


~THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY~- 

TED GANDOLFO HAS COMPILED THE LARGEST, MOST ALL-INCLUSIVE, TAPE-RECORDED LIBRARY IN THE WORLD 
NUMBERING MORE THAN 5,000 HOURS-VIDEOTAPES (CASSETTES) AND AUDIOTAPES (CASSETTES. ) SEE BELOW 

VIDEO TAPES (ON CASSETTES) AND AUDIO TAPES (CASSETTES) ON THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOAN 

_F. KENNEDY ARE NOW AVAILABLE AT VERY INEXPENSIVE PRICES. TRULY GREAT, HISTORIC TAPES . _WHEN 

ORDERING ANY OF THE VIDEO CASSETTE TAPES AND/OR AUDIO CASSETTH TAPES - 

SEND LETTER SPECIFYING WHICH TAPES YOU DESIRE, LISTED HERE AND MAKE CHECK OR MONEY ORDER 

PAYABLE TO...TED GANDOLFO. ADDRESS: 1214 FIRST AVENUE. .NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021. TED IS A private,’ 

long-time, (23 years) researcher on the JFK assassination, having appeared as guest expert on 

more than 240 radio/?.V. shows, and has compiled the largest, most all-inclusive tape-recorded . 

library in the world..more than 5,000 hours thus far, and continuing to the present time,and 

is widely known and respected for spreading THE TRUTH all across this country about who Killed 

JFK and why he was killed that tragic day in Dallas on November 22, 1963. Ted's list follwws: 

VIDEOTAPES: (IN COLOR). NOVEMBER 21 ,1986-"THE TRIAL OF LEE HARVEY OSWALD". 5 HOURS- $ 50. For 

the FIRST time, actual witnesses,etc, are questioned and cross-examined in an actual trial-room 

by prosecutor Vincent. Bugliosi and defense attorney, Jerry Spence. Excellent show/trial. 

I PRODUGED AND HOSTED MY OWN MANHATTAN CABLE T.V. HOURLY, WEEKLY SHOWS WS CALLED, NASSASSINATION, 

U.S.A." EVERYONE WHO HAS SEEN THESE TV SHOWS HAS SAID THAT THEY ARE THE VERY BEST EVER DONE ON 

THE JFK ASSASSINATION. OUTSTANDING EXPERTS AND CRITICS OF THE WARREN REPORT WERE GUESTS ON THESE 

GREAT TV SHOWS, SUPPLYING, AS I ALSO DID, MUCH SUPPRESSED, CRUCIALLY IMPORTANT INFORMATION WHICH 

THE C.I.A. CONTROLLED NEWS MEDIA HAVE REFUSED AND FAILED TO DO FOR ALL THESE YEARS. I AM MAKING. 

THESE 7, Tee FORE as FRR QEAPED (VHS) CASSETTES AVAILABLE TO ALL OF YOU AT THE VERY INEXPENSIVE 

PRICE OF A momar, cost OF ONLY $105 FOR ALL SEVEN HOURLY SHOWS (7 HOURS TOTAL TIME OF THESE 7 
HOURLY TV SHOWS) I PROMISE ALL OF YOU WHO ORDER THESE 7 TV VIDEOTAPED SHOWS THAT YOU WILL AGREE 
Lee AE MANY Of ME FANS WHO HAVE ALREADY ORDERED THEM THAT YOU WILL BE GREATLY PLEASED WITH THESR 
SHOWS. THEY MOST CERTAINLY BELONG IN THE HOMES OF EVERYONE IN THIS COUNTRY WHO WANTS TO HE MADE 
AWARE OF THE TRUTH IN THIS MATTER. (I, OF COURSE, SUPPLY THE VIDEOTAPED CASSETTES.) YOU MUST 
ORDER ALL 7 OF THESE TV SHOWS, AS I CANNOT SEND INDIVIDUAL SHOWS OUT AS I WOULD LOSE MONEY IF I 
PID SO. THE LISTINGS, DATES, GUESTS, ARE BELOW. I SEND ALL ORDERS OUT IMMEDIATELY, FIRST CLASS. 
slOW # 1- SEPT. 30, 1977- THE ZAPRUDER FIIM OF THE JFK ASSASSINATION IS SHOWN SEVERAL TIMES, IN 

ADDITION TO MY REVELATIONS THROUGHOUT THIS SHOW. 
OW # 5- OCT. 28, 1977- RICHARD E. SPRAGUE IS GUEST. 

sHow # 8 NOV. 11, 1977- TED GANDOLFO DEBATES THE WARREN REPORT WITH MICHAEL EDDOWES. 
SHOW # 9- NOV. 18, 1977- MARK LANE GUESTS. . 
SHOW $ 10- NOV. 19, 1977-MARK LANE & CYRIL H WECHT ARE GUESTS. 
SHOW # 11- ROV. 26,1977-ANOTHER DIFFERENT SHOW WITH LANE AND WECHT AS GUESTS. 
SHOW # 12- DEC.12,1977~ RICHARD A. SPRAGUE AND RICHARD E. SPRAGUE ARE GUESTS. 
“RYDIO-CASSETTE TAPES: 

‘a)- NOVEMBER 1, 1986-TED GANDOLFO GUESTS ON WPLP-RADIO. (TAMPA,FLORIDA STATION), AND EXPOSES, 
FOR THE FIRS? TIME EVER, ABSOLUTE PROOF OF DIRECT CIA INVOLVEMENT IN THE JFK ASSASSINATION, 

"AND ABSOLUTE PROOF THAT ROBERT BLAKEY, CHIEF-COUNSEL OF THE HOUSE ASSASSINATIONS COMMITTEE, 

COMPLETELY COVERED-UP EVIDENCE OF THIS FACT, WHICH WAS SUPPLIED TO HIM BY JIM GARRISON. 

2 HOURS.  $ 4 TOTAL COST. (THIS IS AN HISTORIC SHOW FILLED WITH MUCH SUPPRESSED FACTS WHICH 

WAS UNCOVERED BY TED GANDOLFO QUITE RECENTLY . 2. 

ED -GANDOLFO'S 2 JFK DOCUMENTARIES ARE: (QW AUDIO-CASSETTE TAPES) 

1. JFK ASSASSINATION. .(FROM NOV. 22, 1963 TO MARCH @ 28, 1975) WITH VOICES OF DALLAS POLICE 

JESSE CURRY, LES HARVEY OSWALD, MARK LANE, GECAGE O'TOOLE, CYRIL WECHT,ROBERT GRODER, 

EARL WARREN, . EARLIEST NEWS REPORTS FROM DALLAS, EXCELLENT. 2 HOURS.. $+ TOTAL Cost. 

2, TED GANDOLFO'S "HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS COVERUP"22 HOUF 
_ DOCUMENTARY (ALL CONVERSATIONS GANDOLFO HAD WITH HSCOA MEMBERS, STAFF, 
THEIR INVESTIGATORS,ETC, ALSO GANDOLFO'S MANY CONVERSATIONS WITH FELLOW 
LONG-TIME CRITICS, RESEARCHERS, THE MOST IMPORTANT 22 HOURS FROM MORE 
THAN ISO HOURS OF HIS CONVERSATIONS WITH THE HSCOA DURING. THEIR 2 YEAR 
"INVESTIGATION?.. EVERYONE SHOULD. OWN7HAVE THESE IN TRETIR HOMES.ALL 22 
AUDIO CASSETIE-TAPES COST A TOTAL OF ONLY $45, DYNAMITE INFORMATION}!



The House Select. 
Committee On Assassinations. 

~COVERUP | 

FINALLY, FOR THE FIRST AND ONLY TIME EVER, THE COMPLETE, CHRUNULOGICAL ACCOUNT AND EXPOSE OF HOW AND WHY A UNITED STATES CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE, IN GENERAL, AND I'S CHIEF 
COUNSEL, ROBERT BLAKEY IN PARTICULAR, CHARGED WITH INVESTIGATING 
THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOHN F. ¥ AND DIVUIGING 
ALL OF THE EVIDENCK if OBTAINED TO THE AMERICAN PEOPLE, 
COMPLETELY SUPPRESSED-COVERED UP-EVIDENCE OF DIRECT C.I.A. 
INVOLVEMENT IN THE "CRIME OF THE CENTURY" WHICE WAS SUPPLIED 
TO CHIEF INVESTIGATOR CLIFFORD FENTON BY JIM GARRISON. THE 
"FENTON REPORT" IS NOWHERE TO BE FOUND EITHER IN THE 12 VOLUMES 
OF EVIDENCE RELATING TO THE JFK ASSASSINATION OR IN THE HOUSE 

| SELECT COMMITTEE'S FINAL REPORT. IT WAS, AND REMAINS, "CLASSIFIED" 
FOR AT LEAST 50 YEARS BY ORDER OF BLAKEY & COMPANY!! ALSO INCLUDED 
HEREIN ARE TOP SECRET HOUSE RULES COMMITTEE TRANSCRIPTS, UNAVAILABLE 
TO ANYONE, INCLUDING CONGRESSMEN, HSCA DOCUMENTS, INTERIM REPORTS, 
THE COMPLETE, INFAMOUS "NON-DISCLOBURE AGREEMENT, NEVER BEFORE 
PUBLISHED ANYWHERE, LETTERS TO AND FROM THE COMMITTEE AS WELL AS 
THE MANY VERBATIM CONVERSATIONS THE AUTHOR HAD WITH MEMBERS OF 
THE HSCA, THEIR INVESTIGATORS, THEIR STAFF,ETC., AS WELL AS ~ 
WITH FELLOW LONG-TIME RESEARCHERS, ALL DURING THE 2 YEAR TENURE 
OF THE COMMITTEE'S "INVESTIGATION", ADDITIONALLY, ARTICLES 
WRITTEN BY THE AUTHOR AND SEVERAL OTHER RESEARCHERS AND MEMBERS 
OF THE HSCA STAFF PERTAINING TO THE COMMITTEE PROBE. 
A TXULY HISTORIC BOOK WHICH BELONGS IN THE HOMES OF EVERY AMERICAN WHOSE THIRST FOR THE TRUTH REMAINS UNQUENCHED, UNTIL NOW, RELATING 
TO WHO KILLED J.F.K., and why, that INFAMOUS DAY IN AMERICAN HISTORY ... NOVEMBER 22, 1963, 

TED GANDOLFO 



THIS BOOK WAS WRITTEN AND PUBLISHED BY TED GANDOLFO IN MARCH, 1987 



-THIS IS GRATEFULLY DEDICATED TO- 

ANITA, MY WIFE, WHOSE FAITH AND TRUST IN ME PROVIDED 

ME WITH THE INSPIRATION TO WRITE THIS TOME. 

JIM GARRISON, WHOSE GREAT COURAGE, VALOR AND HUMANITY, 
IN FACE OF TREMENDOUS POWER AND DISINFORMATION, USED 
BY THE CIA TO DISCREDIT HIM AND TORPEDO HIS TRUTHFUL 

INVESTIGATION, CONTINUES TO THIS DAY TO INFORM OUR 
CITIZENS OF THE TRUTH IN THIS MATTER. 

RICHARD E. SPRAGUE, WHOSE RESEARCH HAS ASSISTED ME 

GREATLY THROUGH THE YEARS, AS WELL AS GREATLY ASSISTING JIM 

GARRISON. A TRULY UNSUNG HERO WHO HAD THE COURAGE AND 

CONVICTION OF INFORMING US ALL OF THE NEFARTOUS PRACTICES 

EMPLOYED BY THE HSCA, BEING THE FIRST OF ONLY TWO MEN WHO 

WAS EMPLOYED BY THE HSCA TO FLAUNT THE INFAMOUS "NON- 

DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT." I AM VERY PROUD TO CALL HIM MY FRIEND. 

