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Chapter 7. AW Codin "ot " Tt “DVI~7"7 [dpn b

Tqéé\and the tramscript of the Commission's January 22 executive sessions are
| S’
.lfbeléeve among the most disgraceful ofiicial records in our nﬂstOPy{ These were

among the most eminent men in our society, led by the chief justice of the United

States and the man who had as solicitor general of the nifed States represented it kev
P

: i
Lpur%. Here they are, two month afk-er they should have confronted

before the Supreme
the issue, pretending to, making fine speeches abput how to and how not Lo and then,
cowardly and ignghiniously, doing exactly what they knew:'and said they shoulddﬁot ﬂ%
and‘#%at the country should not accept. They vefect their deue"mJnatlon/jnOu to investi-
{
gate the crime and not to investigate the report that the man they began with the
intention of saying was the lone assassiny reportedly worked for the CIA or the FBI, They
make it clear that i4 Osweld had worked for any agency, they did not want to know
about it and would do all they could not to know about ite
Ard the crime they werp inve:tigating was a Q9_f32§o coup d'etat, as the gssassing-
tion of any president isd
“hey alsc make clear that they lived in mortal terror or Hoover and his FBI,
IbtommwﬁdtMﬁrlmmdaWeofhmw&?mﬁ]Lst.w@whu'me did wern them,
as it had to have, they werc right for an add~tlonal’yreason. Ags that damsge cohtrol
/J’%f )

FBI tickler Mark 4llen got from the FBI recordSy-as soon as the Commission was appointed

Hoover hsd "dossiers" epared on them! qf ﬁ/fww im Ak /1/ ) z/n bd Ahén /M‘% //‘&7 /%1?

J(M,L\ Mﬁ/w Wﬁvm O ,'LVJ//MI,J,L,{»J%’W)
that s not enough he also had "dossiers" prepared on the steff when the

_— ] o
“omm1351o%Was staffede
And it that was not enough, Hoover had additional bf“dossieru DrelarG/OD the staff

after the Teport was outbe

5
. . - . e - .
Rahkin wasted litile time gebting to see Hoovers In,ﬁéover’s ogw memo on i%, Rankin

-— T T [ C e
vas there the mmorrrechdzryxdarmmyy day after that executive session, on January 28,

Y 4{’147 3/ =
Hoover did not get around to writing his memo on their neeting untl Febrtaryi. 7/ sent
copies vo only the six top men under him and the agent hehad in g liaison role with the

3)

Commi,sione(02~10‘090w8
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From nmy ettamination of many FBI records, this is precisely the situation. Because

of the nature of that "dirty runor® I ing, every informer (the

an

£BI prefers and alveys uses Minformant instead) nust pass a period of probation, usually of

about six months.Using

2 7
t

him for this siz months nuost be aporoved by HQ and

[~

T HQ stz

e

foes not approve, sftel'six months or less he is cut loose. Until finally approved

&

by H that informer is a probationary informer.only.



o< (<8

[d(
M%d as anyone who knew him would have expec%ed,T%Bover used thei meeting to
£ g A1t
leﬁguure Rankine
It was vintage Hoover, the Houver whoﬁas one of the most predictable men in
[
Vashington.
After repeating what Rankin told him”}i@?knowing precisly what the Commission did
; ,Mf he
not want, that is wht he(told Rankin,
TN

@0$ﬂjﬁ / [‘k ’%Z:ao+ha* the Commission should immediately call lir. ﬁ&dkins before it, place

LM?%/Q ( him under oath and demand the source of his inform:tion. I stabted that ~ doubted
ém@CXL \ he would give it to them and would either take the position he could not recall

where he obtained it or resort to the claim that a newspaper reporter's sources

e = | ar(% privilg priviliged."

About the FBI's keeping records of funds it disburs ed, he

“outlined the procedures that are followed, namely that every cent fg_ﬁrgfrictly

accounted for and the identity of every informant is known and a5 record maintain—

4

d at the Washington headquarters of the Bureau with indications of the amount

W

of) money paid to hime oecl would be very willing +o make an sffidavit covering

.J.

B}

these matters or to appear in person to testify under oath as to what the facts argﬂo

. -
seelee Harvey Oswald never at any time a confidential inferns informant, g2

an oadery undercovey agent, or even a sdurce of infoF wmation for the bBI[é%? and T

would like to see téat clearly stated on the record of the Commissionees /@647Z//é9ﬁ7

After ! rgnkln took the occasion while he was here to express appreciation of
l\i—ﬂ?},
the cooperationg" from the FBL and "how helpful the Bureau has been toYihe Commission

\\\

Hoover unloaded:

I — - & i L T 5 s
AAAiWij "eoo I had not appreciated what I inberpreted as carping c ¥1b101sm of +he Chief
/
I
L, Justice when he referred to the Bureau's report imxymmxtienuissian originally
ﬁ’ / %é:suumltteu to the Commission as being a ‘skeleton’ report and his more recent

hat the report #as originally prepared at ths direction of the

/ President was intended to he released as promptly as finished by the 'hite House



in order to put an end to the many rumors alrezady in circulat which had no basis
fact roport was in narrvative foryp unlike the usual report
hich are prepared for use in a prosecution.”
-/ He then needded Renkin by telling him that the Commission had gotten from 4he FBI
z dover 10,000 pages -nd that he no doubt wouldphﬁ received thousands more the investi~

gaticnmwes still continul

P “ I~ ST o . _ A 1 .
If Varren h ad referred to that five-volume report as "a skeleton" he praised it.

eful shen that doesg not even account
s
notistate the

S @ disgma for all the shooting and makes

pol; ice

effort to, does cause of death, and ig instesd a ﬁ

1i is not even a "skeleton" of investigation, But as/%éover knew very well,

nobody in the government would dare criticime him. Vhen covies of that report were
3%

later distributed in the higher echelons of the government uhh"e wgs hiit o single

negative comment. That was by the @ then general counsel of +the §é=ﬁefense Depertment,

the late ¥U0nn Hellaughtone The campanqb of gbuse +the IBI then launched against hin ig
J

proudly dislcoced in its mein headquarters file

That report was of so little use by the bomxis ion it 1£no ed it equnfal". Vhen it

o Jp Feehn myj/ o /A Ay /(/t!/! v

e A Wisesimes GE H - o < h -r\"_—x—* I AT ICRI .
had those 26 large volumes of appendix half vhich JareTTs exhibits or other deswdz—en?
documents it st supposed support of its Report, there is not even a

_fueptln g/

wention of'that]% b that would have golten a flunking grade in fly—oy~n1 ht maile
/1

order couvrse in detectiving. ot only did the Commigsion not publish it-it made no

mentvion of it at all as "ewvidence' or as anything else., There was no sccess to that

report until the Commission's reconds began to be available at the Hational drchives. I

L a Postscript to b (pag s 192 £f) in which I publiched in facsi
rexerCJces~ in all five volumes -~ to the shooting, a mere ten words, and to

the wounds, only 42 more words! In all five volumes! Tt does not account for all the

x¥ndukhis known shoéﬁhg shooting or even tho cause qﬁ of death! &nd this is what

Hoover pretended to be

fa 3

S0, Hoover had the Commission vhere he wented it and it was where it did not want to
’
vk o gar
be be, in a position to havg/what it kiéiféﬁbuld not be accpetable to the people, a ur
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in facsimile as soon as possible after I did

avallable to a$é, as + did L;’puollsulnb i

get it? Thet was shonewalled by the govermment until in 19 7%)23 ig& “chose the i%?z
/2

district

®
[o))

to after it pEa previdled at th
gﬁf N Add i
court levels, Its alternative was a chewing oub(by the then excellent federal court of

appeals for the District of Uolumbia.

