UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
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HAROLD WEISBERG,
Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 77-1997

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY,
et al.,

<

Defendants
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AFFIDAVIT OF JAMES H. LESAR PURSUANT
TO FEDERAL RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 56 (f)

I, James Hiram Lesar, first having been duly sworn, depose and
say as follows:

1. I am the attorney for plaintiff in the above-entitled
cause of action. I make this affidavit pursuant to the provisions
of Rule 56(f) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure because it is
apparent that plaintiff cannot fully and effectively oppose defen-
dants' motion for summary judgment without engaging in discovery.

2. At the only status call in this case, the Court indicated
that the government would have 30 days in which to produce any re-
maining nonexempt documents and file a dispositive motion. The
Court further indicated that plaintiff would have 50 dayé in which
to engage in discovery.

3. Immediately after the conclusion of the status call defen-
dants' attorney suggested to plaintiff's counsel that plaintiff
hold off on his discovery until the government had released the
forthcoming documents. Plaintiff recognized that he could not make

maximum use of the depositions he intended to take until after he




had received the requested records and any affidavits purporting to
support the inevitable excisions and withholdings. As an initial
phase of discovery, plaintiff did file a request for production of
documents which the government fesisted completely. The government
did not file its summary judgment motion until the end of May,
1978. Partly as a consequence of this, plaintiff has not yet begun
discovery depositions as he had intended. (Plaintiff is indigent
and must make maximum use of the few depositions he undertakes. In
addition, both he and his attorney are continuously tied up in
other litigation. The difficulties of this situation are further
complicated by the fact that plaintiff's attorney is a sole prac-
ticioner with very little income at present and must do his own
typing, filing, and legal research, thus making it impossible for
him to prosecute his cases as promptly as he otherwise would.)
However, now that the government's documents and affidavits are in
hand, plainfiff is prepared to go forward with the discovery which
is essential to resolving this case as law and justice require.

4. It is clear that discovery must be undertaken to ascertain
the nature of the search conducted by the Central Intelligence
Agency for records responsive to plaintiff's request. There are
several circumstances which compel this conclusion. First, the
affidavits submitted on behalf of the CIA do not state that all
relevant files have been searched. Second, after plaintiff filed
suit, the CIA produced recbrds which apparently were not located
during the search it had made before plaintiff brought suit.

Third, plaintiff has positive proof that a thorough search has not
been made. Thus Attachment 1, a March 31, 1971 memorandum on

plaintiff's book, Frame-Up: The Martin Luther King/James Earl Ray

Case, was not produced by the CIA in connection with his June 11,
1976 FOIA request or this lawsuit. Yet it should have been. In

addition, both as a matter of logic and because of the internal




evidence of Attachment 1 itself, the CIA is likely to have gener-
ated memorandums and other records pertaining to books or articles
by other authors, such as Mark Lane, George McMillan, Jim Bishop,
Gerold Frank, and William Bradford Huie. Yet no materials of this
kind have been furnished plaintiff. Fourth, the documents provided
indicate that multiple copies were made and sent to different file
locations. For example, Attachment 2 shows that in addition to the
copy sent to the addressee, Mr. Hoover, it was distributed to six
different locations. Yet plaintiff has received but a single copy
of this document. The other file locations seem not to have been
searched. Fifth, the records which have been provided plaintiff in
this lawsuit contain materials which should have been provided me
as the result of a Freedom of Information request I made, yet I re-
ceived nothing. Similarly, as a result of th;s lawsuit plaintiff
has received materials on the Committee to Investigate Assassina-
tions and its Executive Director, Mr. Bernard Fensterwald, which
apparently'shogld have been made available to Mr. Fensterwald in a
suit he filed against the CIA, but he has informed me that they
were not. All of the foregoing discredits any assertion that the
CIA has conducted a thorough search of all relevant file locations
in this case. Accordingly, discovery must now be undertaken to as-
certain the nature of the search which was made.

5., Discovery is also essential if plgintiff is to effectively
challenge the CIA's Elaims to ekemptions'in this case. I have used
discovery:procedures in other Freedom of Information Act cases to
establish that the FBI had in fact conducted scientific tests which
it had sworn were not pérformed and to rebut the_government's claim
that Warren Commission executive session transcripts had been prop-
erly classified under the authority of Executive oxder 10501l. For

example, in Weisberg v. General Services Administration, Civil




Action No. 2052-73, the government submitted affidavits by National
Archivist James B. Rhoads and and former Solicitor General and War-
ren Commission General Counsel J. Lee Rankin which swore that the
January 27, 1964 Warren Commission executive session transcript was
classified Top Secret pursuant to Executive Ordef 10501. Mr.
Rankin even swore that the Warren Commission had ordered him to
classify it. Through interrogatories, documentary evidence, and
the affidavits of pléintiff Harold Weisberg, we established that
the government's representations were not true. As a consequence,
the court concluded that the January 27 transcript had not been
classified in accordénce with the procedures set forth in Executive
Order 10501. (See Attachment 3) Although the court did conclude
that the transcript was exempt under investigatory files exemption,
the government "declassified" the transcript,.forgot about its
exemption 7 claim, and released the transcript before the decision
could be appealed, perhaps because the answers to interrogatories
showed that thé transcript had not been made available to any law
enforcement official until at least three years after the Warren
Commission went out of existence, and arguably not even then.

6. There are two compelling reasons why discovery is even
more essential in cases where national security is claimed as an
exemption than it is in cases which do not involve this claim. The
first is that courts are generally intimidated by claims that the
release of information will jeopardize national security. As a re-
sult of this fear, courts tend to accept national security claims
at face value, even where the circumstances suggest that the claim
is pretextual or even false. Because intelligence agencies are
well aware of this, they have an incentive not to be honest. They
know they can get away with their dishonesties most of the time,
and that even if they are perchance caught, there will be no

sanctions or other consequences worse than divulging the embarrass-—
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ing information they sought to hide. Inevitably, this subverts the
integrity of the judiciary in much the same manner as the Warren
Commission's integrity was undermined by its fear of investigating
J. Edgar Hoover's FBI and the CIA. (See Attachment 4) According
Freedom of Information Act plaintiffs their right to use tradi-
tional discovery techniques to ascertain whether or not records are
procedurally and substantively classified in conformity with execu-
tive order guards against this insidious result. V

7. The second reason which compels discovery is that the CIA
has a long history of dishonesty with respect to disclosures which
may embarrass it. The lack of Ver;city on the part of intelligence
operatives has long been publiély known. In recent years one CIA
Director, Richard Helms, was accused of having committed perjury
during congressional testimony. Another, William Colby; is cur-
rently under attack from present and former CIA officials because
he wouldn't cover-up matters which were the subject of inquiry by
Congress and the Rockerfeller Commission. A third, Allen Dulles,
confided to members of the Warren Commission--to the evident shock
of Chief Justice Earl Warren-—that>CIA agents wouldn't tell the
truth even under oath. (See Attachment 5. January 27, 1964 Warren
Commission executive session transcript, p. 153)

8. Plaintiff has had direct personal experience with the CIA's
deceptions in Freedom of Information Act matters. Thus, when the
government released the January 27, 1964 Warren Commission tran-
script, its content made it clear that there had never been any
basis for classifying it at all. Subsequently, during the course

of another Freedom of Information Act lawsuit, Weisberg v. General

Services Admnistration, Civil Action No. 75-1448, plaintiff learned

through discovery that the CIA had requested that the National Ar-
chives withhold the January 27 transcript to protect "inteltigence
sources and methods." This is one of the main reasons which the

CIA has given for withholding information in this case.




9. This case is replete with circumstances which suggest that
the CIA has not acted in gbod faith in responding to his Freedom of
Information Act request of June 11, 1976. Some of the specifs
which indicate bad faith on the part of the CIA are as follows:

a. The CIA did not release any records in response to plain-
tiff's request until April 26, 1977, even though virtually all of
the records were only newspaper clippings and thus required only
xeroxing.

b. The CIA exacted a $500 deposit from plaintiff and_has
still not refunded -it éven though it is evident that the xeroxing
charges in this case are but a fraction of that amount.

c. As a condition for going forward with the processing of
plaintiff's request, the CIA demanded privacy waivers be obtained
from James Earl Ray and Mrs. Coretta King. Yet it appears that the
question of privacy had no application whatspeber to the records
pertaining to James Earl Ray and was invoked.only in one instance
with respect to Dr. King. It is apparent, therefore, that this was
but anothe; pretext for delaying plaintiff's access to these _ .

records.

d. The CIA did not refer records within the scope of plain-
tiff's réquest to the NSA until November 4, 1977, nearly 17 months
after the CIA had received.and acknowledged plaintiff's request.

e. The search conducted by the CIA after plaintiff filed suit
turned up records which were not provided in the response to plain-
tiff's request which the CIA made before suit was filed.

f. Notwithstanding the fact that there have been two alleged
searches, plaintiff himself has been able to show that the CIA did
not provide all tﬂe records'that should have been supplied in
response to his request. (See Attachment 1)

g. The CIA has failed to state directly and unequivocally

that all files which might contain records responsive to his request




have been searched.

h. The CIA has failed in its affidavits to set forth facts
essential to determining whether or not purportedly classified in-
formation was classified in accordance witﬁ Executive Order 11652.
For example, there is no statement as to when the records withheld
under Exemptions 1 and 3 were classified or even that they were
classified as of the time of origination.