(READ HIS DEVESTATING ARTICLE HEREIN. )
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As one who has researched this heinous crime, the assassination of Pres- 
ident John F. Kennedy in Dallas, Texas on November 22, 1963, since that 
infamous day and confinuing to the présent time, and being the one critic 
who has compiled the largest, all-inclusive, chronologiselly listed tape- 
recorded library in the world relating to this case, I have been made 
aware of the massive distortions of truth perpetrated by all factions of 
this government and it's lackeys in the news media as few people know it. 
The obfuscations of truth have been many indeed. These untruths have been 
orchestrated by the very highest levels of governmental agencies in what 
has been, and remain, a never-ending symphony of untruth and, in the truest 
sense, remain despicable. The barriers to those of us whom have sought to . 

convey and provide the truth in this matter have been many and unceasing. 
Fortunately, we have in great measure, broken down these barriers of untruth. 
Due mainly to these very difficult efforts, we have been instrumental in 
convincing more than 90% of Americans of the gigantic fraud which has been 
continuously perpetrated on them by the government and it's agencies, out- 
right lies which have been spoofl-fed to us by the CIA's “propaganda assets" 
in the media. Fortunately also is the fact that there are people like Jim 

Ke on. .Garrison,Richard.E.. Sprague, Harold Weisberg, Mark Lane, Cyril H. Wecht, 
Mae Brusael, Robert Groden, Geeton Fonzi, Thomas Whittle, L. Fletcher Prouty, 
Vincent Salandria, Ed Tatro, Ray Marcus, Bob Cutler and myself, among several 
others, people who, with every force used against us, continually strode 
towards a higher calling to take a stand against the many who proclaimed odious 
untruths in their subservience to. the "national security" while the national 

HONOR was at stake. 
What can be said about a government when it's very agencies feel it is 

politically expedient and financially profitable to cold-bloodedly murder 
it's head of state? Is it truly a-nation "of, by and for the people” when the 
KNOWN perpetrators are allowed to go unpunished? When it remains a fact that 
in the only truthful investigation this country has ever had into this odious 
crime, that the man conducting it is traduced, ridiculed, lied about and ill- 
egally prevented in conducting it, can it be continued as a “representafive 
government"? For it is a known fact to anyone worth their salt as a researcher 
that only one man, Jim Garrison, had the humanity and courage to attempt to 
bring to light the truth regarding this matter, and he was thwarted, by the 
government, and by the Central Intelligence Agency, the actual perpetrators 
of the crime, in his attempts. The finite question remains...Is-the’CIA to 
continue to go unpunished for committing this “crime of the century"? Can 
there be true redress by. the people? Can we all be comfortable living in a 
country which facilitates the policies of a fascist state? 

President Kennedy was killed for the finest thing he tried to do...to 
provide and ensure peace for all mankind for all generations to come. Can we 
turn our backs to his ideals and the ideals which made this country great? 
Have we indeed reached the point where everything is subservient to the 
government and it's intelligence agencies, as exemplified in Orwell's '1984" 
or is there yet a remaining redemption possible? Therefore, it is a redundancy 
to ask, "Who killed JFK?" The question for us all now remains as to what the 
citizens of this country can and will do to restore America to it's position 

of moral prominence and the freedoms which are so proudly proclaimed in it's 
heritage. To do anything less would neccessarily be an abridgement of those 
very ideals which made this country great. 
“Those who do not learn from history are condemned to relive it"...Santiana. 
"Tet justice be done though the heavens fall"...Jim Garrison.



A NOTE FROM THE AUTHOR: | 

| During the more than 23 years I have researched the assassination 

of President John F. Kennedy, I have been asked, on numerous occassions, 

especially on talk shows I have guested on all across this country, from callers 

and hosts alike, questions such as, ‘We won't ever know whet really happened, 

will we?" Or, "What difference does it make now anyway?" 

| Whenever I got those reactions, I would have to restrain a spark of 

anger that would flare within me. I believe that today, more than ever, it does . 

make a difference. It matters! | 

-A President of the United States was assassinated more than 2% years © 

ago and we still don't know what. happened. There is no doubt now that it was a 

conspiracy, but, until the publication of this book, we aren't. sure of anything 

beyond that. We do not know. And, yet, most of us- the polis say and the press 

reflects it-are not very angry about thay. We don't like it, but we are no 

longer very upset about it. That's history and, Lord knows, there are enough 

worries today. 

But I think you should be very angry about it. The assassination of 

President Kennedy was a blatant affront to.each and every one of us who believes | 

that we, as individuals, shquld have some control over who governs us and how we 

are governed. If you don't understand that, you don't understand the basis of the. 

.. democratic system. You-would_-have_been very angry if someone with a gun had stopped 

you from going into the voting booth, had taken away your freedom to choose. 

You would have seen that quite clearly as a direct attack against the democratic 

system- and an outrageous personal affront to you, an unquestionable infringement 

of your rights. oe - | 

And yet the analogy is quite obvious: The conspiracy to kill the 

President of the United States was also a conspiracy against the democratic 

system- and thus a conspiracy against YOU. The choice that you made in the voting. 

booth was disapproved. That's why it still matters. — | 

Understand thia also: The action that brought about the death of 

President Kennedy is related to what is happening today. It prefaced the disin- 

tegration of faith in our government. It's residue lies in the ashes of the Sixties, 

in burnt-out countries and burnt-out cities and in many of our burnt-out young 

people. It fathered the now prevailing and debilitating assumption that we no 

longer have control over our economic or political destiny. We are now a so-called 

democratic nation in which less than a third of the people even bother to vote and 

increasingly don't give a damn about their government; where the quality and quantity 

of our productivity is declining; and where there is rampant cynician and disrespect 

for all established institutions. . 

| ‘Perhaps at the time of Kennedy's assassination not enough was known to 

spark immediate reaction and anger, and the gradual manner in which it became known 

only generated disillusionment and cyniciem. And yet, after two official government 

investigations, it remains outrageous in a democratic system that we still don't 

‘know what happened- we don't know exactly what was done to us and by whom, until now. 

I think you should get very angry about that. If not, you might as well 

let slip the grip on your individual freedom. It will be gone soon enough. 

-Ted Gandolfo



INTRODUCTION 

' The introduction of this book consists of two articles recently written by myself, 

I have researched the circumstances surrounding the assassination of 

President John F. Kennedy wince the day it occurred on Movember 22, 1963. On that 

infamous day, I began tape-recording from CBS-T V. and MBC-.V. beginning 14 minutes 

after the first bulletin was announced that shots had been fired at JFK, I began that 
very day investigating every aspect of the evidence of this case, an investigation which _ 

has never ceased and which contimes to the present time. During these aluost 23 years, 

I have compiled what is acknowledged to be the largest, all-inclusive tape-recorded 

library in the world on this case, numbering more than 5,000 hours at the present. 

tine, in addition to equally massive printed materials. Although the uajority of these 

, tapes and printed materials now reside in ay ow “archive" at the University of 

Wisconsin, under my name, I retain many hours of copies of both the taped and printed 

in my hone. I have appeared as guest expert on more than 240 radio and television 

ehovs all across this country, including my own self-produced and hosted Manhatten 
Cable 1.¥. hourly, weekly shows entitled, “Assassination U.S.A." on which many fellow 
long-time researchers appeared, such as Mark lane, Sylvia Meagher, Dr. Cyril H. Wecht, 
Richard A. Sprague, who was the first chief counsel of the House Select Coumittee on 

. Assassinations, Richard E. Sprague, (no relationship), who is the possessor of EVERY 

fils and photo ever taken of the JFK assassination, British attorney Michael Eddowes, 

whos ZI debated on ome of these shows, and several others. 

ZI have also lectured on several occassions, with my colleagues and alone, . 

at U.C.L-A. in California, Mew York University, the Warwick Hotel in New York, during which 

in addition to my lecture on the case, I presented a “visual teach-in " showing the 

Lemous Zapruder fils of the JFK assassination, of which I have a copy, and I also showed 

Slides of various events and personages involved in the assassination. I retain these 

important slides as well. Also, I played several portions of highly significant tape- 

recordings during these lectures. All of these lectures end fils/slides presentations 
_ were followed by question and answer periods, fro and to the assembled audiences present. — 

Many of us long-time researchers have been very sucessful, through 

the years, of exposing the frandulent conclusions reached by the Warren Commission in



September, 1964, However, it remains a fact that the majority of the citizens 
of this country DO NOE KNOW of the immense, definite coverup which was perpetrated by 

‘the House Select Comittee (n Asssssinations in general, and especially by it's chief 
counsel, Robert Blakey, in perticuler! During the House Committee's so~called . a 

"investigation" of the JFK assassination, I waa in constant contact with the Comittee members, 

their staff, their investigators, etc, and they with me. I also, of course, during that time, 
was in similarly constant communication with my colleagues including Mark Lane, Harold 

Weisberg, Richard A and E. sprague, Cyril H. Wecht, and others. I also had « very 

important and informative series of conversations with former Kew Orleans District 

Attorney, now judge, Jim Garrison. During one of xy conversations with him, he informed 
me of crucially important evidence of a definite CIA conspiracy to kill JFK! With his 
permission, of course, I tape-recorded that most revealing talk. ‘The most relevant and 
important things he told me at the time are contained in the enclosed article, written 
by myself, entitled, "The House Select Comittee Qn Assassinations Coverup". ‘Shortly 

thereafter that conversation with Garrison, I learned that Robert Blakey would completely AUEPEE 

SUPPRESS that, and wore evidence which had reached him of direct CIA complicity in the 
crime. Thereupon, 1 sought to, and succeeded in, informing several Committee members 

“of theac ces being utilized by Hiake cay. They didn't beleve me. Although . ee nefarious prac 

knowledgeable of SOME of the suppressions of evidence being perpetrated by hin, at that 

_ time, what I have learned, very recently, is PROG, of my assertions at that time! 

This proof comes from two sources, the first of which is from Hlakey 
himself, during a very recent (February 17/'87 ) phone conversation I had with him and 
secondly, from a staff menber on the Committee, at the tine, who shall remain naneless, 
because of his, or her, having signed the CIA/FBI issued "Hon-Disclosure-Agreement™ which 

was forced to be signed by EVERYONE who was employed in ANY capacity on the Committees. 

, ( I also have a copy of that insidious N.D.A.) 

These Coumittee/CIA documents I've vary recently received were classified, 
and will remain s0, by order of the CIA and the Comittee, for the next, at least, 50 
years. They, in addition to what Blakey told me on February 17/'87 , PROVE BEYOND ANY 
QUESTION that Hlakey was working in leison with the CTA to suppress Ald) CIA involvesent 

in the JFK assascination!t 

The information contained in these documents is known by myself and by 
no other researcher of this case. They are indeed HISTORIC documents, as well as other 
information re Blakey's suppressions of truth in this matter. Remember, the Committee's 
nandate was to DIVULGE, NOT SUPPRESS THE TRUTH regarding the burning queation..."Who 
killed JFK",$! 

I trust that you'll agree that this, up to now, undisclosed evidence 

should, be made available to the people of this country in their, yet, burning quest 

for the facts surrounding the assassination of our late, beloved President Jobn F. 

