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November 3”0, 1966 f

Honorable Ramsey Clark
QOffice of the Attorney General
Department of Justice
Washington, D. C.

Dear Ramsey:

Could you have the FBI talk to her please?

Sincerely,

“\
™,
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N
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Joseph F. Dolan
Ad_ministrative Assistant
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- Desx Mr. Henson: o .

- President Jolmsom has asked me to thank you for your
thoughtful lettexr of November 22, 1966, recommending that
he direct the Warren Commission reconstituted to consider
the critics' cbjections and to issue a lemental re-

supp
POTt as a "rebuttal.” The President appreciates having

' Your letter states that the group on whose behalf you
wrote has confidence in the Warren Commigsion findings, al-
though you know many people who have serious doubts.

Ve,
too, believe that the evidence amply supports the basic
conclusions of the Commission. It is

_ parts of the same body of
widm:am;n:cmhythemm.

The President {s grateful for the good wishes which

you expressed for his recovery and for your words of
support and encouragement. °
. - | S‘Lwerclyyou:,

(x>0 AND MALLRD
CUMAL™ ATONB BB
<M 10 1967 8 Frank M. Wozencraft

o Assistant At Gemeral

Office of Legal Counsel



-

TnE WHITE HOUSE OFFICk

REFERRAL

To: Acting Attorney General

Date: November 25, 1966

ACTION REQUESTED

_ Drait reply for:
President’s signcature.
Undersigned’s signature.

Memorandum for use as enclosure to
reply.

—m Direct reply.
Furnish information copy.

___ X Suitable acknowledgment or other
appropriate handling.
_ X Furnish copy of reply. if any.

For your information.

For comment.

NOTE

Prompt action is essential.

If more than 48 hours’ delay is encountered,

please telephone the undersigned immediately,
Code 1450.

Basic correspondence should be returned when
draft reply, memorandum, or comment is re-
quested.

Description:

— X Letter:

To: The President
From:
Date:
Subject:

Telegqram; Other:

November 22, 1966

jections

Burt Henson, State Assemblyman, California

/2T =)/

Urges reconstitution of the Warren Commission to consider the crztxcs ob-

By directiop of the Presxdent NOY 2 PR ®
it MY
} / 1 T -

)
e

\
")

)}
]
)
< gy

Clifford L. Alemég;pgf,,uswL SOUNSEL .

Deputy Special Counsel
to the President

(Department or Agency copy)



v . s -~ . - \
STATE CAPITOL \ : : TOMMITTEES s
SACRAMENTO 14

WAYS AND MEANS

- ,A sembly

e

Calitoruis Legislatur

lg)

BURT M. HENSON

MEMBIR OF THE ASSEMBLY. THIRTY.SEVENTH DISTRICT
VENTURA COUNTY

ViCE CHAIRMAN
ASSEMBLY COCMMITTEELZ ON WAYS AND MEANS

November 22,1966

The Honorable Lyndon B. Johnson
President of the United States
White House

Washington, D.C.,

Dear Mr., President:

I am writing in behall of a small group of local democrats
who meet periodically to dlscuss public affairs.

First of all, we hope that your operations have Dbeen
successful and that you will soon recover fully.

Secondly, we appreclate your recent travel to the far east.
You probably hear only complaints about Viet Nam. But we know
you 1nherited this situation from two previous administrations and
we applaud the firm and decisive action you have taken in that area.

Thirdly, we regret the publicity gilven critics of the Jarren
Commission report on the Kennedy assassination., We have confidence
in the Yarren Commission findings but we know many people who have
serious doubts. ‘e recommend thau you direct the Warren Commission
reconstituted to consider the eritics! objections and to issue 2.

Supplemental report as a "rebuttal™ with maximum graphic and
“Television coverage. - - Bt

SRR iy

e i

Iastly, we think you are a great President and we support you

and we thank you for your courageous action in many difficult
situations.

Sincerely,

2urt Henson
State Assemblyman
Bi/vw
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- Mr. Simms

Mrs. Copelan‘d'_v' o o

I hm beeu asked to reply to ynur letter request-
lng information as to whether title te Warren Commigsion -
Exhibit NRo. 2466 was vested’ in the Un:l.t.ed Statea pursu-
_ant to Pubuc Law 89-318.

. =

'Ii:le to thc i.tems described in Comission Exhibit

‘m. 2466 has been vested in the United States. For

- your further information, I am enclosing a copy of the
- Faderal Register of November 1, 1966, which contains a

- eopy of the Acting Attorney General's determination

putmnt to Pnblic Law 89-318 (page 13968, et seq.).

-

Yaurs truly .

S oA

e S - Frank ;!;'Wozencraft ,
Lo Aggistant Attormey Gemeral
AR LR ~ Office of Legal Counsel

. > : N .n
- .. PO e -
e 8 n o .

o |CommuntcaT Ve o !
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United States Lerartment of Justice
“ashington, D. C, 20530

attn: Mr, Fred M. Vinson, Jr.
Assistant Attorney Ceneral
Crirminal Division

Dear Mr, Vinson:

In reference to your letter of May 19, 1966 advising me that I would be
advised on the final decision in regard to the Ccmmission's ZIxhibit #2.66
and pursuant to Public Law 89-318. As I understood your Lletter, this
would be done on or vefore MNecvember L, 190, ‘

Since I have not been advised as of this datz and do not have access to
the Federal Register, I would arprreciate teing aavised promptly on the
disvosition of those items under my jurisdiction as listed in Exhibit

#2106 as aprearing on pages ©39 and ol0 in volume 25 of the Commission's
Tterort,

Yours truly,

o it

Robert L, Oswald ”’

RI0/sc

registered air mail
return receipt requested

MOV 2 . 1586 e T
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, ' AR . Mr, Simms

Q.P"" _ Mrs, Copeland
| - 20530 ‘
R NOV 16 865
Mx, Walter T. Skallerup, Jr. ‘ | | \\.0
Deputy Assistant Secrastary of Y

Defense Security FPolicy
Department of Defense
Washington, D.C. 20301

Dear Mr, Skallerup:

This is in reply to ths latter from your office
dealing with ocur use of the term "classified defense in-
formation" in describing certain meterisl relating to the
Warren Commission investigation that is still being with-
held from public inspection.

