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porters, and to my friend nnie Hudkins in particular
1 Tairness to all the reporters, and to my friend ~onnie Hudkins ¢ 5

professionale They did everything they could honoxgbly do to
professionale They ¢! X £ 3

R aEy o thorpushly
they were all thoriughly ‘ ‘

‘ éiwyé«j%{) . 11 - 1 25 d6 vas sive the

£ ' thing, with ingle exception; Tthey all refused to do yas glve the

be helpf ul;‘:\.‘he one thing, with g s.;lﬂbl.,g excention, Yy & ; Sl e

\ e uoted as giving flosemdem os his sourcm.)
ngne oi thelr source or sources. Lonnie ig once quoted as giving sRsma—ca hi U o
1lciic Ul L8 L L _ Lo A8 )

i 1 to 1 perative. He volunteered mnie's volunteering infor—
Horeover, he continued to be cooperative. He volunteecred. Lomnie's volun g

N . - T +a tha FRT 5 111 15t
mation he believed could be helpf u_l/ to the BT is illu

49 INFBL {whin ol loorg sl cone gilven
(& 1 E'T:’ter sent by air k&S this FBI fancy nane
S 1

<

~ 4.
‘noud t Yall Texas.% It is not in response %o any request
Press Inouwiry et Yalles, Texas.! It is not in response %o any ]

“t is hoaded, "Re: I
from Dallags

On 3/13/67, JONNIEFIUDKING, _t -name ALONZO.-NELZ/NUDKINS, TIT
12 WQodland:Q6u?tfﬁﬁpartment‘ggg,?Eéurel,.Maryland,‘r orter
and rewrite” man for "The News American", Baltimore newspaper, .;"
South and Lombard Streets, Baltimore, Maryland, advised SA o
J.' STANLEY ROTZ by telephone that he had recently been con- g o
tacted by representatives of Newsweek magazine, CBS and NBC, ‘.,
to determine whether he had any additional unpublished in-
formation or was Interested in Joining them in gecuring such
information in the Dallas, Texas, area relating to the assassina-
tion of President KENNEDY, HUDKINS was known to these news

media through his having been employed as a reporter for the
Houston "Post" at the time of the asgassination in 1963, his
.coverage of events at Dallas at that time, and _ his publication
with two other reporters of an article relating to the assassing-
tion.’ In this latter connection, Mr. HUDKINS advised he had -

<R

to the FBI, He said that although many people are currently;.i ]
attempting to write books concerning the assassination, he 5 B
himsell has no such intention, P O

0
o &

1

Mr. HUDKINS sald he advised the above meéntioned news Mediaaﬁg;
that he himself had no further Anformation or interest.in !
developing information concerning the assassination, and that /.15
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he woulﬂ not accept any employment related to 1it. HUDKINS "'“A'“f"‘ﬁ'
thOughL the FBI should be alerted to the toregolng indication . @#;’ Ya
that Newsweek magazine, CBS, NBC, and also Life magazine, are ﬁ*,ix%if,
}- apparently making 1nqu1r1es to determine whether or not per- ‘wut
¢ zonu oLher than/LEL HARVEY OSWALD vere. 1nvolved in the assassina-i g :
. : : bt "—-“""" )
?“ 5o TR ot & T b MRS w":-?"?:-.’-:'
‘/%m M HU)KINS understood that Ncwaweek had hired a’reporter named"{ S
2% uan V({NSWORTH, who had been covering the Dallas scene at the .cﬁs71’
"o time Fresident KENNEDY was shot, who was present at the theatepr ..: - .-
“+. when OSWALD was arrested, and aleo preaent when JACK RUBY Bhot “%U_
¢ O WALD k] # ‘?"5;';.,' ;..

: ” . t‘\-:""!'.',;"'
1 IHUDKINS understood that CBS was checking out one idea that ot

," there were two simultaneous, unrelated plots to assaaainato fﬁm
1::‘ Pro nident KENNEDY, . This included the possibility that a group
:ff “of "right wingera" may have been coincidentally shooting at " {

g'prepident KENNEDY at the same time OSWALD shot him, © .. ,L?ﬂ

a;

‘L ihe forepotng is being submitted to alert both Dallas and New et
"~ Ovxleans since 1t 18 not known whether or not the action of the " ™
ST hpws medla may have been motivated by recent publicity 1n thin N TRy
;{5ln&tter rrom the New Orleans araa, :
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el 1% h's not died since then,

9

to time their son Lon, Jr., ui ,
MMX'L{' The /(4,/7 D\L H/W/ f/}uvl / NN f/(,b@/"/;z
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fourth Hudkings with

Un their firgt or one of their first visits Lonnie told =

eithel'&%gﬁﬁ S=172 ox 8—173 came part of our history.