Kennedy. )



K ASSASSINATION OF JOHN F. KENKEDY..A COMPLETE OVERVIEW ? 

| BY TED GANDOLFO. 
(PAGE ONE) 

what has been called "The Crime Of The Century", President John F. Kennedy 

os assassinated in Dallas Texas, en Nevember 22, 1963, while riding in an epen 

tereade at a place called Dealy Plaza. One week later, the new President, 

nden Jeansen, created the Warren Commissien te "fully ascertain all the facts 

lating te the assassination ef President Jenn F. Kermedy". It is knewn new 

“sat the Cemissien began it's investigatien with the precenceptien that Lee 

rvey Oswald was the “lene assassin" and preceeded te build it's eireumstantiel 

\s@ selely aleng these lines and while in that precess, it tetally disregarded 

id refused te censider ANY evidence which did net cenfern te that, preveably, 

Lcorrect surmise. Aneng these elements ef evidence net censidered by the W.C. 

As the testimonies ef eyewitnesses te the murder, phetegraphie ovidence, 

»cters ‘evaluations ef the weunds te aFK, ete. Thaoreupen, en 1 September 29, T96h, 

ae cemnissien issued it's findings, i.e. their precenceptiens that Oswald, 

eting 4dkss1Zf tetally alene had murdered the president, weunded Geverner 

ohn Cennally, and had fired the enly three shets fired that day. Very seen 

hereafter, beeks which were highly critical te the cemnissien's findings 

egen te appear, mest netably Sylvie Meaghers "Accesseries After The FaetZ," 

ark Lene's “Rush Te Judgment", Hareléd Welaberg's "Waitewash", ‘Raward J.Epsteins 

Inquest", and Jesiah Thempsen' s "Six Secends In Dallas". Threugh these werks 

ame the information that was cempletely suppressed by the conmissien, which 

ad cencluded that all three shets fired at the president were fired fren the 

th fleer ef the Texas Scheel Beek Depositery pbuilding lecatedte the rear ef 

ne meotercade, Ameng this infernatien was the fellewing: 

a) of the 92 eyewitnesses in Dealy Plaza, mere than twe-thirds 

‘f them were ef the definite epinien that the fatel shet was fired frem behind 

| Weeden fence atep a grassy imell which was lecated te the right-frent ef 

he presidential limeusine. 

(TURN )



(PAGE WO) 
- 

pb)The decters at Parklend Hespital, te which the metercade preceeded 

mediately after the shets were fired, ALL gave interviews with infermatien 

1ich was eentrary te the cemmissien's cenclusiens, i.e. Decter Malceln Perry 

sated that the weund discevered en President Kennedy's threat was "an entrance 

rune", and alse, decter James MeLellené stated that. the presiéent died "As a 

ysult ef a massive bullet weund ef the right temple". There was much mere 

inclusive evidence, especially the phetegraphic, which tetally discredited 

Le cemmissiens assertiens te the centrary. As a result ef this massive, 

sfinitive evidence of censpirecy, the Gallep pell, taken en January I6, 1965, 

rewed that at least 78% ef Anericens DID NOT believe the eemmissien's findings. 

sapite this, all remained relatively quite until February 18, ‘1967, when the 

ow Orleans States Item newspaper, in a benner headline, stated that the New 

rleans District Atterney, Jim Garrisen, had unceverea a plet te kill ‘SFK and 

as ‘further investigating the master. Then, te put it simply, all kell breke 

pose. Reperters frem acress the ceuntry began te cenverge te the DA.ts effice 

e cever this mementeus stery. Garrisen stated te them in a press eenference 

hat "We have uncevered a censpiracy te assassinate President Kennedy which 

riginated in New Orleans, which is under my jurisdictien. We have arrested | 

_ lay Shaw in cennectien with this censpiracy. Further arrests will be made 

hortly." And then, almest immediately, the vicieus attacks by the (we knew new) 

oLlA. centrelled news media began against Garrisen. Perhaps the mest vicieus, 

ned untruthful, attack was enblazened in large frent page headlines ef the 

hicage Sun Times newspaper en Mareh 2k, 1967. It read; " GARRISON RECEIVED A 

ERTAL DISCHARGE FROM ARMY", Altheugh it was a faet that Garrisen received 

everal medals fer bravery fer flying ever. eneny lines in Werld Wer Twe, and 

lse that he was still in the active resonves and had received a quite HONORABLE 

ischargefren the U.S. Arny, the Chicage Sun Times NEVER retracted that tetally 

ntruthful stery! At any rate, because ef centinual pestpenenents ef the trial | 

r Clay Shaw by his defense atterneys, it was net until February 17, 1969



(PAGE THREE) ° 

iat WY the trial began. During that peried eof time between the first news 

ticle ef Garrisén's investigatien until the trial date, the ENTIRE media 
gaged in their centinueus, never ceasing, sympheny ef untruth directed 

rainst Garrisen. Alse, to make it cemplete, the then atterney general, Ramsey 

ark, did and said twe things whese ebvieus purpese was te terpede the 

coming trial. Firstly, he stated in a Washingten press cenference tkat, "Much 

+ 1 would hate te have te de it, I just might presecute Jim Garrisen. Me teek 

perfectly fine man, Clay Shaw, and ruined him just fer persenal eggrandisement,." 

lerk seid that, just prier te the triel, when NONE ef Garrison's evidence had 

sen known er judged upen! Secendly, ASX alse just prier te the trial, Clark 

apenelled a five man team ef ‘pathologists te view and repert en their findings 

> the JFK autepsy. As ene would expect, this five doctor penel stated that 

‘Wee waterWala" CONFIRMED the Warren Cemmissiens Lindings, that “Wali shots 

ich struck the president were fired frem abeve and behind him." The ebvieus 

irpese ef this last minute actien by Ramsey Clark was te influence the minds. 

r prespective jurers in the trial. And just te make it complete, a man named 

Llliem Gurvich infiltrated Garrisen's staff and, enly 2 weeks prier te the 

*ial STOLE the cemplete cepy ef the presecutiens case and turned it ever, in 

b's entirety, te Shaw's defense attorneys. This tidbit was NEVER reperted in 

ry newspaper! Alse, several crucially impertant witnesses fled New Orleans 

+ when Garrisen attempted te have them extradicted back fer the triel, he 

“as refused by, ameng. others, Gevernor Rhodes ef Ohie and Gevernor Reagen ef 

alifernia. With all these ebstructiens and illegalities used against him, 

arrisen lest his case ageinst Shaw, end ethers, altheugh a pell ef the jurers 

newed that he had indeed preved the existence ef a censpiracy te murder JFK. 

rls aquittal ef Shaw, et al, did much te cause a silence acress the land 

usefer as the JFK assassination was cencerned., All remained quiet until the 

- Atergate affair came te light, carrying as it aie many imprepricties end, in 

act, illegallities perpetrated by tep governmental persenages and it's 

7 | (TURK)
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ntelligence agencies, notably the F.B.1. and C.T Ae Because ef these known 

liegalities, there came inte being investigatiens by the Senate, including 

n investigatien by Senater Frank Church inte pessible intelligence misdeeds 

elating te the JFK essassination. Senater Richard Schweiker's Senate 

ub-committes was charged precisely te investigate the evidence withheld frem 

he Warren Commissien by the F.E.I. and C.I.A., and they cencluded that these 

gencies, starting with the TOP LEVELS ef each erganizatien conspired te LIE 

« the Warren Cennissien, and te MISLEAD the W.C] After those revelatiens 

ere disclesed, a number ef us WeC. critics began, in lectures and TV/radie 

ppearances acress the ceuntry, calling fer an investigatien by Cengress inte 

he assassinatiens ef President Kemedy, Rebert Kennedy, and Martin Luther 

‘ing,Jr. As a result, a predigieus ameunt ef letters, telegrems,etc, were 

vent te varieus and many congressional representatives calling fer such an 

nvestigation. On September 17, 1976, cengress, by an everwhelming vete of 

‘KE HOUSE, (280 te 65) established A select committee en assassinations te 

nvestigate the JFK and King murders. The Cemmittes selected Richard A.Sprague 

;@ be it's chief counsel, a mest impertant pesitien. During his first press 

,enference held in Washingten, Sprague stated that “Every single decument in. 

she pessessien ef the CIA and FRI would be subpeened", and that "Every single 

ritness who had evidence relevant te either er beth murders weuld be called te 

vestify befere the Committee". And then, as in the case of Jive Garrisen, the 

same C.I.A. centrelled news media began it's vicieus attacks en Sprague alse, 

mhich, shertly thereafter, ferced his resignation. A man nemed Rebert Blakey 

fas appeinted the new chief ceunsel..a man whe was APPROVED OF by the CIA and 

*BI,. Me, in his first press cenference stated that, “We are NOT investigating 

bwe murders, we are investigating as a LEGISLATIVE MATTER" § Immediately 

thereafter, the CIA and FBI issued, and erdered te be signed by overyene empleyed 

en er by the Committee, a "NON-DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT", which prehibited overyene 

fren EVER disclesing ANY infermatien er evidence they learned as a result ef 

their empleyment en the Cemmittes. It was an ingenieus, if tetally illegal,
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decument which served it's purpese well in terms ef suppressing the crucially 

impert ant evidence ef massive censpiracies in both cases, expecisily Jim 

Garrisen's evidence. In fact, Garrisen was NEVER even called te appear er te 

testify befere the House Committee at alll! fne ef the principal reasens 

he wes net was discussed with the author by Garrisen en February 10, 1978. 

Me teld me that a five men team ef investigaters fer the Cemmittee, headed 

vy cliffera Fehten, were sent te Garrisen's New Orleans effice and that they 

obtained evidence, ineluding tape-recorded conspiratebial conversatiens on . 

Which $$ Clay Shaw, David Ferrie, and ethers whese veices identified them 

with being centract eupleyees ef the CIA were heard discussing hew they weuld 

kill JFK in Dallasj This crucial evidence, ameng ether evidence, was 

completely SUPPRESSED by Blekey and cempeny,, yet ANOTMER ceverup by the 
gevernnent. 

| The abeve is merely a chrenelegical everview ef the events 

surreunding the assassinatien ef President Kennedy in Dallas en Nevember 

22,1963. Time and space restrictiens do net allew fer anything near a mere 

cemplete fact-by-fact dissertation ef this matter at this tine, As a@ mere 

than 22 year researcher en this case, I KNOW that the JFK assassinatien was 

asa result ef a gigantic censpiracy by the Central Intelligence Agency. 

It was aided and abbeted by the massive cever-up ef the facts by. them, the FBI, 

the militay, the industriel military complex Which -__ places money and 

prefits abeve human life, and ether factions and personages. Perhaps, in time, 

ALL ef the TRUTH in this matter may yet be disclesed. Then, and only then, 

may we yet be permitted te survive as a free natien. 

Ted Gandelfe 

Chairman,A.1I.C. 
(EXD OF ARTICLE) 
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Mr. Goxzatez submitted the following resolution 

Cd 

- O4r1¢ CONGRES sit’ HL RES, 204 

IN THE S100 NE OF REPRE ISENTATIVES 

Fesrvarr 19, 1975, 

s which was referred to the 

Committee on Rules 

OS 
pe 
“RESOLUTION 

Resolved, That there is hereby created a select committee 

fo he composed of seven Menibers of the House of Repre- 

sentatives to he appointed by the Speaker, one of whom he 

shall designate as chairman. Any vacancy occurring in the 

membership of the committee shall be filled in the same 

inanner in which the original appointment Was made, 

The connnittee is authorized and directed to conduct a 

full and complete investigation and study of the circum- 

stances: surrounding the deaths of John F. Kennedy, Robert 

F. Kennedy, and Martin Luther King, and. the attempted 

assassination of George Wallace.



