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This is the secénd of a series of
recorded  interviews

* s a Schenectady pative who

‘conducted . the interviews -
while working as ab lnvestiga-
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" J. Lee Rankin. He was the
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" interview, he broke

wpre trying
 blamgiRr ¥,

* chiel counse} for the Warren

., Commission, which was estab-

tished by President Lyndon B.
- Johnson 1o find out who assas-

U0 sinated his predecessor, John

F. Keanedy, and why. A for-
" mer solicitor general of the
United States, Rankin was
hand-picked by the Jate Earl
Warren, chief justice of the
U.S. Supreme Court and head
of the Warren Commission, to
direct the government’s inves-
tigation into the circum-

- stances of the crime.
Today, Rankin is an attor-
- pey in New.York City. For
nearly 12 years, and particu-

- larlysince the day the Warren

_ Commission Report was made
public on Sept. 24, 1964, J. Lee
Rankin had refpsed to discuss
with the medikeither the War-
ren Commissicgh Report or the

*John Kennedy assassination.
Recently in & tape-recorded
that per-

- sonal sllepce, and said:
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Baving some spcond thoughts. '(f*"ik e
s;?;s
articles based on recent tape- 3%
with .~
three such fjgures. The writer ,-

3 :
oS Y

oy

sel in 1963,

006074
I;gndg:dnﬂderof o
Oswald by Jack Ruby, on the lems, all of the conflicts and so * °
Federal Bureau of Investiga- forth. It would seem that G
tion. :

~That certain key witness-
- s from Texas were not wor-

it came down'to a question of ;

- 5 . credibility, and there seemed :

253733 lo be very little of . The var., "=

~ fous explanations, for exam~*" - -
ple, of how he (Ruby) got into 3 -

. the police station that morning - -

-+ hy, they were [rightful. -

© 1 you Jook at what people 5

such as (Jesse) Curry (Dallas © - - -
police chief at the time) said, ? - -

T and study B, it's difficult o - -
find anything you can tieto . - - -
“yr.+~  andrelyon.:.lookatallofhis .
=T s lestimony, and of his-state- -
Lee Harvey ments, and see all of the prob-

fy is scurrying around totryto ©

get some excuse for his per- , ™
sonal conduct...sohe triesto

thy of belief, so contradictory Munload on the FBI. That isgt °

and flawed were their state-
ments and explanations to the

PRI

- —That if be knew then what

* and the CIA, the commission's
attitude towards those agen-
_ cies would have been differ-

anything new as far as police
work isconcezped.-, ae et

*1 always had difficulty
myself ... with that Curry

. \te knows now, about the FBI said, as 10 how much of it was

believable. That's not the
commission, that was my own
personal problem. And (Jack)

gléandprobablymlsomm- Revill (of the Dallas police in- -

telligence division) ... 1
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:‘%ygicenain witness-  couldn't reconcile what he Submttung Offsze: Albany

es did-lie before the Warren  said to the commission about y e

Commission in their testimo-  this statement of his being .‘Q;\.".\_.._..."J i investiesa -

nies, but that the commission  there in the police fleon Dee.” O |~ . L -

could do nothing about it ex- st and it being swom to the o - ";?-L&

cepl print the questionable following April, and all of that. ’%( SaRE

testimony as t was given and 1 could never reconcile all of Y 1 (,'.}—IDT"('G .

leave it up to the public, and that in my mind , Pa PA o

future hisarians, to catch the sy WOULD have-been dif .0_1,"{0 /0@0’4, . 1
boods. g o ferent i it were a layman ... (ﬂ""’/'l R'E;f‘a:-_-— — 4

=That it was not his job. as _ say, like someof the people we . ~-ORDED .

chiel counsel, to punch wit- ~ inlerviewed who were just 582 yaN 12 97 !

7ocsses in the nose and make  working in Dallas at the time oo |
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-soying anything .
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chive, Curry would stiil be
“ewouid be nailed right then®. .. < ¥ '.

’Oof o
o hc

.. he knv

. ,pobcework.orwnhﬂsehw.

- ifellow wor,

¢ ormthlegalpnndpa!sorany-

' thing like that. But here’s 2’
in the field,.

