MEMORANDUM B 1 R ~ February 17,\1964
1o;  Files _. | O .
FROMq¢ Melvin A, Eisenberg ‘

SUBJECT:  First Stafr Conference'(Janunfy aQ,Algsu)‘

On Jﬁnuary 20, 1964, Chiefl Justlce Warren met vith the btaﬁf,
After brief intfoductions, the Chief Justice discussed the circuu~
stances under vhich he had accapted the ohairmanbhip of Lhe Commiﬁ%ian. f'_“

wben the positlon had firnt baen qffpred ta blm he declined it, .

on the prlnclpln that, Supreme Court Juaticep sbould uot Lake Lhia

Kipd of role, Hia asﬁo"iate Jquinqp cpnqurred ,m tms QQq}aion,

| jﬁLqLcd that rumorﬁ nr the mant exqge)"aﬁcd kind WGra pmrcwlating ;n

the Presideucy aaaumed by Preﬁidant Jthﬁog,. cherﬁsz JA i3
cond °°np¢1vah1y Lead the &auntwy #ntq B.¥ar yhich aomg apst‘“
#O miJlipn liv@sy Nq one could raruae tn dq nqmathin whigh miahtl}
help to prevent guch f posaibility,t The Prcﬂidcnt cbnvincaa him ,:
that thie yas an occaﬁlon on vhioh actual condltione hqd tq overridc tﬁi
| Beneral Principlas._llj;;,. | ‘L;;..;,; Y{f: .-‘~{1{‘Y ,“,”f,ﬂ‘ i A
e Onter Juapice Hhan diacgaaeq tb” ?010 or the commiSEions | u{(_,¢,,f‘ﬂw 
He placed emphasis on the 1mpaatance of quencbina rumorﬂ4 and H.',‘ ‘q.V!
precluding rutuze speculqt4on aweh aﬁ thah Wbich has surrnundeq the ;Hfﬁip'. , fV‘
~death or Linco)n. He emphﬂﬁized that the pommission had to detarn4ua;fi,ixia¥:“,a

the truih, whateVer that mjaht pq' s _ :;5_4:~.



w D -

He then discussed a targét date. He stated that on the ﬁear
side it wouid,be difficult to release the report before the trial
of Ruby had been completed. On the far side, he hoped to see the report
released before the Presidential campaign, since once the campaign
started it waé very possible that rumors and speculation would
spring up again. He therefore set a target date of June 1, with
the understanding that the Commission could not issue-a report.until
it was satisfied that it had reached the truth.
The Chief Justice conclpded by discussing briefly our position
as to Mark Iéne and Melvin Belli. This is,that we have no original

documents, and that if Belli or Lane were entitled to production they‘i

had to move against the persons holding the originals. As to lLane's PO

request for public hearings, the Chief Justice did not want to force
anyone to be a witness at a private hearing against his or her will, g
and if a particular witness rejected a closed hearing there would either b

be no hearing or a public hearing, probably the latter.