4) 

Tor the purpose of carrying out this resolution the com-. 

mittee, or any subcommittee thereof anthorized hy the com- 

mittee to hold hearings, is authorized to sit and act during 

the present Congress at such times and places within the 

United States, including anv Commonwealth or possession 

thereof, whether the House ts Mm session, lias recessed. or 

has adjourned, to hold) such hearings. and to require, hy 

sulipena or otherwise, the attendance and testimony ef such 

Witnesses and the production of such books. records, cor- 

respondence, memorandtus, papers, aud documents. as it 

decins necessary: except that neither the conunittee nor any 
) 

subcommittee thereof may sit while the Ilouse is meeting 

unless special leave to sit Shall have beeu obtained frome the 

House. Sulpenas may be issned under the signature of the 

cChairtaan of the committee ar anv cnember of the committee 

designated by him, and may be served hy any person desig- 

nated hy such chairman or member. ; 

The committee shall report to the Hanse as soon as prac- 

ticable during the present Congress the results of its investi- 

gation and study. together with such recommendations as it 

deems advisable. Any such report which is made when the 

Hlouse is not in session shall be filed with the Clerk of the 

Ilonse.
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avainst the other. Mrs. Dinenzon left the 

Saviet Union for our country. She re- 

cides today in my district in Chicago with 

her son Viktor. waiting sometimes pa- 

tientiv, sometimes nearly hysterically for 

her other son to join her. Letters in her 

oun blood to Soviet officials have gone 

unanswered as have the various inquiries 

I have attempted to make. 
I had hoped after my recent trip to 

the Soviet Union and my meetings with 

the First Secretary and others that we 
would be able to reach the accords 
needed to facilitate emigration that 
would lead to the joining of families such 
as that of Mrs. Dinenzon. Those hopes 
are now shattered. We find that letters, 
entreaties, pleas fall on deaf ears. 

I have written a personal letter to 
Georgi Arbatov the head of the Soviet 
Institute of American and Canadian Af- 
fairs asking for his persona) intercession 
jn the case. I] am waiting for his answer. 

Mr. Speaker, I attach Mrs. Dinenzon’s 
plea. - 

A Motus Cart ror HELP 

I have been compelled to make an appeal 
for help. People suffer not only from wars, 
but-also from inhumane treatment of them 
in times of peace. This problem prevents 
solution of the great tasks of pence al) over 
the world. . : 
My family is small; there are three of us, 

_ _amyeel{ and two.sons.. We lost my. busband _ 
and their father in the years of World War I. 

IT bave carefully brought up my two sons. 

They are not married... we have always 
Uved together. . oe 
In 1972 we presented an application for 

permission to leave the Soviet Union. The . 
result was that emigration was permitted 
only me and my younger son. My older son, 
Felix Arsnovich, an engineer, was refused 
the right to leave on the basis that he had 
at some time worked at a secret plant, 

: En his appeals to higher authorities, Arano- 
vich has denied that he possessed secret . 
information for the simple reason that for 
@ long time he had not worked secret 
plants and the questions with which he had 
previously had contact haye since been deait 
with more extensively in public literature. 

The rellance on secrecy and on the in- 
terests of the government are only worn-out 
excuses, covering up évil. The actual reason 
i# found elsewhere; to inflict punishment 
upon ws, to break up the family, to deprive 

Feilx of a home, to create hardship for him 
through the traumatic surrounding of lone- 

’ liness, to brutalize us. ; 

It is clear that this is supported by further 
actions of the OVIR. 
When my younger son, upon receipt of 

‘permission to emigrate and upon the order 
of the OVIR. presented all of the documents 
necessary to receive a visa and brought to 
the bank the required fees (for education, 
for the visa, for the renunciation of citizen- 
ship}. OVIR refused to grant him a visa on | 
the basis that I was not going together with 
him. 

I stated that I would remain with my 
older son Felix and would leave only with 
him. Such questions, by law and by nature, 
should be decided by the miother. OVIR took 
this right from mé. Despite having been 
granted permission to emigrate, my younger 
son Victor was not pranted a visa. He lived 

for a long time without mesns of support, | 
without work, and yet could not leave. I 
tried to avold fulfilling the illegal demands” 
and appealed to higher atuhority. They an- 
swered that the way OVIR had decided was 
the way it was going to be. They called me in 
and notified me that if did not immediately 
leave the Soviet Union, the permission al- 
ready granted to my younger son would be 
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annulled, the Money alreadt paid cut would 

not be returned and, in addition. he would 

be harshly dealt with. It bec.une clear ihet 

we were unprotected by the Jaw. 
In fear for the fate of iny totally innocent 

son, I was forced to go away, leaving Felix 
Aranovich in an empty home. The day of our 

exit occupies In our JIves a place along with 

the sufferings in the years of World War 11. 
The destmirtion of our family by a method 

of threats and wiolence is not only a vivla- 

lion of the Declaration of the Rights of Man 
ratified by the Soviet Union and the cond!- 

tions accepted by them at the Helsinki Con- 

ference, but the actions of the Leningrad 

OVIR are crimine! accerding to the laws of 

the Soviet Union. For forcing me. without 
guilt, a trial, and outside lepaliiv. to aban~- 

don my son. for the threat of Mecal repres- 

sive acts, and for the rude violation of the 

civil rights of my son. the head of the Lenin- 

grad OVIR, Mr. Bokov. is crimmmally Hable 

under Article 171, Section 2 of the Criminal 

Code of the RSFSR. And for the harm tn- 

flicted upon us by his criminal acts. he is 
liable for damages in accordance with Ar- 

ticles 444 and 446 of the Civil Code of the 

RSFSR, which claim could be satisfied by 

the unification of our family, that is. by 
granting Felix Aranovich permission vo emi- 
grate. . 

However, the law on longer works in rela- 

tion to us. Mr, Bokov continues to work suc- 
cessfully; Felix Aranovich leads s lonely, 

miserable existence. Soon it will be three 
years since I have seen my son with whom 
I had lived for his entire life; soon it will be 
three years since I have known peace during 

H 2095 

fulAliment of international obligetions ac- 

cepied by the Soriet Union I am saddressisig 

an appeal to it: Give me pack my Sontitt I 
nmi calling fur help! 

Lerey DIinEnzen 

Telix S4rang:ich’s Address: : 
Aranovich. Fetix, Poute Reastante. Lenin- 

grad 192028 RSFSR. USSR. 
Lubor Dinenzen memecther): 

"u22 North Sheridan Road. Chicaca, i+ 

noic, C9626..1312} F6i-41G63. 

FURTHER INVESTIGATION NEEDED 

IN PRESIDENT KENNEDY'S AS- 

SASSINATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle- 

man from Virginiz «Mr. Downins) 1s 

recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, I have served in this House for 

17 years. I hope I have served comsci- 

entiously and honorably. At the end of 

this session. I shall retire frum the House 

and return to private pursuits. 

Until a few weeks ago, 1 thought that 

I would’ return to my home district with 

a feeling of accomplishment and satis- 

faction—certainly with a teeling of 2 

thorough understanding of the Congress 

to which I have devoted the major part 

of my adult life. However, in the past few 

weeks, certain events have transpired in 

the dny or night. ~ 
All this serves as proof that the law does 

not protect us. 
Once in s state of deep despair I addressed 

to the Goviet leaders a letter written in blood. 

I asked them to give me back my son. The 
physicians treating me advised the Sovier 

leaders that the trauma inflicted upon me br 
breaking up my family was destructively af- 
fecting my health, and that the treatment 
would be ineffective unttl the cause of the 

ailment was removed. 
To all this the Leningrad OVIR answered 

my son in September 1975 with still one more 
refusal (the third). This time it was without 
any reason at all. Reliance on secrecy by now 

has become completely impossibie. Tt is well- 
known that such sadism leads to physical an- 
nihilation of people. 

In the south in the Soviet Union there is a. 
chimpanzee nursery. Soviet medica) workers 

are conducting medical investications in this 
nursery. They broke up chimpanzee familles. 
The chimpanzees flew into a violent rage. 
They ran from corner to corner. trying 10 
break out of the cage, but they were not 
strong enough to deal with iron bars: Gradu- 
ally, the chimpanzees quieted down aid fell. 

When their blood pressure was measured. it 
turned out to be very hich. As a result of 
their suffering, the chimpanzees grew ill with 
bypertension and died. 

Nor does a mother have the ability to with- 
stand that kind of suffering. . 

In the summer of this year Nina Podnad- 
chik unexpectedly passed away She. like I. 

fought for‘a long time to be reunited with 
her son Yuri, whom the Soviet Union had re- 
fused permission to emigrate. Ghe did not 

survive her suffering and died. This is not 
death ... it is murder by a method of slow 

torture, When they buried her, Yuri Fodriad- 
chik was given permission to emigrate. 

It 1s necessary, in order that all mipht hear. 
to cry out to the Soviet Union in the name 

of all mothers who have abandoned thetr sons 
in the Soviet Union: Let our sens go 1o their 

living mothers and not to their graves!!!!! 
An oath would thus be taken that people 

would no longer be brutalized. - 
According to the law concerning tort dam- 

ages, on the basis of rights guaraiteed to 
man by twentieth century civilization. and in 

~ this House which concern-me deeply-and 

which lead me to believe either that 1- 

do not understand the House haif as well 

as I thought I did, or that the House 15 

undergoing a deep and fundamental 

transformation as a result of those tragic 

events which we collectively label 

“Watergate.” | 

Until now, it has seemed to me that. 

although Congress might not have dealt 

with all problems wisely, it has not been 

its policy simply. and doggedly to refure 

to look at a serious national problem. no 

matter how difficult, no matter how dis- 

tressing. Yet. I fear that is precisely what 

{t is doing today. It is simply and dog- 

gedly refusing to look at the problem of 

who executed our former President. 

John F, Kennedy, and why he was exe- 

cuted. . 

I do not exaggerate. I have chosen my 

words carefully, and I mean precisely 

what I say: We do not know who EMed 

John F. Kennedy or why, and the House 

apparently is uninterested and. in my 

opinion, shamefully unwilling even to at- 

tempt to find the answers. oo 2 

Many months ago, along wiih a few 

colleagues, I introduced a_ resolution 

which provides for the establishment of 

a special House Committee to examine 

into the death of J. F. K. and the sub- 

sequent investigation of that murder by 

the Warren Commission. My colleague 

from Texas. Henry Gonzaez, introduced 

a somewhat broader resolution. Since 

that time, more than a hundred Mem- 

bers of this House have sponsored identi- 

cal or similar resolutions; in fact. almost 

exactly one-fourth of the House Mem- 

bers have called for such a special in- 

vestigating committee. However, we not 

only have failed to make any progress 

toward establishment of such an inves- 

tigating committee. we also have not 
even been able to get a hearing on fhe , 

merits before the Rules “Committee.
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Whether the Rules Co-nnmuittes 
endorse such a project would, of course. 
be a matter of discretion on their part, 
after néaring the evidence pro and con. 
However the Rules Cemmittec will not 

Hsten to any of the evidence for the 
passage of the resolutions. It will not 
‘isten to evidence that a real and very 
serious prooiem exisis. Despite our ap- 
peals and our offer to shire with them 
the hard evidence that has moved us to 
sponsor our resolutions they refuse to 
give me and the other hundred odd spon- 

- sors even a hearing on the merits. 
There is to be no hearing, no evidence, 

no witnesses, no vote, no nothing. 
This is not only difficult for the many, 

many Members who have sponsored the 
proposed tegislation to understand, It is 
a regrettably poor answer to approxi- 
mately 80 percent of the American people 
who dco not believe that their leader was 
cut down by a “Jone nut.” 
Why would there be reluctance on the 

part of the leadership and the commit- 
tee. Have they been told by the Intelli- 
gence ‘Community, which, incidentally, 
possibly acted as sole investigator for 
the Warren Commission, what really did 
happen to our young President, and 
why? De they know who was. behind the 
killing? Is it too horrible for the Ameri- 
can people to face? 
You will recall that there was a reluc- 

tance on the part-of-many- to approach - 
the impeachment program 2 years ago, 
Many cautioned that such a. public ex- 
posure would be more than the Ameri- 
can public could stand. However, we did - 
our. duty, the Republic did not collapse, 
the American public did not fall apart, 
and the country was better off knowing 
the truth.- 

And over on the Senate side. when 
the Church committee began to look 
into foreign assassinations and assassi- 
nation attempts by U.S. agencies, we 
heard the same cries that the public 
could not stand it. Yet, Senator Cuuacy 
and his colleagues did their duty. They 
carefully examined a number of U.S. 
sponsored murders or murder attempts 
abroad, and printed the results in a thick 
report. Again the pillars of the Repub- 
lic did not crumble. 
Why is it that we seem. to think the 

- public can assimilate the truth about the 
killings of foreign leaders but cannot tol- 
erate—and is not entitled to—the truth 
about the assassination of their own 
popular, elected President? 