The pnly basis for withholding the transcript from re is but ten words in a very
Huw
L =) £ P ~“- o+ 5 o ﬁsjd’ . . .
lavit by the then Archi le?, James B, RhoadS70f but a single page much of

g

which is taken up by the necessary formalities, Of this transcr ‘2ég7Rhoaqy/a1d is

that "it has been and continues to be classified 'Top Secret'."/7e does not even glaim

T
e (L w2dni.
it was properly classified. /T /Vﬁ%ﬂTVf

o
1

Placing myself under the penalties of perjury if I swore falsely in my responding

affidavit *%@%ed—&ﬁw stated and proved that Rhoads had sworn falsely in response
t.
to interrogatories in atte utlﬂb//Ll t the January 27 transcript was originally classified

i
Top Secret pursuant to Executive Vrder 10501, the executive order that c¥eated the Comp

“
migsione There is no such auth}zation in that executive ordere.

Tﬂ pretended refutation of my affidaiit the govermment produced and Flled one by

M

J, bee Rankin, lj he attested that }? was instructed by the Commission that among my

L'L

luties was the responsibility to security classify at appropriate levelg of classification
i

2 WA - _,Ji ol . . . . . Je ) Kji’" E) 5

those recofids created by e Commission in its investigation an/report that should be

security classified under the existing Bxecutive Order." He claimed the Commission

k)

had that authority, as it did not and as Rhoad§ was careful not to claim it dide

In response I attested that thers was no such authorization in any of the Cozgmm

Commision's files I L hgd seen an: that no such autho¥ization was provided to the court by
4.1 e - ..o ’ A Y
the goverament, 4 spe61llcall¥n00 by Rhoads,

03 0 6 . . 3 -~
The government affisnts were very prominent men. Rhan was the Archivist of the
v

- C\/I‘{f/'b/%

United Statese. Rankin had been the solicitor Zeewed for eight years, then had been the



s was not unique. Perhaps it needs explaining and coit ‘ext.



s almost entirely ignore w{,jen when ~ gave wZopies to some

T - ~

reporvers and made the longer one availeble in Whitewash IV, L lmou of no effort by

anyone \l‘l'tln-;; in the £le’ Tield to draw together what is agvailable about that

report that Oswald has some official connection and the Commission'sltz treatment of

ite. Decause ol the seriousness of 11/0 matter and the remarkable insight into T;ﬁe
U'wv@ )
W /J/l/f Wil

- : . ) . 7 f‘* .
immer workings oi the C O‘I].L"LSnlOﬂ (ILGI'G give this seme spsce and meze attention thatl

. - T b ") 2 / ) '
othervise I woulde +%t may be the only way the peop&c}e eéverjhave to Imow the facts,
/,



Commissbon's general coun.;eT and, at thga 'c‘mlo of hid affi davi u was the cor orazﬂ on

gg h//k iy Wih g by addlapf L// w,vmym\ tdd bt M Lo 2 d,/ 1/01441 e,xL’

counsel Tor the City of lew Yorks Yot promincht as They Were oy sw;f-'ete falsely,

B a . s A
!‘».Thet\’eh:c or n01 their false swearing was perjury would have been a matter for the memkyy

courtSe buj"ﬂ ’ub@»«/ they intended to deceivé and mislead and did get away with that was

Ay are
clear and vas p?oven under oath by me, This raisésiquestions among which J uhy
1
did the government go to this extreme to withhold that transerips for which no authority
i LL
for elsas clagsif yving it existed; when even if there Had been such authority is =&

not a vord in the trenscript that justifies eny degree of clgssifications ajld why men
A

5 A

=i
as prominent as Rhoads and Rankin wauld risk senctions Tmposed upon them by the courts

with the great damege to their reputations from it7
Ve s cAiheddsd,
However ¥his unenswered questionsis-reszended to, L,n/ there was no official addressing
m‘cwm

of i%, of course, what is obvicus is that what the govermment was determined tq keep
secret was how the Commission addressed, or did not address, that "dirty" rumor! that
Oswald had worked for the CIA or the FBI, The trenscript itself explsins this risky
false swearing to continue to keep it secret.

Il

If T had not made myself subject to the penalties o

Iy

perjury, going hesd-to- head

—
with such prominent men under oath, that trenscript would not have been disclo_:éfed t

Ty s 3

! b o . .
me andthrough me to the people of the cpuntry. But in doing this I did not believe I was

=

running the risk that may seem apparent, even)! though the government vas also the pro-

(

secutpr and the district court was clearly prejudiced otherwide it would have

demanded the documen Eflﬂ support of the geve Rhbads and Ronki }aflma”\n ts that were
There was _M seaditCeontredictions it did nothing to resolve.’ Ano’r,her
not attached To thems I svwore to the 8 truthe. That was one of my procectlor\s. Rhexovhnr

Y ,,(//Lﬂ,c,w/ Liidi ¢ 27

was my certainty that the govenrnent would not let The estion Oﬁ’ 50 berk ore & court and a
o b
Vt{;”;\ —

i
. ‘ e SRR T q
Jury and ris§ the attention it all wouldyget in the pupersy media. his, L believe,

accomt;/f or the government decisiocn to moot the case ot the time its brief was due at the

court of appeals rather than permit these questions to be faced by that court, then

l/

reputed by many lawyers to have been the best in the lande / L/&//fl VL’}

ek
5
o

Political lying is as American as apple pie. We got even more used to it from

(n



~
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1y1n7 about Vietd Ham, With the 91 xon administration those of us who werc not sub-
l

Bt
Jected to official lying daily lived in isolation\\ﬂééjﬁng to the courts, 1lying under

oath, was not that commonplace. I L hzmame was so comonplace in my more than a dozen

te It was able to become

Je

* did not allege :

¥

FOIA Jawsuits there is only one in

this commonplace because the courts themselves and the media ignored ite
The firsgt time a judge took notice of my attestation that FBI special a £ % John
Juag )
Kilty had sworn falsely, that judge, John Pratt, first told my lawyer Jim shesar and
?

.D

€ could catch more rlies with honey than with vinegar. é&s I set forth in detail

in the chapter "Through the Lookingglass" (pages 423 £f) & especislly
. .f?? . . . . . -
on page 427, where the strographic transcript is printed in facsimile).
Pratt even accepted the most unusual defenses against perjury IL've ever hesrd of.
The Yopartment of Justice response was that I "could make such claims gé?Pi.e., of perjury

by FBI af ents) ad infinitim since he is perhaps more familiar with events surrobnding

=

the investigation of President Henmedy's sssassination than anyone now employed by
th.FBI.”(Post}@;g@@g, page 425) What the government actually argued in defense of

perjury b?\its agent was that becavse L lmew mors agbout the JFK assassingtion and its

investigstion than anyone working for the IF'BL, the FBI was thereby licensed to swear
falsely!
Was this news? ot to any newspaper ov legal journale

hat ves in Civil &ction (CA) 75-226, the first suit filed under BOIA after it

< § L

wes amended in 1974, .nd then passed over the veto of our only unelected President

