRYSTAL: Mr. Summers.

PHILLIPS: | have to tell you what It is.

The committee went to Cuba and they talked to the Cuban
inteltigence officer. He was in Mexico at the time that | was
there. | had written a book, published some years before, in

which | sort of gloated about the fact that 1| had outwitted some
Cubans, and that sort of thing. They went down there, and here
was this Cubaen intelligence officer with the most Incredibly mar-
velous chance to get Dave Phillips and to get the CIA. But that
Cuban intelligence officer was an honest man.




You know what he said when asked about Vesliano's story?
He said Vesiano, quote, is a person who cannot be believed, un-
quote. And then he had some remarks about his psychiatric condi-
tTion, that he had gone to a psychiatrist from the time he was !5
until he 16, that he had personality problems.

SUMMERS: | think it!'s time, with all these points,
that | caught up with them, if | may, for a moment.

CRYSTAL: Okay. Indeed.

SUMMERS: What the Assassinations Commlttee Indeed did
was to report this. And | mention it in a footnote in the book,
| believe, and maybe in the text. And |'d have to check.

PHILLIPS: I1t's not in the text.

SUMMERS: But what | do say about that Is that it's
:quite clear that the Assassinations Committee checked with not
only Yesiano's doctors, all his family, and so on. There's no
question of psychiatric trouble. :

Now, a senior intelligence officer in Castro Cuban
intelligence Is obviousiy certain to pour as much dirt as pos-
sible, to smear a man who has long been leading an anti-Castro
group In this country.

And | must just say that one former associate has said
of Vesiano, "Vesiano was the straightest, absolutely trustworthy,
most honest person | ever met. | would trust him explicitly."

Now, we have one side...

CRYSTAL: What associate was that?

SUMMERS: This was an associate in the anti-Castro
movement.

Now, | should say that you had +he smear and the praise
coming from each side. But ! have, in fact, talked to Mr. Vesiano
on several occasions. And | must say that, as a journalist who
has to go back, for example, to the editor and say, "| believe
this man," or, "l do not believe this man," on the question of a
contact with an Intelligence officer, ! do believe Vesiano.

Now, there's one further thing to say on that, which is
that the House committee did point out, contrary to what Mr. Phil-
lips indicated just now, that they did trace a former CIA case
officer in Miami, whose code name they gave, who said that he be-
lieved that David Phillips did use the pseudonym, cover name, if
you like, Maurice Bishop, and that they believe that another CIA
officer used the name Knight.
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CRYSTAL: Okay. We've been talking about film. 1in
The last segment we mentioned some film. We're going to show
that flim.

SUMMERS: Oh. This is an Interview with Vesiano which
| did some while ago. And this is -- it's a long interview, but
this is the basic allegation that he makes about seeing hils case

" officer with Lee Oswald before the assassination.

CRYSTAL: Okay. And let's take a look at it right now.

SUMMERS: Before the Kehnedy assasslination, did you
meet Lee Harvey Oswaid?

VESIANO [transiated]: VYes. | had encountered Lee
Harvey Oswald in Dallas at the end of August or in the first
days of September in 1963, a few weeks before the President was
assassinated. | was asked to go to Dallas at the request of my
contact with the intelligence service in this country, Maurice
Bishop. We fixed a meeting downtown in Dallas in a bank or an
Insurance company building. | don't remember which 1t was. And
Maurice came with a young man. He seemed to be very quiet, very
strange, a preoccupied person.

Shortly afterwards, | recognized him from his photo-
graphs in the newspapers. He was without any doubt the Kennedy
assassin Lee Harvey Oswald. | have no doubt that the person with

Maurice Bishop was Lee Harvey Oswald, because | have been trained

to identify individuals | met by noting their physical character-
istics.

SUMMERS: Do you think that later in 1963, that Maurice

Bishop was sufficliently against Kennedy to be a physical threat
to him? :

VESIANO [translated]: Look, Maurice was at odds with
Kennedy. He believed that Kennedy was a man without experience,
surrounded by unqualified advisers, and that They were leading
his country into trouble. . Following the Bay of Pigs fiasco and
after the mlssile crisis, Bishop considered it was a tremendous .
mistake for the United States to make the agreement which Kennedy
concluded with Khrushchev.

It has been suggested here that there was a conspiracy
against Kennedy. Maurijce Bishop had many opportunities to take
part in such a conspiracy because he was an operative whose pro-
tessional business regularly involved dirty-work activities. And

he believed that the best thing for this country was to depose
Kennedy and his advisers.