N
~
o S

ot ez =

The use of that term in responding to ingquiries from
private citizens concerning the aveilability of the unpub-
lished records of the Warren Commission was not intended to
suggest that all of the classsified informatioa relating to
the Commission's investigation, which has not been daclassi-
fied and released to the public, is information that was
classified within the Department of Defense. Rether, those
words were used in describing the withheld classified docu-
ments becsuse the vords "defense information™ sre the pre-
cise words used in Executive Order No. 10501 of November 3,
1953, to describe the sole class of informetion that 1s
subject to classification under that Executive Order. It
was feltr that the use of the exact terminology of the
Exescutive Order would tend to minimize claims that the
withheld documents are improperly classified.

D -

A

T

However, in the future we will refer to such infore
mation as "classified security information” rather than
"olsssified defense information" in an effort to svoid
having the classification of such material attributed to
) ' * 4MPTD AND AT

$incerel ,commmcsmczrs SL
NOV 16 1966 RR™.

[

Frank M. Wozemcraft
Assistant Attorney GCeneral
Office of Legal Counsel



OFFICE OF
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL

October 21, 1966

MEMORANDUM FOR

Ramsey Clark
Acting Attorney General

Re: Assassination of President Kennedy

It would seem that we might want to be a
little more cooperative than this, although we would

run the risk of setting precedent for other inquiries.

T ATTOMNEY GENIRAL
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Senator Robert B. Kennedy
New Senate Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Kennedy:

It 1s 1ittle wonder that crime grows daily on our streets
when our system of justice allows Jack Ruby to kill a man
in front of millions and face, if convicted, a mere three
year prison term. Our courts are fast becoming a mockery.

I am deeply concerned and would appreciate your comments.

Very truly yours,

va T

Att,



>

"Fred M, Vinson, Jr, Assistant Attorney General

o JIPN

.

Us 85, Department of Justice
Constitition Avenue & 10th Street, 4.V,

Yashington, Dy, 20530

Desar Mr, Vinsan, Jr,l

The State of Texas, having no Jurisdictlon over Smith Lat;‘p
gress of the United States, whioch Act was "knowin
violated by "destroying by force® and "violemce" the_exmoutive

of the Unitsd States, Hovember 22, 1963, by Lee Harvey Oswald,

sacka the Jjurisdiction to try Jack Ruby,

Feiil 1

ernmen

Bepartment of Justice JCT {31083
Mushiington 20530

September 3 0, 1968

- W — /¢

Attorney General Katzenbach has asked me to reply to your
lettar of Septamber 19, 1966,

With the exception of certain specified instances, such
as where the act is committed on Federal property, the crime of
murder has been traditionally reserved to the jurisdiction of the
several states. The Tenth Amendment to the Constitution places
within the scope of state authority all matters not specifically
delegated to the Federal government. At the time of the assassin-
ation of President Kennedy and subsequent killing of Oswald, then,
such acts amounted to violations of the law of the State of Texas
gince no Federal statute prns~ribed them when committed under those
circumstances. o

It is my hope that tne apove uiscussiun proves
rformative. Your interest in writing to the Attorney General

is appreciated. ‘__I—?T?—""" { / -

Sincerely,

MW} f* :

FRED M, VINSON, Jr.

Res Proscribed Federal Statute Exis§,

asged

and

I

2 .

C P

oo SEC.

Assistant Attorney General SAERTRBYIN i

'
!
4

i
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Mr. Joe H. Tonahill
Tonahill Building
Jasper, Texas 75951

Dear Mr. Tonshill:

- 'The President has asked me to thank you for
- sending a copy of Judge McDonald's concurring optnion
_fn the Jack Ruby case. :

" You must have been very gratified by the court
taking special note of your contribution and stating that
you “exemplified the highest standards of the legal

-~ profession”. : , , |

Simly ol

Assistant Attorney General

P

" Chrono
Mr, Abell
Mr, Vinson

INSevry o T T
COMAMUNIOA Iy S,

0CT 15 196§ 2.
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_dE WHITE HOUSE OFFI_E

REFERRAL

To: The Attorney General Date: October 8, 1966

ACTION REQUESTED

. Drait reply for:
President’s signature.
Undersigned’'s signature.

NOTE
Memorandum for use as enclosure to
reply. Prompt action is essemtial.
If more than 48 hours’ delay is encountered,
———— Direct reply. please telephone the undersigned immediately,
Furnish information copy. Code 1450.
X __ Suitable acknowledgment or other
appropriate handling. Basic correspondence should be returned when
Furnish copy of reply, if any. draft reply, memorandum, or comment is re-
cquested.

For your information.

For comment.