It would seem strange to me that the 
wrongful death of their own President is 
of less concern to the American people 
than the deaths of the leaders of Viet- 
nam, the Congo, the Dominican Repub- 
lic, Haiti, et cetera, et cetera. Yet, it is 
that truth that is being withheld from 
them. 

Let me interject at this point that I 
have no clear idea whatever of the forces. 
behind John Kennedy's death or the mo- 
tives for the killing. What I do know is 
that there is an overwhelming sbund- 
ance of evidence—physical, documen- 
tary, and scientific—that indicates that - 
Lee Harvey Oswald could not have been 
alone assassin, . 

Equally as important, a mass of evi- 
dence has come to light which indicates 

vould. 

‘gsubpena power, 

that the Werren Commission unfor- 
Yunatels may have made no real effort 
‘to zet to the bottom of the killing. They 
were prohibited in many instances by the 
US. intelligence community which acted 
collectively as their sole investigator. 
Evideitce which has come vividly and 
dramatically: to Hght in recent months 
was withheld from the Commission. 
Soine of it has been revealed by commit- — 
tees and subcommittees of this House. It 
points 10 a cover up. The Commission cde- 
served better than that. The American 
reople deserved better than that. 

All of this notwithstanding. there is 
still this unwillingness to ict the House 
find out the truth. Someone apparently 
does not want us to see the evil, hear the 
evil, and certainly does not want us to 
talk about it. 

The question is frequently put: “Even 
if you are right, what is to be gained by 
reopening the Kennedy case?” Our an- 
swer from the beginning has been, “the 
truth.” bul this answer does not seem 
to satisfy. One would think that truth 
about the death of a President in a de- 
mocracy such as ours would be sufficient 
cause for reopening the.case. After all, 
if a President is eliminated, not by a 
“lone nut” but for political reasons, is 
not the whole fabric-of our form of gov- 
ernment in direct danger if we cover up: 
the political motivations and go on as if 

nothing happened ?—- 
Mr. Speaker, in the 1 ‘months ‘since I 

became corivinced of the need for a re- 
investigation of the assassination by a 
Select Committee of the House, I have 
learned a great deal about the circum- 
stances surrounding the death of the late 
beloved John F. Kennedy. I have learned 
far more than I ever expected that I 
could learn. I am frank te admit that I 
have learned far more than I ever 
wanted to learn. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, with all of this 
knowledge which has been forced on me 
has come the alarming realization that— 
to use a time-worn phrase—I have only 
touched the tip of the iceberg. Without 

without the official 
backing such as the House of Represent- 
atives, no one has any real chance to 
get to the solid facts of the issue. 
_ What has been equally amazing to me 
has been the marvelously high degree of 
interest. shown by the American people 
and continued to show in the unex- 
plained death of their leader. They want 
to know the truth. In every case where 
the people have been polled, the response 
calling for a new investigation has been 
overwhelming. 

. Following the death of President John 
F. Kennedy, a Presidential Commission 
was established to secure the facts about 
that murder, and to assure the American 
people that all of the facts had been 
secured and that all of the facts had 
been reported to the American people. 

_ Today, more than 12 years after that 
tragedy, a substantial portion of the evi- 
dence remains locked away in the Na- 
tional Archives vhere the American peo- - 
ple and their representatives, the Mem- 
bers of the Congress, cannot see it. Even 
more surprising, more than a decade 
after the publication of the Warren Com- 
mission Report—which asserted that one 
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mel was respon:iole for the a csissing- 
tion—every poll taken by a reputable 
news organization duving the Inst vear 
has revealed that the vast: majority of 
the American people da not believe that 
centro? finding of the Warren Comimis- 
sion. 

CBS revealed thet 65 percent ec: these 
polled in its récent national survey said 
that they beHeve that there had been a 
‘conspiracy to assassinate the President. 

The Philadelphia Daily News con- 
ducted a survey in that city last vear 
which showed that more then 86 percent 
of those who responded to the question 
supported the reopening of the investi- 
gation ito the assassination of Presi- 
dent Kennedys. The recent Detroit News 
survey showed that 87.3 percent of those 
questioned there ssid that they believed 
that a conspiracy was responsible for the 
assassination. 

A distinguished former member of the 
Warren Commission, President Gerald 
R. Foid. has publicly stated that another 
investigation would be in order. He has. 
therefore. joined with two Warren Com- 
mission lawyers, David Belin and John 
Hart Ely. in understanding the need for 
a new investigation and in supporting 
such demands. - 

_ The Saturday Evening Post, respond- 
ing to this widespread feeling in the 
United States, has called for a new in- 

~ vestigation and offered a $250,000 reward 
for information leading to the conviction 
of those who murdered the President. 
Major newspapers, including the Boston 
Globe and the New York Times, have 
called for Congress to investigate. 

During the last year. more students 
at our colleges and law schools through- 
out the country attended lectures on the 
subject of the assassination than on all 
other subjects combined. At Purdue Uni- 
versity in Indiana, about 7,000 students 
listened to a lecture and watched a film 
about the assassination for more than 6 
hours. In Monroe, La., 4,800 crowded into 
the Coliseum to hear a similar talk. 

This matter, obviously, remains high 
on the American agenda now, more than 
12 years later. It is an issue which will 
not, which cannot die until our people 
are satisfied that they know the truth, 
all of the truth. That is why 125 Members 
of the Congress have joined with Con- 
gressman GONZALEZ and me in sponsoring 
@ resolution to establish a committee to 
investigate a crime which so many Amer- 
icans consider to be an unsolved crime. 

What argument can be offered against 
such an investigation or against permit- 

ting Congress to at least vote on this 
question? That it is too expensive? Are 
we not willing to authorize a $350,000 in- 
vestigation into how one reporter 
secured a report? Are we not willing to 
provide 10 full-time independent inves- 
tigators in that search? The Warren 
Commission conducted its investigation 
without a single independent investiga- 
tor. It relied almost exclusively upon the 
reports it recelved from the FBI. 

As a result of hearings held by Con- 
gressman Epwarps' FBI oversight com- 
mittee recently, we learned that the FBI 
deceived the Warren Commission, and 
destroyed a crucial document, and never 
so informed the Warren Commission. 
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Many Americans believe that it is more 

urgent and now more important to deter- 

pune who killed President Kennedy than 

- it is to cetermine how Mr. Schorr got 

- truth, and perhaps in the conduct of this | 

’ attempts. 

his hands on a report. I agree that it is 

important. I believe that most of the 
Members of this House, if given the op- 

portunity to vote on this vital question, 

would also agree. I believe further that 

‘credibihty in our institutions can only 
be enhanced by our full and public com- 
mitment to all of the truth. I believe that 
our people, those we represent on this 
floor, those who in overwhelming num- 
bers have stated that they do not be-- 
lieve they have been told all of the truth, 
are entitled to the facts: and that thts 
issue Will not pass until the American 
people are satisfied that. the truih has 
been tald. 

Mr. Speaker and Members of -the 
House, that concludes my statement, but 
I will submit and ack unanimous con- 
sent to submit an ample amount of in- 
formation concerning the assassination 
of President Kennedy. That material will 
be printed in the ConcressronaL REcorp. 

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of ali of this 
is to try to get the Congress, and mainly 
the Committee on Rules, to reconsider 
its former decision to not even look at 
this evidence. I would be hopeful that 
the Committee on Rules would give us 
this opportunity; particularly-since-125- - 
of our colleagues have sponsored similar 
resolutions. 

Mr. Speaker, the people want to know 
the truth. They are not afraid of the 

investigation we may find ways in which 
to minimize assassination attempts ‘on 
future Presidents. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, my plea to the 
Committee on Rules is to reconsider and 
give us the opportunity to go into this 
matter anew. 

Mr. LAGOMARSINO. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? —~ 

Mr, DOWNING of Virginia. I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

(Mr. LAGOMARSINO asked and was | 
given permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. LAGOMARSINO. Mr. Speaker, as 
@ strong supporter of legislation to con- 
cuct an investigation into the circum- 
stances surrounding the death of the late 
President Kennedy, I regret the recent 
Rules Committee decision not to con- 
sider House Resolution 574 or like legis- 
lation to this purpose. 

. The specter of assassination has 
loomed ominously over the political 
scene for more than ea decade. President 
Kennedy was the first in a succession of 
public assassinations and assassination 

Yet, speculation and contro- 
versy surrounding his murder continue to 
escalate even 88 We approach the 13th 
anniversary of Mr. EKennedy‘’s death, 
Theories and suppositions abound in the 
press and in the media while—as I am 
sure all Members here today can tes- 
tify—mail pours Into Congress requesting 
® reopening of the murder probe. It is 
becoming more and more apparent that 
the Nation {s dissatisfied, if not disbe- 
pene of the Warren Commission Re- 
po ; : : re 2 

t 
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In my opinion, it is unconscionable 
that the Congress would allow this mat- 
ter to continue unresolved any longer. 
Inasmuch as almost one-third of this 
bocy has cosponsored legislation to re- 
consider this Presidential assassination, 
I believe that, at the very least. the House 
membership should be given the oppoar- 
tunity to vote on whether or not to fur- 
ther study this sensitive and persistent 

issue. 
To ignore the problem as new..and 

previously undisclosed, evidence mounts - 
concerning the matter could be to ignore 
the truth, or at least not present an op- 
portunity to ascertain the truth. There- 
fore, I strongly urge that the House be 
allowed te hear the arguments, pro and 
con, surrounding the legislation in ques- 

- tion, and to work its will. 
Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. 

Speaker, I want to thank the gentleman 
froin California for his contribution. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not mean to indict 
anybody in this investigation of the as- 
sassination and I certainly do not indict 
the members who constituted the War- 
ren Commission because those men were. 
able, dedicated arid patriotic Americans 
who did the best job they could under 
the circumstances. But we now know 
that there was a raft of evidence which 
was withheld from the-eyes of those 
gentlemen and which has now just come 
to Hght. We are getting this under the ~ 
Freedom of Information Act, although 
there was much that was not available 
to us without the subpena power. I do 
not know what that information will re- 
veal but I am sure just from the very 
documents that we have gotten recently 
that it will be most interesting and I 
think it would shed some more light on 
the matter. 

In my judgment, the Warren Commis- 
sion elther did not see these facts, were 
not shown them or, if they were, they 
might have concluded that it was in the 
best interests of the country at that 
time to close the report and to rely on 
the single-bullet theory. Had I been a 
member of the Warren Commission and 
had I thought it was In the best Interests 
of the country at that time I might have 
done similarly, Now it is 12 years later 
and we now know the American public 
can stand the shock that can come if the 
truth is told. 