These circumstances necessitate discovery byAplaintiff,fandr
after that is completed, may also require in camera inspection of
the CIA's claims that certain information must be withheld because

it release could reasonably be expected to damage the national se-

cuirity.
42:44444>/; ‘ ]Zzzii;71,/’

AMES H." LESAR ~

WASHINGTON, D.C.

29
Subscribed and sworn to before me this .28th day of June,

1978.

NOTARY PUBLIC IN(AND FOR
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

1\‘\

,:",_"' My commission expires _ [ /‘3’ //77 g
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Attachment 1 Lesar Affidavit C.A. No. 77-1997
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" 31 March 1971
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MEMORANDUM FOR THERECORD /45{‘ ) q g \ - -

SUBJEGCT: Book by Harold WEISBERG
: o _Entitled "Frame - up"

-~

Subject book follows the-pattern and line of disparagement .-
in others of its ilk regarding the assassinations of President
Kennedy.and his brother, Robert Kennedy. This book concerns
the assassination of Mazrtin Luther King and the case of James

-Earl RAY. Key paragraphs in the book are the following:
" ....: Once again the federal government was
preventing the workings of our own law, frustrating
the concepts.of our own kind of justice - contriving
evidence and shaping it to fit a predetermined
 political need:* )

oo

4 - -

WThis is what it did in the Waxren Report. Here
it was accomplishing exactly the same ends. " -

Attached is a summary on Harold WEISBERG dated 11 )
January 1968 prepared by undersigned in connection with the

- — e —

- WEISBERG's references to CIA in Subject book are concerned
i with Ray's first lawyer, Arthur HANES. Most of the references
oo merely say "HANES former FBI and GIA man." In one instance
! WEISBERG is more specific about HANES. On p. 46 - “In addition
to his career as an FBI agent, HANES is also 'a one-time contract
ernployee of the Central Intelligence Agency.' (Part ‘of the Bay of
Pigs preparations were in Birmingham.)"
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Attachment 3 Lesar Affidavit C.A. No. 77-1997
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLIM3IA

HAROLD WEISBERG, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
Ve ) Civil Action No. 2052-73
)
UNITED STATES GENERAL )
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION,
] FILED
Defendant. )
:ll\l/ - E l"‘ |}

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

JAMES F. DAVEY, CLEE

Plaintiff invokes the Freedcﬁ of Infcrmation Act,
5.-U.S.C. § 552, in an effort to gain access to 2 trznscript of
the Warren Commission's January 27, 1964, executive - -session,
presently in the custody of the National Archives. The defendant
General Sarvices Administration, which operates the Archives, has
moved for summary judgment omn thevground that.éie transcript at
issue is shielded by the Act's first, fiftn and seventh sxezptions.
5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(1, 5, 7). The issues have besn thoroughly
briefed by éll parties and are ripe'for adjudication.

Initially, the Court probed defendant's claim that
the transcript hgd bégn classified "Top Secret" under Executive
Order 10501, 3 C.F.R.-979 (Cémﬁg 1949-53), since such

classification would bar further judicizl inquiry and justify

©)]

JPLAL v, Mink,

total confidentiality. 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(1);

410 U.S. 73 (1973). However, defendant's papers and

Q.
n
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b
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i
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supplemented at the Court's request, still fail to dercmstrate

A,
(V]
]
i
m
o

that the disputed transcript has ever been classifie
individual authorized to make such a designation uncer the
strict procedures set forth in Executive Order 10301, 3 C.F.R.
979 (Comn. 1949-53), asg amended by Executive Order 103801, 3
C.F.R. 432 (Coﬁp" 1959-63).

Defendant's reliance on the seventh exemption, on
the other hand. appears to be fully justified by the recozd.

The Warren Comuission was an investigatory body assigned to loax



Attachment 4 Lesar Affidavit C.A. No. 77-1997
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1/22/64, 5:30 - 7:00 P.M,

Centlemen: » i

I called this meeting of the Commission because of something that
developed today that I thought every mamber of the Commissicn should have
knowledge of, something that you shouldn't hear from the public before you

had an oppo;tunity to think about it. I will just have Mr. Rawkin tell you

the story from the beginninzg.

Mr. Rawkin: Mr. Wagner Carr, the Attorney CGeneral of Texgs, callad ma
at 12:10 this morning and said that the werd had come out, he wanted to gat
it to me at the first moment, that Osw;ld was ;cting.gf an F31 Undercover
Agent, and that they had'the inforﬁation of his badge which was given as
Number 179, and that he was being paid two hundred a moauth from Septecbar

? of 1962 up through the time of the assassination. I asked what tha source
of this was, and he said tﬁat he understood the informaticn had baan made

available so that Defense Ccunsal for Ruby had that information, that he

knew that the press had the information, and he didn't know exactly whara
Wade had gotten the informaticn, but he‘was a formar ¥3I Agert.

That they, that is, Wade before, had said that he had sufficient so
that he was willing to make the -statement.

Ford: Wade is?

A: The District Attorney.

Ford: Carr is the Attorney Genaral.

Boggs: Right, of Texas.

Rawkin: I brought that to the attention of the Chief Justice irmediately,

!

v

and he said that I should try to get in touch with Carr and ask him to bring

Wada up here, and he would be willing to mest with him any tize today or ) ;

tonight to find out what was the basis of this story. I tried to gat darr !
ot

—_——




Q: And the other manm, Carr, is the Attorney General?
A: That is right.
Q: And the other people who have knowledge of this story?

A: He indicatsd that the press down there had knowledge of this story,

a2nd that the information cazme from some informant who was a press repre-

sentative, and he, that is, Wade, could guess who it was but his assistant

" knev and he never asked him. They were trying to get more explicit informationm.

A: Lee, would you tell them?

Mr. Dulles: Who were you talking with when you got this information,

Wade himself?

A: I was talking with Carr.

Boggs: There is a denial of this in one of thesa FBI records, as you

know.

A: Yes.

Cooper: 1In this' file we had yesterday, one of the lawyers for this

fellow who claims to represent —-—

he

it
in

to

Boggs: Thornhill, I think.

Cooper: Oswald or one of them, Ruby, told about this, do you recall it,

said it was being rumored arouna. -

Rawkin: Yes, it was beiné runorad that he was an undercover agent. Now

is something that would be very difficuig to ﬁrove cut. There ara events

coanection with this that are curious, in that they might make it possible

check some of it out in time., I assume that the FBI records would never

show it, and if it is true, and of course we don't know, but we thought

~ you should have the informatiom.

A:  Lee, would you tell the gantlemen the circumstances under which

this story was told?

A: Yes, When it was first-brought to my attention this morning —-—
P e Y

MORE




Boggs: No doubt about it, it would ruin many.

A: And Jaworski is an able lawyer, mature and very competent. We have
complete confidence in him as a person. Now that is the evaluation of the
situation. i

Ford: He hasn't made any investigations himself?

A: No, he has not.

Ford: Was Wade or anyone connected with Wade?

A: No.-

Dulles: Talking about Story, just a few minutes ago just telling him I
wasn't going to be down in Texas, I had told him I was gaing to be down at
the time, he Aidn't indicate that he had anything of any importance on his o
- mind. Maybe he won't offer it to him obviously.

Rawkin: I don't know that it was even brought to his atteztion;

Dulles: I don't believe it was, now. Of course, he is pot in tha hierarchy.

A: Well, I think they were planning on telling the Attornsy CGeneral and
Jaworski.

Ford: How long ago did they get a feeling that there was some substancs to
the rumors that apparently had bsen — I just assuméd, and T dida't ask them
that, that Carr called me and s;emed'to be in a matter of great urgency a:t 11:10
fhis morning, -and that he Qas fearful that tkey would briag in the papars:
before we would even. get to know ébout it, and that is tke way he was talking
and acting zbout it.

Cooper: He felt there was ... He didn't know the name of the informant?

A: No, he did not.

Q: What then would lead him to think it had substance?

A:
assistant had gottan

MORE




agents. You have really got to know. Sometimes you make a mistake.

Ford: He was playing ball, writing letters to both the elements of
the Communist parties. I mean he was playirg ball with the Trotskyites
and with the others. This was a strange circumstance to me.

Duilgs: But the FBI gét people right inside you know. They don't need
a person like this on the outside. The only place where he did any at all
was with the Fair Play for Cuba Committee.

Boggs: Of course it is conceivable that he méy ha#e been brought back
from Russia you kmow. .

A: If he was in-the ezploy from 1962, September 1962, up to the fime
of the assasination, it had to start over in Russia, didn't it, because
didn't he get back in February? When did he get back here from Russia?

A: I think it was February; February of this year. ‘

Q: Of '62. Was it of '625.

A: On yes,.that'is righb, it was '62.