REMARKS

Description:
— Letter:
To: The President
From: Joe H. Tonahill, Tonahill Building, Jasper, Texas 75951
Date: Pmd 10/5/66
Subject: Copy of Concurring Opinion -- Court of Criminal Appeals of Texas, Jack
Ruby, Appellant, No. 37,900 -- by Judge McDonald; commends Mr. Tonahill's
conduct during court proceedings.

Telegram; Other: Document

By direction of the President:

i
N

FUP T oV

Paul M. Popple
Assistant to the President

g

(Copy to remain with correspondence)
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"COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS OF TEXAS

JACK RUBENSTEIN, alias
JACK RUBY, APPELLANT

NO. 37,900 VS. - - - - APPEAL FROM DALLAS COUNTY

" THE STATE OF TEXAS, APPELLEE

CONCURRIN G OPINION

Il agree with the result reached by Presiding Judge Morrison in his
opinion reversing this case, However, I desire to elaborate more fully on
the error of the trial court in refusing to grant the motion for change of venue,
I shall recite in detail some pertinent facts in the case pertaining to the venue
guestion.

The trial of this cause started February 10, 1964, with a change of
venue proceeding. It culminated the following March 14, 1964, with thé death
penalty verdict. The hearing on venue and subsequent proceedings took place
in the same building to which Lee Harvey Oswald was being moved at the
time he was shot. This same Ruby trial building is situated approximately
one hundred yards from where Lee Harvey Oswald assassinated President
Kennedy two days previously.

It is apparent from the record that President Kennedy's assassination
occurred at a site on a Dallas Street so close to the Ruby trial courthouse
that it could be seen daily by the jurors. At the time of this trial this
location was being visited by the public who were placing wreaths at the
historic spot out of respect to President Kennedy. Traffic was even then
becoming jammed in the area by spectators,

Dallas was being blamed directly and indirectly for President Kennedy's
assassination and for allowing the shooting of Oswald by Ruby. The feeling
and thought had been generated trnat Dallas County's deprivation of prosecuting
Oswald could find atonement iz ..¢ prosecution of Ruby, The writer feels it
fair toc assume that the citizenr's of Dzallas consciously and subconscicusly
felt Dallas was on trial and the Zzllas inmm . ve wis uppermeost in their minds

to such an extent that Ruby could not be tricc tocre fairly wnile the state,

[

nation and world judged Dallas Zor the trz ;c November events



Ruby, 2.

The press had a field day with stories stating directly, indirectly,
by hints and innuendoes that a Communist conspiracy existed between Oswald

and Ruby. Ruby was referred to as a ''tough guy.' a '"Chicago mobster, "

a strip-joint owner. Anti-Semitism against Ruby was sparked by pretrial

publicity that Ruby's name had been changed from Rubenstein to Ruby.
The st.rong local prejudice against Kuby was reflected in the refusal
of the County -operated Parkland Hospital to permit Ruby to undergo neuro-

logical testing for the purpose of determining his organic brain condition for

trial purposes.

The trial judge retained the services of a prominent public relations
counselor to handle the courtroom seating, the press, the trial publicity,
and public relations in advance of the venue hearing and for the entire

trial. Some 300 members of the news media occupied most of the seats in

the courtroom.

The fact of the shooting of Oswald had been seen on television many,
many times on that fateful day, November 24, 1963, in the Dallas County

area, by countless thousands of citizens. This alone precluded Ruby from

receiving a fair and impartial trial by a Dallas County jury. A fair and

impartial trial is the rightful boast of western civilization.
Against such a background of unusual and extraordinary invasions of
the expected neutral mental processes of a citizenry from which a jury is
to be chosen, the Dallas County climate was one of such strong feeling
that it was not humanly possible to give Ruby a fair and impartial trial

which is the hallmark of American due process of law.

The late, eminent Mr. Justice Frankfurter stated in his concurrence,

in Irving v. Dowd, 366 U. 5. 717, 729, 730: "* * 3 rudimentary
conditions for determining guilt are inevitably wanting if
the jury which is to sit in judgment on a fellow human being
comes to its task with its mind ineradicably poisoned against
him. How can fallible men and women reach a disinterested
verdict based exclusively on what they heard in court when,
before they entered the jury box, their minds were saturated
by press and radio for months preceding by matter designed
to establish the guilt of the accused? A conviction so se-
cured obviously constitutes a denial of due process of law
in its most rudimentary conception. '




Ruby, 3.

Ten of Jack Ruby's trial jurors witnessed the shooting of Oswald
on television. .They were challenged for cause under Article 616, V.A.C.C.P.,
which prohibits a witness serving as a juror. Such challenges for cause
were summarily dismissed and disposed by the trial judge with dispatch,

Other than the testimony on voir dire of jurors Shields and Malone,
we shall pretermit detailing the voir dire examination of the jurors.

Juror Shields witnessed the shooting on television. She was objected
to as being a witness to the offense as well as the others who saw it on
television. The trial court refused to grant Ruby an additional peremptory
challenge so that he could remove her as a juror. Ruby moved the Court
to swear Juror Shields as a witness and the Court refused.

Juror Malone was a witness to the shooting on television and was ob-
jected to as being disqualified under Article 616, V.A. C.C.P. She knew
that from what she had witnessed on television that Oswald was shot in
the Dallas Police Station November 24th and subsequently died as a result

of being shot with a pistol. It was the most extraordinary thing she had

ever witnessed.

Nothing could remove her fixed knowledge of Oswald's being shot in
the Dallas Police Station. The only thing she did not know about the case
as a fact was who fired the gun. All other issues pertaining to the shooting
of Oswald were firmly and permanently fixed in her mind. She subsequently
learned from television that it was Ruby who shot Oswald.

