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Ao (THE TEXANS AND WHAT THEY REMEHBER
[ Getting to T exas and working there was difficult for me because I lacked the

i

resources. His became impossible when I was so deeply involved in all the FOIA lawsuits
" Lol Gmplyc Ao,
and even more impossible after Eﬁffering a series of il 1negses and surserdes tnau severely
B _ S w [t
limited what 1 am able%%n do aen maﬁ%ﬁaﬁy travel eaaeexailw hazardous bﬁﬂaase since 197@;
[+ coam ¥ / (llq
I have lived on an anuzcoa“ulent het males even 5\Q}i“ﬁ bruise potential/fatal,

When I was there I found both Henry uzde, who was, not a formal member of the Texas
) (E momtod and
gourt of Inquiry, and Dean &obe?t\L"Tﬁiﬁﬁﬁz who WaS{fféZeqdly and cooperabivey Ailling %o

g
help as much as they could. /'4'7 or hlAL//

Once I learned this, because I could not be in Dallas and wmrkxikmre spend the time
thexre required for a caveful examingtion of the files both made available, I asked a friend
to examine these files for me when she was able to 7 the conditions of her life there-

P —
gfter made that impossible. zrzzzresnkiz prectlng that it would be possible, I did not
e (i fuw dicpdts ey M, _ )
make detaﬂled notes and a Qﬁten—al%—%ﬁeceﬁyeaxu, in th mass of records + lateq&ccumulated,
- IR~ g
I can find only some rudimentary"ﬂc%es I typed after I returned home., That I had some
handwritten notes is clear because #m the b7ped memos—¥ refer to some of theme

These

Hy—typed memos on interviews with Storey three days apart in 1971 refer to my having
interviewed hinm three years earlier. L hsve neither notes no¥ recollection of thate But
Ptorey did remember me from that earlier visit,

He was warm and friendly and seemed %o be trying to remember all he coulﬁggpé ﬁ% did.
offer me access t\\ifw'/dﬁ— ExdmsprExden his records in his firvet-fldor office of the Storey

ZZ‘%J
T S H s Mo . u .
Byilding at Southern “ethodist niversity, 3315 D%hiels(’ﬂe then spent afternoons there,

Wk AV e/,
mornings at his law oficies oifice} (Suite 4600 of the%?epublic National Qank Building
) e
in #mx the heart of dountown Dallase
The September 15, 19757%ouston Chronicle story stery reporting e Jaworskid effort to

belittle what Vaggoner : EBarr said about his demand of earfen and RanAln at that Janvary

. S’gr\/ w1415/
24 secret session quoted “torey's “as saying that he was theg%81 years of age and unable

to talk. I took this to me mean either too ill or too frail, not tha® % tallding then was

4

physically impossible for him. While in 1971 I had the impression that he was somewhat
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% the 4971
torey 's varied career was so long and so active his Aisting inAho's Who din

La . —— 5 : .
the South znd the Southwest, with all the abbreviations and consractions and in very small
~

eofe

ype is still half a coluim long,



frail that did not sesm—o affect his mind.m %NMJ H%&?;ﬁiylﬁéZé

Hy memos are of interviews with him at 10:40 s.m, November 30, 1971 in the Republic
Hational ﬁank suite and of an afterncon interview at his S NU offices December 2, He
then was in full possessicn of all his facylties and his mind was shaé? and clear. All

his recollections were not, however: As my memo on the December interview states, he

o

orevious Wednesday, when it was vaining. (4 friend was picking me ugg?uthyhen it was
raining hard when one of my interviews with Wade ended, he had his chauffeur drive me to
ny next appointment in his ofF101a1 care)

Storey

Hm was on the staff of the prosecution at the Nuremburg trials after World War II, he
told me, AEFBFXERZEX On his return Jhe said he was 1nvolved in the orgayiaation of f an

4ir Iprce Intelligence in Florida, A vde “om his reputatloﬂ a aﬂﬁﬁiﬁéIlenf‘iéﬁié?‘
he did have experience that could have served him well on the TCI. and with the Commission.
FBI
During the early World War II period Henry Wade negs began higzﬁéfeer in its Baltimore
office. That intluded the area in which we live, ﬁe is familiar with it. He’%ﬁéﬁ?ﬁas.ﬂﬁﬁﬁ
,% Fhi
stationed for a while in South America. Betweé: hgé///per3é9nce and his long tenure as

Dallas Ddstrict Attorney he wasg also wdll qualified to be of assistante to both the

Commission and the TCI.

Had a“"’Ol‘CIIBﬂ:‘W Piont s o with 1m0 i oy
~He recal;/4¢s many activities of the Vorld War II @a era with clarity and lgfldltj. By

4.3,

cnen

he enjoyed a reputation that had Genaral Ha Arnold seeking his services in the far east

} QA«VLZ ,,
afpd Justice Hgbert Jackson in ﬁhe/g%BBi??Erai cctlon \(He opted Jackson)
rdial,
Wade is also a/varm and a friendly man. I was with him on occasion when as a pro-
/L// M
secutor /practised the canong of tif ¢ bar and sought justice 7& ¢r then conviction.