PHILLIPS: Well, we've just seen this rather dramatic
scene of this man. And what is his crediblity. That obviously




is what we want to know. -

| do want to put It on the record quite clearly now
that when the House Assassinations Committee, atter some |8
months, | think, and severa! million dollars worth of investi-
gation, put out their fina! report, in the final report, about
two pages was devoted to Mr. Vesiano. And what they sald was
we find Mr, Vesiano's testimon ~- Mr. Vesiano, we find him to
be less than candid. We can't accept this story. And they gave
four reasons. And we can find no corroboration of having --

“his having seen Lee Harvey Oswald.

Now, | want to take up one thing that...
[Confusion of voices]

PHILLIPS: You brought up the point that there was
this witness who identified me as Bishop.

SUMMERS: VYes,

PRILLIPS: And certainly a very important key witness,
Correct? - :

SUMMERS: VYes.
PHIELIPS: DIid you Interview that man?

SUMMERS: Certainly not. The man Is indicated by cover
name in the Assassinations Committes report, in volumes. There-

fore, | report him. | also report others who say that they didn't

know a Maurice Bishop.
PHILLIPS: You know...

SUMMERS: | took both sides. And | think one must all
the time say, "on the one hand, on the other."

Now, you have just said that the committee found Vesiano
not credible. They didn't say that. They said. they couldn't
fully come -- reach a conclusion that he was wholly credible on
his allegation about Bishop. But they sald that from the files
ot agencies, it appears reasonable that an assoclation similar
to the Maurice Bishop story actually existed. The committee
found it probable that some agency of the United States assigned
a case offlicer to Vesiano, since he was a dominant figure in an

‘ extremely active anti-Castro organization, etcetera.

PHILLIPS: Yes. The committee said he was less than
candid, said there were four reasons...

SUMMERS: They also said that you aroused their suspi=-




cion, Mr. Phillips. -
: PHILLIPS: They aroused my suspiclion. | must comment
on that.
SUMMERS: ...have already quoted you on. | quoted It

in full the first time.
PHILLIPS: The first -- the first time that someone said

to me, "This is Mr. Veslano. Do yYou recognize the name?" | said,
"NO-" .

Once again we go back to +the business of this story.
Mr. Ves'iano hadntt exactly been in the news for the last couple |
of years. He was in the Atlanta penitentiary., Before that, for
a long period of time, he was iIn Bolivia and he was traveling
around. That group, Alpha 66, Is one group which the CIA was
not connected with., | was...

SUMMERS: That Is by no means clear, from the inves-
tigation that's been carrled out.

PHILLIPS: All right.

| certainty think that if ['m called out of a busy con-
vention, as | was, and hit with fhe news that a man who's Just.
been introduced to me as a chauffeur is really a staff investi-
gator and waits to ask me questions -- and this is what happened
in 1976 -- and has to ask them In Spanish, and they turned to me
and said, "Do you know Mr. Vesiano?" | said, "No, | don't know
Mr. Vesiano."

If that man's been 1In prison for two years and not-
active...

SUMMERS: Excuse me on +hat. You have, in fact, said
to the committee in +the past that when you were confronted with
Mr. Vesiano, he was not intfroduced by name. You've just said

that you were introduced by name. That's contrary to what you
said...

PHILLIPS: At one point, I certainly was Introduced

to him by name. | don't remember when it ‘'was. But | know the
circumstances of how | was introduced. He came to a convention
that | was running and sat at the table, having been introduced

8s the driver,
SUMMERS: Fine.

CRYSTAL: Alpha 66. Did you just agree with that state-
ment. You kind of intimated...
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SUMMERS: That Alpha 66 had no.-..
CRYSTAL: Had no relationship with the CIA.

SUMMERS: No, | gquoted what the committee has said.
The committee found it probable that some agency of the United
States assigned a case officer to Vesiano. They have not been
specific. They dld not identify Maurice Bishop.

CRYSTAL: That does not necessarily mean the CIA, then.

SUMMERS: It does not necessarily mean so. On the
other hand, the fact that the CIA files are sparse on this matter
is by no means conclusive. It is -- It was established by the
Senate Intelligence Committee that, long ago, five years ago,
that, just as in the FB!, there were no file files. The CIA
did the same thing. ’

It's ridiculous to expect that the paper chase, the
documentary chase through the files of a thing which is, after
all -- the name used to be Secret Service -- that one should
find everything written down there. | think Mr. Phillips would
be the first to agree that that would be naive.

CRYSTAL: Mr. Phillips, had you had any, any contact
whatsoever? Are you denying everything that has been printed?

PHILLIPS: Oh, my goodness, no. There's much -- much
of the book is trom public records. ' ’

CRYSTAL: I'm talking about the particular Maurice
Bishop.:

PHILLtPS: No, I'm not. This is from the appendix.
I'm pointing out that Mr. Summers has found it convenient to use
tThings that sult him and not those things that don't suit him.
I tind that to be irresponsible journalijism.