The trial judge seated her as a juror over the protest of Ruby's
counsel who insisted upon being given additional peremptory challenges
in order that she might be challenged as an objectionable juror.

The crux of Juror Malone's disqualification as a juror is explicitly
reflected in the following excerpt during her voir dire examination:

Q: "But you do say that from what you have seen and read, it

is firmly fixed in your mind that this extraordinary shooting
you witnessed was to the effect that Oswald was shot that
Sunday morning, in the police station, and the only thing
you don't have fixed in your mind is who did it. Is that

right?"

A: "That's right. "



Ruby, 4.
Mr. Tonahill: '""May it please the Court, we exercise and in-
' voke Article 616, Code of Criminal Procedure,
and ask that the lady be excused for cause."
The Court: ""Overrule your challenge. "
Mr. Tonahill: '"Exception."
Article 616, V.A.C.C.P. (6) commands and requires that witnesses

to the charged offense cannot serve as jurors. The Supreme Court of

the United States in Rideau v. Louisiana, 373 U. S. 723, has held that

such objectionable jurors as Shields and Malone were, in effect, wit-
nesses to the offense. Further, that Court has held that even non-wit
nesses who have been saturated with prejudicial news releases and rumors,
and who hold a state of mind as objectionakle jurors Shields and Malone

possessed were not qualified as fair and impartial jurors, Irvin v. Dowd,

supra.

There can be no difference to the competency of a witness who has
heard via telephone or radio, or saw a matter through a mirror or field
glasses, and a witness who has viewed a matter on television. A2 con-
trary holding would undermine the sound principles underlying the uti-
lization of a scientific amplification and reproduction of sensory events,
and thus unduly hamper the work and function of the triers of fact. In
short, the television viewer meets the established criterion of personal

observation required for a witness' competency. Estes v. Texas, supra.

The State operated from this inevitable and certain principle when it
introduced the television film of the shooting of Oswald before the jury
as direct evidence of the shooting.

The trial court could not, consistent with the due process, assume
that the objectionable jurors Shields and Malone were endowed with a
sense of detachment, so clear in introspective perception of their own
mental processes that they could possibly exclude even the unconscicus
influence of their preconceptions as to all the established facts except
identity of Ruby. Their mental processes were engendered by a pervasive

pretrial publicity which denied Ruby his guarantee of a fair trial by a



Ruby, 5.
panel of "impartial, indifferent' jurors; because, ''the failure to award
an accused a fair hearing violates even the minimal standards of due

process." Irvin v. Dowd, supra, at 722.

Against this background of crystalized opinions of the existence
of the material issues with which the State was burdened to prove, Jack
Ruby was forced to trial under the most adverse, unusual and extraordin-
ary circumstances that this member of this Court has yet had occasion
to consider.

It is stated in Estes v. Texas, supra:

"A defendant on trial for a specific crime is entitled to

his day in court, not in a stadium, or a city or nationwide

arena. The heightened public clamor resulting from radio

and television will inevitably result in prejudice. Trial

by television is, therefore, foreign to our system."

It was established below on the hearing for change of venue, the
jury voir dire, and the quick verdict that the firmly established legal
principles of law in this state and nation cried out for a change of venue
of this case, which would guarantee Ruby the fair and unprejudiced trial
which he failed to receive, At the same time, such transfer would cast

no reflection, indictment against, or a challenge to the honesty, integrity

or inability of the Dallas citizenry to give such. Rogers v. State, 236

S. W. 2d 141.

In the brief of the Friends of the Court, and during his oral argu-
ment at the Bar before this Court when he appeared under the designation
of this Court as '"Friend of the Court, ! trial counsel Tonahill ably urged
and pointed out this basic principle of our jurisprudence which this Court
has consistently followed.

The principles compelling a change of venue have been enunciated

by this Court many times. Streight v. State, 138 S. W. 742; Coffman v.

State, 136 S. W.779;, Williams v. State, 283 S. W. 2d 239; also see: Cor-

tez v. State, 69 S. W. 537 and Manley v, State, 137 5. W, 1137.

The general rule that a change of venue lies within the sound dis -

cretion of the trial judge has to give way when an unfair jury is forced



Ruby, 6.
on one cha.rged with crime.

It is to ke noted that all twelve of Ruby's jury entertained some
conception of his guilt, one way or the other. The people of Dallas County
had been exposed repeatedly and in great depth to the actual shooting of

Oswald on television re-runs. In a similar case, Rideau v. Louisiana,

supra, the Supreme Court of the United States did not bother to look to the
transcript of the voir dire in reaching its determination as to prejudice:

% sk x We do not hesitate to hold, without pausing to examine

a particularized transcript of the voir dire examination of

the members of the jury, the due process of law in this case

required a trial before a jury drawn from a community of people

who had not seen and heard Rideau's televised interview, 3 s 3 !

373 U. 8. 723, 727.

This Court has been furnished with many outstanding briefs and
many oral arguments were made ty a battery of very able lawyers on both
sides. This writer has teen especially impressed with the conduct of
Honorable Joe Tonahill. Through much stress and strain, misunderstand-
ing among client and appellant's relatives, he has exemplified the highest
'standards of the legal profession, remained true to his duty, and done an

outstanding job in briefing and presenting this case before this Court.

I concur in the reversal of this cause.