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. I am glad 
to yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
forma, — 

(Mr. MINETA asked and was. given 
permission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) . 

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of the Downing resolution—- 
House Resolution 432—to create a select 
conimittee to investigate the assassina- 
tion of President John Kennedy which 
the Rules Committee last week decided 
not to consider. 

-I rise today because I, along with 65 
percent of the American people—accord-~- 
ing to a‘recent public opinion survey— 
doubt the findings of the Warren Com- 
mission. Over the past several years, 
more and more people have begun to 
question the Warren Commission's meth- 

will the 

Mr. 
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ods and conclusions Tao many questions . 
remain—queésvions regarding Lee Harvey 
Oswald's background. the single bullet 
theory, the capabilities of the supposed 
murder weapon. Jack Ruby's assocation 
with the FBI and o:ganiaed crime, and 
the alleged dise repancies between the 
testimony and evidence given to the War- 

ren Commission and its published con- 
clusions. 

Mr. Speaker. the list of questions and 

ailegations could go on for many hours, 
and that is the point. The American peo- 
ple are entitled ta have their questions 
answered. 

I do not stand today and portend to 
know who did. or did not kili John Fitz- 
gerald Kennedy. I only know that the 
American people are not satisfied with 
the Warren Commission's conclusions. 
and. as such, I believe a full investigation 
by a select committee would help to 
dispell these doubts. 

I respectfully urge the Rules Commit- 
tee to reconsider its action and aNow the 
full House te determine whether there fs 
a sufficient number of Members who 
share my view that the American people 
have a right to have their questions re- 
garding the John Kennedy sssassination 
answered. 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. I thank 
the gentleman, and I appreciate his 
assistance in this whole matter for a 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. MATHIS. I thank the distin- 
guished gentleman from Virginia for 
yielding. 

(Mr. MATHIS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his 
YTemarks.)- 

Mr. MATHIS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to rise to pay tribute to the gentle- 
man from Virginia for the leadership he 
has taken in this area that I consider 
to be very, very vital in order that tne 
faith of the American people might be 
restored to some degree in their institu- 
tions of government, because I do not 
think there is any question but that they 
have been deceived either deliberately 
or through error on the part of distin- 
guished men who served on the Warren 
Commisston. I think that the public has 
been deceived. I think the public has a 
right to know. 

The gentleman froin Virginia with the 
distinguished gentleman from Texas 
(Mr, GONZALEZ) have provided leader- 
ship in this area, and I am very much 
appreciative of that. 

I would also say, Mr. Speaker, that this 
body, his district, and this country are 

going to miss very much the leadership 
of the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Bowninc) when he retires at the end of 
this session from this body. We all regret 
seeing him go. 

Every one of us, almost -without excep- 
tion, remembers that date of Novem- 
ber 22, 1963, where we were and what we 
were doing at precisely the time we neard | 

‘the news on radio, television. or what~ 
ever it might have been, that Presid2nt 
John F. Kennedy had been shct at Dealey 
Plaza in Dallas, Tex. I think what we 
have a right to know now as Americans 
is not only where we were and what we
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‘were doing. but why that tragic series 
of events came together all at that par- 

ticular point in our Nation's history. 
I would like to ask the gentleman from 

_ Virginia at this point what the procedure 

wold be that he intends to use to try 
40 get this matter to the floor. Is there 
‘g way that we can in fact, frankly, by- 
pass the Committee on Rules to try to 
bring a rseolution to the fioor, or must 
we now under the leadership of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia go back to the 
Committee on Rules and ask for recon- 
sideration? , 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. There ts 
@ procedure, of course, with which the 
gentieman is very familiar, known as a 
discharge petition. which requires the 
signature of 218 names. I would hesitate ~ 
to take this route because it is flaunting 
the Committee on Rules, and I have the 
greatest respect for every member of 
that committee. I would hope that we 
could go back again to the Committee on 
Rules and beseech them to reconsider 
the matter and take it under considera- 
tion. 

As I said, I have heard rumors to the 
effect: that the Committee on Rules is 
talking about this very thing. I think as 
sn last resort we could go.the discharge 
petition route, but I hope that that would 
mot be necessary. . 

Mr. MATHIS. I sincérely hope that the 
gentleman is correct in his assessment 
that there will be reconsideration by the 
Committee on Rules of this very impor- 
tant matter and that we will not have to 
go the historical discharge petition route. 

But if we should have to go that way, 
I will pledge to the gentleman my sup- 
port in attempting to obtain the signa- 
tures of as many Members in this body 
as possible to try to bring that resolution 

_ to the floor. . 
I think it is imperative that we move 

with a great degree of expedition on this 
matter because of the fact that every day 
that passes, memories dim, witnesses dis- 
appear, as the gentleman knows, and the 

' pvecord has shown exactly how many peo- 
ple who had some part. however minute, 
in that sorry display of things that hap- 
pened in Dallas. are no longer with us for 
one reason or another. Witnesses are not 
available. and the longer we wait, the less 
likelihood there is that the American 
people will ever know the truth about 
what happened on that miserable day in 
Dallas. © 

T again commend the gentleman for his 
leadership in what he has done. I pledge. 
to him my continued support, and I hope 
that other Members of this body, in ad- 

. dition to the 125, will join him and our 
distinguished friend, the gentleman from 
Texas, in sponsorship of this resolution 

‘and will continue to press not only the 
Committee on Rules but other Members 
of the House in the hope that we can get 
@ resolution to the floor where we can 
have some kind of select committee es- 
tablished so that we may be able once 
and for all to let the American people 
know what was involved, lay some rumors 
to rest, and let America once again at . 
least have one burden removed from her 
conscience. - 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I want to thank the gentleman from 
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Georgia for his kind comments about 
the gentleman in the well. I do appre- 
ciate them. Also I want to thank the > 
gentleinan for his leadership early on in 
this resolution fight before it was so gen- 
erally publicly popular. The gentleman 
from Georgia has been a real wheel horse’ 
and he has been like a bulldog: He will 
not give us. 

. Mr. MATHIS,. Mr. Speaker, if the gen- 
fleman will yield further, the gentleman 
from Georgia has been called a great deal 
worse than wheel horse. I take that as a 
compliment. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker. will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. I yield to 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, the 
question of who killed John F. Kennedy 
continues to intrigue Americans and will 
continue to do so because of the extraor- 
dinary mystique of the Kennedy family 
whice fascinates the American public. So 

long as our doubts about the assassin of 
President Kennedy remain unresolved, 
speculation about the event will run ram- 
pant. 

The conflicting evidence and the un- 
eertain theories must be clarified in the 
name of truth, out of respect for our le- 
gal tradition of conclusion of law based 
on findings of fact. Contrary to that tra- 

- dition; however; -is the present status-of - 
the John F. Kennedy assassination phe- 
nomenon. . - 

The tssue is clouded by unresolved 
conflicts including the one-bullet theory, 
the direction of the bullet, conspiracy, 
and questionable evidence regarding the 
exit wound. These issues cannot be ig- 
nored; they must be resolved for our 
own best interests, for our posterity, and 
in the long-term service of truth. 

Because of this I support the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman and I join 
in appealing to the Rules Committee for 
action on this resolution. 

-I commend the gentleman for the 
splendid leadership he has given the 
House in the service of truth and in re- 
solving this extraordinary issue. 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I thank the gentleman from Minne- 
sota very much for his kind comments 
and I thank him for his assistance in 
this entire effort. He has been a real help, 
and he is as determined as I that the 
American public should know the truth. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gen- 
tieman who sponsored the resolution 
which was a little broader than mine 
but which I have always thought had 
tremendous merit. I cannot say enough - 
about this gentleman. He is one of the 
‘leaders in the Congress. He is one of my 
friends. I am giad to yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas (Mr. HENRY GONZALEZ). 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I most 
sincerely thank my distinguished col- 
league and I wish to take this opportunity 
to express my regrets about his decision 
not to seek relection. When I read this 
in & newspaper back home there was no 
way I could get hold of him to try to 
find out if that was a fixed and inflexible 
decision, or whether he could reconsider 
continuing his great public service in 
the Congress. I sincerely regret that he 
.made the decision to devote full time to 
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his family. which is. understandable, but 
at the same time many of us sincerely 
regret his decision. I particularly resret 
it because we have been working in our 
joint efforts to try to center some kind 
of congressional action on discharging 
the congressiona) responsibility to review 
.the circumstances surrounding the death 
of President Kennedy. and in respect to 
the more than a decade following his 
assassination—the violence on the na- 
tional level, all of which. impacted on 
national and governmental processes. 
When I introduced what is now known 

as House Resolution 204. it was the first 
one. and I deliberately provided for a . 
review by the Congress of the key points 
involving this decade of assassination 
beginning with the death of John Ken- 
nedy. but at that time it was not very — 
well understood even then, but it turned 
out that it coincided with the beginning 
of a deep inquiry on the part of more 
than a dozen individuals throughout the 
various States and the Nation and coin- 
cided with very disturbing developments 
that had come to light in the summer 
of 1973. | 

Everything that the distinguished gen- 
.tleman from Virginia has said is a very 
accurate chronological description of 
what has happened to most of us. I think 
it is true to say that the country collec- 
tively, and we individually, were a “lot— — —----~- 
more innocent in that period that we 
refer to following November 1963 than 
we are now. Many, many things have 
happened. I know in my own case, I see 
clearly that things we had always con- 
sidered not possible of happening in 
America—or if they were to happen were - 
wholly unacceptable—now seem to be - 
accepted. 

The threat of assassination of national 
leaders seems to be the sort of thing we 
have come to accept. We used to think 
that coups d'etat and political assassina- 
tions in order to change the course of 
power,of government, that those were 
things wholly foreign and abhorrent 
to the American way. Today there is a 
tendency to say, this is world-wide. It is 
a phenomenon. We are part of it. We 
have to accept it. We live in the day and 
time of murders, assassination, cold- 
blooded killings of innocent people, men, 
women and children for some cause, 
sometimes a defined cause, sometimes a 
nebulous cause. Oo 
We do live in an era of violence, but 

the only opposition since I introduced 
House Resolution 204 has come from 
very isolated cases of individuals, of .~ 
about three or four who have bothered 
to write and say, “Why do you seek to 
stir this up?” On the other hand, I have 
recelved thousands of letters of support. 

Even as the gentleman from Virginia 
said awhile ago, even if it is true that 
there was an assassination plot or some 
type of a conspiracy, what good is that | 
going to do the Nation? How will that 
serve the national purpose, They seem 
to want to change the old scriptural 
injunction: . 

Ye shall know the truth and the truth 
shall make you free. 

They would change it to: 
Don't know the truth, because it might 

make you free. 

\~* 
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They seem to be the same kind of pco- 

ple taat have been throushout the aves 
afraid of freedom, afraid of truth. But 

what is it that we must fear? What can 

there be in the circumstances surround- 

ing the death of President John Ken- 

nedy, Senator Robert Kennedy, Martin 

Luther King. the attempt on George 

Wallace and others? What can there be 

about these incidents that naye made it 

impossible for the only body in the 

Nation, able and. sufficient to do a 

thorough job of not necessarily just 

investigating, or in the absence of a word, 

snooping around here and there, but in 

assessing what this has done to the 

. American democratic republican form 

of government; for, indeed, it has had an 

impact. 

We now have a unelected President. 

