"‘fv, I"II.”\LHE SATD W& WOULD HAVE RECORDS OF ‘“‘TII-TGS%’V
I ahubh

“fﬁ/ so we called the reporter" is the way the previeus
% A

was taken down by the court repmr‘teryendea. It had probably been Warren speaking be-—

s
&g;utwve session -~ the part that

cause no one else had the authority to say what he then said, "If you think what we

have said here should not be upon the record, we can have it ‘chai?% way." The misgivings
he then started to express, "Of course it mi%ﬁt.,." eﬁem ended unexpressed when
first Dulles intoned tha'tMobody ever see these transcrij)ts. Bogmgs voiced the same
beliefl and then the A of the Pentagon transcribes, nojas certainly Warren this time,
agredd with Boggs' hope that "none of these records are circulated +0 ampeby anybody,
in saying, "I would hope so, t00e"

The last recorded words of that Ja.nuary 22 session were Rankinds. He assured the

(( )V(”[ - “Ij“/ il v fonew (heil” Fvd g am FB7 mprnie The FI3I'S pbcods fotorel [t had /w///*’w” ot

—— T
Members that "I you don't want them,"™ nobody elge would see the ’cra,oscrlp’cs.‘]/ Vg Ao Jﬁ//

A We sav Teeerxe recorded in the records of court reperting services provided,
" Rankin kebt his word by not arranging for any co'z/rt reporter to be present two days later,
on January 24, when he and Warren %one met with ar;d questioned the four Texans Rankin
had asked to rush to Washington in the secrecy(ﬁi':li; vbvdas not secret from the FBI that wanted

the Comnission Jfto "fold up and quitf" because what it claimed to have already done

"closes the case" in which "they Tound their mafi. There is nothing more to do." So, the .

. . { ‘ Fif W
Commission "can go home and that is the end of ite" (ﬂ/f //4/1 ] lf m [he 77/ e, //”’ Y,
This is the way tho pI‘eVJ.,.OU.,S executive session %ded and 1t is the way that of

Co »wnw&%[,y, 3
Janusary 24 beoan, with the determination to control information end to suppress ite
A
ot keeping their word, that "we wpuld have records of meetings," was not nearly as
TR Bl
inportent as covering their asses from the FBIts pound:.vl%taat hegan xm leaking
NZ

that before the Commission held its flirst hearing it acknouledge/ expecting the perpetual

i B by o o fbfsin. [« FBl2 .7
' ‘ ey had arranged ?ﬂe(ﬂlﬁné J%ﬂ"”b the terrified Geumissioners ef-

g

A

7
their J\ anuary 22 sesgion rec ognized hac already controlled what they dare think bf
doing and concludinge
S0, as there is no record of most of what transpired at that January 22 session,

G~

there is no stenographic transcript of that of Janvary 24. 411 that is known to geﬁguf



exist that might reflect what happened when Warren and Rankin met with the Texans is
a self-serving "memoraddum to files" by Rankine. He was so anxious to control what was

on paper he did not even date his memorandum. From content it was written after the Texans
departed for home after the January 24 session and before the beginning of the next session
on Janvary 27,

If ever there Was an ass-cgvering bureaucrat it was Rankin. His memo includes only

what he wanted it to include, Wig@\a single exception,van §Kbeption here saved for its

use in context,-there is nothing in the memo that could hsunt the Commission ézg-its

o V2

ggmbers and” general counsel. That Rankin did record this one exception,with consummate
Z

brevity, in the starkest possible form, seems to reflect his fear that because the Texans
.who wefe his source might for some reason not keep it secret, covering his og¢n and the
Comnission's asé?éictated that he not totally suppress what he barely mentions that is 4Z»
germane to the report that Oswald had served the federal government as an undercover

informer,



As anyone reading this memorandum later would have no way of knowing without
extensive knowledge of the Commission's and FBI's records, this quotedion from that

z#m memo is not trve. They mentioned some of the allegations but did not "review"
further about this "dirty rumor"

thym all and the only "action" the Comuigsion took was to talk three days

— Phe 5 / /’/F%(T ol

ter, KB4 There is g transript of that Jenuary 27 executive session



27

42ﬁ (&gﬁahe bhest of my knowledge the most thorough research into the domination and

v the Johnson administration and the Warren Commission = - %g/
nullificg%ion of the TCIjfas by the late Sylvia MeagheT. Heyrecords ar & ga deposiy at

flood College, Frederick, Mayyland, where mine also will be.The Johnson White House was

Y
imteMsively involved in seeing to it that this Texas Co#&t of Inquiry would amount to
It wanted the Commission to be in charge, with no competitipn at all.
£5¥E§ﬁégfln this it and the Commission succeed so completely that when the TCI finally

”rcport u t |t S documcﬂt was mere nineteen plus pages in length,

bM'm )
printed in Small headline type, :1 !1de ma gins and small pages. That eggf vas laid

issued is

in public on October 5f;; 1964, after the Report was isaed. It endorsed the Reporﬁi)
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Rankin did more that "have a discussion with" Varren. Before he phoned Carr he

.

N _ e alsqg, ,*
He does not say how bub it was probably by phones ¥calss elsdd drid ey hespote Véﬁj“‘_fw»
" the 1

had "e discussion with" JaworskiNN w Jaworski Wgs not & meber of The Texag Court of Inguiry,

o - . 0 - ~ . . - oy t . ” 5
as, for ezample, _ln_,?ea.a torey was. Yeb the invitaton reforded by Rankin, after "discussion
with both Warren and Jaworski, was to invite o5y Carr of the TCIfut fwt‘dﬂlmv

Ao,

Rankin makes no mention of the existence of the T8I, which the Commission and the

1 . T n . . e e e S / ] )
hite House et out immedi~tely to nullif%,eik’;éi succeéded@é:fr—‘tha‘b. 11 wnuiAd— "/ ML
Jaworski was, in effect, its hired hand as its general counsel. Rankin does not say f

that the invitation was extended tg include him, but he was there.Without a word of what

he said or did in Rankin's menoe.

—

»

fanldn, knew Haworski to be another fixer and wanted

. o
him involved, cleared with hin cxlending the reques = the ies to al .

Futnts - //7/'“’1"/ b.

] N
usive executive sessiones '7\4 /

We have no other way of knowing what really transpirved at that session other than
a few indications I picked up. I have seen no reference to anything Jaworski did or seid,
no mention of his saying or doing anything there.