I eriminal - infqligence, and
¥ thenbe comeli orward and he
¢ says disregardfhis fact that
i didnt swear to'tbatunti] April

; did

" ¢ volved in his own tnteresi in

,_‘e.’r

;, saying that, you knows" "+~
"~ “How do you nail him? You
don‘t , fella just sticks to his

Fo- o Bes. Ohenhmes they dont

break down, juries and courts
, will conclude that they *re liars
anyway. There were certain
things ... I don't think even
_today you can resolve where

* the truth really is. You don't

think Curry and his people
were (rying to protect their

. ~own hides? You've got to look

backallhatpemdandw-
Cry'sposiion.. . .
Al of this oocurred while

* e was there (as police chief)

and why did it occur? One of
 the obvious things the Ameri-

. that Dallas had a pretty poor

ning front that for years. All
" he was busy doing was trying
{0 unload it. That you have to
take into account in examin-

y mgev.emhmgbesa)danddld. 3
That whole force. - .-~

Mg 415 Edgarlﬂoov& were
* still alive, eryvmldsti!lbe

- ‘afraid of saying anything ... "
hekmwshewwldbenaﬂed

- gight then™ the people
- who testified Jocked pretty
* shabby in what they said. But

- _you have fo consider your

b May, Tellas, uh . 1 pealy -3 1cha say,ob ok -

: pulntmmereinbecem-‘
- I'ber. There's too smuch, in-

police operation. He was run- ..

thy of belief in many io-
stances. | persopally felt that
uayabout()m'y . he had an
‘Inlerst in nnloadmg
whole thing on the FBL. -
“sYOU DON'T have fo have
Iwas?
Tying all the time. The testimo-
ny looks shabby enough. A -

- Jawyer can't take 3 witness | b
and punch him in the nose and - ques

make him tell the truth ...

N As for the FBI and the CIA
.. well, since Watergale, we
know that somebody in the

governmert was in the assas- .
. sination business. Now I don't .

questionbut if we.... if the FBI
was like what we pow know
about it, the attitude of the

ission towards it would
have been eéntirely different.
But the American people’s at-
titudes have changed. Mine

have changed. I ... I didn't

believe this stuff was going

onback then ..1 didn’t be-.-

lieve, I may have been dumb,
but 1 didn't belxcve our CIA

can people were thinking was --~ -

; -J"é. K Ny

- think you <an jud;:.L’::rf,.,‘I!
- things in this climate ..

‘:.'.. o, 5t
" dources.. .. some arenotw. 1'd be interested In seemg’-,r

: tablished today ... bow would
0"’ : they do’it? Look whal nu- mlh 2 malter of uns m‘i

A
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you-.‘
_vegotlog«-backtolhedl-
* mate of that time, J964 7+ .’i\j

how people would nmesugatem
ClAorthe FBIif & neﬂ,é
- Warren Commission were s~ *-

" ance to the

+ gelting now, the CIA investi-"- ¥ their Ipvolvement lhemselmf%

“tgations, Are :they". .calling
. agentsinto interviewthem? I -
gdon’t think so. Wherearemey
going 10 get the money 1o.
nnglnathousandagenblor

¥ Ko, they don't wait that lang.
E\en the day after the repart
*.came out there wasa xsforz

~ Jhem to com& lim;rd. 0y
a «.come out Wi

tioning® ldonuhmkany-_.. lhoughtxtwasthetmlh.ouu
saying today that le'isn’t even .

~ sure that Oswald did # .
why, that's ridicalous. The *
factmalbcwauedlhxslongh‘ :

body can Jook into those agen-2
cies, investigate them, any’
differently than we did. .

“ONE OF THE things we‘re
running into today s that peo-
ple are coming up now and
speaking out on this case be- -
cause they want the notoriety -
... why do they want it?... oh,
my. We had hundreds of ‘em.

“What a lot of pedple are
doing today is having these
zcond moubggls bg}u,:uhx;g
Those volumes are filled with 9OWD €veryuody in pu e
people who wanted the noto- .~ 35 hz;;mg anu‘;e same kind of ;
riety. To be connected with _ m°5 rality and standards that s

¢ involved in present situa-
‘ ;nm;g:my ha;s:gma 98)  tionsorin situations of the last

~ *  four, five years. People
“Now: People who are Watergate, Wﬁiﬂ%

going to tell the truth, don"t  things, on 1op of everything-
wannyearslotelln.l\ot now ... they think the entire

[Zaicnt)
« federal government has been
£ doing - 8“

. ES ‘.'?.

¢ the Solicilor General), that the
* federal government was tak-
. " ing‘every private cable and 3
+ peviewing them, I would say
that it was not possible. I'm .
confident that these things
never happened while I was ; .
there. But that's how we've - -
sunk to this level. And_ lt‘s
been pretty shabby. ~ - F 5 ¢ ‘
“One of theseday% lexped e
to hear somebody 3y ... the~
Warren Nﬂ'
Iya conspxracylomake Gen'y
Ford PresndenL" :
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