Dulles: They have n; facilities, they haven't.an;ipeople in Russia.
They mzy have some people in Russia but they haven't any organizations of
their own in Russia. - .

A: Yes.

Dulles: They might have their ageats there. They have some people;

. sometimes American Communists who go to Russia under their guidance and

so forth and so on under their control.

Cooper: Of course there are Tumors all around Dallas, of course the
FBI is acquanited with rumors too.

A: One of the strange things that happened, and it may have no bearing
on this at a2ll, is the fact that this man who is a defector, ana who was

under observation at least by the FBI,

they.say they saw hin frequently, could
J MORE
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9.

Dulles: Yes, I don't think the State Department or in the Passport
Bureau, there was no record. It dida't get down to tha Passport offices.
That is one of th; things we ought to look into.

A: The State Department knew he was a defector. They arranged for hom
to come back.

Dulles: But it don't get - passport files or the passport records.

They are issuing hundreds and thousands of passports. They have their own

a
particular system.

A: Yes.
Dulles: They don't run around from time a man comes in. If they don't

flnd any clue, and they don t according or our record here they don't find

any warning clue in his flle - they should have a warning clue in hls file

but as I recall they don't.

-Cooper: That is what they admitted, that they had not supplied the
warﬁing. . .

Dulles: And thg Passpsrt Office don't on its own ussually go around
and inquire. They wait until it is assigned there. Then they follow it up.

Céoper: This may be off the point a bit, but as I re-read the report,
the chronology of the FBI checks on Oswald, they knew that he had gone to
Texas. They learned from ﬁfs. P;yne: they knéw where Mrs. Oswalk was living.
They talked with'her. They knew where he was horkluo.

Boggs: Sure. That i; 2ll in the file.

Cooper: I know that. I say they knew where he was working.

Boggs: I am sure you went over that material that we received a few-

days ago. You will find the report from the FBI dated back last suzer,

and months before that and then months after that, why some agent would

ey oty
5 & — et m—

pake a' - PEEPSEEE——re s - :
report on it. EER MORE




11.

A: I thought fifst you should know about it. Secondly, there is this
factor too that a consideration, that is scmewhat an issueAin this
case, and I suppose you are all aware of it. That is that the FBI is vary
explicit that Oswald is the assassin or was the assassin, and they are very
explicit that there was no comspiracy, and they are also saying ip the samz
place that they are continuing their investigation. Now in my experience of
almost nine years, in the first place it is hard to get them to say when you
think you have got a case tight encugh to convict somabody, that that i; tha
person that committed the crime. In my experience with the FBI they dqn't
do that. They claim that they don't eveluate, and it is uniform
prior experience that they don't do that. Secbndly, they have not run out
all kinds of léads in Mexico or in Russia and so forth which Ehey could
probably — ,It is not our business, it is the very -- -

Dulles: What i§ that?

A: They haven't Tun out all the leads on the information 5
and they could probably say‘-- that isn't our business.

.Q: Yes. A

A: But they are concludiﬁg that there can{t bé a-conspiracy without
those being run out. Now that is not o from my experience with
the F3I. ' : . -

Q: It is not. You are quite right. I havé seen a great many reports.

A: Why are they so eager to make both of those conclusions, both in

the original report and their experimental report, which is such a departure.

Now that is just circumstantial evidence, and it don't prove anything about

this, but it raises questioms. . We have to try to find out what thsy have te

say that would give any support to the story, and report it to you.

HORE
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Boggs: This closes the case, you see. Don't you sea?

Dulles: Yes, I see that.

Rawkin: They found the man. There is nothing more to do. The
Cozmission supports their conclusions, and we can go on home and that is
the end of it.

Dulles: But that puts the men right on them. If he was not the killer
and they employed him, they are already it, yoﬁ see. So your argument is
correct if they ze sure that this is going to close the case, but if it
don't close the case, they are worse off than ever by-dcing this.

Boggs: Yes, I would think so. And of course, we are all even gaining
in the realm of speculation. I don't even like to see this being taken down.
Dulles: Yes. I think this reﬁord ought to be destroyéd.,Do you think
we need a record of this.

A: T don't, except that we said we would have records of zeetings and
so we called the réporter in the formal way. If you think what we have
said here should not be upén the record, we can have it donz that way. OE.
course it might. . . .

Dulles: I am just thinking of sending arcund copies and so forth. The

-only copies of this record should be kept right hare.

Boggs: I would hope that none of these records are circulated to a=yhody.
A: I would hope so too.
Rawkin: We also give them to you Commissoners. Now if you don't want

them, those are the only ones who get them but Sides himself: off the racord.

END

DECLASAIFIED ., : . .
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The Chairman,

order,

i ————
?;Ei;?%irﬂ:ri?frffi‘

Well, sentlemen, the meeting

TN T e o e~ o —

out playing gol? or anythin

Se

will cc

i28

me o

that I was o little late but the Senator knows

Well, gentlemen, since we net last week, My, Rankin and I have

explored this situation we discussed considzrably. .

Ve %

alked

to the Texas people, and we have glven considerable thought

to it since, and I am going to asik Mr, Bankin - to start at the

beginning and just tell you the story as we have got it.

2

I, Rankln., I rcecelved a call from Wagponer Care, the

Attorney General of Texas, and in that call

He was on his way to Texarkana from Austin.

g
.

Dulles.

M, Rankin,

i

. Dulles.

M, Rankin,

This ig after our meeting

- o

This was before.

-

He said he thought he had some information that he

should

F.B.IL,

ne was quite excited.

the other night?

e oy oy Yy da
chouzht®

zet to me immediately and it was ©o the effect that %he

%ad an undercover agent who was Oswald, and he said

4t came up -thls way, that the matter was developed at a meeting

in drambevc

with the judge,.Brown, of the court, and it was in

relation to the production of evidence where Ruby's atiorney

asked that part of the evidence that the r.B.I. developed be

furnisheé to them, and during that time the District Atiorney

had responded or opposed the motion for the evidence by saying

]

- R
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Attorney General, Special Counsel with the Attorney Generai,
Leon Jaworskil, anC Bob Stciey, and Mr, Alexander, the Assistant
District Attorney at Dallas,

We asked them to all coae up, and they did cn Friéay. AS

that time they were -- they sald that the rumors uare constant

there, that Oswald was an undercover agent, but they extended

it elso %o the C,I.A., saying that they had a number- for hinm

to

<

assigned to him in connection with the C.I.A. and gave tha
him, and none of them had any orlginal inforimation of their oun.
They sald that the source of their information was a man

by the name of* Hudkins who was a reporter for the Houston Post,

and that 1% had been circulated by a greater portion of all

the reporters in the Daliasvarea who had beeén WO?king on this
matter in'vanious forms.

Sen; Russell. ﬁid he'explain why it hadn't been published?
This would have goné across the éountry like wild Pire.

5

Mr, Rankin, .Well, they said part of it had been published,
The qut that it was claimed that Oswald was an undsrcover
agent,iahd I noticed The Watvlon, g;though I nadn't seen it
before, refer; to an artlcle in Janyary, the first of Janugry
by Hudkins froh which he referred fo the underéover agent's story.
But he do;s not give thé number or the $200 a month at
that time. | |
_We then asked if they asked Hudkins of whefe he had got

his story and they said they had not. We asked if there was
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o the rcport.

The explanation since inas been that they were trylng %o checlk

-1t out, that there was no purpose to withnoldit from us even

though it éeemad like kind of a long period since they hadn't
gotten any further repori Lrom Mr, Sweatbat all. |

lie, Dulles. Uhat was the origin, who was Sweqt?

Mr. Ranxla. He was the Deputy Sheriff. of Dallas County.

Mra'Du;lés. He was the one who gave it %o the Secret
Service? » -

Mr, Rankin, Ves,
- Dulles. He didn't say whefe he got it?

Mr. Rankin. Yo,

They hdvc since then, the Secret Servicg,.has.investigated,
uwe asked thcmvto, and they have gone %o Stiea ttand Swéqtéhas said
he got it from ﬁudxins. Bacl to the same source,

M=, Dulleé. Back to ﬁhe same source?

Me, Rankin, And there is nothilng that we have received from.:

any investlgative agency chécking out Hudkins in regard to

this report.

You probably saw the New York Times s£§r1?isdying that the
F‘B.I.,ESunday, thaﬁ the F.B,I. denled that he was-gotiné as
an undercover --

Scn.‘Bussell. That is from FE; Hoover somewherce in this
material I read in which hedenied this rgport, {It appafenfly
vas cufrent at éome earlier date, that he wroté a letter - - . e

1

A S pEenm ;o 1
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indlcated they had ever tnken hils statement or anythlng like
that.

Now, Me. Uade, the District Attorney, was a former F.B.I.
agent, and we thought possibly thevre uas = hé might have lefd
under a cloud and there might be something of that kind and Ele
we-inquired iﬁto that.