Once when I was waiting to see him) his greeting me was delayed by a visit from the

il 1 4
e buadipahif o] . . . .
State Democratic party} It wanted him to rua for governmr. He declined., He believed he
was not known well enough in Texss away from the Dallas area. That he could decline an
honor like that impressed me,

His files related to his prosecution of Jack Ruby. From cursory examination of them,

a detailed examination being precluded by the limited time I had, it became apparent &hat



oAl

"here is a possible explanation of

Hoover had had his vision the day of

assassin, that there was no conspiracy, the ¥BL did not want even to suggest that

there could have been .ny cgnspiracy in his

- ' 4.9

he was part of a conspiracy to kill the

PresideNt.

L/
Cyptt
A cpnspiracy to kill Oswald suggesty



=1L, , ./
.Zé»)g lw(/)//yﬂ/tfc
How Bizarre!
Jacic “uby kiddbed the only man ever mmmskdsyed officially considered 40 have been the

; here,”
assassin of the President and e‘——flé was the ¥BI withholding from his prosecution non-secret

informatipn that, before Huby died, was fxme¥y available %o anyone in Washington or by mail
from the National &rchives to anyone who knew i%/éisted and wrote and asked the Archives
S i
TO0Y 1Te
What rational reason could theife be for this strange behavior, withholding relevant
~ / i e P i Bt s { v 5 *
\ ity £ Bt Thog (e £/, Ll he C1A, Lgfxf N AV [Pk /) AIA —
information from-edeedt prosecutor im & sensatiomal murdger case?) /.. /.0 /iiiiisd o L
N N

e D
The murder itself was seen live on international FRER¥xx Tﬂ all arowmd the world.
~

There was no question about the wurder. Bub there then were and there 1ingerg many questions
about fuby the murderer. The most obvious — and still unresolved — of these immediate
questions was and is whether ‘uby had been part of a conspiracy. For this the prosecution
needed agll the information avgilable about @uby and any coanections he may have hade

With the criminal world in particular because he was known to had had connections

O 84 / Iy
with the criminal worlde 794/ /Line.

o ddnl a
) f

to it in so spectacular and\crime,

. . . . ; . 4 .
)gyﬁé still can only conjecture -~ and wonder lghat Klnd of an ¥BI we r%ngy have when it
7
withholds from the prosecution information of possible use
/ . .
Of the possible explanations the cne tha?%eems most likely to me is that the FBI{xmsx
7
mxuspalziorskimx  was much more concerned about the possibility of some embarrassment 4o
it than vith law enforcement. What could hsve been embarrassing is that —

Ruby had been an ¥BI informer! The man who killed the President's sccused assassin

. NAs - the man he killed
had worked for the FBIL, in thehfole atiributed to Ggwsdd Dy fThose rumors and reports
never really investigatidd B L i) ;i J ;;.
in Noanmw o 1787 agops wihe 1204 A fos

N
L had pikﬁed

~=

jis dmformation up in Dallas in 1968r My sources included a former
¥

agent. But there wag no proof.

4 full account of the FBI's relationship with fhby should have been included in the

L
l""

.

- i T e o . . 4 . i ) - Lo 1
De32s Dallas FBI JFK assassination records disclosed to me in C4 78-0%20, but it wasn'te
Jo h n A L1 "jfzz;'z//,,}" / 3
E Bl s 1o IS % AT . RTINS o L SR T R - 5 T2 F Tome 11 e P P
/&ﬁ.haﬂﬁ to the FBI lickspitttle of a judge in that case, he 1ot Thow the FBl gt away



sudpressions of relevant records.
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(In a case against a nototious wire-tapper Judge John “ewis Smith once said in open
court that he generally toolk his leads from the Erl!)

The litile bit that these disclosed FBI yecords hold is that FBIHY approved using

Az A(e
Ruby as a criminal informer but that during his geriod of probation XEB¥ vrovide
i:, K/)&t/ﬁtbi

title useful inforration it drhpped him and did v vojtuse him as an informer.

The rmgpxxs relevant recordstill kept secret by the FBK include khexxmmuiredx
thOthéquired to have been made and filed by the agent in contact with fuby on a wregular
na51S££Lf1 ng the period of probation. There is an FBIL printed form its agents are required
to £ill out after each chntact. It and related athachments include an account of the in-
Tormation provided, if any, and the agent's_g¥fluation ?4 it. The koney paid the informer,

1/ 4%2

which must be approved in advance, cqusing fOtne: records to be generated, is post{ with

1
o~ (2] ' v o . e AT
any receipts for the paymentse In Ryuby'skase thepe were 1%7-glassification files at FBIHQ

137 ;
and in Dallas.'That is the ¥BI's classification for "Criminal Informants.' iny informa-
tion he provided would have been filed in Dallas in that file an FD340, what is knoun

as an "evidence envelope.” &g a minimum theserecords ave requirved to exigt by the FBI's
own regulations and practises. But nont of ifwas disclosed when the lawequired its dis—

closures

TRT!

There.is no known information that disproves the F8I's explanation that fuby was an

03 o

unproductive infoemer so it did not use him siter tThe period of probation.

'T)

But if this is true, how explain the FBI's lying under ocath in CA T78-0320, that lie

: that it had no undisclosed Ruby records?

Contrary to the vublic irage the FBI crested for itself, lggng thatextends to perjury
S
1

) v
are SOP for it. This was proben in each and «very one of my FOIA lawsuits against it. But

that it lied about disclosing all its “ub" records d%:chot have to mean that those still—

4

t ghat it admits, that Ruby

seeret records hold enything more embarrassing ©

ine and that because he did not provide useful

The

I:rl

fBI lies evem when there is

an ifif




474,}/note to seli re H41, liwes Z-),

Search my case file for this and if not there #get from the Fensterwald files. The
case was his client, Baas‘s.~ge%h got the trenscript and gave it to Bud who

gave me a Copye



With fuby, Oswald's murderer, having admittedly been an ¥BI informer, how unususl,
how exciting and provocative it would have been if the facts developed in a real investi-

/)
or ﬁ;esidential

L)

gation disclosed that in murdering Osweld, the only officisl candidate
assasein, fuby had also killed another FBI informer!