SUMMERS: I"think that is not so. | think, also, that
'my publisher would have been quite wrong If they had not insisted
that the book said, "on the one hand, on the other." And | must
tell you that the people at my publishers, both In the editorial
and legal level, went through the specific areas involving sensi-
~tive issues like this, through the volumes of the Assassinations
Committee's report, just as much through my material.,

PHILLIPS: Ah, so they -- all those people at the pub-

lishers approved that statement about the serious accusations
against me.

SUMMERS: It does not say there is any serious accusa-
tion against you, Mr. Phillips. 1t refers to Maurice Bishop, an

O S



unidentified cover name. .

CRYSTAL: Okay. We're going to take a break. Dr.
Robert Blakey, former chief counse!l and director of the House

Assassinations Committee, will Join us when Panorama continues.
’ * * »
CRYSTAL: My thanks to James [sic] Atlee Phillips for

Joining us.

Joining us now Is Professor G. Robert Blakey, former
chief counsel and staff director for the House Select Committee
on Assassinatlions.

‘Protessor, you have alsoc been llstening today In the
studio. After so much input into the committee, and hearing
this evidence being proposed, presented, how do you react?

- G« ROBERT BLAKEY: Weil, | must frankly agree with

Tony. | think that the Maurice Bishop/Philllps aspect of this
book Is a very minor part, and that | did not read the final
draft as indicating that Mr. Phillips was Mr. Bishop.

The essential points in Tony's book are, one, there
was a conspiracy in Dealey Plaza, there were two shooters. And
it is therefore fundamental for our society to reexamine the
evidence. And | think on that, reasonable people should not
disagree, If they look at the evidence. : :

And second, what Tony's done Is he's come to grips with
that evidence. And, as a matter of fact, | don't always agree
with what he's said. But | have to say that he's a man of inte-
grity and good faith and honesty.

And then a third point |.think Is very important Is
that we're beginning to learn the truth about what happened to
President Kennedy, and that's important for historical reasons.
But far more significant, there are outstanding Issues of justice
in this that the Department of Justice must respond to. And Tony
does call for a reopening of that Investigation to finish what
was not finished in '64. And ‘| think that's very important.

: And this Phillips thing is really a sideshow to that.
The crucial questions: There was a conspiracy. The Department
of Justice, as the official agency of the United States Govern-
ment, must respond to It. That's what's important here.

. CRYSTAL: But it's not a sideshow for Mr. Phillips, if,
in fact, that is him. 1It's not a sideshow for him either way.
BLAKEY: I don't think Mr, Phillips was accused of

[
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anything in the book. In fact, he was considered by the com-
mittee as a possible person for being Maurice Bishop. And we
declded, ultimately, that Veslano's story, on a number of as-
pects, including the Lee Harvey Oswald sightings, was ultimately
not -~ could not be corroborated, and therefore could not be
accepted.

But It was a minor part of what we did. And | think
in focusing on that minor part, we lose sight of there was a
conspiracy, the Department of Justice must respond.

CRYSTAL: Mr. Summerg?

SUMMERS: Yeah. A small point on that. | don't think,
we should go on about what is indeed not a long part of my book.
But the points that -- | differ with the committee on some of the
points, that it found that Vesiano's stuff could not be corrobor-
ated. And, In fact, most of the point. Since thls book went
to press, I've been doing further work for the London newspaper
The Observer on the Bishop area. And | have been able to take
the case further, in terms of corroborating the fact that there
was Indeed a Bishop at that time, a Bishop.

CRYSTAL: A Bishop.

SUMMERS: A Bishop who was in touch with-Vesiano over
2 lengthy period. Yes. And that he was involved with the u.s.
anti-Castro affairs.

CRYSTAL: Professor, you say it should be reopened.
And we think back to the congressional committee, we think back
to the Warren Commission, and here we go again. Yet...

BLAKEY: No, it's not that. It's not something that's
old. It's something that's current. This society, through its
governmental agency, has told itself something about how its
President died. And that is demonstrably no longer true. We
are living, as a society, a ile. We are living it In 1980, how-
ever it may have originated in 1964. And it's terribly important
for the soul of our soclety that we tell ourselves the truth.

The President has made- the point that the lack of cre-~
dibility between the American people and the American government
can be marked as beginning its decline with the President's assas-
sination, President Kennedy's assassination. If we are to restore
credibility in our government, we have to go back to those points
in times and begin telling ourselves the truth. That's a current
issue and that's a terribly important thing.

“And | think Tony Is trying 1o come to grips with that
truth. 1've tried to come to grips with it. We don't agree with
ite But | think the important thing Is we're making an effort to
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speak the truth, to understand the truth. That's one issue.