5

sz He and Hugh “unsworth,

»

their friende They believe the ¥BIL
their phones so they arrvanged a conference-call in which the three of thenm
would discuss the number Lonﬂ~b i jﬁgp\qumoov 2 UPe ?iétéi;fhé“fg?;_ﬂffﬂuqnu it

fhad=H war_dn FBl Witdl ¢ ! 2t /W/ z/ﬂ/MJ(J 202 %I

was S-179) They finally decided thzt, as Lonnie insisted, it was S-172 and then their

was tapping

trat within a hslf-hour an ¥BU sgent was at his

Liox
=
W
& jav)
S

coy'ersation ended. lLomie told

desk questioning him about ite

also denied that he had identified aqff##ﬁﬁ§%%:§§ his source. —J
oy AT

ardg? the comedian Dick Gregovv on a tallt show

Later Lomnie

Wle nov slkip shead to 1975. Lonnie 1}

maldng o big thing of that S-172 number —roving that Oszald had :oqﬁed for the FBI, So

time of the ssassination

Lonnie wrote his first storyg about that business since the

investigation. 1t apeared in the News—-dmerican for which he ﬂorkeq)on Harch 10, 1975,

¢uu7<7<:/

In it he 2eve sentially what I remembered his having +old me.

e w¢vw4%e
A o 8 . o 2 = £ - 1 ] =
Jumping ahead agair, o June 5. 1975, on that day the Dallas assassination @ase agent,

dobert Pe Gemberling, wrote a memo to his SAC, Shanklin tha® begins, "On 5/50/75
O WTTTLT AL % 7 TR - s T T Trp—
SAC VILLIAN &, JRAH'GQH at r’lth tele phonlcallgradv1sed Shadxx SAC  J.GORDON SHAWKLIN

e Ao mMemo

as 7lov§9Lq hose ShE daysiGemoerilnc got mized u: a bite. Heve is the rest of

the text of his memo:
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~ An article has been printed in the "Washington
Star" that back in 1963, BILL ALEXANDER, Assistant Dallas
County District Attorney was conv%chd that the FBI was
taping his telephone though Agents*denied this to his face.
In order to find out, ALEXANDER supposedly arranged with
two Journallst frliends to spring a story so wild it would
bring the FBI running i1f, indeed, they were listening in
to telephone conversatlons. The three men arranged a con-
ference call from ALEXANDER to the newspaper offices of
"The Dallas Morning News" and "The Houston Post™. According
to Mr. BRANIGAN, this article reflected that as the
conversation wandered on, ALEXANDER asked the two journalists
"Do you remember what OSWALD'S payroll number was?" The
man at "The Houston Post" said, "I think it was S-172."
But ALEXANDER sald, "No, I'think it was S=179." The
article indicates that sure enough, within one half hour,
FBI Agents had shown up at all three men's desks, flashing
their 1dentification and asking what they knew about a
Government .payroll number for LEE HARVEY OSWALD. The
number, of course, had been picked out of the air to
produce just the reaction it did.

Mr. BRANIGAN reflected that we do a flle review
and make avallable to him pertinent information relating -
to the allegatlions made about OSWALD being an informant B TE A5l
2 — . . .. k0 Branigan ’,
Gemberling then wroted sked on June %ége cited three and only three sourgésfglter

AT Jde A A e ha 1 T g L e pyndeey
this check. Aé_ue have seen, Dallas sanuIﬁoﬁgngaﬂ three reports to HQ.

" in March
The story had Mot just appeared in the §jartL onnie wrote it/for the paper he worked
on in Baltimore, the News American. / ﬁy'f
ol [ y
Ga N / / Wwlei l/

. . . <,
The file number in Dalls, where only this file copy was made) in the mdan”JFK gss—
/] v
assination file, is 89=43-95%2. Inexplicably, attached to my copy is not any ¥ashington
Star or Baltimore New American story by but an uvndated story from the Dallas lorning News

LTL : o o

e Potlyy £51 e
that reached—~#s file clerk for numbering and filing on July 2. #A uritten in the proper

3 s A s . T - |
space on the stamp affixed on filing is Gemberling s name,

A, . Ti dw o AT S . .
That is an etirely different story. ~t is from the AP in Washington, without any date
i1

/

) e A .
s about that Jwanuvary 22, 1964 trancript. In the story the AP
71

(5

there, cither, and it

TAOT A Iy s o A . I}
che tlanscript under FUOIA and "A copy #as of the dwemes tanscript
B i

A

was obtained by the Associated Press.””

That should not have been difficult for the AP befause that April, withou

I cannot say how many months#ea:lieri I have given copieg away wholesale.

