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PUBLIC AFFAIRS STARPF

‘Don Cannon Show ' '~ WBBM Radio

February 1, 1968 - 3:00 PM . Chicago

INTERVIBEW HAROLD WEISBERG

GUESTS: Harcld Weisbersg, author “Whitewash I,II,III" and
"Oswald in New Orleans". ,

Professor James Thompson, Northwestern University

' DON CANNON: ...YOu had no presumptions beforeiyod began
investigating as to who did anything?

HARCLD WEISBERG: That's correct.
CANNON: You used the inductive method.

: WEISBERG: Let me give 1t to you in terms of the eonclusion
of Whitewash, my first book, which was the first book on this
subject. It was finished the middle of February'65. It was
first published in August of 1965 and it covers pretty much
the whole field, The conclusion was, "The expected job has
not been done and must be, entirely in public and preferably
by Congress."

In the course of regching'this conelusion, I think that I
utterly destroyed every one of the commission’'s major eonclusions.

JAMES THOMPSON: What beliefs did you'develob then about
what wint on -- what actuyally happened,

WEISBERG: . The very first thing I wrote on this subject was

a lead in summary for my agent for a magazine article. I had
an agent then. This 18 what cost me my agent. That lead in -
summary began by saying, "Lee Harvey Oswald could not have '
been persona non grata to the FBI." That was the first week
of the assassination. It was clear to me that this had teo be
true. Without any Warren Commission. Just on the basis of
what was known. :

CANNON: That he worked for the FBI?
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WEISBERG: No, that he couldn't have been persona non grataJ,
to the PBI. My belief fanmediately were that his connectilons :
were with the CI& I see nothing except what fortifies this
belief. 3 '

THOMPSON: Do you have any belief as to who did kill
Kennedy and Tippitt.

- WEISBERG:- I ecan't give you really a definitive answer on
Tiponittt except that to say 1t was not ané could not have tean
Lee Harvey Oswazld. -

THOMPSON: - How about Kennedy.

WEISBERG: Kennedy, yes. Cuban refugees -~ to, in words
that came ocut in the testimony because the COmmission reached
the conclusion they couldn't stifle it any longer, over the
Bay of Plgs. Ulow, I think ...

.| -THOMP3ON: 7irst of all, are there more than one man in the
econspiracy? . : ; vy

.~ WEISBERG: Inevitably. -~ More than one man. I think also,
so that peonle won't get tha wrong idea, I am not saying Cuban
geeerally, I an not saying Cuban Organizations gonerally. T
am saying only those mest emotional and most irresponsible,
and a very anall percenﬁage becguse most of the Cubans are

. very pood people. They're very happy to be in th&s country.

. THOMPS@YN: What evidence is there to support that belfef?

‘WEISBER?: Unm. I take it -- T can't give you a short arsuor
on that, but let me tell you this...

- CANHOI: Can you backtrack ?arold and link Lee Harvey Oswald
with the CIA.

WEISBERG: That's wrat;.;

CANNON: It seems to me that this 15 the bazis - the foundation
for that eharge.

WRISBERG: A3z you realize, 1t's the subtitle of my current
book, "Oswald in ¥ew Orleans”. The subtitle, "Case for
- Conspiraey with the CIA." It began as Oswald in New Orleans,
CIA Whitewaszh. Now I'd like to explain to you that my books
are really a part of one. And the subtitles are the story.

- Whitewhash has the subtitle, "The Report on the Warren Report.”
It's my report on the Warren Report. The subtitle &f
Whitewash II is, "The FBI Secret Service Coverup.” And I
specifically charge they were comsring up and I show how they
covered up and what. With their own evidence. With, Oswald
in New Orleans, I am saying what they covered up. And
that is,0Oswdld's conmnections with the CIA. This is what
a-tracted me to it immediately. It was inevitable that Oswald
had to have had some such commection. NOw, everybedy knows
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that Oswald was supposed to have heen the Chairman for the
Fair Play for Cuba Committee in New Orleans. OHNly there
. was none. Oswald sent. i

CANNDN: Wait a minute. Where did the signs come from,
I saw Oswald carrying Pair Play signs...

WEISBERZ: Oh, Yeah. Don't let me forpet that. I'd
like to tell this more logilcal.

CANNON: OK., . il g S -

WEISBERG: Omwald sent $5.00 to New YOrk and became a
member of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee - a naticnal '
organi?ation at that time,

He pawns himself o8f -~ he represented himself in one-
zided corresnondenee,zs the Chairman of the Local Chapter
Which doesn't exist. He went -—— Well, I can‘t say "he”.

I'm falline into the error of the report.  Decause the
Commission tells this lie. The Commission says, "Lee Harvey
Oswald, using the name Osborne, had leaflets semtng, '‘Hands
off Cuba’, printed at the JOnes Printing Company, 422
Vipare (?) Street, New Orleans.” And the Commission cites
an FBI document, and I'll pgive it to you to read, Don.
i} & » & # £
_ CANNOH : arold p h3Vﬁ here a report which sgys,'ﬂair Play
for Cuba,' Mew Orleans‘ Now 1* this- an ?QI rahort” i

WEISBERG: And while you're looking at that, may I hand Pro-
fessor Thompson the rest of that file; it's exhib*t 1410. Vhat
I've just given the professor is the Z“pruder Job sheet on it
and the hand uﬂitten copy of theleaflet that Oswald gave out.

CANNON: VWell, 1et me askyyou something Harold why would
Oswald change his name? If he wanted to flaunt nimself as a
Fair Play for Cuba chairman, why would he change his name to
Oswald. If nhe had to maxe_ninself a front?

- WEISBERQ: I can't understand it either, but, he did 1t.

CANNON: I mean he should have made himself, it would seesnm
to me, as conspleuous as possible.

WEISBERG: ‘I‘hat's exactly what I said.

CANNON: When does one become conspicuous by changing ones
name? ; Z

WEISBERG? You're anticipating me, Don. The third paragraph
sald what you said, that Oswald using the nane Osbkadd had the leaf-
lets printed, Now, i1f you'll turn to the next document, you'll
find that 1t is an FBI report of the interview with mrs. Douglas
JOnes, of the Jones Prinking Company and I've marked mi® red how
Jones told the FBI that Oswald using the name Osborn, but Jones
said that it wasn't Oswald. And in the next document, the other



person who knew about it, a Mrs. Myra Silvers, the secretary of
the corporatéan. She also says that it wasn't Oswald.