- . - o sz P G, 5 s o
Iormert&érreﬂ Commisgsion Member ~drald Ford/ who, as we ses above, had his own successful

t

peg@ury that thelped him become our first unelected vice presidente

' e

+n the last FOLA lawsuit I was able to file, two combined into one by the court,

CA's 78-0%22/0420 combined, the FBI's affiant, SA John Phi 1lips, had trouble swearing o

the truth even by sccident. Repeatedly I swore, making myself subject to a perjury charse,
that he had sworn falsely to what was miterial. “?a’;auerla ty is the test for false
swearing being the felony of verjury, The FBL and its lauyers just ignore’® my affide-

Iy

vits. So also did Judge John Eewsi Lewis Sumith. Because there weréd so many instances o

1 sk

Thillips' undenied perjury all e—etpete: by Swith, I calléd thenm to the atitention of



te me, conferved uith a colleague he did not name, They decided

that it was not newsworth and declined to report ite V7 \Ml4k
Chd J é//

- . N . PN SEEo
Had any of the media ever reported this new government specialty in FULA laWsui%;

s L

+ f»udl}ub%z /

thoss—teenfobes the law right to know what their govern-

~hide”

1 47 judges could just ignore it

. AT . . N . $ . 1. "
this endless official perjury the courts surrenderedds their Constitutional

*hdependeen independence of the dxecutive branche. And that was not uews eithers
ekt Ad (/’W""f‘

Berh Perjury is one of the means by which the governmentc frmstrased the disclosure
o

Ee—
of remwmrd #E assassination records it could not withhold under the lew by any other means,
/

el — ?

/
&nd- that is what Rankin an/8hoads; & ou behalf the govermnent, sought to do in my

<
)

~ o ; N . < £ 3
C4 205273, (The coursfs leter reversed the numbrs of the cases and the years.)
~
RO
There was nothing too bizarre for the FBI to pull ofjfﬁ@ courts to accepte
In ny firgt suit for the results of the FBI's scientific testing in the JFK assassi-

o Ca 2301-70, ;
tion testing by its veuntid Imbor Laboratoryy on £ hgust 20, 1540, Sh Marion E Williams
~£41 executed an affidavit that ~divessed on%% the results of "spectrographic e:-;aminzafcionﬁ"l
perforned by the Labe. That test was entirely non-secret and there was no legitimate basis
(JW{A,//»

for withhicd These resulis, But what Williams actually attested to ig thalt “the release

is not what L asked for in gsldng for the "results" of those nongecret

ct
8
P
l::;‘.
[¢]
|28
=)
=

J

o

7ith the effecient operation of the FBIL...Lt could lead,

G
<

X - K -
tests; would serbously in
£ e l‘-;‘ 1} o W,qﬁq o e e | 13T Anformandee < i I(;]".'ta, “1 TV = raQ ']77__L: 107__7
for ezample to exposyre of confidential informantSieee Whitewash IV pages 5-5,187-9

) Grégter and morg obvious nonsense vas %§ver dumped on a federal court. Lt simpyglwas
L odocatory Ywitvay hiz angllimg ot ol b 4o wigf, " 4 e st it wick v,
' not possible, as innufierable lawsuits icne 1974 ilI—Ef?Eféngho judge who accepted that
3y '
' . Ui . P T N e .
sworn—-to poppycock was “then kawn as "laximum John" Sirica. in accepted it he permitted

the FBI to revrite the law and give it meaning not in that law. He

% | 77 deslts on fo AT g
wvhose decision fas cited in the legislsbivehistory of —the—10]
7

; i [ - . 5 2 . e
the sole surviving K pnnedy brother as requiring the amending of the investigatory-files -

exemption o that dct. (Congressional Record, May 30, 1974 page S9%36)

Sirica' nickname came from his record of soaking poor and unimportant people with



L i |

harsh sentences and as this Williams matter illustrates, gbing easy on the government.
That was his record until he drew the firs%ﬂﬁ§£;;£;~ﬁatergate case, But then he had the
flunkies as defendsnts, so he was still again "max1hum.dohn” to earn his VYiatergate fame,

Still, Rankin and Rhoads were prominet zm# men and in higher positions in the
government thay FBI special agents. While the question persists, regardless of ranl,
why did th& g government seeki to and/to a large degree get avsy with the serious
felony of perjury for the sole purpose of keeping secret what should have been and in
all instances was non-secret inTormgtion about the assassinat 1o?6f a President?

She college cenjiau“oa of that era asked, almost without exception at all myémany
appearances before thef, "If the governuent has nothing to hide, why does it hide so
much?" It is, obviously, a self-answering question. The government had much to hide,

There are few better illustfations of what it believed it had to withhold to aveid
exposure of its disgraceful record when it was supposedly investigating the aSSaSSLH$CTOQ

" JoA=a_ prod ve et s /‘ /W7 '/MML%
than these two exexutive sesgion ganscriptsa

It is not that the governmant had any reason to expected great attention and serious
embarrassment from media attention to those transcripts. The record of the media was by
then mere than apparent: it supported the official mythologye. & more likely explenation,
aside from the policy of seeking to prevent Jjust about ailg& assassination-information
disclosures— and I diaigﬁve have o file and Fisk fight for as much as adecade all those
lawsuiﬁs to free that information from its official oblivion- it was to block exposure
of its disgraceful record from our history and to prevent the embarrassment of those

responsible who were still alive,

In these transcripts they were confronted with reports that the man they had
already @ecided was the TOAG assassin had worked for the ¥BI or the CILA, That raised
the question éf a government conspirdcy to kill the President. Regardless of how un-

‘4(5 V R / 0w
likely it j/iave erm,/hhau above all otner’uu requlfed the most vigorous pursuite.

AN

I el ' : =
In gdmtion, if the Comudission did not know by then that Uswald had ded/very high sec-
’l 7 oJ o
. /
- - . - - [‘/ . . ~ o - . . ~
urity clearances as a “aring it should have know and w1tf7any kind of investigation of
p

his Marige records it would have known. Zor his HOS or military occupsational speciglty

b z
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ol

A

required a Crypto clearance and that required a Top Secret clear ncee. Add this to the
ot
=

reports that Oswald had worked for one of th: agencies and ,there could hardly have been
PravadT 7R ﬁ
any leads the Commission might hOVk had that demanded moru investigatione krbe Commision,
_ Yy B
of course, did not Want any euﬁfi Lt bhegan with its conclusion. Decumentary proof of this
led to my titling the first chapter of Post Mortem "Conclusions Firste")
ol TS e
Few things could bave becn more e.barrassing to the Commission and later to the
government than what this Commission did to bypass any dnvestigation of those reports,
as these tmanscripts leave without any real question.