- 2 ;L v o,
before I was tgépeaﬁ at a gonfervence at the New York /anTS"ty Lsw School that night
1 ]
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I had a press conference at the Hotel Taft and gave all those present copies of that

O reparters present was one from

N

he 20 or

(e

transcripte I have no doubt that among
the 4P,
What had Gemberling, then close to retirement, so confused L do not know but

he even had Branigan as the SAC at headquarters! Good thing no copy was sent there!

’_ . : L . . s 5
(Headquarters has no SAC, Only the direcbor is at the top there.)
S0, L in addition to the Commission's determination not to get to the bhottom of that

W q
"dirty rumor” and to gwipe it out to the degree possible for it, there was lying in wha

ck

people told the FBI, mistekes by the FBI in its reporting and in general the confusion

' a . . 1 . .
that was helpful to the Commission s wrongful purposes and has persisted ever since

The Commission did 4T testiiony on this- in e secret, as it tock all his testimony.
When it vas publisheﬁ in Volume 5 of the Commission's 26 volumes of testimony and
,{,«,\.{L'ILW'
appendiz, is was @ fraction of the 10,000,000 words all made available at the same time.
That was an ideal formula for seeing to it thay%here could not be any real reporting of

10,000,000 word,

o

The first witness in thot volume was Alan JeJmonu, assistant to the director of the

_ Iﬂ17}4/ £ .
'BI. dmong the matters ghout which he was as¥ed(ls this by Commission “ounsel ASamuel

d/ . I . . n ’
Stern:ou have already znswere/éhls s Mre Belmont, but just so that the refordg is

€5

completely clear on this point, was +ee Harvig,ﬁswald ever an agent of the FBI?Y

To this Belmont replied,"Lee Oswald was naver an agent of the FBI." (page 15)
S pb

P T . ) 4 DT
Hofp—vezs version of that P'dirdy rumor" had Oswald as an FBI "ggente

gomething like an informe.But that tock dere the De1uon l <ZQA/ 4/
wh A
WTW@

=

Belmont testified lay 6. Hoover, followed by kcCone ﬁn& LeWn tc tified the

" Only

T ey 14, (pages g7er ) Henry Wades's testimony of unc 8 begins on page

$2an morning o
521 of that same volum

2y

aggoner Carr wpas there, too. He was Dreublt vhen Vade testified and he testified @;ﬁéL

T o . 1 : 5 5 - s : i . »
(ﬁiﬁsell . g may well have been the ségﬂLﬂs- of all the Commission s testuiony. It -é
/- yJ
o , m Ca/////’[o @il
- Tolroa - < . oy Ny VG o o Y ! N .. B o ;
tk tekes g up less than two 335937\558=09% of whaxeh Rankin's prepared 4unouloq¢@f(%akeg
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guit on mnoa+ e oot g - " Tﬂ// ﬂ(/ OM //”MW
gpnot guite one page and most of the rest is of orchids all round, MM

4

Carr was not asked a single question about that "dirty rumor."

"8 or ¢ o'clock at night" the day of the assassinatione
a3 G o : 27 :
411 he was asked about is a phone call fron the “hite e did not mean that

(¥
o

literally because Johnson hed not yet moved in and the Kennedys were at the hospital where
the autopsy vas being periormed. )lhat call was about "A rumor had been heard that there
vas going to be an allegation in the indictment against vewald connecting the assassina-—

tion with en international conspiracy, and the inguiry wes made whether I had say lknovwledge

of it, and = old him I had no knowledge of it." (As of the #ime of that call, Oswald had
? Shd 2
not been charged with aanything.)
.a s
<7 { A= 7 ) ' . . 'y
vade 's tesiimony was much longer. (pag 213—54) Rankin began by telling him, fre are
= 3 o s
T e T TT ‘1 ’
going to as&’jou genrally about the tine of by, Uswald's, Lee Harvey Uswald'S¢.- P

what you had to do in ¢ ﬂn*udeu with the entire vatter, and the press being there, and

verious things in regard to lr, (Sergeant Pet

V_I .
O
"
Neigs
tZ
2
g
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ch

devoted to this Wade voluntecred that “Alexander is not a great lover of the FBI."
The questioning was superficial. 1t did not begin to include what the Commission by

)

then had from the agencies,
Bujbspeakiﬂg of 4lexander, Vade gave the Vommission a broad hint, practially an
invitation:"I think he would like to talk a little about it but T dor x/ think he Imows

i

The Commission did not call Alexander “"to talk a little

/) : ot
abS At ite" Or about anything else. #€ s )LT{K { wilred,

of hig own knowledge.

-
What RBankin asks and says is not exactly as at those ezecutive sessionsy and he has
o T i o
“oulden 6et%ﬁg his story "frow the Hudldns report that had been picked upe"

’()_ = . . N
Goulden & # story appared “ccember 7. Hundkins' was publgshed Jenur y1 1,more +han
1

three weeks later, That would have been more like ES[ then a "pickup"

a

rren, Cooper and Yulles were present.