THCHPSQN: Where does the CIA come into all of thils?

WEISBERG: Well, if you're expecting me to say professor, that
I have Lee Harvey Oswald’'s vpayroll records from theCIA, I'm going
to tell you right now, I dontt have them.

THOMPSCH: Ho, I'm expecting you to answer the question that
I thought you were going to answer as to what the connection was be—
tween Oswald end the CIASL 3’

HEISBERG: Well, will you bear with me fob a few minutes so I can
tell the story logieally. So here you have the FBI firstline to the
Commisf#igon and the COmmission retailing in this report and I'm sayinw

) it'ﬁ a.lie.... % b
2

CANNON: VYe're talking with Harold Weisbers, author of, 'Os-
wald 1n llew Orleans,' his newest book, case for conspiracy m*sh the
CIs, and Professor James ?hompson,frow Northwestern University
law sshool. A little bit later, we'll be opening our phones at
© M0L-9000. The area code 1s 312. HNow--

WBISBER@; Oswald is arrested. Then the offender pleads inno-
cent. Oswald agrees to his innccence but, pleads guilty. le pays
~a ten dollar fine and there’s a lot of publicity. Which includes
an arrangement whereby he gets on radio and tv and in the apapers.
He stayed in New Orleans long enough to harvest this crop of publicity
and withit in his pocket, his press in his pocket. He sends Ma-
. rina back to Dallas with Ruth Payne and goes to Mexico. |

And he zoes to the Cuban Consulate and he says,'Dear Comrades,
here am I such a wonderful friend of Castro. Look what I do for
Castro. S0 he can get into Cuba. And they say, t'll take three

 months.

CEYNON: VYhat do you think Harold, to interrupt for a swcend,
what do you think Harvey Oswald's mind at this point, what 1s he
doing this for, to assassinate Castro?

WEISBERG: _HNo, but, I think someone else planned it and that's
the next step in the story. Planned just the way you sald. They
asked him why he wanted a visa to get inteo Cuba and he of course,
had to give them a reason. And he probably hadn't thought this one
out too well becauze he said he really wants to go to the Sovéet
Union. Well, in 1963, it was not difficult to go from the United
States to the Soviet Union but, 1t was very difficult to go from
the Unite- States to Cuba. So, when Oswald was told -1t would take
three months, to get a visa he blew his ‘stack. He got in an argu-ment
with them. They told him he was no friend of the revolution and they
chased him out. And then he went back to Dallas and the rest of
the story is fairly well hnown. Now, then we had the assassination.
One of the [irst things the FBI ledrned, within a couple of weeks of
the assassination was of the visit to the home of a2 Mrs. Sylvia
- 0di1o(?) a2 genuine Cuban refugee, whose parents had been among the

wealthiest in Cuba. In Dallas, three men, two of whom were soliciting
her support in anti-Castro activities. the third one was introdueced
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as Leon Oswald at a time when the evidance was overwhelming, i¢
could not have been Lee Harvey Oswald.

CAKNOW: Well, who is this new Leon Oswald?

WEISBERG: I Gon't know. I called him the false Oswald
in chapter eleven of Whitewash which I'm about to begln.

CANNON: TUm hum. .

YEISEERS: I think this is really the beginning of the Garrison
‘story. And they say of this 68@ald bhat, I don't know about thne
exact line--our idea is to introduce him to the undergpound because
ne is kind of nuts. And about knocking off Castro.

CANNON: Well, how do we know he wasn't the real Oswald?

] YEISBIRG: Because of the date. The Commission says it
couldén't have been Lee larvey Oswald because he was in Mexico.

The immigration records show ghen he crossed the border. And

if it was Lee llarvey O8wald, then the Cormission was much more in
erroe than I've seen them and they've been pretty grieviously

in error. But, elther way, either way. I'd like to discuss 1it,
if it was Oc@al®, I'd like to discuss ittif it wasn't, when I tell
you the rest of the CIA background.

Now, in the next part of what this man who was taking the
Leon Oswald around szid is, he has told us that we don’t have any
guts you Cubans because Presideat Kennedy should have been ass-
assinated after the Bay of Pigs and some Cuban should have done
that. It 1s co and he will do it. He has told us. Now, this is
from Sylvia Ddics(?)testimony. Sylvia Odlos was not cdlled as a
witness, until the twenty third of July, 1963. A month after the
Commission was suppose to have finilshed its work. After,there was
2 kind of an investigation. k .

Now, here we have a man-- : !
CANNON: Was she shown a plcture of Lee Harvey Oswald?

KEISBERG: Yes, she said it was him, same guy. There were
some differences she pointed out the differences but, she was satis-
fied it was Oswald. She was so satislied as a matter offact, that
before she saw Oswald's plcture on television, this conversation
with these Cubans with whonm she thereafter had nothing to do,
and they were well prepared. ®hey knew the most intimate dmtalls
of her family, her father who was then in jail in the Isle of Pines,
the Commission printed her father's letter saying, I don't know these
people, don't talk to them anymore. It was really carefully pre-
pared. - . £ o

She was so certain, when she found out, getting back to work,
that the President had been killed, she passed out because she -really
bvelieved he had done it. Now, we have Oswald in New Orleans. -I've
given you a little bit of it.  Then we have the murder. We've got
£his threat to kill the President of the United Stages and by God,
it happened. He was killed!® As you may remember, from the very
beginning, there was never any official doubt about it. Lee Harvey'
Oswald was along, assisted, allegedly pro-communist assassin.
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With all of that, on November 25, 1563 the FBI in New Crleans
started a crash investigzation of the Cuban Revelutionary Council
and I have some of the reports here in my hand. Unfortunately, the
Commission with twenty six volumes and ten million words, didn't
gee fit to print these., I had to dig them out of thelr surpressed

iles, : :

CANNON: You mean the place where supressed flles--Professor
Thompson 1s there a place where supressed files, 1if so Harold how .
did you get them? ; ,

THOMPSON: VWell, I don't know what suppresae& filed means.
You mean the documents themselves that are in the Archives and

* _avallable to anybody who wants to tzke a lcok at them?