) . . L ; . i ;
What Rankin and the benbers did not know is that “oover had been working on the

- 5 . ———— T 1 e . o .
Hudkins angle for sone time, kegiining beginning in December. ve have no way of knowing

when the FBI sent which of its repports to the Commission dr how much attention those

under Rankim paid to the reports they had, but Hoover and the Secret Service had been

Il

onto those reports for quite soume time, as the Commission records I began to examine in
1966 and FEBI records I got as a result of the later FOIA awuulflg establishe

- . 1. . 1 VN JJ H
This is to say that sside from what the FBL had learned through ulles, Hoover

knev exzctld what he was doing in telling Rankin he should sunpoena Hudkins, put him

under oath and question him. It is nonsense, as soue on the Commission argued jthat
Lo

calling any reporter to testify about those reports whuld have given him a p%gfto

excite the country with more. ALl calling him ag a witness permitied any reporter to
|
Lo

add ‘to wna' was publicly knowa only the fact that he had beea called as a Ultqeuuo

Qe W‘ﬂtfm L 7] /L@.It}\ﬂ/ ‘L"%MM)I v /Vr’//lf(%y ;ﬂc///ﬁﬁf///&/{/ b a4 i Z(A
And thab Wd no peg for any sétnsaticnal story to be hung Oﬂ‘j;T“*‘“*~\-___~_:f?%

There was absclutely nothing to be lost by Calling Hudkins or any other reporter—

and that Hankin singled Hudldas slone out is in itself cause for suspicion - and putting
Iim under oath and questioning hime IFf he vefused to give his \<6ﬁfxgé the Commission

on e "4 P , . . ad—
128 not only no worse off, it was beiter off. That was because it would have made thsf

guestions not covered by privilige, like, "Did
. e/
your spurce told you?" Or "do you kng/of any con-
T4 et on T orethteds A o N a5 2 :.![ ) A ]
Tirmation or reifutation we can get and Lﬂ s0, how?" Also "Do you know of any other TEPOT—



4

to whom we might speak in

ters working on this you know of anyone

an effort to learn more about this report?" There was po epd to the veasonable
J

of iy vin L ﬁlé?‘ww al; V«?:@m//[

questions that could have been asked that Tere ‘not covered | 0y source privilige.

As that gaggle of lawyers did not have to be told,
o/
Tarwary 27 twvenscript itself make/é Jjoke of the pretense that this report had e
n . ¢ e 7 /
v I8 Ls -

.‘

S TIR)
ct"e~n wide 1 published. Ly addi

uvuréﬂéd(
p@ﬂ%%i7
B 0

D

ition to the paperd and small masgaszinds that had . /

[
published it the transeript itself includes The New York “imes and TIVE naoag;ge
‘Q@//

2

7

They also get enormous attention and what they publish 1s7pequontly reprintede/ 7

Con

The, obvious reason the Commission did not want to take testimony about this report

. . . H i B
is that the Commission wanted nothing to interfere with $he conglusion oover had

alrcady seen to it they would have to reach, and that coincides with the conclusion

e

vith which the Comnission began, lay it all on the safely-dead Cswald.
~
dJ . : . . ..
Lywdon “omson got Warren to agree to serve as Chairman of his Commigsion by giving

Wt IL) prpe2
him to understand that if he did not 40,000,000 people night be kilfg\X/Tﬁgz'could have

Al ..L

happened only if there had been a conspiracy involving the USSR, 4nd that is what had

to be "wiped out." Aside from the fact that there was not ever a reasongble bssis for

)
L

suspeting this, the Commission was determined o stay away froum investigating any pos—
A

sibility of any conspiracye

i

In sumery, there wa: no good or legitir

' ' ‘ /7
imgte reason not to take testimony form the
S

reporters who wrote those stories and there was every good and necessary reason o do

Just that.

Alsp, in taking testimony the Commission could not anticipate or centrol what
3

wignesses vould say and it very obviously wanted to have complete cuongrol over what it

Y

7 L > J

would and would not say, do or vouldﬂ not do about it. One element of this control, clearly
R ; 2 ) vEan o g

by Rankin, is thit he saw to it that aside frowm pro forma questioning of the CINA for its

denial therc is no mention of the actuality of thefact that all sources, and Hudking was

not the only one, said it was the FBI, CIA or other government agency. But only the FBI



Becsuse 1 lmew of this report and more, after Hudkins and L became friends, I kept

il e ———
- ——

5 L » ——
a file of duollcate of the records = obtained 1 OLA AT have kept those T receizé§>

for avchival vurposes) that seemed to refer to this unresolved
— & &

more than

{_l
w

matterd) That file is probably not complete but for present purposes it
he so—-called investiiation was limited by Rankin, whether or he

Warren was involved; that the report was public much earlier than these executive-session

g transcripts reflect; that it was Ranlkin who eliminated the CIA from their supuosed ine
AY vestigation; that the Commission excuse for not calling witnesses to testify on this

q .

matter was spurious; that the one thing the reporters would not do it give the name of

‘ﬁ(;,,,/ wend, Mﬂw?/

theirs source or source but Gid provide all other information asked of them; and that
the ¥BI, from the first moment it hard of this report, made the obvious inguiries and
intervievs.

- - oo . - ! - . .
\ Where L 01te EDL fecords *wey are not frou the Commission s files unless so indicated.

u EEE— — —e

1

‘his does not mean that they viere or ¢were not given to thc Lomm_331om. If any werc,

those copies lack the FBI's file serialization amd the notes added to thm.

<

o . T - e e o
she first oif these records is the December 9, 1993 teletype to & PBILHG from

S4C Cordon Shanklin in Dallas. Jim Lehrer, then of the Dallss lMorning News, later of the

4 i . . J—
/?gc“ell—Lehrer Eg@port on ouﬁTlo televosion, phoned Shar k1in % to tell him "he had
W E-

r—

~

been contscted by an unknown reporter of the é%la]adblnh¢ﬁ Ingquizer re B spelling of

=
o
[0
cl
g

name oi SA James. Po Hogty, Jre This reporter advised Lehrer to the effect that S4
had interviewed Oswald in an attempt to develop him as en informent for Feir Play
for Cuba ACommittee.” (/?deL/{€%7Lé% Qfﬁ{béK&7é{ §%7104%54¢~>%%7k7 s /L;¢¢7/A%12;2féa;>
Shanklin added tbhat “ehrer gave the correct spelling of the nsme and that Dallas
hagd informed HQ that Hosty had not ipterviewed Cswalde In his crabbed handwriting Hoover
wrote, "Have we at any time, at any p}aoe %p roachgd Oswald to develop jinm as an informe—

7, . . . L $f&z - fhruci ; . e
nt"e As ¥ 11 his amotations, he & lotter "H'e (105-82555-469)

i '! & T
{“ﬂﬂ next
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/& S ot
Ce Sulliban, th@ normal FBI procedure, responses to Hoover being bucked upwerd through

i e . . o § 14 , . , ,
gid chain of commggna until it reacheq HYoover, in whieh Branﬁlgan stated that

the ri

Z
o . T A
Oswald had not been approached to be an informer in Dallas or in Me7wrleans.

J

That Inquirer reporter was Yoseph Goulden. The ¥BI interviewed him that very daye
\""—‘1

(Cp 226 jn the COIWLS ion's files, reproduced in facsimile in Whitewas h IV, page 142)

Goulden sald(ﬁ:’ﬁgé been a ﬁD as Horning News reporter. His Inquiver story was pub=—
lished December 7. lith regard o what he reported, "He said he had obtained this

imformation from a laW &g enforcement official in Dallas whom he declined to identify."
A o
4nd what is exculpatory of Uswald, as indicated above, K\aI‘/E‘oquen advised that in the

same article he had made reference to the fact that witnesses had seen IEE HARVEY OSWALD

in the Texas School Book Depository Building 15 minutes before the shots were Fired at

the President. He stated he had received this i formation from +the Dallas Sheriff's

office,"

While the story may have been )Ub1® shed earlier, from this incomplete file of
7

. . ” . , £ : ; R .
duplicates of records discloged to me the story was in $he public domain in o major

-

was 46 deys before the first Compission en-

p:)

nevspaper not later than Deoembe?7o That
3 p el o . v e Y
ecutive sesgion ox §¢ the report that Osgald had worked for some dfedersl s agency. , the
Celisn
FBI's practise was to deliver records to the Commission foirly promptly and by hﬂ;a.