7 i L

MY desam S NS SURNY U6 S T I SN o GRSV SR S
The tronscript reporss that of the Commission,

OF the staff, Rankin, his assistant, Norman Yedlich and Dr. 4lfred Goldbere historiane
H 9 852

the
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It woyld be in the official record for him to cite. Hé lmew very well +that there would

e cru%ioism because he saw to it that  there would be criticism not only by not having
"/ fle und VW

his PBI do any real inYestigationSbut because he had agreed with Katzenbach as soon as
N

o

ci

Ogwald vas dead and thus there would he no trial

NEVER ACGATN! with the documentation of this de facto conspirscy not Lo inves¥igate the

crime in which they had other co-conspirators. So in gdvance, Jnowing that as of the

jbm,afm4 fzgﬁ/
time he spoke these words 21l was ad would be secret{ he characterized all those who
)

refused to agree with %zgﬁ?;findings” he had fixed upon the Ciﬁz?ssion befors it even
dud o 2 Felly (et ong

got_Qtarted as "ezritremists". Ay he used the word he usually me:nt of the leit.

(4

-

BT

b=

For the head of the FBI, the man .who then and there testified?%hat all the
sent to the Comnission passed through his hends, to say that any criticism of it is
"without any foundation" is to lie.

To comprehend the magnitude of this lie all one néd do is recall that in his
supposedly definitive five-volume report in which he supposedly solved the eximd
does not include all the known shooting and does not even give the FZausce of deaths

Before that report was written the ¥BI had declined copies of the autopsy and access to

all the antopsy film, pictures and A-rayse. The I'BL did not want them because they,mizlk
supposedly basic fact of the crime, could interfere with the conclusions Hoover -aleae

- ; M —_ ; ; .
ed before the autopsy was begifn. Hoover did not want any fact of the crime to

e

in any way dnterfere with or raise any questions sbout his "solution" he re ched bhefore

the actual evidence was available, to the degrec any of it was available that early.
= ) nneelpee
ths is to saj)and L do say,that there is no innocence in this, that Tomeis pos—
TiL

siblé. Hoover lied knowing he wuas lyinge /% was not an accidentsal lie. It was a lie
1

intended to protect his reputation as

i

BT as the investigative agenct of them all vhen they had not crevenZred the
: Lp
x t. N . e oo . _ g g . S % s
crime and hadn t the slightest ides of who and what wer: behind ite.
g 1
Vo T8I 2 ,
dis "solution" which was~%g "solution® is what the Commigsion would "find" so
in advance he charscterized all thoge who would disagree with it ad "extremists" wh

o ©ind Oswald the lone assassin. L begin



1o

agencies hold. These br

L 4

was nothing te be "wiped out" at all.
Hoover's %eggt‘

The records dis

_t was to nd hq rambled, an phey even added peragraphs he had not spoken.
lvﬁ(/f/‘/\‘ﬁ: [ /Jy.éz mwv 17 szeu,z? (&‘ﬁwnf
Bach end eVC*{ﬂi??ﬂgC, including

dqﬂx4mncan

ollege 4 Brrors. . end
Cod L \_.LO 0.

how often he dide

/Jm,fv(/w
Eoi\hfffqﬁthﬂo1“ five members were prescnt: Warren, Cooper, Boggs, Ford and Dulles.
Of the stvaff onllY Rankin snd his assistant -fedlich are noted as present, along
. %/ .
with Carr and tdo observers from the American Ber Association,
o ' * .“ P \/L ~ . . . .
It began at 9:15 s.m. &8 hooverif bled on, some of his answers to simple questions

)

T _hi

took more than g géinted page
k
The Commission did, of course,; have much about which to ask hime And there really

was much Tor him to say and for them to hear. He was the director of the FBI and it did

!

slmost all the Commission's investigating - such as it was and of what i

7= 5' - o~ . 1. .
In asnse anver to Ford's question, "Is the Federal Bureau of investigation con-—
- 1
z

tinuing to investigate all possible rgumifications df this assassination?" after a third

ete

hat boils down to "yes" Hoover added, skilled nropagandist of the

right and self-protector par excellence,

jﬁ>@6(= ‘I, personally, feel that any finding of the Commission will not be accepted
)
LY , 5 .