WEISBERG: Some of the files in the Archive are available to
those who can get gqualified. What I am saying 1s that--

THONPSON:  Well, where did you get thbm?

WEISBERG: T got them from the Archive.
| OTHIOMPOON: So, they weren't suppressed.

' UTISRERA:  Mp. Thompson, I want to aaswer that in two ways.
And they wers suppressed, Yow, I'm going to tell you why I think
that. Firzat of all, there is a qua gmever(9) of three hundrsd cuble
feet of uncoalited m 1terial and you've get to have & nose 1llke

no Beagle ever had, to get the stuff you want. Just having it there
with all the undulated ‘meteridl, with no index, no meaningful des-
eription of any of tﬁe ducluments, no way of rinding nnythimg.'

THOMPSCH : B - sgppose that 1f they destroyed ninty per cent of
/ them, they would be much wasler to find. Would you rather have
them do that? Since you take offense at them burding their notes.

WEISBERG: Ho, I wouldn't rather have them do that. 3ut,
I don’t think that in anyway Justifles what theydid do? ‘

- THOMPSON: What did they do?

WEISBEIRCG: They printed twent y six volumes, ten ﬁillion words
of evidence, and they &eft this stuff aut. But, pictures Of—-

, THOMPSOHN: Well, they couldn't vary well haveorinted three
hundred ecuble yards of dacuments could they?

WEISBERG: VWell, they found space for Ruby's strippers.
They found a place ror also—u all sorts of stuff that didn't have
to be printed...

THOMPSON : Well, maybe that's the value of it.

WEISBERG: Well, will you please'tell me why it was necesaary
to print pictures of Ruby's hard-faced and soft-bodied women, page -
after page after page as part of the murder of the PRESIDENT.



THOMPSON:  Well-- .
CAINON: Let me jus% 1nferrupt here for 3 %econd I have a
couple of things to do.

8 - PO - #

CANNCH: I think the point you're getting at Harold, T
don't want to get off on the strippers, not that that might
" not be an interdsting tople of conversantion. YOu're trying to
gay, I think, that the Cuban Revoclutionary Council and Oswald
and the CIA are all 1n the sarebidg, aren't you?

WEISBI-ZRC-~ Right.
# : : ' : 2 . _ ’ £

) CAHNON: Harold, I want to gst back to the ghesubdny
and your atfempt fo liﬂ{ Lee Harvay Oswald with the Cuban
Revolutionary Council and both withthe CIA...

TUOMPENN: Can we straighten out one thing first thouch.
S8ince he's now revealed that the documents he sald weee
suppressed are avallable &n the archives te hin and to anybody
else who wants them, T imapgine he'll wjthdraw his charge that
thev re nei:r vunﬁzeqqed '
_ YEISRERZ: Ho, not at 211l. ey were deliberately surnpressed.
As a wiT¥lful =2ct on the part of the staff of the Commiasion,
eensorasd from the 26 velumes which were published,..

TUOMPION: You mema they weren't published in the report?
WEISBERG: Not only not in the report, but not in the
26 volumes of ev*denca.

THOMPEON: But they are in ‘the archives?

WEISBERG: How many people can go to the archives? The
conclusions of the Commission allegedly are based upon the
26 volumes they printed, THis is suppressed from the Commission's
eonclugions. NOt only that, but when a witness got the name
. of the Cuban 1Lvolutionary Council in, that was censored out
by the landexer. .

‘' CANNON: Harold, could we use ‘the worlidselected or
selectivity rather than suppressed.

- WEISBERG: When you have a proper name indexed, you can
use ' 'any name vou want --— any way you wamhhtlt, it is not there.

THOMPS So, your charge is that unless the government
printed every single ‘document and every single line that was
involved at 2ll in the investigation —~ the ones they left
out were suppreased.

WEISBERG: That 1s not true. I dldn't charge that and T
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don't think that's any reasonable interpretation of .
what I did sya. I’'d sald that when they leave out what
is very germane... . '

THOMPSON: In your opinion.

WEISBERG: Well, I can't give you anybody else's opinion
except mine. Dut would ycu care to hear what these reportis are
and then maybe you'll want to say something, ¥Mr. Thompson.

AS

THOMPSCH:  Alright,

5 WEISBERG: I have 3 reports here by an man who in “Oswald
in New Orleans" I ca#l]l On the Ball Wall. .

CANNOI: ¥ho?

WEISBERG: ON the Ball Wall. I felt that this man was
worthy of belng noted in nistory for belng on the wall. Ile's
an FBI agent, Sranest . Wall Jr. On the 25Lh of November,
renarkably the same day Jim Garrisdn arrested David Perrie,
in connection with the assassination. Nost people don't
know this, but I have the story in "Oswald in Hew Orleans”.
David Ferrie was not arrested by Garrison as part of his
current lInvestigmation. He was arrested by Garrison on the
25¢n of liovenber 1963 in New Orleans. YOu willl not find a

reference to this in the WarrentReport...

CANRON: Uhat charge was he arrested on Harold?

WEISELERG: 3uspicion of veing wanted in Texas or something
like that. I don’t ¥mmember the legal charge and as you

Jknow I'M NOT a lawyer. \

Garrison released him when he was persuaded by the FBI
and the secret service that there was no reason to hold him.
" That he was connected with nothing. :

THOMPSON: Some reason that should be in the Warren
Report#

WEISBERG: Would mou care to ask me that gquestimn in
about 5 minutes, Mr. Thompson. The anwer lis yes.

ON that same day, Mr, Wall had this really on the ball

. investigation of the Cuban Revolutionary Counell. HNOw here's
Oswald, a lone unassisted assassin. For example, hereds the
report from File Number 89-69 dated the 25th, as I told gou,
(WORD UNCLEAR) 1608 Masonsmith Avenue: Matare (?), Louisianna,
so fortik. Six lines.