It would have meant ang IFBI ascassin and an FBI #he assassin's assassin!




N

neither the Commission nor the FBI had wanted to help him and that they had in fact with-
held from him what was veadily available to anyone in the National Archives. 4lthough hyﬂ%u
L
time I went through his files Ruby was dead, I sent™ui# copies of FBI and Commission
ﬂu&db
records I thought he might want for the compietion of his files, (records that neither the
4
FBI nor the Commission had given him for use 1n the Ruby case. 67“”/4 Q¢7R?

r Clives
léy coincidence L supent several hoar%4ﬁno day 1uby was buried with one of his lawyers,

Elmer Gertz, and “rs, Gertz, Gertz and I were to &e guests on the taping of a John ¥etmm

Madigan TV show on WBBlM-TV, iﬁ-@ki@ago; There were technical problems that delayed the tap-

inge The gertzes and I say in the cafeteria and chatted until the studio was prepared for

- )M
the tapinge He told me that he had been at fiby's funeral that very snowy morning and that

he was satisfied there was nothing abnormsl iy Ruby's death. e did believe, however,

<u

that Ruby whuld have been hospitalized earlier if the sheriff himself had not been hog—
v
pitalized because in hlS absence others appeared to be uneasy about “uoy being anyplace

but in his Jail cell.lT remember that particular day, a Fridsay in February, 1967 with
ed 15 oS pr TAHE)

clarity for another reason connected Ulth Lybye He had been interview by Larrj Schiller,

Lotk MV’W\/’/@ cotmitranic, Ao smod,

p—

as loathsome an agsassination scavenger.ﬂﬁ as there was, wsth a tépe madw clandestineli

and, natural for Schiller, useéji;propelly. I had to fly back to Washington in that snow-

o a WW%W’;’/ Y
gtorm to confront SChlleiﬂ/LhGﬂ plugging his book in which, scavenger that he was, he

characterized all the critics of the Warren er@ru as scavengers, He would got confront 7€

L \ I N6
so L a w%lfed after hlm.$e had obtained interviews with critics by misrepresentation sf his
proged1 as scholarly, for a university, and ﬁ; then edited the tapes to give them meanings
(277
they did not have, iAnd instead of a uni?ii;%;? ji£?§iz4Pe had a rushed -aad wretchedly
8
dishonest exploivationsand commercializat 5tions of the JFK assassvzggTBB Before long he abandon-
from bekimi=mich
ned the assassingtion for the BboaworE?behlnd which hﬁzhxiﬂngaﬁxﬁ creatures like him

. . CH/ m/ﬂé(/ e 'FZv
emerge fwom time to time. The Ruby case had been desizasted—Ffeor a neyw tr}él by the appeals

court when he died of a cancer in his head. Some of the information Wade did not use in
his prosecution in which it would have been prejudicial reflected a different kind of

sickness in “uby's head%ﬂ

— ,4j /—f/t-_; '




1\

eared he was treating

Hy

0 public Ruby fandled the just beginning to swell breé%é off girls. Yhen chided
for this he told his critics he was just bresking them in, preparing them to work for
him,

Together with his tendency %o blab, to puft himself up over his connections, it

s not easy to believe that anyone involved in any kind of conspirascy would trust

/
LT e o
Sl v g

e

J

“uby to be part of ite



torey was convinced of Oswald's guilt. This geemed to come more from beiﬁg ine
%ww&( .. \
fluenced by the successful effort to portray Bim as some kind of red than by evidence of

Z

7
The crime, of which Ptorey seemed to have little knowledgee To him, with Oswald a "red," all

else just fell into places. Thus the official story satisfied him. If he knew more of the
,*/ I IK m//m,&
R P — ° 3 3 o ) 3 . 03
fact(fﬁén the genersl pwblic, he did not reflect that in our intervieus,
’ g&éww/ﬂ
gnd 5

that Osuald had assually renounced his Ameri—

can citizenship. “n fact he did note
puy ° e 3 1.
s was under the impression that the executive branch of the government had done all

that was possible in the investigation but, as he had no way of knowing, that also was
In this regard
not true./ﬁ% seemed to have been particularly impressed by the réjurn of diplomats from
~he seld Latin dmevican and Japan =
aﬂiaéa)to be in{ erviewed in the,investigation
B il a,ﬂA%%¢4/3A4$ﬁf 7VﬁmﬁyﬁMM4L
H earing Oswald's voitewdf-e reCord made of his debate with right-wingers in Hew
b, T,

Urleans seemed to have influenced how regarded Osqéldegaéia%eézﬂwith the official

1\ S = t
portrayalpof Oswald as a xeéj convinced him sf thatd was a true, dedicated:ged.

in a red jackets U .
He had That record/in a display case in his St office. 4long with it were a
)
of the Commission's 26 volumes) some of them standing and open, a paperbsck veprint of
w bound
Hark Lane's Hugh to Judgement, and a feiyéarefullyvlabelle%’ iles. These files were titled:

Hapguerite Oswald, King Candy Co.; aneéjggationuof Operational Security Involving

the Transfer of Lee Harvey Oswald 11/24/63; Dallas Folice Reportss Pho’cographs Oswald

¥ ‘e 0 ) ' ™ . T 3 ° . 5 7 1.
Shooting in Bae Basement; Photographs J.D,Tippit Areabf Shooting and Location Oswald

i

Arrested; Evidences; Lee Harvey OSWaad; Transcript Dallas “olice Radio Transmissions; Pheto-

>
geepls Photpgraphs Persons Appesring with Lee Harvey Oswald in Dallas'gélice Identifica—

tions line-Ups; Photographs Oswald's Property; Officer J.De.Tippit; Edwin 4. Walker File

¢

N

‘Dallas Police Repartment; Photographs Trade MarﬁAerial View Trade “art Floor PlansA(JFT
was en voute to the Trade Hart, wh re he was scheduled to speak, when he was assassinated);

Investigation%f the Aé%gassination of Presicdent Kennedy, “ohn Fitzgerald, 11/22/63 ({my note

5

indicates this far from complete record of any investigation was limited to copies of the

~

——— Z
information compiled by the &kef sheriff and published by the Commisgioniix. It was only

about en inché tihick and cannot contain the results of a real investigation of the ciime);



Phorjo raphs Downtewn View OaK &3£8 Cliffz Section Dallas Showing Oswald's Hamd
Knovn, and Probom/Routes (this re fers to Osuald's alleged route from his rooming hosue to
the neEes moemooniseirmwaarrereet Tedas Theater in which he was arrested, allegedly
m -
heVing shot Officer *ippit en route. In fact he had no "known" route and was not seen
N i o N B, s s
en rojyve by anyone,); ’hovpgraplL s Interior and Exterior of Texas Depository ulia:mg[

(from which Oswzld is alleged to have shot the President and governor Connally); Re-
the =
construction— Investigation of Assassination of/President Gepnedgee - Dallas Lolw ce

Department.

These file titles reflec% ormation from Washington for the consideration of

the Texas Yourt of Inquiry, @itl froml the Commission or the federal agencies like the
BT and tht Secret Services They do reflect a gfecding of men too busy in their normal

lives to be active in anything like a resl hlb/estiga‘tion;zi )the lmﬂ&\i;feeding by the Dallas
i 4 <

Vs C
polede Bhe 2nd the Dallas ounty Sherifffz
With regard to the mport that Osvald had been anfedera¥x undercover operative for
et Wik Wiadpsf Aty pn it 1o /«,Z/

e (L]
the FBiL o"c”p CTA/A’l’l’— gotorey remembered is that his pay was said to be 200 a month,

trips to Washington m?-ﬁehe ' exas ‘purt of Inqmry/}az

864 executive session. dis—
/s

tinguished between that one, whi' n Wade was with them, and other trips when W€ was note

/
ferz than for the CommissiongJanusry 24, # 1

I
a- Mo
 DRET « While kis’recollections of what transpired at that Januvary 24 executive session
woman he believdd mas a ¢ sfﬂ/-wey
; ) —
were hazy, they were sherp and clear on the fact That there was a Sksmmpgypsf present to

record what was saide Iin feot, torey was confident that he had a transcript of that

) d‘
session. ‘e indicated *I;hat%pe cmpu was about an inchg and a half thick, While

)

W
there web no such transcript his thinking he had one tends to confirm hisertainaty that

* ./_—‘—_’\——, . - v
What was seid was being taken dovm by axzxemegraphexyz the woman he believed was a comrt
/u{/raf&,l. M
roogpldercr believed he also had notes relating to that session.

" c T
retofing—to—that Sossien. He said he would chek and see, He never sent me copies of any.

Vede's réollection is consistent with “torey's, with some variation in the de
W(rxd‘

eEst he recalled,



@

told me that he was certain Rankin was not in the designated room of the Com-

N/’ -
mission'g offices in the Veternas of Foreign War buikding when the Texaps got there, Ine-
side that room they were grected by a woman he thought was the same one he saw mgking notese
He is certain that there was a woman making n¥tes. Storey was certain that they were told
the notes would be preserved. W&de};f’ seemed to récall that they were told it would not be
a published hearing.

They agree in their belief that a record of some kind was being made and that it was
. . o o/
being vecorded by one they both identify as @ woman.
This is entircly consistent with Renlkin's trick to deceive Senator Russedl, 1238
Comsisston—+tember vho did not agree with some of the langeu-lanhusge of the Report and
who had forced the executive session of Septeimber 18 to record his disageeements, It was

B w7,
with the Texans as it wa with fussell, Ranlkdin 1 n to it that there would be no

stenographic transcript for the historical record while golag through the motions of

leadjg?l the Texans, as he later did Russell, pfxkenimg to believe that what was said was
¢

being taken dqt/wn.