We do not know what Jaworski. did before the special Commission executive session
but we do know what he did back in Texas. Or intended doing- puttiﬁg pregsure on Hudkinse

T _

He spokefto the paper's executive editor, J.P.Hobby,/E;., "for thefﬂurpose of d&5v
discusging with him the obtaining of an affidavit fiom Lonnie Hudkins, or in the alterns—
tive having him appear before the Commission in line with our discussion." Rkix Calling
Hudkins before the Commigsion was also considered in executive gession but was not donee

Jaworski. makes no mention of asking Hudkins to provide an affidavit, the oMy kind

,
peing & denial of the repihrt he had publéshed or one in which he identified his source,

(
S

fugsed to do. Asking this of Hudkims did not require spesking to his

<

as he had already ve

boss —except with the idea of asking the boss to compel Hudkins to do what he had’a s a
LI e O

/va&iwzw e

principled ?ﬁ;%z—.%fr:eportef‘?freaay refused to doy

j_t clearly was an ei'bher/or deal, either

Hydking did what Jaworski, on behalf of Renkin, demand of' he would be fired%
{

o Washingtonefs , e



o8 ~ U

Jaworski did not even pretend to have any interest in what Hudkins could or would
N rudd Wit s

say ox be willing to say under oath) ﬁe had no interest because he did not give a damn.

Yo knew what he vanted Hudkins to swear tc and he did not gzive a damn about anything else.
And if Hudkins did not do it, he would be fired,

There was no other reason for speaking to his editor.
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VI " .
52/ (@udkins HBLX becéﬁe a reporter for the Baltimore News-bmerican. He quit the Houston

|
v

| . i o 43 5 . .
Post before Jaworski talked to “obby. In “altimore, not far from where we live, he, his
wife, his son and my wife and 1 became friends, We remasined friends when he went to work

for the Buffalo, N.Y, Evening News)



e

As Jaworski and Rankiy both knew very well, it was not necessary to speak to
9 b

s . 2 ) . e
Hudkins' boss to have him apparpefore the Commissione The Commission need only have
A

subpoenaed him=- as it

i

Lt

dide. Involving Budkins' boss was another

whet ke

effort to give him to uvidderstand that if he did not do as_he vas wanted Fe—do he'd tmve
A M

Which 34 'is what on his own Hudking had done, without Rankin or ﬁanorski knowing

about it, M it g /\N,b'lv O‘E‘lﬂli//)

So, that effort to pressure Hudkins failed. 444 it feiled without the Commission

5 ; <
or any of its staff ever talldng to him.éz?’ /ﬂﬁgzzgéworski!s letter to Ranijgb which I

obtained from the

i
CommissionBs files, is reprinted in Whitewash IV on page 146,

What the Commission and Rankin almost never mentjoneg is that the published report

’ L/.{—

and ‘the version of it Rankiﬁ‘g;ﬂf from Carr was to the effect that if Oswald had nob
- fhit, '

worked for the FBI/it was the CIA, There, as he 1éter(5§d when he was &%ief Watergate

proscutor, Jaworski had a conflict of interest that troubled him not & bite. It if had

he would have declined both positions, as TCI's general counsel and as c@iigf Watergate

— LT .
prosecutor &= becavse he had his e own c¢ia connections,
; cLa

Javorski, as

_ - 1=
L noted ingﬁhiggéééi%iﬁzl"was and remained a director of the M.D.

- o 3 0 5 - > 0] P IR 0]
Anderson Fund, a CIA fronte..eHobby also had a CIA foundatione Both were exglpsed in

foundations

1967" when the CIA's useg of the National S?ﬁdent Association and a large number of funds

affd other fronts came to light.

If at the end

of 1963 it was not publicly know that Jaworski's life was conplicated

'\j(/( d

b3 his @IA connections, Jaworski knew Al he knew he had a serious conflict of interest

—
he could not shed, #%& Here he was, with his CIA connections, and he was part of an in-

s

vesti%ation that, if ¥t had been a real investigation had to have considered the possibility

e AL ity

of Oswaldjﬁégzﬁéfhad a CIA connec'ione It is a conflict of interest that could not be

0) S . i s e 4 ,
rcconcygéd. He ignored it and accepted the responsibilities he could not properly have

accepted,

v e brmnsbenr >

Of course,(Dulles, as former head of the CIA, had an even greater conflict of inter—

es

te But it seemed not to bother anyone, Dulles showed no sign of being troubled. He was



“iBy

in effect investigating himself and sitting in judg;%lt on himself because he was the
head (E‘Til; the CIA when Osx'lal@/‘u-as in the USSR, where he was suspected of being an American
%. And here was that "dirtgr runor"” vthat Oswald had served some American agency = and
the Warren Yommission Was considering this, /d /W// /l? ) AN L7 w 7/5[ '
Jaworski and Dulles were both lawyers, Jaworski one of the country's most presti=

{% ’/V\/b'\’\—zg
geous. They know what a conflict of interest is. They\ pretended there}asﬁ.ﬁe't. &¥d from

1t
"':;'

their peers not a peep of complaint that I can recall.
Extra space

after reporting his call %o ]/Carr, Rankin



Rankin, the long-time professionak bureaucrat, knew his Orwell and here practises

it, rewriting history for Big Brother. #ho eesr cares that they weré supp05ﬁdlg ine-
vestigating the assassinatign of a President, the most subversive possible crime in g
society like oufs- o crime that is in effect = coup d'etat, whatever the intent of the

assassin or assassinse. That is not important, known as it was as '"the crime of thé
century.”" Vhat was important was covering up for Big Brother in the officisl determi-
nation not to investigate the crime itself, to ordain Oswald the lone assassine Unich
0. //]l A/, N Iﬂ 70,— /
also means to protect the FBI and the CIA, UW [/l matliin bV~f9 Ve
|4 ‘

Rankin knew very well that the wg}d aot " take whatever acthon as necessary to
pursue this matter to final conclusione!

ll & ] . - . 1 . -

He knew that it could not, that it would not, and that it was absolutely terrified.

1.

He tAought he knew that they had destroyed all recomds of their executive session
of two days earlier. He had even "confiscated" the stenotypist's tape that had not been

transcribed. So, he thought he had control over all that happened and was said at that

emergency Janvary 22 executive session.

He had no way of 4a knowing thut Ford was the FBI's stoolpidgeon inside the
Commnission's most secret procedings so he had no way of knowing that before he wrote
this memo the IBI had a full and an accurate account of what transpired at the January
22 sessione

ép S0, Rankin had every reason to believe that in this memo he would be msking the

only record that would exist of both sessions, that of +he twenty-second and that of
the twenty-fourth with the Texans.