This report says merély-ﬁhat Frank Bart@s was a Gelegate
of the Buban Revolutionary Council in New Orleans, that he
knew Arcacia Smith - Sergio Arcacia Smith, had been formeriy

the delegate of the Cuban Revolutionary Councll, and that
the Cuban Revelutiopary Councll was an ant1~Castrq organization.
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Now thers was no purpose In the FIB condueting any investigation
to learn this. It was all very well known. The Cuban
Revolutionary Couneil, so therse will be no secrst about it,

was organized by the LIA in the Skylark Motel in Miami Florlda
on the 19th of Mareh 1061. :

CANNON: This is where I“ve got to eome in and say, 1=
this anoopinion, an assurmption, a fact or I mean, how do we
know this. Can we prove 1t?7.

WRISREPR: Well the simplest way 1is to refer Hou to
Arthmr Schlesinger's book, he has about 20 pages on 1¢.
Including his own participation. It's a thousand days.

The purpose -~ welkRk, there aere a number of purposes.
First, and the CIA was very expllicit in tal&ing to the Cuban
" groups. Thay sajd we can't deal with z hundred of you.
Thay mot the 2 bigpest and they saild you really get together.
Ole proun we can “Aeal with. This f%=s preparatory o the
Bars of Pirs or tha whole deal Is off., And they pub then
topether at the Slkylark MOtel and the Cuban Revolutlionary
council evolved. Tt was (WORD UNCLEAR) to the @IA that its
policy statements were drafted by the C0TA and then sent
over te the iWhite House for anproval. And Sehelsinger discusses
his pwn particination in that. L,
CANNON: Yow what was Tee Hareey Oswald -- £1t 1lato
this?

WEISBERG: This iz part of the story I'm telling you.

Reniember Frank Rartes,; Delegate of the cuban Revolutionary
“eouncil in New Orleams was interviewed by Wall. This repcrt
gerves only one purpose. If anybody ever said to the ¥BI, by
the way 414 vou ever speak to ¥rank Bartes and find out about
the Cuban Revolutionary Council.” 0Oh peah, we spoke to him

and wee got nothing. - ;

The nexb report, because it says nhothing, this was all
. 3 2
well known. .

The next “Lnort the sane day, by the same man. Says

* ghat he te1cn,onicall¢ interviewed Guy Bannister. Thisz meant
he culdn't walk across the street.  Cuy Banniste“’a office
was a3z readily visited by the FBI as a dog visits the
neighborhood garbage pails. Guy Rannister -- Guy Banniszter
Associates, 531 Lafayette Street, New Orleans was
telephonically conntacted. DBannister advised that he knew
Arcacia Smith of the Cuban Revolutionary easually, and so
forth and so on, and that Smith had an office in the buillding
- located at 5S40 Knick Street. Now, the next FRI report,

also by Wall, says that he spoke to the owner of the bullding
and he couldn't add amd he gouldn't add anything to it.

What the FBI left out here, Mr. Thompson doesn't like
supprescsed, left out... ;
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THOMPSON: T don't like supprnssed in the improper context.
I'm perfectly willing to accept suppresaed when something is
suppreSSEd

_ WEISBERG: What the ¥BI left out was what the Secret Service
did not leave out. And that is that Guy Bannister arranged for
the rental of the office space by the Cuban Revolutionary Couneil.
Now, these repris -~ one gives the: Cuban Revolutlonary Council
Address at 540 Knick Street and the other one gives the addres
. of Guy Bannister at 531 Lafayette Streeb. Would you mind
looking &t thal picture I took in Hew Orleans iy, Thompzon?

CANNQY: Want to get a close up of that Jack? I wish we
‘had televisiocon, we've got tons of documents here.
WEISBLORG: That is a street siQn} Don you'keep me honest,
it shows that there are two signs on one pole. One says
Knick Street, the other says Lafavette.

CALHCH: Correct. But where does Leon Oswald come into
all of this? :

WEISBIERG: The one and the same bullding. They gave a
side entrance to the bullding as Bannisters address. This -
dinky, little, three story building, hardly larger than a
private home, in whleh Bannisteris office was separated by
the thickness of one floor from the Cuban Revolutionary
Couneil that he arranged. And the FBI in New Orleans pretended
td the FBI in Washington, and througzh it to the Commission,
that there w&: no connection between these two...

CANNQI: TFirst you use the word ﬁretendend~~ gotta stop
you there. TFretended?

WELISBERG: Ilere are the reporis. First report says the
Cuban Revolutionary Council’s address was 530 Knick SBtreet.
The sepond one pretends that Guy Bannister knew nothing
‘about all this. He just happened to know Arcacila casually,
and, .. .
THOMPSON: But I don't understand what the CIA involvement

in the Cuban Revolutionary Council, which I smppose was formed
for the purpose of overthrowing Castro, has to do -with Oswald.

WHISBERG: Well, if you'll let me go right to the end
of this. I'd muech lrather deliver this in a logleal way...

- CANNON: I'm moing to stop for Fust a couple of minutes
. and link or unlink Lee Harvey Oswald withthe CIA...

# : # ' ®

CANNON: Harold you still haven't linked Lee harvey Oswald
with the Cuban Revolutionary Council or the CIA.
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NEISBE““~ There Don ls Commission Exhibit 4120. The
lower right hand cormer -- this is one of the leaflets that was
taken from Oswald when he was arrested on August 9, 1963,

And what I told you, is to me nothing but the establishment
of an intelligence cover. ‘It has the return address of 540
Knick Street. : :

. CANNOE - n“d that's the same address as the Cuban Revolutionary
council. y

' WEISBERG: . I% isrexactly the address of:GUy Bannizter who
was in on Bvery Latin American operation of the CIA. I have
sinee I wrote Oswald in New Orleans, traced important functionaries
of the Cuban groups to to Bannister's office.

