A“’

. £SSESSIKATION OF TEE PREEIDE._NT

/- concerning the suggestes ehauges n the testimoay.
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. ¥ #h regard to the testimony of Buresu personnel befare the = :

Fresident's Commission, arrangements werc pace for tois testliuony -
tc be odleined anc for same 1o be revievea by the indivicaal who bag
testificd. Foliowing this review #f was takes up witk the steff attorney
who but hundied the tndividus] Questioning of the Bureut representative
before the hearings of the Fresicent's Commission. E §x notec that - °
Alr. Meivic Efsenbery, one of the stafi attorneys, was it New York for
& perioG of time and that testimony of 2 pumber of Burean Laboratory
personaei was turned over to kir, Eowsré F. Wiliens siocg with comments
¥r. © fiiens calied
20¢ adrised with reference: to the sugzested
ckanges i sowe of the testimeay of Bureau represeniatives, the Commissic
hac Bot gone aiong with the Changes in every instence. Ke advised that ia
those fpstances where the changes were mmaterial and wetually affectea - -
the oculcome of the testimouy, due eoneideration was given to the changes -
suggested. Ke stated tx those instantes where the Hlems mentionec were
< & misor natere, they were not changed, . e e
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