With the pas:aj_ng/{’o% time recollections do get less certain and become less complete,

Recollections also can be influenced by intervievers, U or no’c wlth that intent,

from the quesuons they ask&tbai_, over s period o,% ulv{e can % comu with tghat,gs

MW 1lad, }?But both Wade and D1':orey were certain that a record of that January
24th executive ses‘sioN was being made. Wade apveqred not to be certain that a court
reporter was present ‘to provide a verbatim stenggraphic transcript of the session k&%
b%t bJcoey not only was certein, he believed he had a copy of g{%t typsecript of that session.

byt ity
%ﬁa}ﬂfiﬂ, Rankin, in accord with the January 22 decision of the Commission, saw to

it that there would be no official record of that session while c¥ecating the impression in

the minds of the Tezans me #he record

AN -

was in fact being mades—

Rankin, for the Commission, imposed upon their trust. They had no reason to suspeét

that he tricked them or that he wanted no record to exist, On their pert, they had no

reason to suspect that the Commission itself had decided that it would have no record of



NCy as soon a8 the/ﬁgﬁes

(Unknomn o them, the'FPT had prepared

ou ul:me\b
were known. 0 an FBL damage-control X1c cler)discloded to my fiiend Hark #1llen, under

Buregu Bealtionship With Warren Commisaion" and then under the firvst of its subfeadings,
U :

.0

" @B ig,®% "5, Preparation of dossiers in staff;

A, Formation of Warren Commission,

A,
o N P
~and members.” /J.nder the third subheading, "C. Related Bureau dctions and Activities,”

—

first item is "1. Preparations of € dossiers on WO staff after the lj;eport wes out.”

phasis in orig 3.11:14),\ Next to the last of these subheadings reflects the extent td which

¢ FBL went in preparing its pplice-state dossiers, "7, Subsequent preparations ol sex éa
/ -
Gssiers on critics of probe." This tickler also confirms the power and influence Hoover

. Ve . \ . . T e W T e n u)
had in revoriting under its "@elatlozis__lp Yith Warren Comrission" that "4. Hoover bisskedx

blocking varren's choice for general cétmsel‘.“ﬂicker outline in my files.)

Coviously, the only veason for prepar 1n1.J dossiers ig to be able to use them and the

for
only uses possible wefe / laclmail or for dstroying the reputations oy Commission Members
1

snd staff. )
Gide (Although the FBI heo already prepared dossiers on the staff, "afteithe Report

oAl pre paratlorw of_adel (‘Lb'l/lf‘( - e
Sbdowa ] uosmers 0} *'che gtaff after the thzmut has to
1cs*e responsible

Lf dossiers for pavitfor tie



in 1666 and 1967
intens 7bV/I saw nothing that elln suggested anythimg as underhanded ss Rankin pulled

When I examined the Commission's vecords in the Hational Archives with some
on the Texans, nothing suggesting there had been any @demand or request from them for

any in¥stigation of the weport that Oswald had worked undercover for an agency of govern=—
mente L saw nothing at all indiceting that there had been any recdord made of that January

Ll

. o . ) - s - h/ ' 0
24 session, no reference other than is in the Ranldn memo on it ozggﬁat transplred theree

nd . vl ipi) ] :
But there is no way of knowing what was filed in theeircular Llle,” Lmﬁﬂ ’ﬁ?é%pﬂ/ﬂj Adfte
7 '

T wae waet went into the AvrchiMes refusal to replace recordd that had disappeared in my

(0ce T Ebil o7 we ff 236,
second book, WhlteWashiI. The agencies of origingf could have xevoxed the missing records
j 1 D, Jawmes B, 2k o u’(a/
without any difficulty at alf but the then archivist would not 10t ask this of them,
/0’&’"""4 d )
While the copies I obtained of(/ﬁe Comnission~TCI corrvespondence are of all in the
uly 77,1971
Commigsion's file of them at the Archives, it admitﬁé&‘iﬁ“&VIggEg; to Howard Roffman, then
a student, there there were five letters of which it had a recowrd but of which it had no
copies. One of these was written o Harren by Carr sbortly after that session, It was

o it R . . . '
dated Yebruary 14, 1964, Another of those missing letters is one Storey wrote Carr the

next monthe

/ Lo Aepueel
/s on thEE The Commission's files are barren.
“2 {0 5 )
W mA g
On page 255 ol

S

; __ﬂ'ﬂ________#_*,_
0 pook I stated, without contradiction since then, that

P
"They@ﬁﬁorney “eneral of the Statc of Texas provided a large amount of information, It
21
is in File 102, broken into 29 differcnt files, identified %§1habetically. 0f these, 24 are

Carr's letier and much else could have been in those 21 missing files.

ﬁ&fﬁ’doing what Carr asked meang
Unly the Comn 1?%, its gtaff and those at the Yatio nal,é%cnlvzf are known :fﬁ have

/111//4 A, 7 h
g (iee /Uit e
heiz dlsappear _

/

had access 1o these 11183.456voﬁ1b they can account for

—

i SES

=




to drop everything in their busy lives to attend

7ith less than a day of notice. My impressiocn of both men is that they were fine and

. . . . . oV . .
honorable men and were not conscicusly any part of any kind of dgerlng up, including
with regard to the report that Oswald had been an FBL or a CIA undercover informer,

The reason the Commission wanted no record tvo exist is clear in the previously-

quoted portions of the Janvary 22 exzecutive session transcript - they lived in fesr of

: ahppet” MosvfA et /fju/mﬂ”
ékover and his FBI and they were not adie to do enything that might Jeé*_ﬁif/lo set”

b§§5>at them, They were experienced in our Byzantisme on the Pot oﬁ%ao and had ngg doubt that

as he had in the past, ﬁ%over could and would retaliate against them if he felt he had

foover couta
TRML (TN

ceuse toe
o % & ' 3 A - Il
What # Torger Texas Attorney “eneral Carv, who headed the TCI, told the Houston

Cnronicle he nad asked the Commission to do, to really invesbtigabe the report that
T )
ohed

gwald had E&éﬂefffo

January 24 session. 1t ig the very thing the Commni’s
8 ~ o amying &
loover and his FBL dser whether 4 Oswald had worked for ith Having no record of what the
I

-
I—x-j

the ¥BIL or the CIA, tells us something of what tr

Texans told them and asked of them made it eusier for the Commission not to do what

/]

CarﬁﬂX@,tGd it to do, what it on its own had already decided not to do, really inﬁg?igate.

i

d
Pris—messs thot the Commission de# decide/not to meet the mandate of its creation.
Lnd e shall 25 Oawald. 3+ 344 +
d, as we shall see with Oswald, it did not.