CANNCN: Now, let us say, pecple listening can't see this,
but these arc domuments. The document is printed, tut Bhe
return address 1s stampgd ~- how do we know that that address
was stamped on there by Lee Oswald at the time or later by
somebody elze. ; L

WEISBETSG: A good guestion. I can't.say that it wasn't
done later by uomebody else but I can say this Commission
proves 1t was done with the stamps that they found on Oswald's
proverty. Tou inow, where you assemble your own stamps, and
- this is in evidence bafere tie Commission. -

Now, here we have Gswald, allsgedly engasuu in pro-Castro
activity, giving out prc—uaetnn literature that scmebody else
‘had printed for hidm - the Commission says he did mnéer the name
Osborne -- he goes out and creates a non-existing Fair Play
for CuLa Cormittee 'in New Orleans. lie asked to be interviewed
" by the.FRI, and we're supposed to believe that this is all
perfectly uO;mal that every communist wants only to be
intervieved bp Lﬁe FBIL. .

going aloqg with this we have this fellow Ferrie. Remenber
I mentioned him before. Wesley Lieber (7)., who was the :
Assistant Courncil together with lr. Gener (?7) of Chicago,
in charge of the New Orleans iInvestigation - and in fairmess
to Mr. Gener, I should say that Wezley Lieber on May 2nd of
last year made a speech,at UCLA, said that he, Wesley Lieter,
-had to do all of it, because iHr. Gener was too busy running
for the presidency of the American Bar Assoclation. So this
really is not very much ¥r, Gener's fault, It's Mr. Lieber's.
He says so himself., Lieber says he alone decide not to call
Ferrle before the Commission, Why? Becausse he had this big
stack of FBI reports,and on different oceasions he describes
different sgie stacks. _And he sald they proved that Ferrie was
connected with nothing. Now here is another one of the FBI
reports from Commisfion's File Number 71 - the first part
of 1t. And for the time being I won't say this was suppressed.

Where - here's C. Wall again, same FBI agent and here's
David Ferrle, and PFerrie is known to have threatensd to kill
the president. And he says, oh well, that's only a colloguial
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expression, kill the president that*s only a colloquial expression.
I have a chapter in "Oswald in New Orleans’ called the assassination
afcolloquial_erpreasgon. So here we have David Ferrile, known

to have threatened to kill the President - not called as a witness
before the Commission that was invastigating the President's
murder. ..

CANNOH: ©5ut isn't it true, Harold, that every year tao
white HOuse gets thousands of threats on the President's life.

WEISBERT: Yes, but 1t isn't every year that the Dresident
gets killed. , .

CANNON: I want to get Jim Thompson's reaction on the
last couple of minutes on this po*tion of the show.

To the linkage that dr. %elsberm has' presented here.m hinning
- Lee Harvey Osvald Niuu the Cuban Revolutionary Councll on the
assumption that the Cuvban Revolutionary Coucil is the CIA organization.

“PUDSBERE - Well, one thing wissing, but I won't interrunt
the professor's time, and that has to do with Ferrie and the
Cuban Revolutionary Councll and the CIA. I wanted you to know
‘professor, that there's one nore link. Go ahead.

THONIECH: 40 minutes ago, I was glvern to understand that
you had evidence that Chere was first a link between Cswald
and the uIAand secondly that there was scmehow in this Oswald
and CIA 1lnk, a colnegt*on to thel assasslination. -Aand in
B0 minutes I haven't heard a single words whiich yrovua either
of tngse things.

WEISEHRG: Let me take up Herrie agailn...

CANION: Let me Jjust hold that point for a minute. You
are not convinced., Porfessor Thompson, by the documents Mr. :
Welsbery has ahown, byt the assumption that the Cuban Revolutionary
Council was organized by the CIA, that Lee Harvey Oswald's N
return address was the same as the Cuban navolutlunary Council.
this is not convinecing.

THOMPSON: Suppose I had in my pocket a pamphlet printed
by the Cuban Revolutionary Council which had thelr address
on it. That doesn't prove that I'm connected with the CIA,
does it? ' : it

CANNOHN: It proves that you re eonnected with the Cuban
Revolutionary Council.

THOMPSON: I may have picke@ up the leaflet on'a street
corner. - ,

WEISBERG: That is correct...
CANNON: We've got to break...

# B ® %
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CANNON: . Herold, for people who tuned in late, if I can
briefly summarize your points. YCur position is simply this,
that Lee Harvey Oswald ¥illed nobody, that Oswald was a
front for whatever organizations, he deliberately pretneded
tobe a leftizt when he in fact was a rightinst, that he was
either directly or indirectly in the pay of the CIA, the
Cuban Revolutlcnary Council - Oswald was a member of 1t and
that it was forred by ,the CIA, and therefore there's &
connection between all 3 and the assassination. 'Am I wrong?

© YEIZEERC: Yell, not bkhat he was a member of the
Cuban Revolutlonary Counecil. Yes, that Oswald was exactly
. the opposite of what he was officlally represented as belng.
I merely referred to a speech Wesley Lieber (2?) made and
he was the man who was in charge of this aspect of the
investigation, he's the man who declded not te call Terrie
as a witness in the investigation of the President’z murder
_because Terrie had threatened to kill the presidant and
© this ves lmowh to the BRI, Lieber alsc in this spezeh, zeknowledged
knoving that Perrie and Arcacis, Sergio Arcacle, the man .
from T8I arent Wall's reporic, knew each other, acknowledged
havine nown that the CIA had financed, as he put 1t,
financed the Cuben Revolutinnary Council at 542 "Enielk Ttreet,
and also apparently reasons Jor nod ¢ lling Tzrrie op Breaciz

as witnesges.

!

Thers uas & bit of Oswald's baclkground that I duz up
for thiz beok Nswald in New Orleans that I did not find In
the Commiscion's £1les because 1f they exist there, they are
among the documents, would you be happler if I sald withizld,
Mr Thompson... : .

.
, THOMPS0Y: Mo, they're available so they couldn't be
withheld. ' : ‘

; WEISBERY: As a matter of fact, they're not avallable.
‘Host of thils ®ille is withheld and I think, repressed, especlally
on Ferrie., Olce David Ferrlie, and he has been dead for a year,
so he 13 certainly not being protected. Since he's notb ;
alive to be protected by the withholding of more than 75%

of the PFerrie fille. ' :

THOMPS0N: If they've been withhdld How did you get them?