McDonald, Judge

(Delivered October 5, 1966.)
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UNITED STATES GOVERN “NT DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Memorandum
TO :  TFiles paTE: October 7, 1966

FROM : W. David Slawson 740&&7
Office of Legal Counsel

SUBJECT: Warren Commission

Burke Marshall asked Harold Reis whether the Commission
had actually considered Kennedy's clothes and the photographs
and x-rays in connection with the autopsy. Harold asked me
to find out. I called Norman Redlich and he said this was all
dealt with in Dr. Hume's testimony and he agreed with me that
so far as he knew the Commission had not seen either photos or

qrﬁﬂ X-rays.

The relevant testimony is in Volume II, pages 347 et seq.
References to x-rays and photos are:

when taken 349

i:;<u//) are of value 350
/

/ photos not available for purposes of making
- exhibits 350

disposition of both 372
possible use of photos by doctors 352, 369

use of x-rays by doctors 353 (2 references),
355, 361, 364, 372

Commission itself not see either 371-72

(See also the autopsy reports at 542-43 and
545 of the Report volume+) Jé2,57:'45m.___-
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On page 365 the doctor testified that the front shirt
rip indicated an exiting bullet. On page 366 he testified

why the shirt and jacket holes were lower than the body
holes.

The relevant statute, P.L. 89-318, 79 Stat. 1185, reads
in part:

"It is hereby declared that the national interest
requires that the United States acquire . . .
certain items of evidence, to be designated b
the Attorney General pursuant to Section 2 of
this Act, which were considered by the President's
Commission . . . and requires that those items be
preserved by the United States."

I would therefore tell Marshall that neither photos nor
x-rays were seen by the Commission or its immediate staff,
but that the x-rays were an integral part of the doctor's
autopsy, i.e., a tool, and the photos, although not a tool,
are taken as a matter of course in all autopsies of persons
suspected to have died violent deaths and serve as a record
of the autopsy, especially a record of appearances that are
destroyed by the autopsy itself.

As to the clothes: the jacket, shirt and necktie, all
containing bullet holes, were seen by the Commission and
given Commission exhibit numbers. The other clothes were
given FBI exhibit numbers but not seen by the Commission,
because of a staff determination that they were not relevant
to anything (except possibly by reason of the fact that they
did not contain bullet holes). A number of other FBI numbered
exhibits were similarly winnowed out by staff review of the
items in the FBI's possession.
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The foilowing editorial from the Montreal STAR, criticizing conclusions
raised by Mark Lane's book, '"Rush to Judgment,'" may be of vaiue to the

Agency in countering criticisms directed at the findings of the Warren

Commission. The editorial, 'Who Killed Kennedy,'' appeared in the STAR

on September 10, 1966. The text follows:

"Books about the murder of Lincoln still appear more than a century after
his spectacular death at the hands of Booth. It is hardly surprising,
therefore, that the first rush of books on the murder of Kennedy should
now become available. These are taking the form of hostile critiques

of the Warren Report. One of them, Mark Lane's '"Rush to Judgment"
declares bluntly that the Warren Commission 'covered itself with shame.’

'""Nobody would claim that the commissioners have the last word on the
assassination, but they were all men of such established reputation and
integrity that it 1is all but impossible to say that their behavior was
shameful. Prima facie, therefore, Mr. Lane's thesis is improbable, that
thesis being that the shots that killed Kennedy were not fired from the
book depository and not by Oswald. They were, he believes, fired from a
'grassy knoll' nearer the railway overpass by a person or persons unknown.

"His charge against Chief Justice Warren and his colleagues is that they

swallowed whole the reports from the FBI and the Dallas police, that they
made no serious effort to follow up other leads, that they wanted to wrap
the whole business up as quickly as possible with the dead Lee Oswald as

the fall guy who couldan't talk back.

"Why should they do this? Mr. Lane does not explain except that the
political establishment of the United States felt it would leave a sense
of unease, disquiet and instability unless a murderer was quickly found,
and the whole thing swept under the rug. A

"™™Mr. Lane's analysis of the conflicting testimony of eye-witnesses is the
bulk of his book. This is standard procedure for any defence lawyer and

everybody knows how easy it is to do. It is the job of a judge and jury

to appraise this mass of conflicting evidence and—ceme—t6—some—common

sense conclusion about it.

DERRRTH S U LT
"The fault of Mr. Lane's conclusion is that it does not make sense, and his
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book would have been stronger if he had nct applied to the later murder of the
policeman, Tippit, the same analytic technique which he presents with so careful
a selection and omission of his facts that the procedure becomes absurd. Mr.
Lane says there is no proof that Oswald shot Tippit although any jury wouid
undoubtedly have found him guilty.

'"Mr. Lane's book has bew described by cne reviewer as the first-class job of
a defence lawyer with a weak case. That's about the size of it. There may be
a case against the “hr*eﬁ Report. If Mr. Lane had it, he spoiled it.

"But Mr. Lane's extravagance is fully matched by the book's introduction written
by Hugh Trevoi-Roper, Oxford's regius prcfessor of history. Mr. Trevor-Roper
plunged into an attack against the Warren Report when it was published. He got
such a thumping from his university colleague, John Sparrow, of All Souls
College (who went a long way to proving that Trevor-Roper had written his
article before he had read the report), that one would imagine he would now be
more careful. Not a bit of it. He appears to find in Jack Ruby, the wretched,
squalid little man who murdered Oswald, the key to the mystery:

""'Ruby's movements and contacts,' he writes, 'before the assassination, like
those of Oswald, were unexplored. Today Ruby is the only man who might still,
at first hand, reveal the truth.’

"That beats all."”