I}

Hext is the previoislﬂkcit Houston Secret Service report on Hudlins phoning that

office on December 16 about a different matter and the nexs day *@ he "advised... that

i)
(0]
e

)
d—
84)
E_J
vy
oD
o
o
(o]
o=
-]
fdt
0]
]
wn
=
[
o)
i
o

o

fhief,/ Criminal Uivision, Sheriff's Office, Dallas;

Horvey Oswald was being paid

9} - PR S ¥ s m, . EN
21 executive session. +hus at

L /

the very last Rankin kne/that Sweatt was/Hudkins¥ scurce. But as noted above, he never
al

called Sweatt as a witness, e /%b%/ﬁvﬂ7éé@@a%{&4ﬁhﬁéé%h7 Ve%j /&9A4” Goice.

The louston FBI's Decerber 31 report reiers to an earlier one about which a lirs.
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[/uﬁ%ﬂ
)?osenﬁhal,oi Port Yorth had alregiy been interviewed by the 'Bl. In referrving to his con-
versations with r Mrs. Rosenthal, a friend of Ruth Paine, with whom Marina Oswald lived
H 9

on o ‘fishing expedition' and was attempting to

,d
<
3%
W
-
oy}
ct
g
¢
i
=
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o
£2
0]
—
=

WHUDKINS concluded

Hﬁﬁ@%ﬁ determine if LED HARVEY uSu \ID> had been a e tool pidgeon' #£= for some govern-—
: . e E n g N . -
sency such as the CIA or the IFBL." 4 Dallas nofpation &n this redord, 100-10461-67,

its main Ysweld file, reads. Yrse. Roscnthal interviswed 11-89-6%." Thim—seems—to—indieate
J
X 7

A TWaS WOorking O uig Svory = viat eoriier—dste.

that T 1

Houston folloeed thiig up Janusry 2, 1 4 (100-104 161-2296) in “sa sending Dallas a copy
of #udkins' story of the day before, the story cited above.
Hqgéty urote Shanklin a memo Jannary 4 (100-10461—2297) citing a report by S4

Bardwell Odum of a conversation with Ruth Paine. $he told him that Hudking had "con-

tacted her on Saturday, 12-20-03" iw—which Hudking had referred to Hosty trying to
devekop Oswald as an informant. It also gives Marguerite Oswald, Lee's mother, as lrs,
Rosenthal's source,

It is interesting that Hosty does not deny in this memo that he had tried to deve-

ope Oswald as an informant, slthough he did deny it elsevhere.
2

On January 17 Dallas seit Houston four leads for it to covés. The fourth is to

interview Hudlkins to leasrn who the woman he had referred to “rse—Resenihel, was so Dallas

could interviev hew, This record, 100, 10461-2642, has 'disregard" after identifying
llpg, Rosenthals.
Ranicin had asked Jhe Texans not to say a word about being called Lhﬂ to meet with
/Bim and Varren on January 24, But on January 2%, Shanklin wrote a memo to filed (100-

4

10461~ 2799) reporting that Robert P. Yemberling, the Dallas assassination “case agent",

had been told m& by a man whose name is obliterated but id "of the Dallas PD" that Wade
hsd been asked to go and discuss what he knew about the report "that OSVALD was on the
"
pay roll of the FBI at $200,00 a month.)
Shanklin phoned Inspect Halley at FBIHQ imnediately and +0ld him, He also told

o .

Yalley that he had been told Bhe Hation:story discussed at that Januvary 27 executive
session had appeared,
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e, hallev stated My, HALLEY stated that there had been numerous articles such as

o

this" ih publications of the left

Jn the same memo Shenklin refers to a phone conversation wit@ Wlade that morning

5

in which Wade told him that in December Hudkins asked him "some leading questions about

whother OSVALD was an informant of the FBI or scme Government a gency.llade claims he

—
told him mmthimgx he knew nothing about iteeeo”
dlso on Januarj 25 SA M.A.Jones f‘ his office @enK/Laruha Deloach, +then the Hunbe 1-@@4

R heashed 4o ) w@}ﬂ%hM‘ e
Lo ,_heaé:ﬁi its flrine Qecords” division as well as_itih#d ;

man in the FBI anc

’ e e el e
?f lealkding, lobbying and occasionsl J,,t)haollt,e blackail and —overati cpas—6EApiat the

7 )

Intelligence Division, which had sent the story, "will review it carefully for any-
2 N It c
hing of pertinente." (105-82555-1974)
Among the annotations on the James memo is cne of three points by Eoover:

"e I want this analyzed.

‘ﬂﬂjiwf/ “2\In view of wire from Dallas 4k SAC today re inquiry of Wede by Warren Comme—
W Commission, L think attached is ) '
ission {short illegible word) to it for ?he Hation is

\ Varren's Bible,
3 J.L think SAC should ask Wade's assistant, Vi, Alexander & also Wade questions
re guotes cttributed to themH"

Hoover's note is not dated.

(gk BEL, the initials of Raymond B. Long, later an assistant 1femtor, arc @ the memo

y {L//z‘/(/é
/Z%—U Branigan to Sullivan, the analysis Jones sssumed X Ngui/be made. Ifr is dated
Jenvary 25. It is of 10 single-spaced pages, Serial 1975 in the same HQ main Oswald file.

o \it o . .
Tts first sentence says\'The Hationee.c.has o long history of rrwtjﬂq/%currllous arti=

. o - 7 & T it . P
cles about the Director and the FBI,V L, referring to Herold lelqman, who wrote the arti-
O
cleéi two paragrpahs were obliterated on disclosure, Lhef,re er to Yeldman and(an FBI &

security check on him,e fzvdenounoeé the artilﬁb and says it takes "the line heingaken
Wl it ot
v (s . e o o e P T
by the “ammunist aﬂt%j =t does not(§mque is also the line" of all the extensive major—

]

media reporting of the same storye.



§ Oilvee
In the story eldman referred to Dallas Cwuf of Pyeee Jesse V, Curry's couplaint on
1. (R} T 11\ . N 5
TV that the 3L hadg not been forcoming gbout Oswald and his presence in the Dallas area#
D+ Thie M / Grvons pon cninfly L

"le also confidentially requested our sources at United Press

1wl and

Assoc“a}7i !'esg bO get cCurry on record repudiating his false accusationse. This was donee"

’WW" 1 s /,1//,,.944,
Well, not enuirely that way on L hed a file of dupli-

fes other recorvds of which

Cqﬁges in ay “subject" file,
i Aside from moking use of the media in a way of which the media does not boast
and usually d 1ne& Hoover got Shanklin to get after Curﬁyof%é demanded that Curry go
Ty 4 3‘ T et 5% SO e . . e
on nationwide 76 retracd what he had said. What was enulfelvapccuraue, contrary
what this memo says. Oance Curry did that ﬁéovev‘broke off all\fe/atlons with the Dallas
police, including ever traininge
It also tries to explainﬁway sone of what Feldman wrote that was accurate. Hoover
/
- i . . -
annctated the " Vplanatlomfifor transcribing every word in Oswald's pocket addresshook
except what refers 5&1;"" "I think this was a mistake,"
‘-\
]%e memo also recaps IBI records cited above, giving some special interpretationse
Hoover put his "OK" on the memo,

in of that day, A Faﬂ He Belmont, then one of two

In reporting his call to /har
%Wé_ﬂl sk dbapa it it
t C55 i son it the BT had learned Wade told

assistant to the director, feittag him some of wuat the wd Ta
;.
g - \ £)
T . L { ' ' B ~ - il
Rankin and Warren, (105-82555-1753) In it Beldindt says he told Shanklin that the FBI

had suggested to the Commigsion "that they call Hquklﬂ and put him under oath,

regardless of the Tact that he migbt go  back and write a story that the IFBI was being
vl

investigated by the Commisgsione

e 5

6 A : . P ez a : . .
On “ebruary 7 &lex Rosen, head of the *&# eneralngnvest igative Division, wrote
L
_ N oerys
Belmont, meaning Hoover, about the delibezed of “oover's affidavit denying any conncction
TavnL R

with Osvalde The memo was actually written by Inspector  alley, who had a liaison role