WEISBEZRC: I d44n't get them. I'm talking about -- those
are withheld. _ e

Now Oswald was a Marisa. A communist according to

the Commission, with a dedication to communism and te marxism.
And for this reason Marine Corps put hém in an unusual '
organization in which 1t only had fThree. He took specialized
training and woukd up with Confidentlal Security Clearance

and he had to to be &n that outfit because everydody in the
outfit had &c have a minimum of a Confidential Security Clearance
which 13 not the lowest, IN Oswald's case,bowever, he was:

one of 5 men who had a Security Clearance known as Crypto {2).

1
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And as a pre-requisite for Crypto, he had to have a top
secret security clearance because his Jjob required cryto-
gndphicaknewlodgaisalevedd eespesispaasadqofoabiyiing grgat
--radar codes, all of the radar defense for the west coast,
adirof kbeufregusneidesscoswald was in a U-2 outfit in Japan

and what more natural place for them to have a communist,

huh?

TIOMPSEN: What Marine orgemization was this?
WEISRERG: MACS it was called. :

CANNOK: Did they know about'his bagkground, Hlarold?
WETSRERG: . Openly throush the mail, Oswald got Communist
literature. Openly in the larine Corp. He -learned ‘ussian

in the Marine Corp. ' -
CANIION Learnlng Russian is one thing. And then--

WDISRERG: He got his discharge two montha ahead of time
to take care of a destitute mother so, he toak a tvioc to

lew Orleans and went to Russia.

THOMPSON: How can something sent through the nail ve opened?

'WEISBERG: In ﬁhe Marine Corp he got the Communist literature

_openly.,

THONPSON:  What do you mean openly?

WEISBERG: I mean , you get a newspaner bv mail?

THOMPRON:  All right.

WETSBRERG: all right, let me put it very bluntly, tim=man
who distributed the mail was his Sargent Russel Belrado (%)
who said that evervbody knew, knew and couid see that OQawald

was rettine thig communist literature,

CANIOH: Knowing a little bit about the Marine Corn, I ean’t
imagine that --cdmmunist are not very popular.

RISBERG: That's right.

CAINON: In the Marine Corp, I can't imagine somebody not
1owing +he whistle. Can you professor?
THOMPSON: No, I ean't imagine that at all. I

WEIEBEHG: . T suggest that they dida't have to. That thay
tnew exactly what Oswald was doing and that's why they taught him.
Tussian. : ' '

THOMFI0ON: Somehow the Marine Corn is somehow involved in
this assassination plot? ;

WEISBERG: I didn't say that at all.’

& _ 8 ' 2
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CANNONE Harold Weisberg is my guest along with Professor
James Thompson. Harold, 1t seems to me that you re bringinw
the Marine Corp into the plot here.

WEISBERG: As part of Oswald's intellicence funct*on but not as
part of the conspiracy to kill the President. _

CANNGH . Qhat was' this Warine organization again?
WEISBERG: MACS-9.

THOVPSON: What is that?

WEISBERG: Marine Alr Control.

THOWPSON: And what's their Job? _ & i *

WEISBERO: Their Job was nndar daﬂbnat, identification of
friend and foe.

(VOIBES QVEHL&PPIN?)

WEISBERG: OSWALD was one of the five men who had the ghighest
clearence, top secret and erypto.. :

THOMPSON: In the whole Marine Corp?

dFISq&”C Ho, no, no, in this outfit. He operated the radar,
he was the one who in effect decided if this.was a friend or
a foe.

TdOMPoOH:' He was one of hhe-radar operators?

WEISBERG: iHot Just a radar operator because they were all of

: _this character.

THOMPSCH: iHe turned buttons or something like that? What
was his job? ' 5 ' e

WEISBERG: The Commission spent less time on this evidence
than they might very well have. And I can't here just zive
you a definite answer on that. Well, let me tell you what his
cormanding offlcer saild. . That Oswald was one of about a half
dozen of the best men in-his outfit and he trusted him to do
things and that he did them well.. - " -

THOMPSON: What did he do? '...I mean if he was a train keeper,

WEISRBERG: Does it take a Crypto sec@irity test to be a
train-keeper? '

 THOMPSQN: That's why I'm trying to understand what Job Oswald :
performed thaf required all this top seeret clearence and
‘why that was relevant?

WEISBERG: Well, it would--

(VOICES OVERLAPPING) , '
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"~ WEISBERG: Are you seriously asking me Professor, are you
seriously asking me about the federal government representing
OSWALD who had been dedicafted to communism and Marxism and.
after having given him a Crypto securigy test at the same
time? Are you seriously suggesting to me that that means nothing?
When this man is discharged early he goes to Russia amad then
says he's defecting but, is very careful nobto lose.his citizen-—
ship. And he says he'sgiving all these secrets, you haven't
asked me what secrets yet, all these secrets —--all of the United
States defense secreés to the Soviet Union which is a eriminal
aect? Then he wants to comeback to the United States and he
says he won't come without his wife? And the State Department
breaks its back to get his wife back that when the Immigration
service won't let her in, they typy to bring her in through
Brussels and meanwhile put pressure on the Immigration Service
and comes back to the United States and is not prozecuted? And
out of all the times he was suppose to have been denied =z passport,
no watch card was ever filled out, and thiz all bureaucratic
bungling? : y B s oW

THOMPSON ¢ You'mean to say that Oswald is guilty of turning
over the plans of the entire defense of the United States to

the Soviet. Union?

WEISBERG : Professor, stop talking like the Warren Commission.
& , ' =3 : _ %
CANNEOM: TIf 1 ean just pause here for a moment, I want to
get to what the larger voint of all this means. Doez it mean
that Lee Harvey Oswald was put up to go into Russia by the Ma-
rine Corp. bv the CIA or the F3I? If I can get that answer in
sixty seconds. wé'll come right back... : ]

B ' ; # \ : N 21
CANHOWN: What does all this mean though Iliarold?

WEISBERG: To answer your question, I sav yes. The quesntion
was, was Oswald put up to something and thers's nc gueatlon in ny
mind. -

CANHON: Do we have to indict the Marine Corp?