‘He was an agent bgtween 1939 and 1G43, X tThinik 1
and was claimed that he had no dif ficulties with them, that )hun
he was rcady to leave The F.I.B. they gave nin three ueeks and

£old him to go to New Vork and have a gocd vacation,,and they

would like.to have him come back to see if he noulan'L bhe willing

[o]
0.
o

o continue, and he did come back and he said he wanted ©
into the law practice and didn't want to stay with the F.B.I.
But There was no 111 feeling between them. He said nhe was

stationed in Sou ch America fora.year, and %the othér part of
the time within the Continent of the United States.

He said he got a commisslon from the Havy, and when he was
called ﬁp for that coumisslon the F.B.I. indicated that they
th&ught he was Qu lified for their worlk and he should taue
the commission'and that he shouidfcome back to the F.B,I.

T think probably that would be.some automatic -- 1t would

‘come up that vay anyway.

He saild they dild méke that request and he was able to get
around it and told them he didn't want to go to the F.B.I., and

wanted to go to the Navy, but he told about that to indlcate there
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2ll, He just Indicated that it was a possibility, and sonme of
the things that had hapgened he {hought were curious.
iy lmpression of Wade was tha® he was a very canny, able
prosceutor, that he would do a good job on this Ruby case, .

anG that defense counsel had a man ©o deal with Lthat knew his

Sen. Russell, He hés that repurtation cut fhere as beingv
a very effective prosecutor,
' M, Rankin, I was well impressed with him éhat nway.
Sen. Ruésell; WUnat steps, if any, have vie taken %o dear
up this matter, Mr, Rankin, if'it can be cléared up, %o determine
whether there isanything to this or not?
lir, Rankin., Well, we have discussed -various possibirities,

that is the Chief Justice and myself have, and I want %o Hell

you about them, and I think you will have to instruct us what you

want us {o do.

We thought, first, about aporoaching the Degarément with.a
request that tqé Attorney General inform us és'to the situwation,
not only as tofwhat he weuld say aboub whether Oswald was oxr
was not an undqrcover agent, but also with the supportlng data
that the cpmmiﬁ%ion,could rely upon,‘anq there is some diffiqulty
about doing70ha§,' As the head of the department, the F.B.I.,
of course, ic under the Attorney General, but I think ﬁe nust
frankly recognize amongst ourselves that ’chefe is a daily

_relaﬁibnship there involved in-the handling 6f the problems of the

=~ — - P
——e
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time, the Commission would nave to feel free to make such other
investigation and take testimony . if it found it necessary, in
order ¢o satlsfy the Amerlcan people that thic question of an

é:; undercover agent was out of the plcture.

Rep, Boggs. What other alternatives are “h;re?
Mr, Rankin., Well, the bther'alternative tould be to examine
Hudkins, the reportef, 66 cxamineVSweaié who says now that he --

Mr, Dulles. Where is Hudkins -now, do you lkncw, down in

Me, Raankin, In Houston, yes, I assume.
Mr, Dulles., What paper 1z he with?

Mr, Rankin, The Houston Post.

e Mr, Dulles. That would be the Hobby paper, isn't 1t?
md unstad Rep, Boggs. Mo, I think that is Scripos-Howard,
melo fls '
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he Chaizman. Well, IZece and I hoth azzced that we shonldate

leave this thing in this peesent posture, that we should go ahead

and try to cleax the matter up as kest ve can. We did argue a

lietle about the approach, whether ve should go £fixst to the FBI

and ask thom for an explanation ox whether we should firstc go and

try to see if there is any substance to the claim by intexrega

the noVSHaperman wino cla:z.ms that hé ‘has the kanewledge of the -
I ’ .
situation, or.whother we should fivst go to
wow, Wy d!n _suggestion vas to- Lee 't’xza'i; we f£ind cut first
these peopla as far as we can if there is any sukstaace -:.ori-:
ox vwhether it.is just plain rumor.
e weza ¢old that Sweattisays he got his informaticn f._v:cm

'

one fellow, Alexander claims he got it from Sweatt, and somebody

alse claims he got - it from the newspager man.

- oo

thought that if it verg necessary wg corld get thes

: 31007

th

thzee people in one xoom at the sawe. time, and

ind cout "if any-

rody claims ox has claimed in the past o have had actual kagsy-

oo

iledge of it, and if thoey don’t claim to have ik, we w

e
=
2

C
=
=
e

ocut why they spread the rumor.

Tt may ke that Houston will, or vwhatever

h
would claim privilege. I£ he did, I thought that afier we tried

) : ).

‘.

0

S 1L £ P e v

o got him o see that it was in the intexest of his ccuntry to

‘tate the facts that we might go to the publisher of his paper .
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these facts are not true, oad they are inconsistont with what

would be the way of operation of

How I den't kiow, whatever you &gzec o would Le all zight
(o with me. ZLee thought that if he went dorn and asked those raople

to come up here and testify that they might use the fact that we

had asked them to testify as the springboazd for an awticle yhich
h 7
P

vould blow this thiag' cut into the public domain, and that wve
might do a disservice in that way.

But I am not 50 gure of that. I rather dislike going o the
PRY and just ask them to establish to us that a zumpé: can't ke

Cerve umtil we have at least looked into it.

Sen. Russell. There are two reasons for-that, ir. Chairman.

£ Cne weuld ke if you went down there in the fizst iunstanca e the
TRI and got @ gtatement and wkea you stare vursuing it vou would

lock likc ycu azc impeaching.
| = is my point.
Rep. VBcggsr. zacely.
Sen. Russell., I think the best way to handle it veuld ba
©o txry to exhaust it at ';;Eze. cchcr hand befoxe you go to ghe FBI,
That weuld ke my Jjudgment.
Rep. Boggs. Wéll, i:hé point you make is the thing thai
Q has heen rumiing through my mind all through this discuss_ion. Iz
you get a statement froﬁ respensible officials in that agenc.'»y
aad then you say, "Well, ve are not going to take this sﬁauetmn"c

on face valug, we are going to go hehind it", ¢his could kecome a
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hoen cn the payrell forx f£ive veaxs.
Sen. Coozmexr. ¥Tom.
Mr. BDulles, 2But it is out in the domoin, it
public dowain. .

Sens Cooper, If£ you knciz,

exanine thom, of ccuzse the FBI
Mr. Raakin. They alzcady

will Tnew that

144

iz in the
necple up aand
iy,

Scn. Cooner. That "hése people \came un?
¥, Rankin, Ves. ‘
Rep. Begge. You wean the other people?
Mr. Rankin. Yos, that is wight. I had thought that thé
probekilities are that when we get these people uunder cath that
they will say that they have heazd this rumor, that someone told
thenm Lut they can’t rerember o, and that is 2bout as far es we
gb with it.
I just _donft think that they ave going to come cut and say
they Eabzica:teo". this, if it is a fabwication. It is too Soricus
£or that. A

Tou

cic

have got to do evezything on earth to cs

abl

vay or the other. And without doing that, why evezvihing

concerned, including everzyore of us is doing a very grave dis-
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this pxoof to the co trary, then the situzticn chances a littla
¥ ¢

taay

bit, It v 1_7c. appear to him that you ave trying to imfcach his

In the cther way, it ceems to me wWe are just telliikg him that

it was brought to us and we cught to inguize into it.

Mxz. MeClos _z. Do we have a statement from Mz. Hoover that:

this man was not an agent? Was thai communic ated in the reccoxd?

The Chairman. I
Sen. Russcll., I know there was a -lotter, T den't kaow who

T

t was vritten

0, a very shozxt loitex.
The Chairman. It was in one of theze letiers vwe zesponded

to last week, it was in that letter --

Rep.'Deggs. I think that wes a ietter that hzd to do with
a reouest dircctad to us on whaz. dng'rcc of cocgexation we s‘zj.oula
give the defense ccur:scl in the Ruby triai, isalt that =i ghi?

v, Rankin. Yes.

The Cha.L—nL.n. That ig right. It was .cne of ¢
theze we;.fc thrae of them. I was in ocne oF ‘i:hcsé letters, and
X '~er'en'§:c‘~ in ke letter of counsel for Ruby, it was also stated.
that that accusation had keen wade but that in their cpinicz{ it
n:s pucéposterous, and I wondered why at the 'Ci;x:é that the dafensé

councel foxr Ruby would put such a statement in the lef

It secmed as though it were drugc"d in by the heirs.

Rep. Boggs. Delzberately_.

1
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view of all the rumors and statements that have booa made not

-~
0

only here buib abroad, I think to ask the Bresideni's bhrother, the

thig, it wewldalt have an

decd Pxesident, to

I3
)

It would have no substance in his purpese hut scme crasvy neonle
= - ! - o

¢ FEici k> A C0 @ perscnal

veuld translote it from his official pesition

position. It may sound far fetched but he would he im

a person that scomething was weong. You cantt overxlook any impli-

-

v, McCloy. I think that weuld perhaps e an clement in

the thirg, but it still wouldn't diveszt me from asking this man
; 2 )

ty it ig

who happens to ke the Attoznoy General vhese swora du
to enforce justice, %o ask him just vhat is within his knowledge

- in zegaxd to such a zericus thing as this. It is awvkrazd affaiz.

uit as you said the cther day, truth is cur only clicnt.

w2

Rep. Beggs. Tes.