Then he did not classify this memo, so he knew it would be avawlab1e~ to the best

n o bt
of his knowledge, it alone would be available, the gg;y’ﬁeé%fay01 those two sessions.
With this his belief, and he hed reason to be confident of it, hé made a false vecord,
a record of the exzact opvosite of what he knew to be true,
He knew that the Commission would not "take whatever action necessary te pursue this

matter to final conclusiong,"

And it nover dwd, living as it did 1n terror OLKhOOVGT and his FBI,

M ¢ Wohoniel St atd wee ! gud gy, P f’/m//&,«}(ypj e siinilbil)



Rankin began his neppzandomzig'VENORANDUN FOR THE FILES" by stating not that they
had apﬁ%red earlier in the press, as they had, but that "Allegations have been received
a
by the Commisson to the effect thét Lee Harvey Oswald was an undefcover agent for the
Federal Bureau of Investigation o¥' thé Central Intelligence Agency" before the assassina-

w
tion # and that "This memorendum msw reviag these allegations and summarizes the action

taken by the Commissione" VV&ﬁLiJ#\;?‘7
] / W4 ’
4&%4&@9/fééﬁﬁg£e§;ge tin Carr's phone call on the twenty- second:\said that Carr

"indicated that this al%ﬁaulon was in the hands of the press," not that it had been

publishéﬁ siz—wee beginning six weeks earlier, { then attriﬁutesfcarr's information
A Wi

"ultimately" to Wade whide stating that Carr said he had not discussed it with Wade.

Next he records that he discussed this with Warren and only Warren, not another
Member of staff maqu;, and that Warren suvggested that they ask Car%?to come to Washington
as soon as possiblef” g&igjﬁéae and his assistant, Bill Ale: ander, 4o discuss this
mattere" 203238 ‘//M
. records the calling of that 5:30 "meeting of the Commission"

Ingnwh i
on Wednesday, the tWenty& econd, with %IU/EEESdﬂb except McCloy and Rugssell. Although the

five present "recognized" that the allegation "was probably not accurate," they decided
that "this matter had to be regarded seriously by the Commissione'" and that "It was
agreed that the Commigsion would have to take whatever agction necessary to pursue this
mgtter to final conclusion. *?7ﬁ4ﬂ4;%7 J L%%%%/ T !;¢é3)¥j,Lé;%i

T QA%%%%ﬁeVéf”ﬁia:ﬁii§Eng as it did in terror of Hoover and of his IBIL,

o Yon VNI, I T Wity 20
A’onm of what tranSplf\u~ er the Commission decided to destroy the stenographic

transcrip élready taken dovin by Ward o Paul's/ﬁtenotypist Cahtor: "Buring the meeting

G

efforts were made to contact Attorney “eneral Carr againe.” He "stated that District 4

Attorney Wade had been unable or unww%;lng to specify the source of this allegation in
more detail," ihﬁ%?x—ﬂefﬁéetaul_xﬂaQMMﬂaﬁ Rankin. does-not—inctude.
Carr told him he was bringing more than Wade and Alexander with him, that Dean

]

F/
Stora; and Leoqtgaworskgffueuld be with bhe%ﬁh“ next daye



-

/d/W\

\

)

.,.:zgo,he is more interested in covering his and the Commission's asses than it

making any kind of record for history or for use in snything that cam;f’ without deep

embgrrassnent bd called an investigations

"On the evening

of

Janvary 24, 1964, a member of my (sic) steff was informed by

representatives of the Secret Service that Allen Sweatt, Chief of the Criminal Division

of the Sheriff's officein Dallas, had been intefviewed regarding the allegations made

in Secret Service Report No. 767."

£

Y o~ 2-3¢ 03'0

Gn omitse EI}ILS dated Ja,nuary s 196Mhree weeks eaxf—ier. It also

| "PERTOD i _ Thats
states the "Pexi COUEREDQ" sihieh was "12/16-1 7/630 ,@" vas five weeks earlier.

‘The man Rankin identified merely as "Agent Bertram" was actually the Special 8gent
\‘i'tS & N ! 1
in Charge of\%;ious’con office, SAIC L i Buwlwin,

Rankin's Memorandum for the Yiles" and for history thus omits the Secret Service's

three week delay in conveying Bertramls report to the Bommission following its two weeks

delay in interviewing Sweatt - about the man the Commission said assassina?éd the Presi-

dent being llaving been an FBI informer.vt Ir VW% WM / " ﬂu é % '

The one paragraph of Bertrem's report that Rankin quotes is:

| qw“’
W/Jw

—

On December 17, Mr. Hudkins advised
that he had just returned from a wee wend.

- in Dellas, during which time he talked to
" -Allen Sweatt, Chief Criminal’ Division,

Sheriff's Office, Dallas, * Chief Sweatt
mentioned thet it was his ovinion that .
Lee Harvey Oswald was beéing paid $200 a. -
month by the FBI as an informant in ,
connection with their subversive investiga-
tion. He furnished the alleged informant -
number assigned to Oswald. by the FBI as

. "8172 " ) ) » )

/f After five weecks the Secret Service still had not interviewed Sweatte not even after,

three weeks earlier, Bertram had asked its Dallas office to interview Sweatt. So, five

weeks late, Ranki

. .. T . ST . .
Bertram report in facsimile in Whitewash IV, page 141) £resthe-Lonmisst

i asked %

: Secret Service to interview Sweatte @6 publ1 shed this

-vr\.:a o -F‘;_'Lesq




858

Lane Bertram's veport indicates that he should have been to testify dm-

mediately on so momentous a question. But thiu (fQ“lPllSolOH did not question him then or
”' /4‘,-:7 znl-/ )
T . o . ~ % sigss 3 5 v . %
ever, He—dis-n He vas not a Commission witnesss ot even in an ffidavit, the “ommission

o

Pt ) .
listine affidavite in its pubfeshed list of {"witnesses".
There were other and import:lt reasons for calling Sweatt to testify.
Ag the sherifi's chief crimingl desputy he was in chavge of the sheriff's investi~

deputies started #bein bringing witnesses to his office for statements to L/ﬁe taken
Pl

from them and sworn to. /Iéi’orz what Sueatt told me he did more than supervize that part
of the investigation. /7(@ also spoke to people who were not spoken to by the Commission,
g0 he had that add..t_'.onal information, including the identifications of witnesses who
had not been interviewede.

He also, as he told me in pointing to his desk drawer in which he had them locked,
has his own set of assassination pictures.
“hy he was not called as a Commission witness is not explained. But then this Com-

N

mission was never cc‘lﬂc. upon to cxplain anything /1 t all,



R
0

This hardly recorded "for the files" or for history the hysteria, the terror
L ] The
reflected kpdhs in what was veally said at théTQQR.January 22 executive sessioabaﬁd
w Z.
?ﬁ did not want the files or history to ﬁﬁow %hat they all recognieqythat Hoover wanted
e !

e b 0 o °
them to fold their @& tents andCﬁisapyear, “oover and his FBI having alrveady done the

jou for them, Or, 3? be the(fuﬁ%er stamp they wound up beings @ QAMN%i&% hTVvﬁb% Méﬁ/é&?ﬁf}L
I
"On Thursday, Januvary 23, 1964“‘E§ﬁiiﬁ‘5taté§f890ret Service Report Wo. 767 was

. )
brfught to my attention.” It was dated that very day. It "suwmmarigzed an ﬁ%erview by
Lane

Agent Bertram with Houston Post reporter Alonzo Hudkins ITI." He quotes what he
l —1

5 A
refers to as "a pertinent paragrpéﬁ.” éé/f/ L&L(_
Q¥/5&vﬁhuw} - .
Zr begins 'with the information that Hudkins received his +tip in Dallas on December

17 when he talked to AL1Sh (e Sweatt, Chusf Criffinal Division Sheriff's Office, Dallas.”
(sic).