V%@Q by everybody, because there are bound to be some extremists who have vergﬁpro—

nounced views, without any foundetion for them, who will disagree violently with

whatever findings the Commission maskes." (oed 99)
s NOSNS |
This was not responsive to Ford's question but it was what Hoover wanted believed
sp he got it ine 7/'/f /)ﬁt(/
Of the man he knew had threatencd +

e T S R, o b .
he extreme violence of bombing the destryction



un Wi /I\f&%/w 2herd— I e of Heed

) il e 4 M; UhoL 4/4/; -
(st sy ’
whose 5—‘;“3;;ﬁi:€ﬁ the FBI hd:,A:'
i ﬂzow/ ez’
approved by Hoover as soon asS he—had—bsdén killed, *
)
Boggs getting morcfe Wf»éerense in:

the destruction of which was
oover responded to this question from
Representative Boggs. You didn't find any indication of why anvone should even
suspect that Oswald would do this, did you?
lire Hoover, We #Xmwoix found no indication st all that Oswald vas addicted to
- / A — A 2T 1. . o e 1 . 1.
violence. ¢oo"{pages 103—4) Kot counting that threat to bomb er wife-beating
. = 3? K, . i
alleged in the FBI reports, maybe there was no s¥ch indicatione
As he rambled on in non-response to this question foover £ cstified, "The first
evidence we had of him in our files was a statement to the press in loscow,"
\Q’l@iy
That does not count
o Zi
groups vhose mail the FBI was able to eb,/7¢(/ﬁ’ [Ki l;%ﬂ4¢7kL/“”“

oL

When Bozgs asked *loover to “speculate on what may have motived the man®#?" Hoover

i s ; . 5 -+ . =
pt his political licks in: "...this man was no doubg¢ a dedicated Yommunist" and 8 s such

(,”7

"he sympathized thorbughly with the Comrunist causes" (page 104)
The FBI's own files overflow wity Uswald's secret denunciations of Russian and
Ameri¢an.fommunis$s and ¥ mor: then ftwo months earlier it had pevidence that Oswald
was anti-Comwnist even in the USSR -k/
Of course Hoover was never questionég Who could a darve affl '@ hope to survive
politically? Bul heve he says that Oswald /4
ith Lke CO“z&AlSu cau e, ' giving no reason to beliecve that d?ameunlous preferred

Wiwd\‘ Tty ol it W VML M dud coud Wil "ea 1hgt™ ) //W/nd&

olmson to ard—tkal means there wes a Comunist conspiracy, “tmﬂr~mKNEJ

H.“i

o

there had not been.

o

/&srﬂ if he believed there should be a law making killing the President a federal

£rime gbove the middle of page 115, after saying he was strongly in favot if that, which
/
angp . w4~
is all —he\gyagzlgﬂ/w(uulfed before Hoover wemg”down toward the bodton of page 116 he
olunteer what I believed frouw the firsi, that, ' ...Because of the publicity

that the prejud;

. . - g g 4 A - ;
vould require . a change of veave. [(Mith the publlcféﬁz lo not know vhere you could

i intercptions of his letters when he was 16 to leftist gepeps

J

- ot i 3 . 1 il
<illed JFK because he syApathized so thovoup Ty



change The venue t0ee.." In short, the chances wer: that under existing law and decifions

d had not been dlled it wmight have been impossible to try hime
A% this vpoint Hoover launches into the Budking story, Uﬂavkeg) nd in notime flat he

venue and then to A small thing can make a man bresk and

come forward with a full confession". This leads hinm, without his being inf€ ®rrupted, to

e prisioer within an hour." This was his spri

%)

For years we have had a rule against the

third degree.” “hich is a perfectly natural basis for then saying, iy, ny allegationg are

at have used thgq egree mﬁwnous and ve, have
e
been able to prove they haven't." Pariiculerly compliants by blacks zeﬁﬁaa he preferred

nade unfairly asainst

”hbere aivil pights matters are invkoed.'
— &t fwo i Fed oy Libfon s

Jheq oover stopped to take a breath Ranldn tried to get back to the widj~ct7oné of

%éﬁ;é% president e saying, "lre ﬁ%over, t0 remind yvou of 1y questiones.”
Ag Idrnde Ellerbe used to say, "and so it goes' when noover is tmexiRiimg

—
Zut before he could get ézgfo:%able cn his launching pad ZZa R g41n was careful to

Jl
et Hoover's want/denial of any I'BI-Oswald commection on the reccord. Afte

et ot

i ~

that “oover hau furnished us a considerable amount of information', entirely undescribed

5 .
. . - e : A B 1 = T R SR I S e T 2
end cozlstln“’almost entir:lt of wng[l quote above, "about whether or not Lee “arvey

a special employec or

cha records

FBI could have produced

¢ of vhere approval

cnts have established

information is preserved reveals that

that is the usual, the normal,

ot man can blgnte? inuLe a?