The other Issue is the Justice Department simply must

go out and, if it turns out this way, fail in finishing this
case. They didn't finish It in '64. They must finish it now,
even if they fall. The American people will tolerate failure.
They will not tolerate a failure to make an effort.

CRYSTAL: Why Is it taking as long as it's taklng,
If welre talking about evidence on the face?

BLAKEY: | think it's extremely difflicult for people
to admit they're wrong. And government agencies respond 1ike
peoplie. They are moving, however slowly, to fake a look at our
acoustics study. And when they take a look at that acoustics
study, they will themselves have opened their own Pandora's box
and they will have to reopen the investigation. | am morally
certain of that.

SUMMERS: You know, | think the best thing that |

would hope my book would achieve would be to give that process

a nudge. As you say -- and perhaps it's easier for me to say
This than Professor Blakey -- the Justice Department is really
moving extremely slowly. | would say It was dragging its feet.
Six months after the committee reported, and much longer after
the Justice Department knew what the report contained, the Jus- .
tTice Department wrote a letter of explanation about its tardiness
to the former chairman of the committee, Congressman Stokes, in
which it said, "Very sorry. We haven't got to it yet because
we've been finding it difficult to get ho!d, of the final report.n

© Now, you and | could have gone down the road -- and |
did ~- and buy ~- bought the final report for a few dollars last

July. So that was really nonsense. It's extraordinary that that
letter was even penned.

CRYSTAL: But is that the only reasoﬁ, to admit faiiure
a8s you say, Professor? Is that {17

»

BLAKEY: No. | thinkeoo
CRYSTAL:- Are there other reasons?

BLAKEY: Well, you know, let's -- what | go back again
Is that you talk about the body politic and you can talk about
The soul of the nation. And one must be honest with oneself.
The failure to be honest with oneself Is a form of insanity. And
I think this society, in that sense, is sick. It's not telling

itself the truth. Self-revelation, honesty is a first prerequi-
SiTec :

Let me say -- you know, when we talk about David Phillips




and Lee Harvey Oswald and one sightling, one of Tthe-things that
really seems to me the lack of perspective -- if you want to

find out what happened In Dealey Piaza, look what happened In
Dalias. The other important individual in this Is not Davlid
Phillips and It's certainly not Maurice Bishop and It's certainly
not Antonio Vesliano. |It's Jack Ruby. Ask who shot Lee Harvey
Oswald for the 48 hours of his death. Don'ft ask who was asso-
clated with Lee Harvey Oswald. Ask who was associated with Jack
Ruby. And when you go Into that, you will find out that the

mark of organized crime Is on that assassination. Not the assas-
sination of John Kennedy, but the assassination of Lee Harvey
Oswald. ’

And that's the area that we have to look into and ex-
plain to ourselves. And it's very dif¥ficult for me to believe
that we shou!d be spending our time worrying about David Phillips
and his feeling about...

CRYSTAL: Well, now you bring up another -~ another

issue.

SUMMERS: | think there's some difference between us,
probably, on the evidence in terms of which direction the assas-
sination came from. | accept absofutely that there was an organ-

jzed crime involvement in the assassinatlion, and .indeed In the
murder of Oswald, which silenced him and he could no longer be
questioned.

And |, however, think that -~ from my work, at any rate.
And | haven't had the privilege of seeing some of the documenta-
tion that Dr. Blakey saw under priviiege. But it is my Impression
that at this stage, anyway, we can't Ignore the indications, the
vestigia! indications and some of the harder evidence, that there
was some contact between elements of U.S. intelligence and Lee
Oswald during his adult ilife.

But that said, you know, | think the bottom line is
that, as Dr. Blakey has said, once you have two gunmen in Dealey
Plaza, that If in our society we still think it's right -~ and
| think that we do -~ 40 years on to pursue Nazi war criminals,
alleged Nazi war criminals In Latin America, if we think It's
right that if one of us here is killed next week, and in five
years time, 10 years time there is new evidence which suggests
there's been a miscarriage of justice, hard evidence, Then the
district attorney has to reopen the case, let the chips fall
where they may. There Is no statute of limitations on murder.

CRYSTAL: A tinal comment, Professor.
BLAKEY: Let me say that it Is terribly important that

we begin rethinking this. And books llke Tony's written now --
and the truth is that other books will be written because things
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haven't been looked into. 1've written one of my own. People
have to think about this. And 1t the government won't do It
maybe it'!! take a book Ilke what Tony's written or the book
+hat 111 be putting out in the fall to make them, through the
agency of the American people, do what they ought to do.

CRYSTAL:  The book is calied "Conspiracy." It Is by
Anthony Summers. And It presents what may be the beginning,
this beginning, of a fot of talk, new talk.

Gent!emen, thank you very much for joinlng us on Pano-
rama. .