Mr., McCloy. I think we may have tomake this firzst siep, .o
that the SQna-toi speaks. about, but I don'i think chat we could .
reccgnize that az-"zy door is closed to us, unless the Presidant

.

closes it to us, end in the scaxch far the truth.
Mr. Rankin. I was asking the duesticn and talking with the

Chief Justice, and say we ran this out with Fudiins aand these .o"es

pécplc, and fcund that they said:they would not give us the sowce

2 v T
T - 7
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arplening

Lncw. How do vou dispzove &

you disprove it,

I oy,

.
al
fatetod

I never knew how ©o
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questicns gbout scmething —-

Ginsprove i,

vhom vou had no record whatscoever?

neant, and nobedy outside of the agency would knoy and you could

was one of your men.
v, Dulles,

enplovec,

Ch ,ves, he was not an agant.

the agent and somebedy else cculd say it meant

a specific case, that felloy Powexs

He was an
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States comes €0 ¥ ou and siuws, "Till vou tell ma, v Dullegoe
- Sriadt ) - P

States ouyching, ves, I am under his control. He ig iy
wouldn!t necessarily tell anybeody else, unless the Prosidemi

ey

¥z, MeCloy. vYou wouldnlt tell the Secretary of Dafeonse?

o ~ Y

could get the RPregident to direct anybedy working for the govern-

ment to answer this guesition. If we have %6 we would et that

stances, I think . Hoover would say certainly ho didn?;

Hr. McCloy. Mr, Hoover didnlt have anything to do with him
but his agent. | Did you directly or indirectly employ him. .
Mz, Dulles. But if he says ho, I Ididn®t have anythin
do with it, %¥ou can’t prove wvhat the faci
external evidences. AI would kelieve Mr. Hoover. Some Taople
might not. I denlt think there is any esxternal .evidence cthar

than the pexson’s woxd that he did or did not employ a pazticulal
5 ¥ ac

man as a secret agent. -No matter what.
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is when yeur are, I don't oy vhethor too much of this should

o on the reeoxd az fax as the Soviet is concerned. If von want

moncy ard give them a roceint. But that deesn’t by any wmeans ovezn-

Sen. Russell., Is that whenr vou would vant to blacmail him?

My, Dulles. That is corzect. Klaus Fuchs, take Higs with-

the zug, they wanted to have some evidence, he couldn’t run away.

then, he was. cought, he was trapped.

Sen. Coccpor. I was reading some place that

it has keen said
in the Sovict papers that this man was in the cmploy of the r3I.

He. Rankin., ¥es, the Information Service has given us

Lt nent
o oo

Sen. Ccoper. The fact thet thase cfficials have come here.
give us Scomethiag official in the way that we did not have bo-

Zord, I would

¥Mr. Rankin. Allen, how would you feoel sbout it, if yeu

vere head of the- CIA unow, =ad the same cliim was made and
Cormission was worried abcut the claim being believed by ;:he
pudblic, and they would ask you, would you viant the comission o
come to ya directly?

Mr, Bulles. O©Oh, yes, certaialy T wouid.

Mr. Rapkin. Or would you want u3 o go cut and exanine




Sen. Russell. There ig ne men in «ho e=n Loy of the rFederal
Govezmment wip stands higher in tize opinicn of the &merican neople |
than J. Zdgar Hoover. ‘

Hr. Bulles. That iz zight.

Petied

Sen. Russcll., OF course, we can get an affidavit £rom Mz,
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to Eudkins or whoaver it is, there still would e tho

doubting Thomases vho would helieve this man was an FRI agaat

wozrd.

Personaliy, I would beliave J. Ddgax Ecc.vez, I have a grean

deal of confidencs in him. »
¥z, Bulles. I do, %oo.

Sen. Russell, But the cther people —- I would believe, a
simple statement as Holy t'f:;i-t, this ope statement without being
under oéth, but you can?t try cases that v.-:a:,-*; ard you can’i base
the conuusicz_is of this Commission on that kind of matcrial,

Sen. Cooper. I would like to have vour idea kout what I -
suggested, .

Mr, McCloy. V State it again.

Sen. Coopezr. We khcw these people have teaen here, so this

.. v, o,

spaculation or yumor is just scme 0fFicial, we will noe say

approval, but they donlt disapprove it.

¥r. McCloy. They have cognizance of it.




G0
vere doing it and why we wexze deing ik,
Sen. Ceeper. That iz what I think.
M, McCloy. In.other words, vou would communicate with fhae
hazd of the agency, whether it e the Agteorney Genexal oz L.:‘
Hoovaxr ox Johm McCone, wiicever it might be, at the same tire you '

veuld be taking a lock

at Hudkins.

Sen. Ccoper. Yes.
Fr. ¥MoCloy.  The souraas.
Sen. Cooper I think if there was cuspicion we cught

<o

cleaxr it up.
Bz, Dulles. They are on actice on it and they have not

denied it. These axe not official denials here but the
letter ras. T

McCloy. They axe not on notice of these last 4
Rents i1 the Commission, the last informaltion,

Sen. Cooger. They probably have notice that these
have been here, and 'Elxerefoxe suspect already that we az
into it kecause knowing exactly vhat we are doing.

Mz, McCloy. Have you talked +o Catzenbadh, X.e_e?

Mz, Rankin. Mo.

Ir. McCloy. Wili s has indicated thait Katzenbach

will he cwkaxrassed.

3

3

. Ranizin.

[

g

sreatly cwbavrassed,
Mz. McCloy. Greatly eabarrzas sed.

If what?

Sen. Russell.
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approach -

Betveon my

We must go into thiz thing fxom both euds,

i€ we come into a cul de sac vhy we are there bui we can report :
Ccl <.

1o -:.:hé-t is the way it would apgeal to me.
vhiere geople ca:
I am willing ‘L:;a approach it in that mapner.

Me. Dulles. I agree with that, Mr. Chaizmen.
cut, I don't think theye is ncces. arily a questicn of prChity.
It mighte lbok s0 to the country. It iz k., Hoovew

the Fair Play for Cuba Comnittee and £o try L0 ponotral

N

any way he could. The zeason I don’t

was so0 incomgecent that he was not the kind of felley that Hoover

veuld hire, £ this fellow was hived, I wouldn’t discredit this
mght ke a normal thing to do but he was so stupid, HNoover didnlt

a stupid fellcw but -~or him to want o Feretrate
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“ell bim about the sictuacica and that we would iilke to oo ahead
and find ouvt what we cculd about thase -—-
By, FMceCloy. Eudkins? scuzcees.

¥Me, Rankin. Then if he react
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yeou that it coulér?t he®, or something 1il
vhat about that kind of an apprcacn?
The C}_"zai man. Well, Zee, I wou cm’ t he in favor of golang

world like co do thig". I cthink

.

o any 2gency an
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we cught o kncw what vwie ave going to do, and do it, and take
cux chances cne way oxr the cther.

I donit believe we chould apolegize or maeke it lock that

2.

s are in any way reticent about meking any investigation that

.

cesses o the Commission. )

But on the other hard, T don’t want o ke unfrieadly ox

unfaizr to him.

’.

:he most fair thing to do would be

Ny own judgment was that

o

to txy to ! Find cut if Lhi... is factor fiction.
#r., Rankin. What I was fearful of was the mere process will

cause him to thiulk, in light of these people keing hexe and all;

=

an.ﬂ the meectings of the Commission, that we are really investi-
gating him.
- The Chairman. IL you tell him we axe going down thexe ‘Eo
éo it, we arc investigating him, aren’t wa?
Hr, Rankin. I think it is irhezent.

The Chairman. If we are investigatineg him, we are investigating

= ==
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iting the police.

The Chaizman. They did tell us that.

Sen. Ceoper. May T ask a question?

Hx. Dulles. Do ve knoy wio these ¢wo people arze? It might

‘ Sen. Cooper. Now this nan Eudkins published an apiticle in

Jamuary. But if he were brought before us arnd put under oath
and testificd then he could publish vhatever he wanted o, about

his testiwony.

#ir. Rapkin, That is correct.

Sen. Cooper. &nd be zelieved in some Uav from ..I Possibility
of linel.

Mz, Rewnkin. Well, he would ceztainly he free to tell

he had testified to himself. If he lied about it here, T don’t

:
i
!‘Xa
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5
[=e
o
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stimony befoze this Comuigsion would protcec him
egainst his own lie.

Sen, Cooper. No, that would ‘iﬁe Berjuzy.