mviév/ veely ¢7/M// [/5 /ﬁw$ -




OTA Director 4% Jomn A”:hctonc and his deputy director Richard Helms followed,
1
" N - %
is dr e wou familiar with the
is acting as an informer, agunt,
employee or in any other canacity for that A_ency (the ¢ IA)?Y
POy LY 2 N Vi
ial U sy, e A Tamm ﬁ 5 i Moaus a1l Famn PN | RS ;' e i m not Tamil . & g
ticvone said he vas genevally Tamiliar v with them but "I am not famil iar with
all the records becau:e they sre very extensive." But, "I have determined to my satis—
=S )U
faction thst he had no such connection.’ licCthse then OnojalQAfHﬂb what he did was 1o

~

orepare hinself to give hearsay testimony, without any affidaviis from those who had
OA
the requisite first-pe son know lbugeqvho were gvailable for attestatione (page 120)
Zyé then, on the next page, said that such information do;yéot generally pasSthrousgh iy
hzmis, my personal handse!
W
And thus it was provey thot the CIA and k‘s?{ald never had any connection W1tf each
other. Hot the vay the law would have it but + jay thatsatisfied the Tormer solicitor
general o% the United gpates and its sitting Chief Justice.

HcCone was aled,

all the inforudtion

Oswald?" Hefms resﬁnnded,

) %/ o
been some 18 linvar feet of C

an you tell the Commissiol as to whether or not you have supplied
the Agency has, at least in s

)

ubstance, in regard to Lee Harvey

Ca v 4 A - . ) i) 3
"Tes,we have." (page 1220) If this were trucd there would have
9 bag .

T

T4 Ogweld records in its 201 or Yersona,ity Pro
that they did not have at the Archives when they supvosedlt had all the Commission's
) Pt cid opne oest?
records and 1 wal going through them, This is the extent of 2LM%\1119 as it was
1
1 5 Lo the A s -0
t rensferred to the Arvchives under the 1992 law,
. 1} q o . ' e T 1 .
According to Uhaz\johnﬂéﬁman told me he found in that file,licCone did not +tell $he
1 . . T . Ty T A 2 . - T
truth in asuring Ford that the CIA had had no /@uLqual contact with Oswald" aft ér he
P ! 3 5 .
returned from the USSR, B4t 1& fagt, desopte the un ~l:el?_CIA ecarlier denisls, he was
intervievwed by it after he was backs (page 123)
Nt o oy :
Or, whel capiie to "wiping out" what he refdrred %o as a dirty ruflor” J. Lee
0
Refbkin was the man . uk Comnission needed.
) Wi lviedd ol e —
—Ju l(,a( 77 W bvttd ol J5
He wiped it out Dy contriving notv to a competent first / on statement, which

file file Lo
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Thig
what the courts require.zmd with the full knowledge from the /be st oof gss possible

experts, his Comnisioner 41len Dulles who had headed the CIA into some of its most

& 9

spictacular failurcSegr over a period of quitc a few yoars@,that they 511 Ide their heads
//

of L ag/ omi g perjur;)as they should!

/
ks 5 e A A o o - . . - = . L ’
Hemember that quotation Ifrow page 62 of “hitewash IV, which is page 153 of the Uéﬂé@&/h

11, 1
stenographic tymescrei besim of thot Jonuary 27 session? There, esked by
o\
Boqys . M K , i
5, v tell the truth Dulled replied |l vouldn t tell.#“ﬂhen Varren,

; /
; i . o . - io5 5 .
then asked "Wouldn't tellit under oath?" Dulles replied, "I woulQnM% think he would

tell it under oath, not Asked "Why?" by Varren, Dulles told him,'He ought not tell it

H

and thus it was that the CIA, too, helped Rankin "wipe out" that “dirty rumor" of

his that led to the calling of those TOP SECRLT executive sessions when perpetual

seflrecy was expected and expectable, before there was amgV&eedom of Tnformation Adct
Ahulh Lvdd 2

who
and without one\to those who avdi the=x : ad unguestionable—ansvers—is—a

devil loving scripture.

to that other outstanding autho¥ity on

And those who do not agreeY Lccording

‘&T [ . .
ters, ¥J. BEdgalfl #oover, Ve are \exﬁzemlsts who have very bpronounced views,

such mat
without any foundationf for them.”

It really has gotten to the point since Johp Ke ennedy was killed that those of us

S 4
whD believe in our system and in the peod ﬁéOdUi”” and requirenen Eexfizzeg

of the courts arve "extremists" to those who are the authentic extremists and neither
abide by not live and work within badic american belief and law vhely they have

(v
what to hfem gre important political objectives.