Contrary to Rankin's earlier vepresentation, this is specific on Hudkins' source,

This prompts wonder about why he tried to place responsibility on Wadee

éhe Secret Service report states that Sweatt is to be interviewed. Rankigg’asked that
l/ Y
Sweatt be interviewed immediately.fng pages later hg tays that Sweatt told the Secret
W edis addastand= A /l;w/?( @l Wf
M Bl
Service that Bill Alexander had béen his source.) £38 Jone

Carr, Wade, &lexander. Storey and Jaworski did meet with Warren and Rankin only

thar

. i
on Friday, January 24. 411 told this—duo "that the rumors to the effect that Oswald was an

undercover agent were widely held among representatives of the Pregs in Dallas" and that

5

lir, [Melvin] Belli, attorney for Jack L. Ruby, was familiar with these allegétion."

A ii . J
Wade alone said these rumors also included the CIA, about ﬂhgih more wil@folloif;ﬁf
/ [

later chepbers,
for
Walde and Alevander "gtated that the sources these allegations or rumops were

er ’
_§leveral reporters," including Hudkins- who they did not pinpoint*as their sourcee
Wade ﬂzbld ﬂ}em, based on his World War Il experience as an Fil Special agent that
"he did not think that the number Kvariously given as 172 and 179, with sand withot a
(16

prefSeixing ngh ) W/puld be either a payroll or voucher number}carried on the Bureau records.!

What led to controversy and I'BL indigantion is ihatéyWade‘gu "sugeested that the recordszr



are not Z%Z‘ that way and would not show the name of the inf o@uer, who would probably
be paid by the FBL agent in cashe. He further stated that in his experience it was cus—
55 ary Tor the agent to carry the informer on his books as s number, "

ThéEwégﬁithenydiscussed “information disclosed in the investigative reports %ﬁ%ieh
wexs (fron the FBL, as the memo does not state) which lend some degree of credibility to

1/ oHLe
these allegations}éétressed" were "(1) the vse by Oswald of Post e boxes; (2) use
—_—
by Ogwald of aliases; (B)gga%’the lengthy 2-hour interview condicted e¥the FBI of Oswald
in August of 19622K5n_Fort Worth, after Osweld returned from the USSéy; (4) interviews
conducted by [FBI] Special Akent [James P.] Hosty in Dallas regarding Oswald's whezeabouts
and the [FBI‘%}ﬂ%ailure to notif& the Semret Service of this information(5) the comment
after the assassination of Special Agent Hosty that Oswald had contacted ﬁ%g known sub=
versive agents about 15 days before the assassination; Oswald had %ﬂbcial Agent Hosty's
ca@yr license and telephongiééfﬁﬁmbers in his notebookss (7) Oswald's mother had stated that
her son was an agent for the FBI or some other federal agency; (8) %;é%cial Agent Hosty
vas transferred from Dallas two weeks after the assassination."”
ir/

D@érren?éoided to "present the results of this meeting to the entire Commigsion on

londay, January 27, 1964" and "to propose tentatively that necessary inquiries be made con-

cerning thse allegations and that this memorgndym be prepare for the record."

v L : " other
Otherithan as incidental 4o +he Janvery 27 eéxscutive seSSiog I recalljiﬁ”gagg%antive
v c«[ @W((V‘Y\’J' ,7'Zl,ﬁj (;fgé—$

. ° _‘o_\‘—.‘\ . - - .
Commission record, if This memo is considered substantlve)as a substitute for the usuval

sdtn
A s$é£e§£§§ﬁ¥2 transcripte
Ry amomp Svets

Teporting the results of the Secret Service's Sweatt interview and Secret

Service inspector Tim Kelley's "expresed view that Hudldns was not very relisble,"/ there
> =

~

Y , el
is nothing else at all in thisbupposed HZHOBANDUN R fﬁﬂ Rﬁb@ﬁp" with which Warren and.

/ {
égnkin connived in advance to substitubte for the exact words of the %uesﬁ%?ns they askedcﬁm4¥}(LL
pAEs I T | R M/7 Wl T Lommeetin,
af’fﬁgée{they requested to appear in utmostpsecrecy befors Thod onigkaﬁé-éae_gesgonses
§ ! 1 /

()
Thus, from the Warren/Rankin design, there is no(Commission information off what 4rans—

el yhiargag s, A

pireq, what ques#ions were asked and were not aske%fand waht the Texans really said.



o Tl

There has to be a reason for this unusual decision by Warren and Rankin, without
tor 51 tation with any of%the %eeﬁr five Hembers of the Comn:sslon in whose name they also
acted, the decision that departed from practise and broke the Yommission's word %o have

a

T 5 ¢ i g m 5
coll =t reporter present at all g¢ Sessions - the decision that saw to it in advance that
if the Texsns had any definitive, fellable informgtive it would not be recorded verbatimn

but instead would be recorded ag only a Rankln saw L1$—%o record 1te
Al el O Tl 2

With %@%&@M%&

pired at the January 22 emergency exectulive session. Only by the accident of the steno-

ney intended suppressing forever what ftranse

T2

typist's tave not finding the memory hole can, we lngu aHVunlng at all about what then
S| (o e
was made so explicit, that Tre &t erritied) by the IBI, did not dare take issue with
ity set out to state that {Ber had not been any conspiracy 2?- sassinate the President and
that Oswald as the lone assassine But that took up only/éi:or fraction of the hour and
holf of that sessione Renkin'm ”Wﬁﬂ¢DA§EUQ3WG¥ 9ﬁ¥ RYfD" makes no reference to any

Toff thc 7'ecov-d L

[

a
of this or to what ook place after they went

all of thst—sessiony other than that RankinT

Rankin's brief mention of this he says nothfngs obher -+then what makes it appear that Wade

==

was the source of the report ﬁﬂf that Oswald had been an undercover agent when in fact
it was before then clear thaf{ ¥ had not been and who, if any Dzllas offical Was\« ould

have been.