We have an unelected Vice President, 

that I do not think would be there un- 

elected had President John Kennedy 

not been assassinated. a 

T doubt seriously that the 25th amend- 
ment, which in my opinion continues to 

be pointing a revolver at our heads in 
the sense of stability and continuity in 

the democratic processes of our Govern- 

ment, never would have been adopted if 

President Kennedy had not been killed. 

shoulders? Well, because it goes to the 
heart of the matter about which Con- 
gress is_all about and everything else. 
Are we then to accept the rule of the 
bullet, rather than the ballot, which is, 
in effect, what we are doing? 
‘There is ample precedent for the 

Congress to have in order a judicious, a 
serious review of these facts and evalua- 
tion. There are many serious-minded 
Americans, some of whom the distin- 
guished gentleman from Virginia has 
referred to, that have on a sicentific basis 
raised very serious questions that 
demand answers, at least an honest 
attempt to get an answer to their well- 
pondered questions. 

There are many other individuals, 
ranging from some who started their 
queries in the very beginning, when it 
was very difficult, I am sure, for them to 
have raised the question, “We think it 
was more than one man.” Men such as 
Mark Lane, and many others, who have 
since followed very early In the game, 
frankly at a time when I thought, ‘‘Well, 
it is really too early to speculate because 
we have the Warren Commission look- 
ing into this.” , 

But, at the time of the Warren Com- 
mission it is Impossible to try to recon- 
stitute the environment that existed at 
the time the Commission was trying to 
operate. The pressure was on it daily to 
produce something. It had been in ac- 
tivity less than a year before the pres- 
sure increased and heavy demands were 
made, such as, “Why have you not come 
up with something? What ic it you are 
dragging your feet on?” 0 

The distinguished gentleman from 
Virginia has enumerated the facts that 
now prove to be failings in the method 
and manner In which that was con-. 
ducted in 1964, mostly. We cannot help . 
but agree, but we were innocent and 
many, including, I am sure, ali of the 
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members of the Warren Commission 

with perhaps one or two exceptions, were 

certainly, as I view the record of the 

Warren Commission and the many ex- 

hibits that it Incorporated into its vol- 

umes of exhibits, show clearly that cer- 

tainly Allen Dulles had more than a 

passing knowledge of some things that 

now look to be accusing and have been. 

enshrouded in an attempt to be sub- 

merged, obscured and not evaluated or 

considered at all. 

I can understand many of the remarks 

that are now in cold print attributed to 

some of the other members of the Com- 

mission because, as the gentleman from 

Virginia said a while ago, if we too had 

been on the Commission at that time, 

we might have succumbed to the ten- 

dency to try to accept some things on 

face value that needed to have been fol- 

lowed through. There is no question 

now, the record is there and the record 

is lrrébuttahble. 

The assassin, presumably Lee Harvey 

Oswald, was more than just some lonér. 

His background and associations beyond 

doubt in New Orleans, the very lurid 

‘attempts that have been very graphic- 

ally brought out by the once district 

attorney of New Orleans, Jim Garrison, 

on. the part of the Federal agencies to 

impede his investigation, not help i, 

should have been very disturbing to us 

at the time that was occurring. Yet, no- 

‘body really much cared because Jim 

Garrison, apparently in the public eye. 

ended up in ridicule and in failure in 

his attempts to bring one or a select 

number of individuals to account. 

But, we must remember that this was 

an American tribunal; it was an Ameri- 

can prosecutor, no matter how vengeful 

or how wrong he appeared before a court 

of new jurisdiction, presented evidences, 

many of which have since been substan- 

tiated. As far as I know, Jim Garrison 

was the first to proclaim loud and clear 

that some of our agencies that had been 

charged by the Congress for foreign 

work were in violation of their charter, 

doing domestic work that was wholly 
inimical to the purposes for which the 

agency was founded. 

Go, there is no question in my mind 

that there is a clear responsibility on the 

part of the Congress to look into this. 

Again, I have not gone off into any 

particular theory or concept Or accu- 

sation, because I think this is the rea~- 

son why we want a responsible commit- 

tee to look inte it. I think that nobody 

in the Untted States can properly look 

into this matter unless he is assisted by 

such a body as a congressional commit- 

tee, invested with the right of subpena. 

There is no question here that the dis- 

tinguished gentleman from Virginia and 

Lare in complete agreement. 
At any rate, I wind up as I started, by 

thanking the distinguished gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Downinc) for seeking 

these special orders and for the great 
work he has done in concentrating House 

attention for the need of this type of 

committee. 
Mr. Speaker, one might argue that it is 

not true that there is still much debate 
regarding the assassination of President 

Abraham Lincoln. Did Booth realy Kill 
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him? Who else was involved. who was 
not brought to justice? 

While this is true. you cannot compare 
more than a Cecace oc: political assassi- 
nations with single instances of assassi- 
tation in our country. There has been 
no similar peried of history in cur coun- 
try. There has been no similar period of 
history in our country which began with 
the murder of President John F. Ken- 
nedy in Dallas. Tex., on November 22. 

1963. 
During this more than a decade the 

electoral system has, for all practical 
purposes. been manipulated, either delib- 
erately or through a strange set of cir- 
cumstances. The American people have 
been denied options. and the demorratic 
process thwarted. ° 
What is the Congress responsibility? 

Well, I would think that as the elected 
Representatives of the people it would be 
our responsibility to look into the nag- 

ging questions which have not been an- 
swered, and to do so would mean the 
creation ofa select committee with sub- 
pena power. . ; 

This is what I have advocated since 
February 19, 1975 when I introduced 
House Resolution 204 which, if approved 
by the House, would establish in the 
House a select committee for the purpose 

of -studying-the circumstances-surround- 
ing the deaths of President John F. 
Kennedy, U.S. Senator Robert F. Ken- 
nedy, and Dr. Martin Luther King, and 
the attempted assassination of Gov. 
George Wallace. , 

I have pushed for the enactment of 
such legislation in the House because I 
sincerely feel that there is everything to 
lose if we do not act courageously in the 
pursuit of-truth. If conspiracy existed in 

connection with even one of these deaths, 
or the attempt on Governor Wallace, 
then we cannot have a free electoral sys- 
tem until such conspiracy is fully ex- 
posed and deaith with. 

I have chosen not to deal directly with 
the various theories regarding any of the 
assassinations because I feel that it is 
difficult to develop a case in respect to 
any of them without an official investi- 
gation—with subpena power. The lack of 
subpena power has, of course, hampered 
the ability of countless individuals en- 
gaged in research on the assassination. 

These researchers, among them distin- 
guished pathologists, writers, political 
scientists, and others in various fields of 
science, have done a credible job, and 
should be called upon by the Congress to 
pool their studies for use in the investi- 
gation I am advocating. 

‘There are literally thousands of arti- 
cles and books written about the recent 
political assassinations, meny of which 

are worthy of our close study. Robert 
Sam Anson has written a good compre- 

hensive study of the John F. Kennedy 
assassination entitled: “They've Killed 

the President! The Search for the Mur- 

derer of JFK” which is available in pa- 

perback, by Bantam. - 

Another book which deals with the as- 

sassinations I have listed which is worthy 

of study by Congress is being published 
this. month, entitled: “The Assasaina- 

tions—Dalias and Beyond——A Guide te 

Cover-Ups and Investigations,” the ook 
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Paw L. 
Hoch, and Russell Stetler (Random 
House?. 

Mr. Speaker. when I first introduced 
Fouse Resolution 204 & year ago Febru- 
ary. I did it alone, without too much hope 
that other Members of this House would 
join me in my effort. Since that time 
many other House Members have joined 
me. My good colleague. Congressman 
THomas Downine, introduced the same 
resolution last April, but specified a study 
of the John F. Kennedy assassination . 

only. because he feels that it is easier to 
make a case for a reinvestigation of that 

assassination. 
Between the two of us we now have 

more than 125 cosponsors, yet the House 
Rules Committee has thus far refused to 
formally consider these resolutions. 

Why not? Are we going to hide our. 
heads in the sand, because we are afraid 
of what we might find out? The truth 
will make us free—free to continue to 
conduct the elections in a iree and open 
manner, free of the fear and doubt that 
rob the people of faith in their national 

Government. 
We need this investigation more than 

- ever now with revelations of recent date 
which prompt us to ask: What was the 
Cuban connection with the murder of 

- J-F. K:? What was the role-of the -FBE-- 
in the life of Dr. Martin Luther King 
just prior to his death at the hands of 
an assassin? 
Many of us have had lingering ques- 

tions which have gone unanswered re-_ 
garding the death of U.8. Senator Rob- 
ert Kennedy, a candidate for the Presi- 
dency, and the attempt on Gov. George 
Wallace, also a candidate for the Presi- 
dency. Why was convicted Watergate 
burglar E. Howard Hunt dispatched to 
Milwaukee by Charles Colson, to search 
the apartment of Arthur Bremer? 
There are many unanswered questions 

and much controversy regarding the cir- 
cumstances surrounding the death of 
Robert Kennedy. I have, among my 
voluminous files on the assassination an 

’ Interesting exchange between ballistics 
expert William W. Harper and the Wash- 
ington Post regarding a story done by 
Ronald Keesler in which Mr. Harper says 
that Mr. Kessier misquoted him, 

Kessier’s story was headlined “Ballis- 
tics Expert Discounts RFK 2nd-Bullet 
Theory”, but Harper, despite many let- 

‘ters to the Post has not been able to 
get a follow-up story which would more 
truly convey what he sald to Kessier. 

There is no assurance that a congres- 
sional committee will will find out any 
more about these assassinations than 
‘wht is already known, but I contend that 
if anybody can, it will be done through 
the congressional study which I propose. 

I really cannot think of any one issue 
of any more importance in this election 
than this.- - 

. We need to act courageously In the 
pursuit of truth, and we need to act now. 

(Mr. GONZALEZ asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his Te- 
marks.) 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I wish to thank the gentleman from 
Texas for his tremendous contribution in 
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this area. The gentleman from Texas was 
in the motorcade the day President Ken- 
nedy was assassinated. 

Mr. Speaker, in my mind one of the 
most outstanding individuals to address 
the varied aspects of the death of John 
F. Kennedy is a well-known attorney and 
physician from Pittsburgh, Pa., Cyril 
Wecht, B.S., M_D., LL"D., J.D. 

He is the coroner of Allegheny County. 
Pittsburg. Pa. He is a research professor 
of law and director of the Institute of 
Sciences of Duquesne University School 
of Law. Dr. Wecht is the youngest former 
president of the American Academy of 

. Forensic Science. Dr. Wecht, a leading 
authority on the Kennedy assassination, 
is one of very few individuals who have 
examined the autopsy photos and X-rays. 

T have asked Dr. Wecht to let me have 
the benefit of his research into this mat- 
ter, and he has provided me with the 
following letter which I insert at this 
point: 

COUNTY or ALLEGHENY, 

- Pittsburgh, Pa. 
1 am grateful for this opportunity, through 

Congressman Downing, to express my views 

to the Congress on the many questions which 
still surround the assassination of President 
Kennedy and which continue, more than 
thelve years after the event, to cause deep 
concern and doubt among so many of our 
people. I wish it were possible for me to ad- 
dress you in-person; -with slides -and— films 
to show you in detall exactly what is wrong 
with the Warren Commission's explanation 
of the shooting. In this brief summary, I can 
give you only a few highlights. 