L4s intended, its deliberate chicanery of Janu vy 24, 2964, was one of its means to

t end, an indispensible means fto that end.

When the fullness of what had b en/done to him and his TCI dawned on Carr is not clear.

--’7lﬁ9é§7

4n excellent acbunt an among the esrliest of them was Sylvia leagher's
')(u}S

Midheels Within DCa&‘ o _the Xénnedy Iave&s igation" Has Organized, brought much ef—iids

to light in the small and since-defunct MHinority of One magazine for July/August 1968,

gk \
\pages 23~77 But it was no long before Carr had an indication of what was to happen.

1054  fols



Ansert—rr——en Larr or gulling LUt—

$7.C
Within the week following that January 24 executive session Carr understood
ey July bob#g:gL;g
Eh%/j,h. and his court of inquiry had been doublecrossed by Rankine HlS/l >tter of protest

—_—

H;

to Rankin, from the Gommnission's "Texas I#vestigation” filgjé protzsts that they had been
precluded from hearing larvinag Oswsld's tostimony,

Byvery word of which was subsequently publiched by the Comuissione

apparently
8fter complaining ty Rankin that "you have/broken your Commitmen*Lo have Texas
tepresented" at the beafl-?] asid that thid commitment had been made "several times ovem
the
on my presence and the presence of gpecial counsel."
Jaworski
B

But if his "special® couns el/had given a dman he and not Carr would heve made the
protest to the double-crossing Commissione

S0 we seem to have angther indication of whatient on at that January 24 executive
session called to learn what the Texans knew about the reports of Oswald heving been an
undercover spy for a federal agency and another indication of why Rankin and Warrenj
# assured in advance that no other memb<rs of the Commission or its staff would be present

t‘L'

and that there would not be the 3§bmised stenog'apg,verbg im transcript of what ®zx then
was said and agreed toe

Poor Carr had more than the wily Raﬂflﬁ t¢ deal withe asside from his CIA funds

i . . ' o
connection§a little about Jawévsf from before his national fame as Watergate prosecutor
4
i /i;w : - e s
reflectSJoworskils attitudes and beliefs and Tells us a little about %hs how hd vhy as

- . ; Cogld o - . ..
counse%flor the Texas oikf_mf anulry,/y;s th wve stal eg he was part and percel of
i

completely immnobilizing it and rendering it impotent and wo rsc in&u useless.

YD ( /l/j



QAfter
Wkwa Random House published Gerald Posner's commercialization and exploitation

of the JFK assassination in which he endorses and supports the official mythology,

N

o o e Bes Sho then defended him and

\ass001ate generiije@ugge%re. se. Sz=¢ She then de’ended him an
D

Oclsner was,

hig bork.)
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1950

From the Zietermingtion with which the Johnson “hite House set about seeing to it

4

hat thé Texas “ourt of Inguiry would be without any influence in the assassingtion in-

+
vestigation, which is also to say that it would be controlied in Washington, accomplishing
that has to be have been a major ,.Johnson interest in- those earliest day%of his admini-
strathpn. In this effort Jaworski and Rankin were indispensible and in it that they
could not have helped LBJ any more than they did.

Johngon showed his appreciation of the invalqggble b help from his old friend and

” e

sometimes lawyer, Jaworski. Johnson appointed him to five Presiden??il Commissionse

This and a 1ittle about Jaworki that was not well known in Washington was reported
é@gr by the Hew York * 1mes on July 6 T8—+9#+ 1971 in its account of his election to be

[

president of the American ﬁar 35001at10n£é% the day beiore. His election, L/fley Selsner

/./5/31/)

- D pasf Wi /

wrote was "won in the A.B.4 tradition in an uncontested election."

This is to say that the fixer's election itself was fixed.
The election was by the bar associationds houd & of delegates, not by pouular $;té:

Iy his news conference after his election Jamowrski expressed concerg for the bar‘42
including "

“othics" and said it had to do a belter job of cleaning the bar up, irgduins by "house-

keeping," which does suggest disbarring licenced lawyers,

D

Above all,' Oelsner wrote, Javworski was "adept at fielding questions.” “eaning evading

gfirect response and not weally responding when he @ild not want to responde
. it C 5 . . .-
As a nmeber of Johnsonﬁs "Commission on the Vauses and Prevention of Violence"
4

Joworski "joined the minordity in that psnells 1967 report, 'siding with those who thought

the Warren Court had gone too far in some of its decisions regarding defendsnt's wed rights,'

Celsner also wrote,

g2 The United Press syndicatedeccou't of that press conference is only about a quarter

a0
the lengthy of the Times' account of it as published that day by the San ”ngnolsco