The Crhairman. He can write the saxe thing ncw wi'::h vhatever

ifying, I woulid think.

privilage he would have afiexr test

M. I-Ecclo'_;z. x wonde;: viether -- this bhrings up to my nind
again, the dasirabil‘ty of ocur "calking to the chief investigator -
of the FBI. We here, we don!t know whethez soraencdv checked up
on Hosty again or whether he didn’t. Why don’t we get him in

and just calls with him., I don't know whether we want to examine
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of zcfezence we have to ¢9

v

M. Rapkin. That is cre very difficuli azea. Then you
have gome cleaxr proof of scme hind of a Ceben conncction chexra,

fereace in regavd ¢o the testimony of wha

e

s L

is. ¥ou zun into clear preof that his brother had scoe kind of .

a Cubanr connectlon,

Iiv, MeCloy. ZRubyls brcother?
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Mv, Rankin., Yes, in De

ve I donlt see

v}

vhen we try to get at letail of what it is,

how you can pass on these questions without really hncwing about

those things as £ar as it is possible to Xhéw, bLeczuse it night

just blossen cut and give you the answer to a gocd many things

The Chaizman. Well, Lee, as I understasd ycur appzoach
weuld be this: You would go to My, Hcover and say, “How, Mr.

Hoover, as you kancy, there aze rumors that rexsist in and arcund
Dallas and it is gatiting into the national press, to the cffack
‘that Oswald was an underccover FBI agenit. The rumor has gone to

the extent of stating the date on which he was employed, the

aumber under which he was employed, and the amcunt of meney that

he received for his sexvices, and that continued vp until the

time of the assassination.

"New we aze going o have ©o try to run that rumor down to
g g

Fi %rguu\asn;-gE
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-nstad flg Rep. Boggs. What abou! the point that Scrator Russell makes.,
melo
Assuming that you had these people who are involved here, thakt
you had not talked. to them, and you get a statement from the.

Justice Department, or from Mr, Hoover, or from whoever it may be

1

which is categoric in its denial. Uhere doss %hat viace us
where you decide %o go talk to these other people?

Mr. Rankin, Well, I'ha&d In mind golng %to Mr. Hoover and

asking him as {the Chief Juétice sald, for more than>his expression

of the truth or falslty of it, Asking him for what he Kknous

his organization bresumably, what can he do to help us in regard

Yo the proof of the facts in regard to this particular matier.
How, 1% is like the questions you &asked, Cpngressman,>of

My, Dulles, and.if you would ask, I am sure fr, Hoover kaows

many of those, he may not know about particular individuals,

Jjust liike ﬁr._Dulles'wouldn't, but he knows who to ask, and

fing a button and say, for the record how could we establish this?

I never had Ehat kind of a. problem vhen i was with the Department

of Justice. But‘I aﬁ sure within the I'.B,I. ¥, Hoover kaous

1

where to £ind out who was hired on any particular date and the
basls of it, and I thought if it was my situation, and I was being
reflected on that I.had had somebedy like this under ny emnploy
I would like to be approached, first, and I wouldn't feel that
it was a_reflection on me, or at least I would feel the reflection

was already involved in these kinds of articles and claims, and

I would rather you would come to me than %o go to Someone else and
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3 Me, Rankin., And we hav: those.
M, Dulles. You have those reports?

Fr, Rankin, But we don't have any assurance that those are

)

onily reports, you see.

Mr, Rankin. Therecculd be a report for this purpose and
there could be more reporﬁé and all that kind of thing,
Mr. Dulles., You should ask him tﬁat,if there are reports,
ﬁr. Rankin, He had a feporﬁ from, in October, from Mes, Payné
and- frem Maripa® Gswald, if you remember, but he didn't'go directly
to Oswald himself. That 1s a curlous factor in itself, that he
made no apprecach -- .
M Sen. Russell. That has always been a qﬁéérvthing to me
before this rumor came up, I couldn't understand why they went
to Mrs. Payne and Mrs. Oswald, but didn't go to hinm.
lr, Rankln, That ié correct. _WG have the August conversation
when.he'reﬁurned to this country and the first time they
apprecached him, Marlna Oswald, +he wife, said that the two P.B.I.
¢ T .
agents talked to him forvtwo~hours, and when he ?eturned to ﬁhe
heuse from talking to him out in the car or out in the yard he
vwas very much disturbed -- that is her expression of i%, '
Kt) We don't have any report that would cover énythingilike
a two hour conversation, |

It is a relatively short report,

Now, what occupied the rest of the time -- well, it could have

?ﬁ_ﬁm kil i 5
: w = —
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attactk the F.B.I., and we don't want to be in the positicn of
attactkzing the F.B.I,

R2p., Boggs. O course not,

Sen, Russell, I don't propose to attack che ﬁ.B.I. unless
there is some startling revelation that they have evaded thelr
responsibiligy.

Me. McCloy. I think the F,B.I. is an agency which has
the securlty of this country, and a very imporiant agaﬁcy, as. has
this Commission.

Rep; Boggs. What we‘have to do is tell our counsel ﬁhat
%o do. .

The Chairman, Yes, ’ ‘ -

What do the rest of you think of theepproach of ¥r, Rankin,
the way we have just laid it out here in The last few ménutes?'

Mr, Dulles., Doesn't that combine your idea, %oo, IMr, Chairman?
It seems:to'me it 1s a marriage of the two.

The Chairman., It 1s just a question-of whether you hava the
cart or the horse first, We disagreed a l1ittle on which apprroach
to take, but if you think his appréach is reasocnable, is a
reasqnable approach to it, 1t is perfectly all right with me., I
would be glad tovgo along with it,

Mr.AMc01oy. I think it 1s fundamentally the same as yours.
It may be a little -- 1t is almost'a*cpllateralapproach.

The Chalrman, Yes, there isn't any great 4difference.

‘Sen, Russell., Do you propose to let ir, Huover send out sone
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upon getting the conversaticns as they took place,

Sen. Russell, Do you have any convacts with any United
States digtrict attorneys in Texas in whom you have confidence?
Is any one of them that you think yoﬁ coﬁld get tb interview this
man?

Mo, Rankin, Well, I had in mind'fhat the Commlssion shcould
go directly with somebmemﬁer of’ itsstaff to inter?iew him and
interview each of these people, but.aé we prcceed with that I
thought we wcould have Mr, Hoover understand we were dolng that
and that he recognized that we had %o do it and that was --

Sen. Russell, I have no objection tq that.

0f course I think he is going to offer {o.lnterview them,

if he hasn't already done it. h

Mr, Rankin: I think the Commission needs to have its oun
record on that, and I tThink it might be very desirable to have
them here under oath for the Commission to see them and be present
when they give ftheir stéﬁyg

This is, in my opinion, cne of the major'points that is
constantly raised to try %o explsin this situation., If we can
put it to rest in any way, it is of major-importance.

PN

Sen., Coober. That is fhe point I have fel%, we.have %o
interview theée people, But I éhought,.also, that you have to let
the F.B.I. know thét you are inte?viewing them because all the
other, the great bulk of the teétimony we have got we have

received from them.
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9 to do with hearilag in chambers on some pancrs they uanted Trom

the defense, and then after that was over he went oub into
the corridor and then.down totie pressrocm and he said they were
all talking about it then,he said all the nress uwere, it 1s a matier
off common kanouwledge among the press, this ruwmor, and he just
shrugged the whole thing off, and Carr was sitting here where
the Senator is and he didn't object to anything ﬁLat Alexander
said, although .1t varied radically from what he told.you a day'
or so bhefore.

Sen., Russell. Well, lMe, Chairman, I was not primarily .
responsilble for Mr, Rankin's employment by this Commission but
he is our counsel and if that is the way he wants tédo it, 1
will make a motlon that he proceed as he thinks is best in respect
to this matteg.

The Cnairman., Is there a second?

Mer, McCloy. I %think that is all right,.

(0]
.

Mr. Dulles. Along the lines he discussed her
The Cﬁairman. Those in favor say aye.
{Chorus of aye)
The Chairman. Contrary, no.
(No response)
The Chairman, Unanimously adopted.
i : Mr, Rankin. We were going to outline our aporcach to %the
ldeas about the whole proceduré of the staff in trying to develop

this material for you. But in light of the %time, I do not know




11

ZSP-HEERST 104
the article about the President coming to Texas was in the paper
on that day before he went to Megico Clty asvfar as we can
detérmine,

Now, we have difficulty deternminling the exact time that
he went to Mexlco City, because the exit record on the border
is such %that it.extehds:from the period 8 in the morning until
7 at night, and he was sﬂbwn %o have passed through but thé
exact time 1s not shown by the materials we have jet.

Hoviever, we do have a recofd that he was éupposed to have gone
one way by car and one way by bus, and they havent gotten the
exact time on the bus for us, and they haven't got the story
of what -- who he went with in the car,

. So that it is important to keep in mind in connection with
that the fact that he could have lnown that the'Pre_sident was
probably coming to Dallas, because we think that, and we have
checked this out somewhdt, that if the Presldent was going %o
Dallas on what was a political trip, and this was é political
as distinct from a governmental,

Mr, lMcCloy. ¥You sald Texas, not Dallas.

M. Rankin, Presumably, he would'not go to Heuston or
San Antonlo without going to the DallasAarea. That 1% has been
in the nature of polltics that Presidents in golng to Texas
make it a point to try %o get to the middle area as well as the
Houston area 1f they are going to go there on political trips,

So we believe that 1t 1s reasonable to assume that the moment

o i M ﬁﬁ— =
C] &/ Eaea W
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IMr, Dulles. If hewas waking 2 speech in the evening would he

have gone there, I rather thought not Trom scmething 1 x
(=} (=) o

probably would go to a blg banqueticom in a hotel, Thi

be worth looking into.