WEISBERG: No, I'm not indicting the Marine Corp. That was
the professor's suggestion which is foreign to my thinking, my
writing and my speaking. Now, here we have Oswald who has done
all of these things. ' The state department brinss him back. They
don't fill out the cards they're suppose to to keep him from getting
a passport. -And the FBI knows about him. Poski(?) was the Os-
wald expert in Dallas. One of the things the Commission had
remarkedly little interesk in was the state ment by Dallas
Lisutenant Levall...and Poski sald we knew he had the capability
but we didn't think he'd do it. Poski said it didn't happen, Levall
sald it did happen. . But, can you imagine a man with th&s gen-
vine history and he zoes to Dallas and is not under survelllanee.

Do you think'for one minute that if Oswald was genuinely defecting
to the Soviet Union , he would not have been under surveillance
when the FPresident went to Dallas? '
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] And there was one document that the Commission saw it to
eliminate from the ten million words. It was a very brief cne.
A Dallas police report of February 17, 1964 of an interview
wlth George Miller, whods Russian nake was (%), he was one of
the refugee...let me Just read briefly this. I ean tell you
that Yedlery Lieber was interrogating Mrs. Anna Miller who

had seen Das Kapitaled in Oswald's home and was outraged. told
her husband and he called the FBI. So, when I aay subject
reading from the Dallas police report, that means Miller.

CANNON: Um hum.

WEISBERG: Subject saild he checked with the FBT and they told him
that Oswald was all right. Oswald, with all of tHis history, was
all right to the FRI before the assassination. Anna Miller was
a witness before the Commission and Wesley Lieber never asked her
questlion. Normally, there were only three neovle in the hearing
room, the lawyer entitled to administer the oath, the steno-
grapher, and the wltness, 1In this case, Lieber was a little
bit effusive and sald come right in Mr, and Mrs, Miller. He
didn't even ask a single question of Ceorpge Miller.

CANKCH: Harold, you explained that Lee Harvey @iswald's .
whole defection role to Russia was a put up job and the FBI knew
it was a put up job and therefore, they did not keev him under
surveillance in Dallas. f .

WEISBERG: I think that's the most reasonable peesumption of
it and I'm sure that he was workine for federal apents. The Com-
mission got a report immediately. Some of these doeuments have
been published. Some of them have not been that Oswald was a fed-

eral apent getting two. hundred dollars a month an® so forth.
8 - ‘® EEE I -

THOMP3OH: Can you tell me one thing. Supposing that evary-
thing that you'we said 1s true, let's assume that Oswald was in
league with the CIA and that together they planned it--the
assassination, why would they do ity and why would the Warren
Commission cover it up? :

WEISBERG: Proressbr, I'd 1%ke to sugpgest to you that you
should have been on the VWarren Commission. You keep on saying things
I didn't say. ' '

{VOICES OQVERLAPPING) i

WEISBERG: You have wuoted me as saying exactly the opposite
of what I sald. You said that I say Os@%3d and the CIA mot to-
gether and started to kill Kennedy. And I Bay exaetly the opposite
that Oswald killed nobody.

THOMPSON: Then why are we quarreline sbout Oswald and the CIA

.being connected? What relevance does it have? I thought that mpou

were goligg to come to some conclusion about why ~- I just wanted
Yo know if Oswald and the CIA were tomether?

 WEISBERG: That's one question I didn't expect to hear from a
professor of law. ' _
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WEISBERG: We're discussing the death of Bn American President.
We're talkine about not only the sanctity of an institution, but
that of the law. Now, among the things that I've read to you,.

 that the Commission saw fit %o leave out of twenty six volumes

was the knowledge that Oswald was okay to the FBI before the ass-
assination. Is that a normal thing professor? 1Is the FBI in

the business of going around telling odds and ends of neople

who call up don't worry about Oswald, he's okay? Or about any-
body else? : : .

. o
] ® . B

CANNON: We're talking with Harold Yeisberg, author of Os-
wald in Dallas and Whitewash and Wnitewash IT and upcoming, a book
ealled Whitewash TII. Professor Thom$son, you wanted to
reply 80 &0 ahead please.

THOMPSON: One of the things we look for in the trigl of
eriminal cases is motive. Except when we're dealing with people
who are insane and therefore may have no motive but, we like to
know what the motive is for committing a criminal offeise because
it aids us in determining whether or not the man really did 1it.

If he had 2 motive to kill, that's some evidence that per-
haps he was the killer other evidence going with 1t. If ke has
no motive, it's one of those things, it might raise a reasonable
doubt in the fact whether or not he did it. Now, you're saying that
the Warren Commission has suppressed, to use your word, relevant

_evidence with connections between the ¥IA and Oswald, what-
" ever purposes those conneetdnns serve. Why did they do it?

What was the motive of the Warren Cormission in doing all of this?

WEISBERG: Well, uh--I don’t say the members of the Commission
consciously did this. But, 1t's not an unfiir representaténn
of my belief about the staff. And I think the most dramatic way
#7 giving vou an answver 1e to give you a ‘questlon. Why 414 the CIA
knowing it was a lie, assure President Eilsenhower that the . FPrancis
Gary Powers plane was not American, it not wver the Soviet Union,
and they knew damn well it was. Thev sent it theee and they
¥new it was missing and couldn't be anyplace else/ :

This is not unique in governnents. They're hiding the involve-
ment of the CIA. Now, the CIA involvement could have been innopent.
8kdply because of these connections, people who had been connected
with them might not have been connedted with them- then.

THOMPSON tet's agsume the Commission--

WETISBERG: = The one thing that you said before I can't lgnore.
We hate not now adjusted ourselved to the major burden of the
evidence. The simplest way of proving that Oswd3ad was innocent
pecause the Cormission proved that he couldn't have been at the
scene of phe crime. . :

THOMPSON: Let's assume for‘the moment that the Commission did
suppress this involvement of Oswald with the CIA. That s$Hlll -
doesn't answer the question of why they did 1it? -~

1

WEISBERG: Vhy don't you'ask them that?
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I'm only telling you what they did and it's irreputable what
they did.

THOMPSON: But, this has nothing to do with anybody elses
motive to kill the President which is where mou started. What

you're asking me to believe is that they did somethine horrible

and they suppressed all of these relevant things but, vou're
able to give me no reason in the world why they should do it.