I i

I

t
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i B ¥ | S SN = PR Sade 4 LR o
L AT TS &1 ¢y Tunior’ was no

10v he was able to protect

1y control Hoover was able to assert #8
on much of the government, including the most conservative at the Congresse Of the many

possible sources L believe two little~known FBI records suffice to make it clear that

Ranldn oved his prestigious job as Commission General counsel to of all people- J,

- .a ) . ; . . ;
i hgve referred previously to the FBi's damage~control ticldler that is so illumi-
2
nating and informative and is so explicit in detaily Vvarious mesns by which Hoover did
asset ascert control, including by DTchﬂall,by\ﬂv Z/W¢@rudd¢4%

e, L " . 3 . T 2 ¥ N
That tickler is divided into theee main topicse The third ig "Burcau Helations .ith

Uarren Commigsion” ub had five numbered ovts7unmer “Acformatlon of Varren Commission.!
twqumkwu lts Mr/i/’ /yfw/fﬂh }w%‘ll/mf/ﬂ o ,
— The first is "Hoover opﬁéuiulon~ meo and Jenldns memod The B second is “Katzenbach . e frols
" /O b did hute en wdibidagy jelobion loduicth e lpwing if ven He 7z

- varred
testimony end Lullivan statement. The third is "Barly memoss — adversary relat 7OQuﬂi‘i7

o

The for fourth is "Hoover blocking Warren's choice for general counsel." The £35S
fifth is one of the indications of blg.clmail, "Preparations of dossiers on staff and mem—

- - 5 » . . 2 e
his fifth item, therc is also, under, of all 1mp§rbaole and entire-
‘CQ
arven Commission," which is Part ¥ under this

a7
!

ly inapropriate headings, “Assigtance to ¥
same third major hreskdown, its first item, "Preparations of dassiers on V¢ staff after

7
the report was out." That, in the FBI's concept, was part of itg "Assostance to Warren
Comuission"!!!

”Hoovel/ﬁ blocking Varren's choice for gene-al counsel" is how that Job was availsble

for Ranlkdine Traditionallys the chairmen of all bodies have the i ight to select theix

own »reierence for all such positions. Werren knew and liked Olne who vias reportedly
= x 7 5 o

Warren's protege. Olney was a widely respected Department of Ji SulCC hes assistant

attorney general. He did not approve of agll the FBI did, which, naturally, made him an

enemy to Yoovér and those cloned on him. He was also a liberal, and that;ﬁo the fouvverg

and the like-minded in the Congress, made himqvi‘ le less than a Yommunists
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<)

il - YT P 5 w;
lie Lywdd wnd ol why by, 20 Ao V’(/{M ’LWU g gjé/nwwgfuf

fe T an 7 3 . B e and oeddi s T anlmns s B i
As I saj J ] 5 lobbying and polite blackmail,) Y7441)¢-f
/ AN gtwrt-Lo

1

AT the height of the brouhaha over the report that Oswald had orkedin some capacity

. 5 ity il - T . - o
for the I'BI there was much interest in this om=l=-5311 5t +he Congress, Three of the

a e

j(;fal to the right of ths conservalbive senabors were interested and concernEsacd,
Jf bt ALl
Lot N

04 Jmeno for Hoover, naturally not addressed +o him hut o0 "Nr,

=
w
o

ot

- = . , . ¥ v . A
Fohr," John P. Mohws&sse title was assistant to the director . In four 31ngleqﬁpace¢

pages with narrow side margins “eloach reports on more than what is v

[l

levant to Hoover's

;

keeping Olney for from getting the position Warren wanted him in. Another way of putting
this is how Hoover controlled our history and what it would record while covering his

pe - e el . >
own asse By the time Deloach is toward the Xmm end of his report on his very succesful

j -
lobbying he has spoken to Senator)James Eastland, Semsber Richard Russell,

Jay _Sourtin

of Bastland's committee steff g Sege Warren Hruska and Senster Lverett Dirksen, the )

latter at Sibley Hospita%, Hf?uska accompanied PeLoach to the hospitale. Before going
M =
g N7 3 1 H s . A - PR
there, however, Deloach phoned foover to get his permission. Hére is “eloach's own
T iy . . - - . LR
accoun?ﬁo HOOV@an#Wthh, wisely, he omits Hoover's name as that of the one behind

that successful operation:

{Fae o - 'Senator Dirksen asked me if we were satisfied wit  Hankin, I told him
that Rankin had been appointed as an alternative. I then briefed-Senators Dirksen and
Hruska on the fact that Chief Justice Warren had first wanted his prolege Warren Olney '
to serve as Exccutive Secrelary of the Presidential Commission, however, in view of ..
Olney's miserable personality and inefficiency it had been necessary for a number of
sources o confidentially brief members of the Presidential Commission; cther than

|Warren, as o Olney's background, I told Senators Dirksen and Hruska that as a result
jof this action the Commission members had overridden Warren concerning the

appointment of Olney and that Rankin had been elected as an alternalive. Dirksen ™" -
stated he knew Olney and definitely recognized him as an Incificient WLJ

\

- g : 27
i . ) , - . \ X _ o Yd
Hicholas Katzenbach, who engine:red not Tew disasters wn%ﬁjjél&j/éﬁZLj”j x Z,V J