AW
ol t£5:§§§§§;§7;afu of the January 22 session
hebewtd) oF uridq Le

/Wwynv?g£dg£#ég:sgyQx/mhe Commission me "terrible" ifl this report turned out

Arbine . i
’Ilﬁgtfrue;)ZZéé~a-@easen for seeing to lb thau there would be no verbatim record of what

the Texans were aske aid has ne“obv'ous purpose of seeing to it that there would

: 2 s LU "
be no record 6£\%%¥fcon11rmatlon of that reporte

supposedly
This is herdly the proper role of a Presidential commissiol vestigating the
assassination of a Presidente

It can have had only one purpose, to suppress in advance information that sould be, .

Rankin's word, so "damaging" th the Bommission and to the executive branchs

It is Big Brother, vewriting the past to contwzol the future.
Ty =) , 5 s 5 " s
it is alo, tragically, the Commission's self-characterization and an accurate fore—

cast of what it would and would not do and conclude,

t leaves without question the fact that before it held its IlfoC hearing the
(‘“"(/
Commission decided to rewrite this terrible event in our nlstory;/ﬂot ) 1nvesTngate ite



while it did assure there would be no record to haunt them Jaber— it

Consistent with this wro ngful purpose that in itself is an additional national tragedy
A [y vt
and national disgrace is what the CIA did wi it The copi?1f‘go+ from the Commission's

=y

iles, not an o¥iginal copy given it before the Commission filed ite At the CIA it was
/
?’7

;
stamped "RECORD COEY,.¥ OF whic%@omponenei is not stited/. The CIa's copy was of a Commission

s L
file copy. % is mavlked with an illegible filing; with main filing as GAI-CIA", the 48%

i o 44
'‘GAT"stending for Government Agencies tovolved; and in the PosﬁfR0331an Period of the
i l{
Commission's Oswald, L.H, files.

@0j4y504ﬂﬁziﬂﬂwzﬁ/ vbb
5

A¢ the CIA this Commission record I had gotten from the Yationsl Arﬁhives;gn 1966 Uu
was designated for Yelmasm eramination for possible release, "for FOTIA review," mr r

LIt in
: N T ) ,z, //;;wn/%
zkxggﬁﬁmgﬁx on an vnspecified day in"H&Y 1976Jn jrwb“ tw’?ff%l“iﬂ/Laé&&%

{ / f-g——ﬁ

. Sl .
TheéIA was 80 uptight about the s= /pég;lng and entirely inadeguate reference %o

That 0T Have Ko
(,L//LM" ffl,{/ Ave L”r“L/I{-

L ¥noft for certain ant my friend

e e
the supnf%és*bn of what could be "dhn
—\_._—,—/

w UG 5 g% J‘ ei"ﬁiﬁom

41/‘,/ Z % i,{ZZ’ I ] /‘_[Lllrlxllg :ﬁg 7)/f/bfﬂ'é‘
Vhf //\//’Wu[ h b(/-ir/QZf 9 7
=

t that Osz gald_had worked for

I emphasize that the way Rankinfanaﬁtke Commission handled this it was made to appeaxr
that the rumor was limited to the IBI, iu never was,except by Rankin and the Commigsion,
Rankin cover/his and the Commission's asses with hjs one inadequate mention of the
CIA in his memo, a mention o wh ih‘z; later return.
p ,
Abetted by Warren at the 1ea“1*£2ég%go shelfered the FBI by seeing to it that there
would not be any real investigation of this allegedly"dirty rumor,"

However, with the passing time time, much time, and the public knowledge of exciting

f’.l

developments, g little of what was s=id at that January 24 executive session came out,
By then Rankin and Warren were no longer around to be embarrassed and their objectives

had lon%{since been accomplished ”%elr care in seeing to it that there would be no steno=—
nan T

graphic trenscript of that Janlary 24 393310 despite the Commission's ﬁromisejé%/its Jan—
3 [/ -

4

vary 22 session to Rave such stendgravhic tra rlpub of iheir meetings(transcript, page 15),

T guaraqteed there would be

W
e 71:&;@’5 pe “’C ¢7 Lot



s lingering controversy, a controversy it would not be possible to resolve.

»%3&2@33J\ One of the more sensational post-assassination dwsclosures was not made until
- 1
ALY

T8 :
after the retirement of Dallas SAC Cordon Shanklin was secure, Then, in the last half of
1975, there was a leak to the ballasf7imes—Herald of the fact that several weeks before
s %
the assassination Oswald had left a note threatening violence at the Dallas FBI office for

James P, Hosty, Jr., the special agent who was the Dallas FBI's Oswald usE case agent.

I
ln considering the megnitude of the hrm that could have been done to the FBL by

;7M;/,Wwaﬁﬂwﬁruj N
T disclosure dfter the. asdassination, it should be remember_ed that to the FBI, the Com—

mission and to the rest of the govermment Oswald was the lone presidential assassin - and

that there had also been this "dirty rumor" that he had worked undercover for the FBI.



.
N

. .
Having done nothing at all aboul Oswald's threat sEtes he left it and for the several
weeks prior to the assassindtion and not having disclosed it at the time of the assassi-~

nation, the FBI then decided to suppress all knowledge of having received any threatl

v m{rﬂf%ﬂ%bﬂbéﬁwe/%\fhom~ﬁ%ﬁ:ﬁj JTgQ%M@fjﬂﬁijgggggéfﬁﬁWT\0@?

from Oswald,{Mxéiﬁxg%m@cessary‘ie;ﬁi% because it had Aot informed either the Dellas police

or %he Secret Service of Gmwmtits L "defector" Oswald's presence in D:llas, where the
L

President was to appear in public. LIts explanation of this failure after Oswald was ar-

rested was that he had no history of violence end it had no recson to Welieve that he
posed
would be violeng, or présented anye}irea%.

The FBI inspector general's investigation of this incredible ¥BIL secret, which was
[ with the receptionist -aré in
the FBI investigating itself, did establish that Oswald had Teft his tbrea'ffﬁ?ﬂﬁ@%y/iﬂx
gt sty T2t
and Aheréafter a3t

n 1975 o th e Dallas iimes—Herald. The FBI's

[ 5 3 i
an unsealed envelogz§ﬁa that she and others read it and talked about iv

e

(g o

kept it entirely secret until it was leaked
investigation of itself succeeded iﬁfiﬁs design, to make it impossible for anyone to be

charged with any crime and brought to trial - whepe evidence would be adduced, witnesses
er
presented and cross—examined - agsuring great embarvessment to the FBIAhan it had already
9 /\&(Jﬁwﬂ'ﬁ'/ g o oF and fo J%//L//
{

suffered and promlslﬁ§7t-e disclosure of what the FBI way able to keep secrete €é££7

-

(zﬁ? Whether or not completely, records relating to this and anotg%g Hosty flap were
plee vy

S , n | gt

disclosed to me by the FBI in my FOIA lawsuit CA4 7855%—9%2%&9&—9&20 combined and by the
/ .