= —%/”f:*f |
|_Fo SRR
~EETrett Parker :

Country Public Affairs Officer
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DATE
suBJECT: Rebuttal to Two Books Critical of Warren Commissio
Findings
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7
AC/{’“ - Two British publishers will bring out bocks within the week which a ;
1ON
N critical of the Warren Comm;ssm'l findings in. the assassination of
/ H C“Z’/ President Kennedy. The books are Mark Lane's "Rush to Judgment''
/ ' published by The Bodley Head and Edward Jay Epstein's 'Inquest'
TNFO. published by the Viking Press. Publication dates are September 22
//;C' for the Lane book and September 27 for Epstein’s.
7
//'¥— When the post first learned that the books were to be published here

(f //.\ (See FM 17, dated August 17, 1966), steps were taken to mitigate their
/ impact. Among these steps was an approach by the Cultural Attache,

/r l’/ _ Dr. Edward D. Myers, to Professor Arthur L. Goodhart suggesting
/. ,_7/, .'»'that he might be interested in preparing reviews rebutting the cri_tir:isms
[ A1 contained in the books. Professor Goodhart was selected hecause he
/C7 (_..  is one of Britain's most respected legal authorities, having been, before
16 < ~ his retirement, Professor of Law and Master of Unlver51ty College
-~ Oxford. Professor Goodhart is 2 member of the U. K. - U. S. Educa-
'/:ZS ‘tional Commission and, before going to Oxicrd, was -Professor of Law

at Cambridge, Yale and Harvard Universities. - ‘

~ Professor Goodhart agreed to undertake the project, His review of |
the two books will appear this Sunday, September 25, in the Sunday
Telegraph. Copies of his review, in his cwn handwn ing, are enclosed.

7 — It is hoped that the review, appearing in one of England's leading papers
\7 /’,}T't:' almost simultanecusly with the two books, will have some effect in
Z—. - preventing an uncritical acceptance of their adverse ”evidence. "
Jus 0 \%
VR4S u,\/ &N S
. ‘orman P. Scott el 7
L’é, » Acting Public Affairs Officer .
i 2 r/
Enclosures (as stated) -5 copies _ ; IDI:/PAHT(/’/*NT {r{/mo i
oo : _
' \3‘ N :{ "= : - 'L;,"Vi. 3
\c\\“ ?\ e 27 DEC 5 1966 T
P. Scott:db UNCLASSIFIED o .
99 AFTED BY CLASSIFICATION ; i i
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THOMAS H. KUCHEL
CALIFORNIA

nited Diates Denake
September 21, 1966
SCIIVED
0CT 171953
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I feel the special commission which investigated
circunstances surrounding the lawentable assassination of
former President Xennedy, headed vy Chief Justice Wwarren,
was a dedicated bedy, determined to pursue its difficult
assignment with objectivity and earnestness, and performed
a valuzble public service.

The members were outstanding, knowledgeable,
conscientious American citizens, including several of the
nost widely-respected Membters of Congress, and I am con-
fident they were aware constantly of the lmmortance of
thelr task. They are the type of individuals wno by habit
are rainsitaking end thorough.

I a2m in no position, on the other hand, to judze
the competence or qualificaticns of various lesser-known
authers of the several critical comrentaries which have
aprezrsd lately casting douot on the validity of the so-
called warren Commissions conclusions.

SO ____Sincerely yours, e
) !
N 3 “ 3 !'.: -~
S oL/
G N N SN

THOMAS H. XUCHEL
United States Senator
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 October 12, 1988

" President Johnson has broughf. to my attention your
letter and enclosure of September 23, 1966 suggesting that
clarification be made of the findings of the Cammission on the
Assasaination of President Kemnedy in light of the theories put
foarth in several recently published works.

Those individuals who poaseéaed information pertinent
to tha events in Dallas were allowed ampls opportunity to present

- gam® to the Coomission while it remained in session. At the

present time, Ianmmofnoplamtoreopentheinquiry of the
Warren Gomisaim. 4 _

Iom' mteru& and concern :ln Iriting to the Presgident
are appuciatcd. R .

-

Sinearely,

, FRED M. VINSON, Jr.
B Assistant Attorney General
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COMMITTEE ON CHET HOLIFIELD Dlsnjyi' orricr;
GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS ! 19TH DISTRICT. CALIFORNIA pARQLS W LA,
CHAIRMAN: SUBCOMMITTER

FLORZNCE M. ODEMAR
ON MILITARY OPERATIONS

Congress of the Ynitzd States " e, caronn

PHONES: RAYMOND 3-656t

OXroro 2-2242
2 A ’
JOINT COMMITTEE ON 3.%01152 ol ;\eptzsent&tlbss - WASHINGTON OFFICK:
ATOMIC ENERGY DOROYHY DUNN MORRISON,
3 - ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT
CHARMAN Washingten, D.C, 20515 LILIAN M. PHILLIPS
2452 RAYBUAN HOUSE OrFFICE BUILDING
PHONE: 223-3978
September 12, 1966
- 7
! )
‘ }IC y\v: 'E.fﬁ _‘;h:-!‘ T
. A
R ' ' Yo e
Dear Friends: . YTy
e e T it"’j“.‘"‘,ﬁ".'
Thank you for your recent AL
communication urging action for the reviewing
of the Warren Commission Report. '
I have complete faith in the
thoroughness and accuracy of the Warren Commission's
Report. No evidence supports the notion that any
group or person other than Oswzld was directly in-
volved in the assassination.
Sipcerely yours,
7 - « -
7