My, Rankin, That might be difficult, we didn't canvass it

except for the luncheon, as I recall ke was going on dou:

soon as theplans were announced to anotner locality,
Mr, Dulles, As soon as the plans were announced,

vere fixed, But at this stage I don't thinlk they could

the plans -

tell whether

it would e luncheon or dinner, whatever it would be, midday.

Mr, .Rankin., That is right,

So it is possible he could have made as. nart of his plans

from the time he left to go fo lkxico City to %ry to lo
in this bullding and go ahead with the assassination. .

2

tha

ne

o

Now, that would assume that it is possible

cate

talked %o

people about such plans, and had collaborators concerning them

in Mexico Clty. We do not have enough information abou

% that

to know what happened there except we do have information that

he tried to get a visa at the Cuban Embassy, and he tried

a visa at the Sovlet Embassy, and we know the hotel he

and we have a very limited report from the hotel keeper

to get

stayed ab,

about

most of it to the effect that they lmew nothing about him, didn't

even know that he came or went, although there were sev

en days

betheen the time he went douwn on the 266h, and the third when he

came back.
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inforpation themselves rathar than having the Commission supply
the infommc.tion 1t has reccived from any of the agencies to these

the C.I.A, and other people that we will need help from.

Sen, Russell. IMr, Rankin, have you given any thoughts to the

fact that Oswald was not familiar with Dallas. He had this road
map to go argqnd to inguire for jobs and yét you are assuming that
he kncw all_about these rqytes and everything else;theh he
posted himself up there to shoot the President, if he did in fact-
shoot him, and of course the evidence seems to be overﬁhelminé
that he did. That has caused me to believe that he had to have
someone somewhere to advise him about that.

v, Rankin; Well, that Nation article'is very interesting,
Senator, in regard to your question, because;—;

Sen, Russell, I haven't read that article, but that occurred
to me at the ouéset. Everybody saild he:posfed himself there.
and got this employment and all, but he was not familiar with
Dallas. Apparently he hadn't lived there --

Mr, McCloy. It was bublished in the Dallas papef with an
arrow showing what the direct line was to be two days before
the President came, I mean the Dallas paper had & diagranm showigg
him coming doun the street-and going --

Sen. Russell. But helns already been in MNexico City before
that, some tlme before that,

Mr, McCloy. Ycs, ihat is %rue.

Mr. Rankin. This article sets out in some detail there a

i %ééé%é%é%é%ﬁﬁ§§=“”
= = ol o
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he had taken hls gun on thebus, and then buried if

u o W@ ¢ i3 Taaws d

story, her story, and that is three hours difference, and fthere
isn't anything to&plain that long period of ¢ime, and when he

got home he was very much disfurbed and excitved, and at that point
he turned on the radio later to find cut what happcned, and

e tcld her>that he had shot at General Walker, Eec didn‘t jaylei)
yet whether he had been kllled or'not.' In fact, he seened to be
thinklng that he might hdﬁe, and he later %told her that a lot of
people thought that 1h order to do anything lilke that ihey had to

nave a getaway car, an autowmobile or something like that, md he

Just used a bus, that was the most effective way, and aprarently

i
“
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ot
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ardhad it shot, burled The gun again, and from the revoris that
we have an@ the nens accounts 1t looks 1iké‘if Yalkzer had not
backed'away from the desk at éhe time he did he migh{ nave gotten
him,

Sen, Russell., The article I read Walker fortultously meved
Jjust as the shot, otherwise it would have hit him in the nead.

lir, Rankin. He apparently turned out the light thesn so
thera waé not an oppoftunity for another one.

She, on the other hand, threatened him if he ever did --
she asked him why he would do that, and he said he was such a
terrible person because hé was the head of the Faszists in this
country and she saild if he ever did that again she vwas going tec

report 1t to the police, and that was her explanation for the

reason she kept thls memorandum that she put away in the coolthook,




19

/'_i—ﬂa!\-—r,—! 192

vent to,apparently, a bull fight and Jai alai and other things
dowin there, according to his little notebooi, and it is difficult
to believe that he could be gone that long from her and come
vack and she would_ncver ask him where he had been, and if he
gave her this bracelet which she never says that she ever
receiVed, but we are going to have %o ask her about all of that,
how she could have not known something that was going on about
that. ' ' -

In addition to that, there is this Spanish dictionar&,
and the books about Spanish where he was trying to learn Spanish,
although he had kncwn some Spanlsh before he went to Russia,
and we are trying to»run that down to find out what he studiedA
at the Monterey School of the Army in the ﬁa& of languages
because she used %o make fun of him, according to some of their
ﬁussian friends, about his pronounciation of Spanish wprds,
and he was very clumsy at it,_and vas embarrassed by her making
Jjokes about éhat. .

The 6hairmah. Howbwould she know that, tﬁat he was mispro-
nouncing Spanish words? She couldn't spealc Spanish. She couldn't
even speak English, she spoke Russilan. How would she know that
I wonder,

Mr. Rankin, There is no explanation of’hef friends saying,
and it is possible she got that from her other Russian friends,
but there is no indication that they were ' Spanish-spealking

so far as anything we have,

R N
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the bullet went, the path of 1%, and, which is, we have %o o)
&

into considerable items and try to find out hou they could recon-
struct that when theyAfirst said that theycouldn't even feel
the path beyond the part of a finger,

£nd ghen how it could become elevated; cven so it raised rather‘
than coming oué at a sharp angle that it entered, all of that,
ve have to go.into, too, and we are asking for help from the
ballistic experts on'that;

tle ﬁill have to probabl& get help from the doctors about iz,
and finﬁ out, we have asked for the original notes of the sutopsy
on fhat question, %oo,

Now, the bullet fragments are now, part of them arc now,
Wilth tﬁe Atomic Energy Comnission, who are %fying o determine
by a new method, a procéss that they have, of whebher they can
relate thém to various guns and the differcni parss, the fragments,
whether %they are a paft of one of the bullets that was broken and
came out in part through the neck, and just what particular assembly;
of bullet'ﬁhéy were part of,

They have had it for the_better part of two and a-half weeks
and we ought to get an answer,

So the basic problem, what kind of a wound it is in the front
of” the neck 1s of greaf importance to the investigation,.

e bélieve it must be related in some way to the three sheets

from the rear,

Sen, Cooper._ You mean in the bacik?

Eentiong I et Rl
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23 to ©ind then.
te think that The wound in the neck has %o be related
to one of these others, but the problem ig difficult to determine

because we have a statement from the hospital that the pbullet

B)

that was more whole than the other was found on the stretcher
which tThey brought the President in %©to the hospital on, and
then we have other testimony léter that goes back over-the same
ground in which the person in charge of the siretcher and
the attendant said that thisbullet was found urder the blanket
on the stretcher Governor Connally was on, and it is a
complete --

Sen. Russell, I thought it was found on the stretcher of
the Presildent. , ,.‘
(T\ Me, Rankin, That waé the first story. And that ig what we
have to deal with, a story of that kind to “ry Yo reconcile
it with people who actually handled the stretcher that G.vernor
Connally was on and picked the bullet from under the blankeb.

Now, that evldence is qulie superior to the othef nian s,
but we have to check 1t ocut some more to determiné_thdt.

Sen, Russell. This iép't going to besomething that would
ruil you starik mad, mt. . » ol

Mr, Rankln., I don'% know what we will run into, but --

Let me ask you about it because I have necver seen.anyéhing

about it, Whaiwer happencé witﬁ that fellow who boughtthe.front

page ad and called thé Prégident a Communist?
Toam e
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to go inte som2 gxtent and I wanted o got the Conmissgion!s in-
stzuetions akout this, into the atmosphere, thisz hate material that
was very common in that azea in many regawmds. It was in +ho news—

~

738 in circulaxs of varicus kinds, it was in lotrens co

(=
<

papors,
the editor in tha newspapezr. It was a2lso involved in cormons From

the pulpit in some of these, in at least one of ¢he leadiag chur-

&

and it way well be that it was a contributiag Ffaceor id not just

S was suggasted by some as €ar as the exireme right is concerned

4]

]

buc also in sitizring up various elements of the community who were

erpressing thamselves in very exireme forms sgainsi anyocd

! in

=
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power fvom the -Prasident on.down from time o time.

And it may very well he --

Sén. Russell. Wno printed this now?

ﬁz. Raﬁkin. Well, the 1Qwspa§ers had some of it, the pam-
phlets were commonly circulated there, anéd I presume voun ara

familiar with some of the ®. L. Huat’s Financing of varioug—-

San. Rugsell. Yes, we get that about every twowszeks, I doa‘t

read it but I get it.
Mr. Rankin. And all kinds of things coming £rom out there in
substantial amounts and it apparently was not only axacerbatcing

the community in a number -of ways, nct only of the oxtreme reignt

and the extreme laft but also the eloments of tha people more

——
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Sen. Russcll. He preduced a cazd saying -~— he hod one or

two carde with his name,

Sen. Cooper. He had iz printéd and setw up an office.