Department of Justice's criminal division from its 51-16-113% file. I have preserved all

the records L obtain by FOIA action as I received them for scholars of the fubures L have

also duplicated some ¥ copiss for subject filing. Because the FBI's records cannot be
i A1
/ it

¢ ’Cfﬁf&z; ,"7ug"
serialized as generated enaShus are scatter%g # are not in chronological order bu

. . T 0 3 : o —_— by o . ~ .
arejerialized and filed as they reach the file cer clerks, [ have a separate set of dupli-
cate copies of disclosed records relating to Hosty's veceipt and destruction of Oswald's

[

N
threat, the destruction, he testified, at the diection of SAC Shanklin, in this subject

fule under %Hosty's name.>
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NN

(/ Except where ticklers hold records from the FBI's central files, where they bear
WW’

file dumbers essential in retrieving them, tickler records are not identified with file
{
(

and serial numberso<f§g% record and many other like it are in author's files.”

Unless later preserved in central files the ticklers do nol get there and identification

are not needed for retrieval from there. They remain in the divisions and often in the

desk d@rawers of the special agents or in the division's own file cabinets. &{__—#’.ﬂ’/////
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While the recollections of those wh?udmitted.knowledge of this Oswald threat were
JLaulty~ .
ot in entire accoxd, which can be attributed to\““'T 4 recollection from the dimming of

gy

Tire or ©o

,..
<l

the consensus was that Oswald threstened to bowb if

) i Letd, -
{osty did not end what Oswald regarde?és hisEike= hassling of Oswald's wife, %arina.

Some_recali?y;at Oswald's threat was to gbomb the Dailas FBI b offices, some that it

fewer . )
was to bomb police headquarters\aﬁﬁyégmx thai he would bomb hothe ; S —
S Wty Tk | oodl. Te P lym_gptteetn ~

=

Thig is hardly the non=violent record that the FBI said expleins QLts failure to notify
elther the Secret Service or the Dallas police of %he présence % where the President would
long be in dublic view and subject to possible danger.

Guilty knowledge extended to and included FBEINQ, %L/ ) M

And the I'BI ?rovided the investigative and scientific testing services the Warren
Commission required, with both that Commigsion and the FBI ostensibly inveéTigating the
assaséination in which both held this would-=be bomber to be the lone assassin.

If the FBiWEZ's poression o this had become known during the life of the Warven
Commigsion the magnitude of the resulting scandal and the harm to the FBE can hardly be
exaggeratede

While the inspector general's report was hazy and inconclusive in allocating knowledge

FBIHY a damage-control tickler disclosed to mﬁ‘friend Hgrlk Allen by the FBI in one of
59 Ly

his FOIA lawsuits is expleit on FBIHQ's knowledge. Under the sub&eading of "Oswald" this

tickler in eutline form states, k“Hosty note destruction hagdled by Bureau on lov 24 and
- ' U ) includes

>, ] 2 . ) )

& effect in sibsequent days.j/Tnis tickleg/élso Lsﬁt&ﬁcﬁﬂﬁjﬁx vnder the most inapprop-—

- - . 1 i . ° & ! pe
riate of sub&ea~1ngs, "assistance o Warren Commlsslon,;xﬂaﬁ could hardly hsve been

of less 'assistance" in any real investigation, "Destruction of Hosty note; implications."

The FBIHQ's orderiuz to Dallas to destroy Oswald's note t he was killed

b Jack Ruby would not have been dared without Hoover's approval if it was not done at his

direction. That Hoover-di




lseecmwe
When uhb news broke in 1975 it was still a major scendal because the FBI had kept

secret what it should not have kept secret and because Wﬂqt it des stroyed Uau reallj import—

J ’/ ) /1

and evidence relating to the assassination of +the Prés ic ent/, Wa gvonen Carr who hea been
( 9

co-ovtbed by Washington when as “eaas atborney geneval he had headed its court ?{ inguiry
7

and who gerhad been involved in what he could not have 4 helped realizing was a phony
investigation of whether Oswald had worked undercover for +the FBL, then broke his long
silence, He told the Houston Chrinicle that, among other things, he had urged the Gommis

sion to "investigete all F.B.I. zmxx (12 folg)
b
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.\/

lﬁﬂ‘:&:@%ﬁﬁ e

and C .I.ﬁ\ versonnel"  who m

—

ST
any other I'?link" t0 %sx-:alw

ternationall # by UPL

is what it reported:

———

D] g
JPI, & s it appeared in

%

ariiestoreathing device, :
Ex-Texas Aide Says
HeBid Panel Seek ;
Oswald-F. B, |, Ties|™
SRR 9 N/ |

HOUSTON, Sept. 2 (UPIj—
The Texas Attorney General.

at the time of the assassination |-
of President Kennedy said that

he had prged the Warren Com-
mission /to investigate all. E.B.I.
and C.LA. personne] for possi-| "%
ble information linking "them 12

and Lee Harvey Oswald, but 2*.
receive{ no indication ‘that it| ..’
ever did, The Houston Chron-

icle reported today.

£.10

the hands mllgjmqﬁ%mcms 12;
and, 1" they  so_desired, any| 7!
inforfiation or files could have|
heéh ~d8stroyed or laundered
prior 1o flie Ime The” comiis:| -
sion"could pef T Waggo-|
nerTﬁﬁgé-éIE?;‘_ Attorney | gy
General, told The Chronicle.
“We knew, that .then, - which
is WY We Fécoiminmen &d what
wedid.” 5 4 S

Mr. Carr wrote to J. Lee
Rankin, general counsel for the gy

Warren Commission, on_Jap. i
2 h a6
check an agents, _informants g’
anc 0 e CI.A. and D:

e in_Dallas m; St
ennedy’s assassina-|7:
MONNov. 22, 1063, C

5 3aid that he|q!
had recejved no answer, B

“At the_time rr said|g;
in the copyrighted article, 1fer
thought “the suggestions were!N

aryI There g’

basit; VERy 3
ere no_doubts in my mijnd

thaf_f t arren Commis- |¢
sionJmQummt_dLﬂmsg_Lhings. 1

to see’if They were

Mr. .G rry-according” to The
Chroniclg’s article,  said that!
to this day he was frustrated
by the arren C%}nmission's
total reliance “on the inte rity
of the dgency atmrgn?.”

i O s ay

wa y“”t‘o“f’tm‘b I‘e‘_tj_f_lgl;}g*m ough,

L

//7

e

s /
//V///%/

: " n informer or for
1ight have had any knowledge of Oswald as an i

i EAL LN S ' . .
ﬂﬁz{:é\é—ﬁﬁ’_ﬁ.—p"—ng Wz Chronical story was distributed in

1 w5 R 75 * o
the New Tork Times of September 3, 1975, this

| —

b}vm/ L 7//
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After all those Jears Carr finally realized he had legs and could stand on them =zt

only for Jaworski to try to chop them off at the knees,

—3
— < ) . o . . N . . ’
= x'rho(had been president of the dmerican /%ar Association =

N




*XX 1D W‘MW#}M% LM/,%}W/LW(/M

Carr thus disclosed that he had ¢ol1owed vp whatever he had told the Commigsion at
that Janvary 24 session in a letter that mekes it clear that he had vrged on the Commission
a course of action it did not takﬁafiégﬁ%4%&%%—%e as full an investigation of any officisl
connections Oswald may have had as was possible.