'L/ %/\/ bl oot
CHET HCLIFIELD

CH:1Inm

Dc’ar%rt.em{i , ‘ .
You are evc»dlw.cj the i1s¢ve, Fiher Kﬂdwny /\//
oy J/H‘J%A tqnérance . AK(( O'If J/lﬁ‘%wolﬁnofawge (s TL/‘-Z ),arql(r 7é OVErCom & s
7Azr[£:r'e wé W‘ge JA;:L 7ou 'avq\“/ \/ovrs‘e'/“tﬁ o'\c 1;,7[:;rma‘/lbh /'2/4'71/;(5 ‘/o"-/&
oml)'ﬁlw‘?[/éj AV\.J ‘."‘C-""ﬁf’t/ﬂ[(éf In '//\_z Warren {:’«‘MM'I<90.»): Wefgr‘.",

: \U:*Hu rasavsé ‘A) \/u'u(‘ et Sw iy -/d don fare‘/m\, { ,»CZ "(’ITL-
wiéi'}ﬂgw,whe%hcr Oswald was widy ot the assarmﬂém} ot ot Th, “;/z
beliove, shold be 9571@6/(.(44‘!_/?54(/7,
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&lbhlfaf?ruidmt.!ohsazlvishtothankmfor

’;‘1"your latt.ar dated August 3, 1966 concerning allegations made by
. Mre Mark lLane. anlwmappraciatosthshalpfnlintoreatof
v__~mmmmmmunummmm. 7

Atthepreaeattim,Imawmotnaphna toreopen

| Vﬂn-inquiry of the Warren Comiission. You may be interestsd to
- lnow, however, that Mr. lLane appsared a3 a witness before the

Ccamission an two different occasions and thus had ample opportunity
to disclose to appropxriats ofﬁcids any and al]. information which

hnhadinhiapoaaesaicn. _

- - Your conﬁ.damo in mting to ’dn Praaidant is very
mch appteciated.

- _Sinoargly, :

SRR s " PRED M. vmsou, Jr.
B usistant. Attmy General

, INSP'TD ANV MATLED!
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Septemaber 6, 1966

Attorney General

Department of Justice
Constitution Ave, & 10th St, N.W,
Washingtony D, C. 20330

Dear Sir:

The attached letters referred to the Department by the White House
appear to contain subject matter that should be handled by your
agency, :

It would be appreciated if you would send the White House a copy of
each reply to the Attention of Mr, Prank Matthews, White House Central
Files, Room 68, Executive Office Building, Washington, D, C,

Sincerely yours,

V17

Donald J, Simon
Chief, Records Services Division

Euclosures:

/, English Language ltr to the Pres, dtd Au ' H 7C,
2 Bm age !cr to t!e Pres, dtd 3 H
| s
3. English Language lttar to the pPres, dtd Au

4,

: ce: _42 7,_ J/ / I
: White House Central Files iD: L 2
' ATTENTION: Mr, Frank Matthews

Room 68 51 =oz2 1856

Executive Office Building ; o ’
Washington, D, C, ’ B |
f R B 4d
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Honorable William Proxmire : . : Dep. A.G.

United States Senate o , ' Stephenson
Washington, D. C. 20510 . Copeland [(9/]
Dear Senator Proxmire: l

This is in reply to your request for the comments of
the Department of Justice on a letter to you fromiillllll;%;
versity, calling your attention to an article in The
New York Review of Books and asking that you urge the

United States Senate to recpen the question of President
Kennedy's assassination. The article is entitled, "The

(. Second Oswald: A New The of Kemnedy's Assassination,"
and, in the opinion ofh casts reasonable

/? doubt on the competence of the Uhrren~EEEEI§§IEET‘ ’C

The author~of this article, Iatct published as a book,
and the othar authors who have eriticized the conclusions
of the Warren Commission do not claim to have any signifi-
cant new evidence, 30 far as we are aware. Rather, their
eriticisms and demands for a new inquiry are based upon
different conclusions they have drawn from parts of the
same body of evidence that was examined by the Commission.
The Commission made a thorough inquiry and detailed analysis
of the facts concerning the assassination. The evidence
amply supports the basic conclusions of the Commission. In
these circumstances, we see no basis for a new inquiry.

I hope that the foregoing information may be useful
to you in replying to As requested, his
letter is returned herewith. s

Sincerely,

Frank M. Wozencraft
Assistant Attorney General
e Office of Lezal Counsel
Eq’f”?’“"‘ AID IINILED
Enclosure COXUNICATICONS SEC.
Jan 8 1%67, €
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NO. ) . i HANDLING INDICATOR

TO : Department of State o f;”’ e

FROM : Amlegation BUDAPEST DATE: July 25, 1966

SUBJECT : New Series Articles on Kennedy Assassination

REF

—
Beginning on July 3, Magyar Nemzet, widely-read daily organ of the
Hungarian People's Patriotic Front, began a series of eight articles
entitled "The Open Questions of the Kennedy Assassination," which
questicned the findings in the Warren Commission Report. The series
drew heavily on Fred COOK's two articles in the June 13 and Jume 20
issues of The Nation which appeared, from the Hungarian articles,
to be based largely on the analysis of a film taken by a spectator
named Abraham ZAPRUDER. The bulk of the argument advanced by the
series is not that Lee Harvey OSWALD is not guilty but that his
guilt is shared by a second assassin who fired a second shot follow-
ing the one that initially hit the President. All cight articles
will not be summarized here inasmuch as they are almost direct
translations of the Cook pieces. There follow, however, excerpts
from the introduction to the Magyar Nemzet series and the conelusion:

"More than two years and a half have elapsed since the shots
that killed President Kennedy were fired. Chief Justice
Warren's committee had examined the circumstances of the
assassination for & long time. They published their findings
in many reports, including a recent publication containing
material proofs.