Chreonicle, but three of its gix paragraphs indicatve that what Jawosrki wag really talking

political test as a precondition for th

about in spe %fquw of euh"cs is apolying a

wapiting to study the law and become lawyers. ;) = ‘7/L¢
, |



pe\

In its lead Uhi%éd Press said that what Jaworslki demanded is “’uat potential law
students be subjected to thorough investigation before beibg admitted to law schools in
an effort 4o weed out 'bhad applest,"

"Admission" to law schools" he wanted to be controlled by a "prior" and otherwise
¥

I
ﬂ Adimict quotation on this is Y"We mey need 4o be a little more careful about who
ve let study the law."
But according to Oelsner's account he could not have had in miAd students who might
i i, ~ o 5 . .
as lawyers defend criminals because he in the past defended men charged with crimes,"
In fact, as the youngest lwyer admitted to the bar in Pa—t-Tec Texas, when he vwas
_in Waco
a mere 20 years of of avé\he successfukiy defended "A bbotlegger charged with operating a

still in nearby Moonshine Valley,"

(In those days when the Volstead Act prohibited even possession of liquor, those who

distilled it i3dge illegally were known as "moonshiners? because for them the operation

T &
was largely nocturnal sad khiée who sold the liquor were known as "bootleggers.™)
i)

K .

Jeworski could not have had some political offenses in midd in his demand for "house—

cleaning " by the bar as investigations prior to admission t& 1 aw school to "weed out
"had apples'/‘because in 1960 he successfully defended Lyndon Yohnson in a lawsuit brought

by the “enublﬂcqn Party to bTOCkbohnéon s ruaning for both his Senate seat and the vice-
J . . ¢ J . .
presidency in the ame election. This meant, of course, that with ohnson vice president

( o

all those who voted EEKAK%7 te return hinm to tre Senate were ffrauued of their votes}iquZZ-ﬂq
i At /(/w(v{ (W 20 b w)iaéw/ﬁ/ ¥ 7

| N
Obviously, Javorslki OlO not COPSldef himself a "bad apple"\not in keeping wit hi
7

concept of "ethics" for the bare. Y Nor could he hgve had in mind those who were part of +the
E b

ia

¢ is only those he opposed politically who should be subjected to pre—admission

investigation by the VPar to "essd-ocut. ea~”f weed out'! those he considered to be '} ad

1 5
e

apples! Like those who disagreed with him and did agree with the Supreme Court on
o+ X ()

"deiendant's rightse"

[A's violation of the constitution end cur law and innumerable tea

wgsociation with the CIé“associated him with those wrongful acts that e“uonoed LO\

; ¢
i o ) § . . o . . t ) /’7:/,/)’\)
is TCL was to have invetigated and didn te /

S
7
ck
o
b
2
-

i
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WTho were "bad apples” to the Jaworskis? Those whose ideas and beliefs were dangerous,

— % <r T . . .
In Japan before VWorld War LT there were what were called, literally, the "thoucht

l/
i o s L~ ¢ - - .
ease /on them when * was in the gPoSS. I, the urban

]

police." I did a littel little
A4

g |
areas they were—salit—toheve

2z representative in each city block where the thoughts

o]

of those who edp éxpressed qlem were monitored ilidetey,
ey i %1345 d/
Hitler h: d\BI—_BﬁﬁT as did Stalwn ﬁ%t tm ir's had duties other than mre merely

/U/M,
seeking out that who held dgngerous thoughts. They did sonnthlng about them, those

N g4,
"bac apples.” 73‘%¢¢ﬂ?f Aalleonio 67 Deis,
i

"Bad apples" to Jaworski were not those Frankin Delano Roosevelt referred to as

"malefactors of' great wealth." No, they were not "bad apples” +to Jthrskl and the mrany
and ki

strce—prorifersied othef Jawor yﬁs7 g represented them) he prospeé?ed from them, ha
\w ;mﬂﬁ?/2M|V¢”’WH L -

zher Those who StOléFeCulbﬂ» we re}jo "had appWes " 4o hime. He represated them and they

honored him for its

The general colfnsel of the Warren Yommission who, with help that included Jaworski's
@’&/M/éV/"\

former client the President, one of those who honored him, was not'a "bad apple.' A1l be—

N
did was to Jaworski good, not bade iJllce‘\ge_ing to it that "the crime of theé century"

o l/-/-

would not be investigated and then controlled the ‘opBEE7ffﬂ wa$ issued and was a

gross fakeé. And with Jaworski's help seeing to it that one of 3aworski's then clients,
his state's Court of Inquiry/ into that assassination, could and would do nothing but
rubber-stamp the feport to which Rankin sawfl?%ﬁ 5Z%0@ﬁ9&“m*d Vz”¢q>6?7¢;£2 hae.
"Bad apple)'? NQ:?’Rankin and all those other lawyers who did what Rankin wanted
them to do so they could boast that "truth is our only clientd" and later that they vere

all honorable men for doing what they did.

] ]

Patriots, real patrioté. They took care of their own "bad annle." Ggod care, as the
9 PE



L. 65 o - , . i Rl o
apples with their dangerous thoughts ever since then, in our more recent history

represented by Joe HcCarthye
B g o TR R
Poughte cen be more dangerous than boubgy as King George III learned.

A

fadse, g aniious s aluays to protect the nation, as he did in helping the CIA
L\L{/

. N . e e ey, & . o “ 5 oo ~ ..
azound the laws with their findation fronts, |[Jaworski as his first vords on becoming
=% : /‘l:

head of the American Bar Association, announced his intention of getiing rid of all

those "bad apple” lawyers who had in mind something for the practise of law. other than
r
. , : s N c o o U s
sepresenting those career— insuring, prog%erlty providing “Halefactors of great wa

That lawyers who are 0% "bad apples” and do not hold bad thoughts they can

~

—

-

practise do when they guide their clients around the g laws?