- . T 2 o -
omms Com;lsslon.%ﬁﬁﬁ (105—@27DL~ 1944.). The 1

M
ép Sormmas Uommission was "consideri Ahis oiobleh§ of the report that Oswsld had

s el TRy T o |
that Hankin said

0““//
worked for some federal agency) &tow 4wo angles". The second is:
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a

(2) having the records weed suf

viould Z have en opportinity

The public to ske

Nat

=
et

would be sufficient facts to show
Uoéé?{
record completely reilec

¢ point the only plans for

True

Specifically, it not only had not decided %o

3 31 o

about the question

didagreenc

session, Rankin no dolbt did talk sbout " the public!

vork of the Commission" but when he said it there vere

Rahkin also told

qﬁﬁl” .
agency was gettin é considerable attention gal &t the;zy vongréss. The

this memo are of three Senstors of the far ri

not only a problem for the IBL because

L’onuéss} involving other intelligencé sgencics and for this
intended to go dnto this matter thoroughly and would

It never happened and from the executive session
DL

the memo concludes with six

I Then those

1 ‘nvestigative Yivision memo

the "actions" recommended and reportéd in g Dallas tel
1906) ia it the Dallas intervie: of Hudkins he ;

source. "He alleged a local official told

Wificiently complete so

the o

publish any

and its

1 that the report that Uswald had worked

ghte Hanicin also told them that

"pumors were be

recommendations.

recommendations were

him Osvald was an FBI

that at such time as

rk of the Commission there

vas fully exploted and that thoe

situation."

publication the Commission had was for its Report.

appenc ik} 3y there was some

came up on a later sxesutive

"opportunity to see the
v
no sfch plans,

Ka)

for some federal

i name%%éﬁ

]

this was

ginning to circulate ( at the

reason the Commission

explore it to whatever extent

was

rote "CK',

i
00

er w

L Fella=cTolloved,
what was done about one of

of Yebruary 8.(105-82555~

time give Sweatt as his

or CIla ir

Wormant® the

.

short memo sayse. The teletype says litile more. Iﬁ does say tha’ although Hudldns did
gescribe hig source in general he :e%%sed to provide the name or sIzmxgxs#d a signed

Hoover annoted this sentence (Locate ai

(574
then ©en interviewed twice.)



4t the end of the ‘cc:let'fpe{i, which includes other information, Hoover wrote and

underlined,"Get rent to Ranlkin =z orompily.

550 on February S hankling vrote another memo

A\

not included when the xerox was made for me, The file if 100-10461 oDonestic Lutel-

ligence Division Section Chie? Branigan had phoned with "specific instructions to

sdn" Hudkins down, have [y him put up or shut up’ and )i‘f he is 'v!illing) get a signed

statement. Shanklin checkegi’ch the Houston SAC,Robert Rightmyer, they both sent
agents looking for Hudkins, and he was not at his houe in either citye The 1"Blrmas
working on this so intensively that Shanklin spoke to Branigan at 9 p/m.

Still on Februsry 8 Dallas teletyped HQ again. (105-82555—1969) It reports an

interview of Wade., Wade did recal), from World War IT service in the FBL, that any =%
informant's "identity... was alweys known in the FBU headquarters.” 4 little later,

"Wade claims there was a limited discussion about the fact that Oswald might

have been an FBI informant and that there was much more s eculation that he mi~ht
P :

have been a CIA informant. He recalls that @obert Storey said that he was with the

! = 2
r Yrimes commission in Germany after WorldWar b1 Ewo and ik either worked

=
=
=

for of with the CIA in Burope, and he indicated that the CIA had informants no one
knew about escept the CIA agent, and that the informant might have an informant.”
The gets us back to Rankin and his seeing to it that there was no court reporter to

— A/é‘/&/
make a vglerbatim transcipt of the que tion .onlthe Texans by Rankin and WVarren on Janvary

i.“:? to. Rankin's self-serving memo substi tuted for it Md to what Rankin eliminated

Lv‘ﬁd(‘b “ﬂ/f’/l/’/ . Wi~ Nefles Lok af~ Pe L/AL[_(//L; 27 hilidins b
. %Im:s—leso Jchi (Detlrs Lo 7 p ks N

onest MEHOe e

M\M%jﬁﬂ%
lade w4y thet they spent more time on the report that Oswald had worked for the

@M ;W\[/) u Yl W

T A (\r 1. " | .
UJ.A. D memo nentions tlhe Ciu\ i o:lf%iév single sentence quoted earlier,

i ..
LJIW = "Wade stated he was also aware of an allegation to the effect that Omwald was
J\MU/

ew informant for the CIA gnd carried Number 110669, "

ThlS is far from the same as what Yade told the FBL, that they spent most of their

m&;m %Mﬁf
mm&@ﬁuh_so As on all other occasions, Rankin either omitted any reference to the CIAJ

it seem fo be all FBI or,kmm as infrequently he did, he made mere passing ref-

—zal making



o

erence to the CIA, 4s I said esrlier, from his yecrs in the Department of JUSLWCG

Yo s
Renkin should have known that 110669 is unlike any FBI numbering vysfcm ket *he I
éd/l 2o Aam—Fw

N . . i e T v Ko
;?9 not reflect his asking anyone a single cuestion about this nunber 7t vias all the (C&”7’U“Q
k2 7,

“hony number Lennie uolo/¢°me had had made up, S-172 or S-179, 48 also ot like

any ¥BI numbering system,

At /r’l/ﬁ

Href-does Rankin's neLO(ﬁgrf any reference to the presence of Dean toreye From

M e
Bexdoims memo, there is no way of knowing '3 %The record he was maldng that he and Warren

mg@j:;gf?%
had gotten the reb this FBI teletype attributes to Storey.

Storey, who was on the TCI and was iga asked to come by Rankin, as both he and
Wade told me, did have other intelligence experiences in that period of time and later,

aksg
as he(told mee +t is not likely tha® he would not have told Rankin and Warren what he
told me, <0, Ranijfdfailure to even mention that he had been asked to come, or that he
was present, or what he said, and the main thrust of the report that Oswald was some kind
of official’iﬁgggégggﬁg‘informant was on a CIA comnection, cannot be regarded as an
accident. Hankin knew what he was doing and that is why he did ite

Poor an apology for an investigation as it was, it was an entirely misdirected
)

; S

effort and that was Ranlkin's xeskXs doing. The whirdwal to§§§? omission o the ¥ CIA from
it also is Rankin's doinge

t was Rankin who saw to it thatl the focus was on Lonnie Hudkinse But of this his
-ovn memo says of the Texans and what they said,
"They did not pinpoint Hudking as being the sourceg of +his information",

which follovws by saying ”%ﬁéﬁ but they did not neme any other individual veporters.