71

he was Robert Kennedy's top assistant, the deputy attorney

this possible by his blabbing e to 4lan Belmont, then so high in the

o~
&

general,made all o

(1 T

FBL only Hoover's oldest and dearest fricnd. Ylyde ]oison, was between them. On Yecember
VoG

S N & - R

5, which was almost a week before the Comrdision had that five-golume FBI report, after

158 waics S5 F RN - - s as AT il I M 1 25 5 = 5
working hours, at 6:10 p.sie; accoring to Belmont's memo o ‘olson, “atzeMbach called him



T e (= B T — R 3 5 (! O :
to run off at the mouth about & com Commission meeti ‘n%;"?arren had called for th :
ing U had calle v the nezxt

morning. in the cour T th is Katzenb > !
e course of u@S Katzenbach sealed Olne¥'s dooms

Katgenbach 'sald that he had been talking to Chief Justice -
Warren, and Warren had indicated to him that the chief counsel - .
for the President's commission will be Warren Olney. Katzenbach
thought that this would be most undesirable. ‘Katzenbach said that,
ad we probably know, Chief Justice Warren thinks that Olney can
do no wrong, and he (the Chief Justice) had made the point that
Olney is conversant with the FBI's procedures and thus would be
operating in a familiar field. Katzenbaeh said 1f we have any
{deas as to how Olney can be blocked as chief counsel, he would
1ike to have them. I told him that, as far as 1 was concerxned,
Olney-#as an undesirable choice, and if we had any thoughts we ...:

wquld got them to him, (62~409¢€0~/715) Sy

HSoover wrote "Horrible" after the sentenceg reportine i ) I
5 orrible" after the sentenceg reporting that Ulney was Yarren's choice
edl = o

J2

[

Bafore Boover cowld sab bhe kb : ; g
elore ovver could get his lmives flashing inside the Commission, Katzenbach also
\ =
o2 10T s 2 w4 . ]
told ﬁ\l)émoﬂt, wholl promptly bucked it to Yoover, that Z "Hr. Katzenback said that %
o € 1, 7l
arre N Anointed ac connasl fan s d
arren Qlney is appointed as counsel for the Presidential commission, Ketzenbach is going
- L2 ks il VULlls

- ey A - & Sy LorAra 4 oy e Y.
to try to get an sttorney from the Criminal “ivision in with the Fommission, so he
LRSS 9 = <

0y

111 lmow whet is eaing v (Olney ddd : :
will kmow what is going one" (Olney did not zet the position but Eatzenbach got his man
3 i 9

Howsrd P, Willens, in Jumtﬁ;%rot a;lzmaya}"/ \LZ(L”M% e T ﬂ(/?/a/ i Muﬂvﬁfj% Ov ﬂl 47’4/%

+e
& oover later ated +o A Jour { 1 4
s v later boasted to Appeals Court Judge Bdward i Tamm, formerly a high

| > _])7 I nd Fovd Hsrdont ol sy < - d
#e Dulles nd Ford "vegorously opposéd" (lney and “threatened

3 SR F 4

to resign if Vlney werc oointed. ! Hoover 51 3 : :
g ney were appolited. loover gdds, pilously, thatEEhkoe daithousk they blane

a4 3

me :"' + +he -y tel Y () 1 5 : 1o el ) 1
ne for the attack on VYlney although + did not raise a Finger %o it and it me was done
ey A LT Ze S ne

B

without mv knovledees® (62-100000-176. 4+l o load 3
¥ t my knovledge.” (62-109090-176, with copies designed for four other files.)

zecutive session trancript for /) Ibex L H
CLVEe session tran-cript for [ecerber 5 confirms Hoover's identification &£

[l
)
D
O

o 3 , o
of those who did his dirty sorky ai A /" ife in O icC
s dirty .,OLL/ and pu«,\{;zf-‘ knife in Olney's hack. MMcCloy expressed

. ) —_
ar of Vecember 23, & 1978 reported

iirector of the Administrative Office of +the Uni+ed S
T didnistrative Office of the United States Courts

1 ' N L)

and that as an assistelft attoriey general 1
at ag an assis It attoriey ganeral ully pros el
1" v g al he ully prosecuved g nuuber of members
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ind as this among countless gimilar matters depket, for Hogver truth fas whatever

A wil e Lo ot T

at any btine seemed to scrve whavever [,LUL‘}DOSG he iay

few p
%;ho:%at preceded his gppointmente

He Imew he owed his prestigi

Who throughout his carveer Was never the man for whom “J.ogfnese W

z LU , LN+

had in WILLM./U_;— ‘ioover truth

no othew scurce, had copies of the executive session Jcra-wscrylp 5.

5 looking