"De J mortuis mil nisi bonum" is the old Latin phrase.

A
217h
1 J ) 4‘%
S0 let us spesk well of Leon Jaworski. He knew g bad apple wh€n he suspected one,

%Q,He knew what dangerous thoughts are. He knew how to preveﬂ¥ those."bad apples® just
out of college from entering law schoole. &nd everny i’ he did not persaude the bar

assoclation he headed to have its oun thought police te block entry into the law schools

for 4 Javiorski's Pa"bad apples” he was not without ohher achievements, as his friend and
cIientrarr can attest. ,

4s could Banldn if he had not gone ol to hms o.n reward for his very special kind

of patvictism in which Jaworski was so helpful in keeping any Texas "bad apples® from
. ' T - & T — . L 4 A 1 P
intruding their bad thoughts on Rankin's good works.&s Carr wrote in 1964, not aftex

with wide mergins and spacing for its small
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monumental e

headline-size type,

o
"

- ,’/;7 Moo JA11 Texsns owe a deep debt of gratitude to tu/distinguished members of the

| State Bar who so unselfishly answered my request for assassinatnce as Special Counsel
A
! T . 9 (R PR) . & ' .z ——
fvvl in this investigation. iir. Leon Jaworski and Dean Robert Ge Storey have given many
- ‘ F
hours off their time. Without their invalusble counsel and assasi@.tance, our work could



2

'"x aﬂz not have been gz so thorough nor complete,”
/i
So thorough and complete that it requireed fewer then 4,000 vords for the entire

raport on the biggest crime in Texas' history.

De meortuls nil nisi

i bonum,speak on well of Leon Jaworsld? Sieg Heill

4
/Y




What is it that Carr wented the “ommission o do that the Commission was so anxious
not to have as a matter of record? is sinted in sheyvpresrkousiyoooumiesd

the previously-quoted Houston Chronlcle interview of Septmeber 15, 1975, it also included

 Ad

vwhat Carr, as Texas Attorney Genersl and as hesd of its Court of Inquiry into the JFK
9

assa651natlo%7d1q not want the Commiscion o dos

/4/f// "Carr had recommended to the Warren Commission in January, 1964, that the Commission

'comb the depths' of both agencies gTﬁe FBL and the CIA) to find out if any agents, in=

” 5 A % g s
ﬁﬁ;ﬁéggz formant agent or spy in its ranks hadbny knowledge of Oswald. The commigsion in—
stead, he said, allowed the agencies to investigate themselves. The answer from both was
no, Oswald was not connected with the CIA or the FBI, Carr saide"

If there had been anywhing wrong or inappriériate for Carr, as the ofiicial repres-
entative of the State of Texas as both its attorney genral and the head of its:ssassi-
nation inquiry, to'ﬁéke such a request of the Commission, or if there were anything wrong
or inappropriate in what he vequested of it} is it not sthange that the Hall of Fame fizer,
Jaworski., is not quoted in the Chronicle as 01nt1nw ¥kiz out what he helieved may have

’ q rhronic.le D

been ¥rong or inappropriate.

The Commission's aplogists, members, staff and syéi%hants, all were publicl? silent

paddic

in the face of these %ulue seflous/éﬁérges by Carre

T 0 { . ;’/ . . 2 . .

He was actually accusing the Commiedf and its staff of refusing to do their appointed
jobse. They were suppnsed to investigate all aspects of the arime and what related to ite

And they did note

This and how Warfen and Rankin conducted that Januery 24 executive session to which
‘ wen :
Carr refers should be in mlnd &% we ecxamine thé transcript of the January 27, 1964 ecx-

ecutive session Warren cailed.@stensibl? to inform his fellow Commission members about

vhat they did at that January 2$ﬁsession. -
w Tl
Sg’do know what the partial: transcript T session records, and it is pretty

hairy stuff! Their fear of the FBI in particular, and their understanding that the PBT’%;ld
"fold their tednts" amd

told them to/go packing because the FBI had done all there wag to do — and in effect

dared #Z% to say otherwise.



in assessing the January 27 transcript and what it says and meang}@%at theé
G adaF ey < on 2
ommi.gdion é%yv sed in secre‘fulat it had already decided to find that there had no%
been any conspiracy should also be lept in mind,
J
The January 27 transcript represents what the Commissioners said and decided after
Sl

the developments at the two prior and related executive sessionse

Despite Rankin's picturesque phrase, "we have a dirty runor," thEtxwazxsmixiie

d

Janurey 27 was not the Commission's first knowledge/ér its first deliberations over the

matter Rankin also told they they had to "wipe out,! the repqﬁ? that Oswald had served

d

BL or the CIA as an undercover informer.

If the Commission had ever given this report about Oswald any serious consideration
or had conducted any real investigation of it, would it not, then, have really been
looking into the possibility that the President had beqn assassinate #Z as the end pro-
duct# of conspiracy? 4 ﬁf@?ﬁ@dﬂfémfigﬁé%ﬂ%V é&??ffé&ié%;Z?

This is what that January 22 bartial-transcript reflects,

§'Terrible" and “"fantastic" is how they descfibed +hié possibility.

And as soon as they seid that they agreed to order the court reporter not to take

anything else downe