He told the Egggg;glg that Rankin never answered that letter.

He followed this disclosure up with a demand for "for a limited investigation by
Congress 1ato the possibility that Lee Harvey Ouwald was connected w1th the ¥BI or CI4a."

g}ggggQ:L\ flcv :
] ; g s jci it 5

Jaworskl, tlat old had at’ Jhltexasﬁgé/wzidw %xf~70££ c g, souﬁzé%?}7 /5574

ber

ridicule Carr s request for a belated investigation.

’1WW

ouscon 'onlc Chronicie,

/A/%

L[ ni don:t know what he is doingecee.l peBsonally stand by the conclusions of #&

yv

UL #'Mﬂarren Uomud.ssion report and out own Texas supplemental report. eeeno doubts about:égz
)
v

Lee Harvey Oswald being the assassin. There is nothing to suggest that o c?gspiracy to

| assassinate the President cxisted. eee He (Carr) is going to have to eat his words."
Pt

What words would Carr have to eat? fhis(aﬁs%e from Jaworski has no welationship

/

with them:, In the Chronicle'd words,
i
"Carr had recommended to the Warren Commission in Janvary, 1964, that the Commission
'comb the depths' of both agencies (L.e., the FBI and the CIA) to find out bf any agents,
informants, undercovey' agent or spy in its ranks had any knowledge of Oswalde The Com-

mission instead, he said, allowed the agencies to invesﬂigate themselves, The ansvwer we

got ffpm both was no, Oswald q not connected with the CIA or the FBI, Carr said."

3
{7£% Uha igeered Jaworski's propaganda in vhiich he did not address what Carr had done and
said is that Ca:c'r demanded that the Senate, "throvgh a proper committee such as the Senate
,jmielllgencc Committee," conduct "a thorough, indepedent and public infestigation to

determine the truth of (1) whether Oswald was connected in some way with the FBL or the

CIA, or (2) whether the FBI and/or CIA and/or Secret Se Ivice had advance kamwkeigs
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informgtion that Osweld was a threat to the life of the Preisdents"
Carr, who, remember, as the State's attorney general also head it%/ﬂilktoast
excuse for an investigation, nad learned much in the Wﬂte£V1eu~ﬂ” years, at the least

et e W gy [hsee ;
NS suspectedﬂﬁﬁEﬁ;‘Eﬁa'?ﬂR%%?jﬁIjxs?ﬁiﬂﬁgg%2§als knoviledge or his suspicions,whicifver Lf/
. © :/ A b
A Y ’ o\gl s
MOL*@’ 57 nay bep Lo @ hat e WW fle ’(/,@%ML[L»/A Fiiriad gy 7 Ow R Al

¢
va "If your Senate investigation reveals ac?éf perjuryﬁ&false swearing, obstruction

of justice or other crimes an the part of those teéfifying béfore the Warren Commission
~such 8
on those events, those who committed kynsﬁ/acts should be dealt witly severely gs those

who committed like acts during the Nixon era."
Clirpactle
The new§ story continues with, nothing here omitted in quotation,

—

YCarr had told the Chronicle in recent interviews that he had been 'frustrated® to
Ehis day because the Commission had failed to act upon his recommendationsof Janvary, 1964,
hose recommendations, he said, were based on runors and reports “G¥lesFor ‘'all over

%Pexas' that Oswald was in some way fonnected with the%% FBI, CIA or both.)"

DVL¢Zb
Carr kad—writben his demand to the Senate. In his letter he said,

_—

Iy

S— .
¥ L,) '&éﬁé not be misled into thinking the peobdle of this countby are going to believe

the result of a federal agency inves?ina%ing itself. It is a sad thing to say but it is

t=reu true that we have been mlséad too many times in recent years to b3§ that again.'

—~ 3

Carr “then reférred o' the lea%gd and truthful account of the FBI suppressing all kunow-

ledge of the Oswald threat to Hesky. The nggggg;e added that after sitting on the repoxt
Josse Cpip )
of a similar admission by Hosty to one of his officers, Dallas's former chlefNBf_§6TEUE>~

Barl
"had written a confidential, registered letter to Chief Justlce\Varfen/j/;bout that in
I nr 2 s e o P R . i
ay, 1964 but "The letter was p apparently ignored,

)%As Carr forecast, popular dissatisfaction with the Commissio%% work continued. Lt
S v
was expressed i the’ pular reception a series of trashy, conspiracy-theory books and

T

Lhﬁﬂensatlonai movme, J“&,/ by Gllveﬂ_ftone Were—to receivefa;éecade_agéfmcfé‘éfter
CeEML%fﬁne—h:G‘%eﬁg—S&%eﬁG@»:EE did believe that the aoen01es had 1nve5u1gataﬁ thenselves

but in fact, as we shall see, they did not do even that.



THa

) ‘ i
[%f/lts inside informer, Gerald Ford, Commission Member, was, like all the Ylembers, pretluded
from that session, which Varren and Rankin arranged they alone would conduct. ot being

privy, he could not stool-pidgeon that informntion to DelLoach for Hoover,



.
Having given his word to kee? the informgtion confidential Sﬁaklin immediately broke
4
his word and violated Wade's confidence with this sevq}page teletype based on and including