?ankin(EEEE”not say that he or Varren asked them a®& about "any other individusl
reporters," either,

-

This is to sey that in addition to seeing to it that as little attention as possible

to Usmald's heving some'E’Zﬂd of CIA connection, Rankin slso saw to it tha% all

-l
o]
W]

questions were directed at "Laklns even though the Texans "did not pinpoint Hudkins as

[S—

being thexx source''of the reports they were supposedly'jﬁwestigati‘gg:



Is there- can there be — ang honest reason ma Rankin could have had for suppressing
> i - =}

2ll mention of this CIA~type number from the “embers other than Yarren? Or of

Y how Yade

said they spent their time? Or of wrat Siprey said?

[Canfinn
Heas to have refortsd to the Commission on that session and what they learned
at it.

LU . .
4 'n Janvary 27 he told then th-ot he did.

He did not!



Hor in supposedly reporting cyfthis Januvary 24th segsion to the Hembers on JEHL'_HIV
AN e
5 i

27 is there any mention, long as that t anscript is,("ahnost three hours that the
511313 Yade told the FBI transpired at that Jar anuary 24 session or of

=

fel
that Storey seid there. There is no mention to the other MHembers of the

nmnber/ ﬁ@' 110669, In this Rankin was plain 6ishonest.,%{nd in this Varren did not provide
kal

1

e T . ; -
the i-ienl’gll’s what fanlkin withheld from them- act vally suppressede

L3~
T )

Yhere is no mention of this numper in any of the FBI'g reports, sc it nade no ine

_ : ) Tt/
vestigation of it, either /Dpf/r W ‘yﬁ\/ﬂ 471 reTign ‘7 ﬂ 4 1//{14 //7’(/1

° d/(/h i ’l
—l%an/ ﬂwm A

Ih 211 the Comission refiords T saw I recall only s oneyﬁ mention,{ in this “ankin

o
memo , -0 that—mambes .L{. is jin a mem/Trom the Secret Service's Houston SAC, Lene Bertram,
e TRne . Fewlits / satiaim
ot his chief in Washington wrote it the very day of that session, January 24zt

o I
Its subect is "lee Harv:)fe\ Oswald- Long Distance Call." That call was the day before, from
1 ol
1liott Thacker. He asked for additionsl informatidi~e? Bertram's

U
]
Q
@
o
C”\
@
=
ﬁ
o
@
-l
in]
)
yol
[0}
Q
N
o
3
=]

\E‘\ !
l\
o
=
(v %

b
[0
5
jus}

January £5r bertram returned the call to T-; wcker, he says of what he told

Thacker— and this was the day before that January 24 session -

A zﬂ ‘ .

v au “he was Mriner iufermed advised that number THT0 110669 was now considered by

1

various people with the news media as being the infornant number assifned to Oswald
F 55

by the FBI."

4% the Commission this brief Bertram memo of but a half of a typed psge, single dzz

MJ/ZW//

# spaced, is heavily underlined. Therc sre o dozen ulmell.v_m 25, Zzs—perhfbs indicatdons

: i Corpmassin
%ins tructions for indexing. (The /Anchlvou had pl"omo.ea@e:}:ers and they were busily

@]

: i ; ; u noT ; @ g .
engaged in that until the epartment of Justice lawver loaned to the Conmusswn)a%é its

his empploger, ended the indexing es

5]

no

aumber 5 man on it staff and its lisison ui

ch

an GCOoNoHY Measure. ) 411 the numbers except the dates are underline-except 110669, S0 are

]
all the proper names and it d-of publications, articleSthey ran i% wers 4o run and their

/

)
authors, (Thcﬁej‘tram 7e nemc is CD 372 in the Commission's files, Tron which ™ got i"c.)

I+ rission staffl was determined to memory-hole 110609~ and g

does seem that the Co:

ct-

succeeded,

PN

The I'BI was well sware of the probabiiity that Hudkins was not the sourcegy sad

=
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records ave cloar enough on this. Barlier we saw that Deuputy Sheriff Sweatt was given

o = N B e——— .. i
as the original source., In g February 10 mcmo,ﬁ%anlg&n wratmyky gddressed o Sullivan

HRT

but actually furitten by "REL

o

- . . - ;o 2 Toa de s Bl T -
that he source was "official" but nct o "nbt a Fedeval

forx the FBIL

Goquei is quoted as sayin: his source was "a law enforcement officer in Dallas

teined when reinterviewed by e I'SI,

udks

Lit J

ns and Goulden pinpeint a ﬂon—ileue“al Yallas law-enforcement official.

The three recommendatiosn in this memo, that specified FBI records be forwarded to

i
the Yommig ion, are all annotated,"Yos.H."
it
// The meno cpucluuesJ%fést thing before its recommendaetions,

M ecinasnuch as it aﬂpa“s ik Willianm Alexander way well have been the

%? source of th. allegationzs that Ogwald was an FHR FBI informant...ve are having

=}

5 Dallas confront Alexander and ask him peointblank if his statenents are true that he

\
obteined such information fron an uwimemed informsnt as he previously has alleged.!
i &L

This was done ina a letter Hoover wrote Rankin the next day, February 11. "t is in

urotte

-y

or Pranigan to write, tha

I t AT (= o h . ‘ EOT S
the CCmmission's "GAL (B ) file. .t quotes what "o

0 P , oo ‘
law enf=o enforcement offider in

Hudking ‘Vsaid he had obtrined this informstion from g

Dallas whon he declined to identify." [t also reports that the Dallas police department

T2 wrvdd e e ,&ZM/D v ide 1y f’ﬂféﬂ/ M g e [

had 7o rocord of arny such YSWALld @s an Liforiatt Tecord oF reporty
/ = bpiie it / N
In a brief "Degmestic Intelligence Division Informative Hote" dated EE%‘UE“ %, Long
based on information he recived from Dallas
v
Assistant Pigtrict Attorney William Alexander." Long asél refers to Alexander's

having told Ranldy and Yarven on January 24 +that he had heard tnlu:@a report on Jnsuary

[0 PA— Hher wn o o ) A (
21, after a Ruby bond hearing, that discussion being of the Possibility Oswald was g

,Vl/‘
C é’ T Some TN Sy -'47% " T A" ﬁ"
IA or some Government geney." & also réports that because

O -

Counterspy for the FBI




e Josy

Hyltlnu gave Alexander  as his source headquarters had

&itely contact dlexander anc pin him down on his allegations." Long also says that
a letter to Rankin wos bieng prepared. Again, "O0K, Ho"
The teletype to Dallas is attached to “ong's memo. Tne file number is illegible,

“alse allegations and if he knew he would tell the intorviwing agents."
Hoover added this notes

"The fellow is just & 1low S.0e.be (not caps) Instruct our Dallas office to

el
have no contacts with hin & (illegibld) most cirvcumspect with Wafe -~ H." « 3
Mg
Lmeeis an oddity about these last two letters Hoover sent the Commnis done When

7

Rankin wrote Hoover to th nk him for them [Jaul Hoch found this copy in a Commission

CIA fild. That was not by accidente 4 copy its FBL file.
k

ng him a litvile Hoover quotes

- o - v 3 i~ S
in erfln% Rankiygain on /Tebruary 17
oy #

Alexander as telling the FBI on January 25 jﬁat when he was before Thm Ranldn and Warr

"Alexander was visibly shaken nd extremely nervous during the course of the
y

7 A Bl .
interview (referred to), and legving the interview with Alexander stated he wanted the

instructed Dallas to imiedi —

tuo days a earlier "he told the Comrission that he hed no informstion as to Oswald being

v infromant for the Federal Buresu of ‘nvestigation, Central Intelligence Agency or

f-_')'

f
any oﬁhmjgovernmental a8encye

Shanlklin wrote another memo to files, which means he did not send it to hesd-

286
quarters, on Februaryy That is beceuse gll the information in it he was given by head-
quarters when Alex Rosen, head of the General “nvestigative “Yivision, vhoned to get
/

L

- [ & — ; .
Dallas to interview Helvin Belli, the/Jack “uby's £% lead attorney. The second para—

L

gaprh is particularly interesting:



1ola
stic political s
urity" when it

sta
refers "informant

..,5'nilarly it o

To hide the fact that it engages in doues
e practise so videspread in the ¥BI it uses “secus
t" as a referenes to its informers.