Rep. Boggs. That was a fictitious nawme that he usdd.

Sen. Ceoper. I have cne suggestion aboui what we have been :
télkihg about, I would thiak if we £ind out who put tLese adveriise-
ments in the pager aad all that is vary iﬁportant. The othez can |
come in as it is developed, but I think we micght talk akout this

hate cloment too much boeausae, I will £ell you why, because people

2

will begin to get ithe idea as scme have alweady expressed of going

avay Crom evidence and trying to build up some situation which

ig apart from the evidenca.
" Mz, Raakin. Ves.
Reé. Bogss. I thinlk tﬁese faciors sucu as thatc adé,.and
these ciéculazs should certaip;y ke looked into.
Mz. Rankin. Then in the pericd that they lived in Russia .

therae ara manifold problems about tha fact that the way he livaed,

the additiocnal income he received under the name of the Red Cross,

you will remezmber, the question of when that income terminated.
cghe said he had never been to Leningrad. Be said he had, she vent

to Knhaxkov, and there is no explanation of any communications

(0]
e

betweon ¢he two of them during that pericd of time, Thav s a

period when they were thera that sha indicated she was fearful of

her mozriaga, and whether it was -- it may not ke maintained, there

is no explanatcion of that in anything she has given in any of her
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Sen. Russell. You mann waile ¢hoy were in Russia?

Iz, Rankin. Vas, I wean not only Cswald but this uncle, oo,

and it would appear ¢hat he was much moze than just a person of
the Intaerior government like she had ssid.from what wa have hean

able to gat from the CIA and others about it.
JThen the fact she was allowed to leave the country the way

tely ezplained by haz tes tinony, her state-
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ments or anything.

'Why they did it so relatively promptly when that is a very
difficult operation with most people, and what hae did in Hoscow
when he want chere; aad yas Lhebe for bhatter éhan a month, and was
thoze, and tPQTG’s no explanation of'wnéﬁ he did theze.

Mr, Dulles. The bheginning of his tzi§)'ycu mean?

M. Raakin., Yes,

ﬁr. Dulles, When he tried to commit suicide?

M=, Rankin. Yas, And'theﬁ this period that he belongaed to
thé gug'?éiﬁb, éﬁd there is 0o explan&tion by haer of that or what
.ha @id in that. He might have had all kinds of treining during thai
pariod, that is antiral iy ungxplained.

Tha face that they went to, when they came back, they want

to :Amsterdan and were therae for, I think, it was two days kefoza
i :

they went to Rottaxdam to take a boat, and it is uncxplained why
they hapgpaned to go thera and stay, and got 2 placu to live, soma
little apaccmont, and what thay wezé eoing in the incerim, that

entiza paricd is just full of pos“;bili ies feor training, for
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fr. Dulles. I she has any chance to tell the Russion eubassy,

I don't kaow wagtha
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ox not, sha wight afiocr this

ntezview, she might ask, got in touch in some way with the

{=-

usgian ambassy, thoy would be very anxious to get in touch with

2]

nev, I guess the guwd is such that they couldn‘f do that.

lc. Rankin. ¥ell, the Sacret Sexvice has been wich her
constantly and all. I don’t know how much longer after wo would
take her testimony you woﬁld vant that to continud,. V

Sen. Russell. ~ What interpzetez'ﬁave you arranged to have?

Mr. Rankin. e have asked tha State Department to furnish
one aad thay have said they woulid do so. 2nd we also'aze going to
have a man fxom the Scéret Sezvice_h@re who has beea talking o
haz and transia“ed evekyéhing so ﬁe.coula-he;éuze about ahything
' che said Qe woul&nﬁt have to rely on just oné pexrgon. .

Sen. Ruééell. éhere~is é fellow hore named Reuben Eirém wh6
is ona 0F the best thet I ever saw. *
Mr. Rankin. Is he with the State Depariment?
Sen. Ruésell. bo you know him; Mz; Dulleg?
Mz. Dulles. I don’t think I do.
The Chairman; Senator, is he with the State Deparitment?

Sen. Russzell. ijo, sir.

Mz, MeCloy. There is another fellow named Akelovsky who is

a star.He may ke over in Geneva, It is awfully important that you

get a biliagual man.
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Paine's, andit is a vory curious situation. She is a merbar of the

Friende Scoicty, and thev are separated, aad he iz a memcr of an

was teaching Russian in a school there vhere she lived, and sha
said that she was very wuch interostod in having {larina scay with

Mz, Dullcs, Painc“é'fathcr was a wemser of the Trotshkyite
Society_of, I <hinl, 11 memhois.
' Mrf Rankin. ¥es, sir, and thero was no indicaticn -
Sen. Russoll. Wﬁose fachez?
Mr. Dulles. Paine's fathex, the man®s father. And the grand-

mother is around and she iz guitc an cxeracrdinary charceter,

I vndexstand, ¥rs. Young, chao might have a cocd idez on this

family. -

- Mo, Rankin. She has said that che di@n't ever receive any-
diing fzom them féi food orAioaging or anyching, and appacently thét,:
is true from ﬁzs. Oswaid, Zrom what sho says, and shae has had just

€o lecazn waat she could aboui Russian,
San, Ruésell. Osvald saidvthe same.thing along that line,
I zead sometching along ghe lina. A
. Mr. Rankin. She sccmed o be fond of Oswald’s 1itt1e girl
June, théy wrote a nuwbar pf letters in which she wrote back and
wanted to send ker lova to‘tho litelo girl. She weat down to New

orleans and brought Mazina back.

Sen. Russell. Is she living alone in this place?
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Sen. Rugsell. Protiy aecar all of thew aze sharpshootex

The Chairman. Thank you, Senator, for cowing.
Zge, you prokably coulén't got into the Rubv affair anyway co-

night, could you?

-

%, Rankin. There ig a tremendous kulk of material on ir.
Rep. Boggs., Could you give us just a quick syncpsis of it?-.
- B, Rankin. Azparently Ruby was born in Chicago, and afiex

some years he wemt to the West Cos st, Los aAngeles, and then he

cane kack to Chicago, and he changad his neme, and chen he went o

1=
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and then he carz back from Dallas o Chicage, aad thon ha

o

- L

goas back to Dalls, that is a brief history aheut what he did.

kinds of conncztions with the uador-
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EHe has appareantly

world, and he had a number of peity arrasts, dut the convicticns

‘Were very unimporiani. Thera wercen’i any == I can’t even rememkar

¥r. Dulles. Eeo nevor got o jail, did he?
ir. Rankin. Mo, he paid a small fine on one oz two. Thara are
stozios abouit his heing a homosexual, and those donlt pan out as

far a¢ any zreal proof, kut it seems to La very curzent, Thezrg are

also all kinds of storis about his girls and scriptoass giris and
{ P

that they~-= ha gpent time with tham all the time, awd here aza
sore sitories that he is a bisexval,

There isn’t any questicn but what he.plannad to go dewn to

Cuhé, and he did, and the story was that it was in regard +©¢o azma-
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ever run acress that, and e was h the baek of the room, and then

they had the screen where they lined up Gzwald and several others
g could be zocognized and the reporie:

for the lineups, to see if they
s

saild thaey couldn’t take, a decent pictura throagh the screean,

wouldn’t they take Ozwald %o tho side avay frem tha ssrepn 30

cawe up, and he said, “"011 0, Henry," and scemcd Lo know Wade about

and then thay took Cswald out, and ook him dowa the cozri=-
dor, and then Ruby went out, and Wade talked to tho pTEss for two

or three mincies, and then 23 ho was going cut, went out, started
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down the co;rldor, Pubu c¢a

offices of the pOchO, and said that tho TV station wanted o taik

to hinm on'tha_»elcvhone.
Apparently.he had called the TV staticn and told them than

Wade was Chc_u, and they said call him <o the teleghone and we w;ll:
get an intezview with him,

‘ So, appareatly that is another thing that Wade thought was
partiqularly impoztant, you will ba interested im it frem tha stand;
goiné,of premeditated action om him pare, because this was —-— :
this ia-a day and. a half beforchand, ard he was choxe, and shcfcd

e

ime, but around -- but Wade doosnlt

D
o

10 avanSLuy at all at tha

.' - -2, .9, ., - 0 -, - {3
Iow wne thor ha had his gun that day or ncié, but he had a considor-
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15 : Rep. Boggs. It is a vory £ine presentation.
Iz, McCloy. Febzrueary Sth I go out of the country for a week.

YMr. Rankin. Would you have €irg tomorzow?

)

v, Bullics. yes.

lMr, Rankin. About the meating with the CIA and the F3I and

the State Dppariment, would you have ¢ime tomorrew iFf I can set

D

that meeting up

The Chairman. ¥es, I will &o it.
All xight, gentlemen, thank you. - : B .

The meeting is adjourned.
(Whereugon, at 5:50 ofclock p.m., the President’s Commission

adjournad subject to eall of the Chaiz.)
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