W)

what he had promised to keep confidential.
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The ¥BI, instead of j_nveuuiia, ing itself, was spying on what the Commission

o /g/-

. ]
and the Texans/ere up to! Uls

i A
. . J —
4s 11:36 s.m. the dayd the Texans were before the Commission, “anvary 2§ 24,

shanklin sent an "urgent” teletmype to FBIHQ in response to Inspector —HMalley's phone call
Lonlit .
to it of gﬁ?ﬁéﬁ daye The teletype begins with the obliterated information %/dentijzfing
Dhanklin's source for informing FBIEQ that Wade had been called before the Coe
mission "in connection with allegation c}miﬁ%lﬁswald was on peyroll of FBI."
q%,%anklin's inside source even told him when the Texans weuld be landing on their return.
(FBIH. 105-82555-1749)
Shanklin followed this up wihth a phone call toFBelmont the next day. 4s Shanklin's
LAY
additional teletype of later the second day, also sent as "U_Qﬂgent; wa Ml an FBIHQ
stamp, thez@}kse docurcents went to MHRe BoLEHONT IOR 'Ih; DIREGTOR."(105}§2555—1706)
Agide from using Wade in an effort to refute Tﬁe Iiit_j_.gn's story, Shanklin disclosed
the secrecy on which the Commission insisted with the Texans. Belmont's memo for Hoover
Through mo.'i.son on Shanklin's call G@ FBIHQ 105=82555- 1820), says that "District 4ttorney
Wade told Shanklin, in confidence, that he and ilegander were called to testify belore
the Pres 1uep’r,és Gommission, bL’Lu uere sworn to secrecy."(emphasis added)
| Belmont concluded recommending that the Commission be advised that the FBIL had
investigated itself, not the words Belmont used, and that Mif the Commission has any
further questions concerning this or any other phase of FBI activities we would appreciate
a direct contact from the Commission relative thereto."

Hoover's notation, in his distinctive crabbed handuriting, is "Yes, This is pretty

slimy tactics upon psrt of Warren & Rg_mkingH'i )
M} thv ?ﬂ'ﬁ«u/ }J{j 1,; bt ] :/{,
Shanklin's ﬁé‘@ rpe of seven neneul czdote“ Wade on page fl\re’ "TADE ADVISED HL e S

PURNHIS m Mg THIS IHFO IN STRICT CONFIDENCE AS HE HAD BEEN INSTRUCTED THAT UNDERK
WO CIRCUMSTANCES WAS AWY K I.‘LT"‘O BE THIS INTERVIEW OR INERVIIWS TO BE GIVEN OUT, AND

HE DBSIRIS T0 B PROIECTED," (FBIHQ 105-82555-1706) /[ 1 ﬁ//‘{_ g¢55

's effort, we know & little about what iiwem transpired

mw{

t Janvary 24 executiwe session held with such &z ighal secrecy and for which they

Se, despite Rankin's and Warren

&
(S
ot
ftJ
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}6‘1 broken Jrhem to hawe thel¥ court reporter present at all meé;ting o there would
/
be a record, He know from Carr that he had asked the Commission o do the Jjob it had
been appointed to do, inveutigate, and that it had not done so; and/e know from Hade that

the Commigsion tried to silence him and the others by Shanklin's verSion of what Wade had

todd him li in the "strictedt confisdence ! that Shanklin could not wait to violate, that
- . ) 1) f J. i A . [ 1 ) e s 5</’l
they had been "gnstructed" to say [)oo thing at all about what happened when they\ere

were before Rankin snd Usrrene

This is the way to investigate the assassingtion of a President?

; o

It was this Commission s way, a way in which it would refuse absolutely 34 condiict any

regl investigation and then would seek to protect itself from reaction against its abdi=

ca’sim?éL its neight to /sc, ¢ sacred responsibilities in a cguntry like ours by seeing to it

that it left no record, that none of the Members of the Commission be present to have any

a4 A

_ -

personal knowledge of what the Texans teSibtified to, taking all possible steps to see
L

that the Texans alsc spoke not a g word sbout that secret session, and that the only and

inadequate and dishonest rncord geneVhted by Ranlrm not wevela reveal what actually did

happen. uhefeWAfL M WW@V\ W%MM‘%% WW/WM %4{7@%

Rankin's asa%pvering— meme was truthful in stating that YWarren had =cidez@ to call the

Commission into a secret session on lenday, Janua vy 27, the first working day after the
N hth
Friday on which the Loxans testified. Lt kY Lo deny me the transcript of that session that
e YA
the g ewn,aae‘u lied repeated to tl!e(com“"u and produced perjurious affida)its by both
jjw; ‘/)ﬁ“l‘//(’) WSt JW/[@B /://-(‘L[//\

fankin andKhoads, the means by which it pre f@)\,d fore—tin

in my FOTA Tawsu.lu Ci 7 @ 2052 ~7%. (The court later reversed the nwnbely/ representing the

year %niﬁ;dcase /}MW pcdl ﬁt{ (ﬁrmvﬁﬁ‘w{%&/uf%

ng what the appeals court of that era, before it was feaganzied with
g
Jjudeges of tne .E’l"‘h’L extreme, might do, _ncludlﬂc with the cherge—afxie mv harge of their
/f 771 isch IJcnevye : A
per,ju_c(\} méaz,\’-l%tﬁé under oath rhs making™y subgect to the  penalties of perjury if
5) o vk wah The

L lied about that verymaterial fact in the igation z& »11 th theécontent of the
properly G
transeript, which was not @ubject to classification- by the COIHH]:LSQW on which did not have

the authority to clagsify in any event\/t}a‘aft the government <& quifely just meiled me a

copy/rj W ]L[/(}/(M/M/V{/f W( Wﬁ /// ,ﬂq/mac' / 4/ /5 /é 7 / ///‘A/D/Z Méi?/ /y
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There was no Freedom of Information Act in-$sese-dazs. The Commission did expect
perpetual secrecy for their TOP USECRET transcript.

S0, some of them let their hair down a bit,
‘ Ot fpst but

Even to the extent of saying that lying and perjury about whether aﬂy@geahq%

any such comnection with any spookery as—wes—abiributed toOswetd was right and proper

for the government!

il

As we nexth seecliore about,

éefgazféiyégég KR BIEET 8888t _of-Titigatio
The dishonesty of all of +his is hard to believee +% was omnipresent, it was in-
tended- really often sbﬁemod = and that about the assassination of a President and the
official investigations of ite
One extra space
On September 22, 1975, a week after the second Qggggéfzg_story quoted above appeared,

a
the “onnie Hudkins olflcla{dom sought to make a villain of while avpgfglng him entirely,

il

o,

the reporter ~onnie Hudkings who befame my friend after he left “ouston, told me that it

N
was Henry Hi—sdes Wode's former assistant Bill Alexander who leaked the sensational story

— , .
about the FBI's destroying & that Osvald @eZe v Pre-assassination threat to violence pger

against the FBI, the police or bothe Lonnie said Alexander's reason for that leaking was

@éét he was mad¢ at the IBIL,.

=

had believed it was someone inside the Dallas FBI office,

I know of no confirmation of ga. either explanatione

4

It also should be noted that the Commission avoided an obvious question it could
and should have asked of the IFBI and the ?’CIA‘ does any of thise numbers match your

nunbdring system? The FBI would have said "no" but the CIA could not hahé said thate

Or is this the reason so obvious a question was not asked?