WEISBERG: Do yvou want me to met inside of somebody elses
mind? ' )

t . .
CANNOM: Harcld, we're talking about mors than somebody else.

We're talking about a lot of people who worked with us so that

all of these people would have to be part ~--

YEORBERE: Their concept of what is guote, national security,

| quote..at the bottom of page two hundred and three, you'll

find a pilcture from page two tRirteen of the Report.
{TECHNICAL DIFFICULTIES)
WEISBERG: ...A picture taken by James W. Watsonff),‘an !

- Associated Press photographer. Above it is most of the pileture,

I hadn't yet framed the complate pleture and I think you’ll admit
that more than half of it has been eliminated.

CANHON: Harold, you're going to have to describe--

WEISBERG: This picture talan half way through the assassination
shows among other things. The president’'s car, he's gripping
his throat, the car behind him, And when the version printed
by the Commlsgslon, i1t does not show the two cars behind that.
It does not show the building across the street. The point that

I'm trying to make, is it has nothing to do with the contents of

theicture, it has to do with this debasement of every lszal pro-
cedure. _

CANNON: MNow, éait'a minute, how does the elimindtion of a couple
of motoreycle officers and the car behund him --

WEISBERG: The point is this, James W. Watson was a wltness before
the Commission. He was not asked to disclose the equipment he
used, He was not asked to produce the negative. He was not asked
to produce a print. -And the Commission put in evidence at no time
the completepicture. This is required in the oourt of law. It :
happened even worse with the Zapruder picéture. The Commission says
that for the first time the President could have been shot by Lee Harvey
Cswald in frame 210. So, you go to voléme mineteen, page eipghteen
and you find that in printing the frames of the Zapruder pictures,
they skipped from 207 to 212 and the splices are quite clear. And
this is a big mystery until T brought it to light.
' Professor, do I have to tell you as a professor of law what
this 1s? The law requires, does it not, original evidence? 2Au

thenticated by the person who can authenticate it?

THOMPSON: Sure.

/!
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WEISBERG: Well, the original Zapruder pictures is not in
evidenece. The copy that mas put in evidence was switched for
another copy that was a copy of that made by the FBI. The frames
that were allegedly aware of the President being killed had

been destroyed. :

¥ay I suggest the reason'for the destruction regardless of
the caﬂée is a verysimple one. Because they contained total dis-
proof of the first shot hidmg atmen after two ten. -

# : L

CANNON: Harold, your last statement again I would think and
perhkaps Jim Thompson would agree with me, require some pretty
strong motives if the Zapruder film was deliberately doctored--

WEISBERG: ...It happened. Was this Life Magazine that did 1t?
CAIMNON: Life has the film right?
WEISBERG: Idfe has the original., The Commission printed
what represented an unterrupted series of slides beginning with
the one hundred and Seventy first of the frames of this plcture.
It had--at no place is there any reflection of the fact that
the Commission members would even know this was there.
THOMPSON: You mean to say that the people who cut this £ilm
and the Commission who presented it for thédr purposes thought that

they could get away with doing something knowing that Life Mafa-
zine had the full £ilm? o ' :

WEISBERG: - Well Life has been silent about 1t and the Commission
has been silent about 1t. And I have not been. It happened. :

THOMPSON: Well, Life printed bhe film?
WEISBERG: I beg‘your pardon. They did not.
THORPSON: They did not? o '

CANNON:  What's 1nf§hose tive'fégmes though?

VEISBERG: What is there 1s not the important thing. In my
‘way of thinking, it's what's not there. Now, Phil Willls took

a pleture... e B

CANNON: Now, walt a minute, T think we have to retrack, we don't
know what's not there--

WEISBERG: I'm sor?y. We do hnow what's not there.

CANNON: Im the five missing frames?

WEISBERG: We know one thing that's not there.

CANNON: What? | |

WEISBERG: A man who took a picture at the same moment and he

l_and'Zapruder were in each other's lenses. His name is Phil Widlis
liis picture was entered into evidence and the FBI avoided it.
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THOMPSON: Wnat's that got to do with anything?

WEISBERG: It's got to do witha lot. May I please finish?
You haven't mentioned one of my books, the least well knoyn one.
I have an entire book on the suppression and destruction of pictures
called,!' Photo~~ ' ‘

CANNON: Can I plead not guilty. I've mentioned your books.

WEISBERG: Not this one. _ \

CANNON: ©Oh, I see. Photographic Whitewash.

WEISBERG: And T went through this whole subject 1in some detail
the Commission didn't see five per cent of the pictures of the ass-
assination that we know now existed.

THOMPSOH. “ What was done to the pictures to make them 1mportant
for the Commission to see? .

WEISBERG: Well, let me give you an exqmple'with what I just
started to talk about--Phil Willis. But, 1f any of your lésteners
¢a2ll up, they can get this by writing to me to get i1t. I don't think

it's on sale in Chicago. Phil Willis took a dozen pictures...

i

wll, if we had more time, I think you might change your Opinionr
May I econtinue with Phil w11115?

'CANNON: Yes, you may. _ )

WEISBERG: Here at the upper part of photographic exhibit 25 is
Phil Wills' picture. The Commission said that it was taken
instantaneous with the assassination. It's not gquite true. Willis
wasn't quite. ready to take the plcture and all the evidence and there's .
much of it bears on this. It was the shot that triggered his irnvolun- -
tary action Rhen he ook the pieture.

CANNOMN: What does the plcture show?

WEISBERG: The plcture is a view from the opposite side of Za-
pruder. Youlll see the FBI chart with a straight line in the middle
showing what would be in each bthers lenses at the top of the chart
and below it, Mr. Thompaon. . It 8 'the opposite view from Zapruder's.
~ CANHON: Right, but what does it ‘Show? |

WEISBERG: VWhat is mias*ng in the missinp frames.

CANNON: 1In the missing Zapruder frames?

WEISBERG: Yes. '

CANNON: And what do they show?

WEISBERG: they show --Willis, having taken the camera down from
his eye, at frame 202, having alreddy taken ¢the picture of the Pre-
sident being shot at frame 202, he has already taken the camera
down fron hizs eye and is waling away professor.

THOMPSON: What does that prove?