"Nevertheless, the 'crime of the century' has become even more
mysterious. It was to disclose these contradictions and to
raise unanswered questions that Fred COOK, the noted American
news analyst, undertook when he started writing his book.
Fred Cook had acquired world reputation with his former re-

velatory studies on the FBI, the American eqf?@ﬁé Tight wing,/,\‘i
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and the militarization of the power machinery of the U.S.

In his analysis he demonstrated that, contrary to the official
view, President Kennedy was not assassinated by one man.

Fred Cook does not dare make farther reaching statements than
this - he may at best hint at the possibility of a conspiracy

in the background. It is by all means worth while paying
attention to his hypothesis because leading American intellectusls
have just stated in their White Book that the inhumen acis of
American foreign policy can only be explained by the coming into
power of an uninhibited cabal. Can there be a connection between
the Kennedy assassination and the beginning or the more and more
aggressive aggressivity of the Johnson era? Let the reader judge
it on the basis of Fred Cook's study..."

The finsl article, following the eighth drawn from Cook's analysis,
is entitled "The Lessons Taught By a Series of Articles,” includes
the following passage:

"We printed Fred Cock's study on the 'Crime of the Century' in
eight instalments. Judging by the lively interest owr readers
have shown for these articles, we are gratified tc knew that
we did right when we published the series. Astounding facts
are revealed in Fred Cook's analysis ... At the time we read
most attentively the articles on the private investigations
of LANE the lawyer who tried to prove Oswald's innocence and
we acquainted our readers with the ideas of BUCHAINAN and JOESTEN,
but they all supplanted their own hypotheses for the official
one, Fred Cook set out on another road., He does not want to
concoct sensational theories and hypotheses. All he did was to
subject the report of the Warren Commission to a microscopic
analysis, and to point to its glaring contradictions.

"A Ph.D. thesis appeared the cther day in the United States on
the Kennedy assassination. ( This is probably a reference to
"Inquest: The Warren Commission and the Establishment of Truth"
by Edward Jay Epstein -ea,) The autthor says that neither the
influential members of the Werren Commission nor the President
himself wasted energy and time on examining the circupystances
of the assassination... The government did not expect the
Commission to follow up the data that could not be concerted

LIMITED COFFICIAL USE
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with the official explanation... When €hief Justice Warren lef%
President Johnson at the time, there were tears in his eyes.
Were those the tears of gratitude, emotion or of shame that he
had to undertake such an ignominiocus role?"

Needless to say, the Kennedy assassination has never been a forgotten
issue in Hungary and speculation on the''true facts' continue privately
and publicly. This series, however, represents the most acute attack
on the Warren Report in Hungary yet, easy as that was made for Magyar
Wemzet by The Nation., Even as the series was appearing, Valosag, the
monthly organ of the Society for the Dissemination of Scientific Knowledge,
reviewed at length a book published by the Stanford University Press
entitled "The Kennedy Assassination and tine American Public., Social
Commuinication in Crisis,” edited by B.S. GREENBERG and E.B., PARXER,
whick appears to be a statistical analysis of the event, investigating
such matters as what percentage of the American public knew within cne
hour wkat had happened; what percentage considered Oswald a left-winger,
the sole assassin, or aired by someone else; what percentage burst into
tears on hearing the news, or couldn't sleep that night. The reviewer
concludes by saying that the book is a valuable contribution not only
to completing a socioclogicael picture of the tragic events but to con-

temporaxry history as well.
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WVM!.W
thitad States Ssuate

mmyntco
7 and forwarded to 2
on July 23, states she hoard there iz conside

mmmammmucmmxzmmmw
Jack Fuby during his irprisconent. She feels the letiers aay be
nwnmtmmmmmmmmmmyhm‘
historicsl significance,

( Under the Act opproved Novemder 2, 1565 (Publis Law 85-313,
8k Congress) ithe Attorney Gameral hes suthority to determina,
wvithin ore ysar {rom the effective date of the Act, whet iltems of
' evidence considered by the President'’s Comxission on the nasesal-
nation of President Konpedy shall dbe scquired snd preserved by the
United States, and title to ouch items shell vest iz the Dnited
Gtates wpom publication of that determination in the Foderal
Reglster. Fublication listing oll items Lo be acquired zzd pree

7]

;}\J served in conformance with the foregoing Congressional epactuent
will appesr in the Federal Register not later than October, 1966,
but presumablly the letters mextioned by e never U
e itema of evidence considered by the dasion are not covered
LY, by the ensctment. :

v .

"w)"‘ The trial of Jack Ruby took plzce in the courts of the State
. of Texme. One of the basic gquestions 13 that of Ruby’'s insanity.
0l ';\ Pogaibly the lettars might have sous velue to the Stste for the

~ Y ;(‘\( ™ »upose of determining criminal lishility. This, the Stale offi-

- ‘\.\"S'k\ clals vill hsve to decide. There 1s no authority for the Federsl

/\z" Goverzment to conliscate the lettars or to intervene in their dise

Rems/mzim. '

Chrono

Mr. Abell

Mr. Vinson

DAG .
!.r‘v..,



As requegted,

the arigiral latter received from

is retmmed herewith. It 1s & plessure to serve you in thiz matter.

ooy~

Sincerely,

FRED M. VIised, Jr.
Assistant Attorney General

e
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