4 [
- £




. On 2/25/64, Mr, DICK BERLIN and/KINGSBURY TH,
[General Manager mnd Editor respgCtively, Hupst Pub ations, _
advised the Bureau that an unnamed Hurstréporter, déscribed
by BERLIN as very .reliable, had been told by MELVIN BELLI,
Attorney for JACK RUBY, that O3SWALD was an FBI informant,
BELLI also told this reporter that although he would .ot
.care to comment:so much regarding RUBY's 'conpnection with
the FBI, he knew from rellable sources that RUBY had been
an informant for -eight weeks, and OSWALD an informant of the
FBI for thirteen weeks, BELLI.also told this reporter that
RUBY informed on gamblers and people of low character, and _
that OSWALD was a security type informant. SMITH advised’

\that this Hurst rppprter.azp;&jtgpe.recprding of BELLI making :
these .allegations, Fode [oMpI IS - remiyp gy w2863, 7 )
AN L s ,(ﬂ ’.’ il LyewsSt - ST ‘! ‘“?‘" L i - ]y .,’7;",,,1,,:‘_2,3.
[ Fye Tirst misspelling of "hearst" is corrected in longhand. )

15 W ==t-— cf Ae & w,

Tk R S alesr men -5 17 ol o : ¥ R
Sxcept for some/Zricky semantics to which @€ return the rest of what Rosen told

pa—

Shan¥lin dealt with how to and how not to approach Belli and where not to try to

interview hine

With regard fo Uswald having been an ¥BIL informer -for 17 weeks, Shanklidwas told
i informe clirx
o dence! et B

3

s .~ 3 ! 1 o ~ .
no L . Ll N T Wy . PSR < T
Fano out what he kn ?T’IS t and 1no loTrce I b i with “egal“d e LU.DE,T as an A nformer for

R R e P e 24 TRT ,,A_:..-'_-: 3 1, =
eight weeks, which the FBI later & admitted he had been, theFBH's—deniel-about-Ruby,

;o btell him that RUBY has never been an

2 ey s de R L T 'y . 1 o L *

informan Bw the J’SL\.” in a sccond refernce to this the words Shanklin uses are,' we
(Ba11i) he (CRuby)~ 1 -

can tell him js has never Bes been an inforiant,"

Aj%fwid

m1 R AT e Tiaea <, LI = . . T _1 . %
The gemantics here is that -~uby was an in orme?‘(on orobations When after eight week
i riter eizght week

12 Do Yol infornation the 'BI regard oo T139h 7 3 7 i 3

he produced no infornstion the MBI regarded as valuvable it dropped him, Yo did not

. N ‘ i LT,
survive his probationay riod # a8 an informer. But for the Soht 1 = ol

; P ay period # as an informer. But for theose eight weeks he was tha®s

Only to the FBIL was this not a deliberate lie, Their fig-leaf is thot Ruby did not

>

survive h iz probstione. But ag “uby probably told his lawyer, he had in fact been an

FBL informer on probatione

’

a4 T 0 3 . i I, g . o : /
Shanklin had another eccgasion for snother memo to fhles on Morch 3
n lor e



[ oV

, : . |
Assistant Director W, C/ SULLIVAN cdled at
10:50 AM today and stated that the Bureau keeps getting
indications that YILLIAM_ ALEXANDEfl is the source of the - .
rumor that OSWALD was an FBI infOrmant. Mr, SULLIVAN®
instructed that WADE be contacted and told that in effect
"ALEXANDER should either put up or shut up;”that we insist
upon 1it." Qualify your statement to WADE to effect that
1f 1t 48 so that ALEXANDER is the' source of it, he must
eltherzcome up with the evidence or stop making these state- .
ments. SULLIVAN instructed that the Bureau be advised ag.to

what WADE says, etc., and to use best judgment as to bast‘ ,
time to contact WADE, (’/cyﬁ/y}'/é/‘/_]ffyy‘” - o, DR

3

From the first report that Uswald had worked for sone federal agency one of those
most likely to have begun it was Alexander, yet the Commigsion's records omit him al-
P

most entrely and focus on Hudkins. uhy Rankim weitéd to scapebostZF Hudkins is without
1

explanation, as is his ignoring all the many other reportors who worked on that storye

But then A was thé sane Rankin who omitted virtaully all mentions of the CI& and
made a false mecord that the only report was that Osweld had worked for the FBI with the

phony number either S-172 or $-179,

Wy Qankin did what he did may be a mystery but that he did it is note. The record
he himself made is clear,

This is the last of the records of the period of those executive session of which
I made extra copies for subject filing.

Of their many megnings, what L regard as most significant is the absolute refusal

" 1 ’ 2
Wl Pwﬁaz%@ ) ) .

of the Commiscion to seke any sestisfony—on the report that Uswald had had sonme kind of

so much else

(6]

agincy connectiop\éﬁﬁ/(efused to investigatgzgz/in any waye Lhis as doe
1]
addzesseS the Commission integrity and reflects its intent to ordain Oswald the lone
assassin from the putset. It tThus was unwilling to pursue gny indication that there had

1

been a conspiracy, ac the Janugry 22 transcript reflects, particular not one that ceuld

. & 1 . o e o ol - 3 N
involive the government - a coup d'etete

pursue it wit
in an assassination investigation.

No part of the government functioned as it should have when its fresident vas assaassi-
& o

o o dees o | = . N 14 5 R ; e . = ~ .
ed, a vragedy and a national disgrace. That a Y o 881 on of such eminences could



deliberately refuse to

responsibilities may not be unprecedented,

given the uses nake g% presidents Qfé?}f idential commissions zji to do for then what

they cannot do any other way — but when the matter to be investigated was Jcoup d'etat,
/t, )’1’\/(9

which is what the ssassination of any presid cally is,/abdication and dishonesty arve

secrecy this could not have happened,

For any honest

purpose, no secrecy vas needed or

could be per

etrated. Mot for any other reason

ppPronri aie.i{} was imposed so
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investigation he saw to it was not made of that "dirty rumor.

Yhat should not be overlooked as a nmeasure of his intentions and of hovi he mig-

/
directed the whole thing is thal/ﬁéi+her Hudkins nor Goulden ever said that the report

=] LI}

only, the way Rankin made it Llook,

o’
i

@There Was no basis for the excuse he made up for not calling Hudkins, the only

reporier anyone ever suggested be called. He and Goulden both +old the FBI 11 they
e e

could, everything but their SouUrCeskImEMERYX o sources' Nale or names,

Wade, who had been an HBT agent, did tell Rankin and Warren that vhat had been

reported was not consistent with 8L procedures and record-isee keepingga?d ¢L5/¢%47¢ f@é}n7_