In leu of a detailed presentation, I have 
‘attached to this statement a number of ar- 
ticles I have prepared over the past several 
years. While even these are not the entire 
story, they will describe to you the funda- 
mental weaknesses in the Warren Commis- 
sion's single bullet theory and show you why 
I have concluded that there must have been 
two gunmen firing at President Kennedy. 
These articles have not been refuted. Indeed, 
they have acarcely been addressed, 

I am primarily a medical man and a prac- 
titioner of sclence. I try to work only with 
facts and evidence, and I avold speculative 
theorizing wherever I can. As a result, my 
views of the JFE assassination perhaps lack 
the sensational quality which so attracts the 
news media. I cannot offer you any CIA, 
Mafla, or international villains. But I do 
think I can prove to you that this case is 
unsolved, or at least incompletely solved, and 
that there has been a certain amount of goy- 
ernmental skulduggery in the official rep- 
resentations about the case. That alone, I 
should think, would be enough to stimulate 
further investigative action. Beyond this, 
however, with the evidence presently avall- 
able, I cannot go. That is up to such bodies 
as the Congress. 

There are those who will tell you that all 
the important questions about President 
Kennedy's assassination hare been answered 
and that nothing of legitimate concern re- 
mains. They say, with a maddening glibness 
and-an indifference to facts, that the skep- 
tica who persist with their questions are neg- 
ativists nitpicking over detalls of no signifi- 
cance, that there are some kinds of people 
who can never be convinced anyway, and 
that the doubt which continues to plague the 
nstion is Just another emotional aberration 
oz our times, if not worse. 

But these defenders and apologists for 
the Warren Report never face up to the 
really hard evidentiary questions about the 
case. Some of them do not deal with matters 
of evidence at all, and probably could not 
tell you, between their scoffs, even such 
fundamental things as the locations of the 
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President's and Governor Connally’s wounds. 
Instead they sneer at the frailness of some 

of the quéstioners and compare them with 
the stature of the Warren Commission, the 

Rockefeller Commission. the FBI, the CIA, 
and the White Howse it-elf. Already forget- 
ting Watergate and all its sequelae. the Sev- 
areids, the Buckleys. and tne Kraits well us 
that established authority; alone ought give 

Us assurance of truth. 
The second and third strinz defenders do 

occasionally atlempt to meet objections on 
evidentiary grounds. but when they do they 

ususliy pick only the weakest and most out- 
landish criticisms as their targets. Creating 
Strawmen by focusing pitsiic attention on 

the absurd. they make a great show of bowl- 

ing them over, thus managing to cast doubt 

on the sanity of everyone else who deres 
question the case. If yor think I exaggerate 

here or imagine too mech. I invite you to 
read the details of m- encounter with the 

staff of the Rockefeller Commission in the 
attachment entitled “A Post-Mortem on the 

Wartenfeller Commission". This article will 
also show. you what kind of intellectual in- 
tegrity and ethical scruples are still being 
pracliced im some parts of the Executive 
Branch, 

I cannot go “Into _the detalis and specifics 
of my objections to the Warren Report's 

single bullet theory in this summary, or why 
these objections lead Inevitably to the con- 
clusion that more than one assassin was in- 
volved. For these I must refer you to the 

attachments, particularly the rather lengthy 
article entitled “The Medical Evidence in the 

But I must point out, at the expense of be- 
ing obscure to those not familiar with the 
detalls of the case, that there are no less 
than three ineluctable flaws in the single 

bullet theory which remain unrepaired to 
this day, any one of which is sufficient to de- 
stroy the theory and with it the Warren 
Commission's lone assassin conclusion. They 
are: 

(1) In regard to the wounds of Governor 
Connaliy and the non-fatal wounds ‘of the 
President (back and throat wounds), there 

is no plausible postural alignment of the two 
men which will aliow the locations and path-' 
ways of their wounds to be reconciled with 
the theory that the wounds were all caused 
by one ‘bullet and which is also consistent 
with the visible positions and movements of 
the two men as seen in the Zapruder film 
and other photographic records. Moreover, 
the non-fatal wounds in the President, by 
themselves, cannot be reconciled with the 
alleged location of the Commission's single 
assassin and the visible position of the Pres- 
ident as seen in the films. 

(2) The timing and nature of the move- 
ments and reactions of the two men in re- 
sponse to their wounds (or any other postu- 
lated stimull, such as the sound of a missed 
shot), again as seen in the Zapruder film 
and other photographic evidence, is simply 
not compatible with the theory that both 
men were struck by the same bullet. 

{3} The essentially intact condition of the 
bullet designated Commission Exhibit 399, 
which has been theorized as having caused 
all these non-fatal wounds in the two men, 
including the fracture of two bones in Gov- | 
ernor Connally (chest and arm) and the 

deposit of several fragments of lead in at 
least two separate anatomical locations while 
retaining an unpunctured copper jacket, ts: 
totally at varlance with the experience of 

myself and of every other forensic patholo- 
gist with whom I am acquainted. 

These are overwhelming objections to the 

single bullet theory, singly and collectively. 
They have not been answered, despite all 
Kinds of absurd claims about tumbling or 
backward traveling bullets, delayed reactions, 
lurching cars, early shots through the trees, 
reactions by Governor Connally to the sounds 
of backfire, and « variety of other specula- 
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tions unworthy of mentiom. The plain fact 
je that thie men were hit by separate bullets. 
one of which {most likely the one which nit 
the President, in view of the iudicated. near- 
horizontal trajectory: escaped the car after 

pessing through him. But of course the die- 
hard defenders of the Warren Renort can- 

not admit to this, because to du su i to con- 
cede that there had »bcen another punoman. 
inasmuch ag Oswaid’s gun could not be Hred 
twice in the short time span between the 

woundings of the two men. Their responce 
has thus been elther to ignore these ques- 
tions, as did the Rockefelier Commission. or 
to dismiss them as mere ‘details of the 
Kind one can fever explain. The second 
plece of tape on the Watergate door was o 

detail, too, but fortunately somesne other . 
than one of our national pundits found it. 

. I want to emphasize that my objections to 
the Warren Report have nothing to do with 

the CLA, the Mafia, Oswald as an FBI agent. 
E. Howard Hunt perched in.a tree, or the 
Tlluminat!.. They simply concern the basic 

question of how the shooting couid have 
been accomplished, which ought uot to he 
too much for the public to demand in re- 

gard to the assassination of its President. 
Moreover, It may still be possible to resolve 

some of these problems, and others related 
to them, if only some authoritative body 

would take the initiative. As an additional 
attachment, I have appended a “Suggested 
Priority List for Investigating Medical and 
Scientific Questions in the FK Assassink- 
tion”, which suggests some relatively 

straightforward lines of inquiry that might 
be undértaken. Many of these suggestions 
amount to no more than securing the re- 

lease of data and records already known to 
exist within the Executive Branch. Surely, 
if nothing else has been learned from the 
past few years of American history, we must 
be aware that the judgment end discretion 

of the Executive Branch are not the best 
guides for what the public may be allowed to 
know. . 

Tf the defenders and apologists for the 
Warren Report have their way, all effort to 
resolve these questions would be given up. 
‘Apparently, they would prefer to live with 

the distrust of virtually a whole generation 
of our young people, and let the history 
books of the future say that the Government 
of the United States could not adequately 
explain the murder of one of Its Presidents. 

I urge you not to let this happen. The 
questions about this case may be difficult to 
answer, and we may not Hke the answers if 
we get them. But to tur away from them, 
pretending that they have been answered 
or, worse, that it does not matter, would 
make us all parties to the crime. 

Cran. H. Wecut, M.D., J.D., 
March, 1976, 

Mr. Speaker, I am told that the ad- 
ditional material which I had hoped to 
include in this edition of the ReEcorp 
cannot be inserted until a cost estimate 
has been obtained from the Government 
Printer. So that material will be inserted, 
hopefully, in Monday's Recorp. I direct 
the attention of the Members to the 
statement concerning the actual assas- 
situation that will appear in the Recorp 
then. ° . 

Mr. McDONALD of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, on August 9, 1975, our distir- 
guished colleague from Virginia, Bir. 
Tomas Downine, delivered a speech on 
the subject of the Kennedy assassination 
to the Virginia Commonwealth Attorneys 
Association. It is a powerful argument 
which I believe accurately and pursua- 
sively summarizes the conflicts In evyi- 
dence and testimony which lead me to 
believe that Congress must act swiftly to 
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reexamine the assassination of President 

Kennedy. ; 
At this point. I would like to include 

- that speech in the Recoap. 

REMARES OF THE Honorabir THowss X. 

Downinc to VIRGINIA COMMCNWHALTH S 

Attorneys ASSOCIATION, AUGUST 8. 1875. 

The Icgisiatfon that I have introduced over 

the past 1814 years ie usually limited to cer- 

tain- areas. Generally, they are matiers in 

which the First Congressional District. has a 

high degree of interest: Merchraot Marine, 

poit activities, shipbuilding, fisheries. space 

research, and national defense matvers. In 

‘addition to these, there have always been 

certain areas of national priority in which I 

have tried to reflect the interests cf une dis- 

trict. . 

_ I suppose that Is why nobody seems to be 

able to understand why I introduced a reso- 

lution in April calling for the creation of a 

select committee of Members of the House io 

study the circumstances surrounding the 

death of John F. Kennedy. It doesn’t seem 

to fit my image. But if you will bear with me 

for a little while, I will try to explain It. 

None of us will forget what bappened in 

Dallas ulmost 12 years ago. I was as stunned 

as any American. Congress had adjourned 
and I had gone home for the weekend. 
When I had the first news that the Presi- 

dent had been shot, I prayed that it would 
not be fatal. And then I found myself in 

somewhat of a trauma for the next few days 

as word came of his death, the swearing-in 
of. LBJ, the plane ride back to Washington. 

the lying-in-state and the sorrowful funeral 
procession ending at the grave with the 
etenai flame. 

In the midst of all of it came the capture 
of Lee Harvey Oswald and bis subsequent 

murder—live on television—by Jack Ruby in 
the basement of police heedquarters in 
Dallas. ‘ 

It was all so unbelievable, yet all so true, 
Then came the appointment of the Presi- 

dent's Commission, chaired by Chief Justice 
Far] Warren: They investigated and reported, 
concluding that there was no evidence of 
conspiracy and that Lee Harvey Oswald, 
alone and unassisted, was responsible for the 
death of President Kennedy and the wound- 
ing of Governor John B. Connally of Texas. 
And there the matter was supposed to rest 
for all time. 

I did not belleve it. 

I did not belleve that one man could have 
fired three shots in six seconds from a cheap, 
foreign made, single shot bolt action rifle 
with the deadly accuracy credited by the FBI 
and the Warren Commission. No wey. 

The great majority of Americans, it seems, 

never believed it. Yet except for a com- 
parative few people no one attempted to do 
anything about it. The Warren Commission 
was sacrosanct. Its members inchided, in ad- 
attion to the Ohlef Justice of the United 
States, Senators Richard B. Russell of 
Georgia and John Sherman Cooper of Ken- 
tucky, Representatives Hale Boggs of Louisi- 
ana and Gerald R. Ford of Michigan, the 
former Director of the Central Intelligence 
Agency Allen Dulles and the noted attorney 

and former high commissioner of Germany, 
John J. McCloy. Their position of eminence 
was bolstered by that of the Chief Investiga- 
tive Agency of the United States, the Federal 

Bureau of Investigation under its Director, 
J. Edgar Hoover. , 

During the intervening years a sizable 
group of experts about the assassindtion and 
the resuiting investigation has develcped. 
They include attorneys, physicians, college 

' professors, former government investigators 

and specialists in a number of fields. Many 
of them have extremely high degrees of ex- 

Among them is « young man named 
Robert Groden who Is particularly adept and 
imaginutive tn the field of optics. Groden 
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oitained a copy of the eigh: miliu-eter color 
movie of the assassination tuken by the Jare 
Abraham Z@apruder, a Dalias drevs maniftas- 
turer who was in Deeley Plaza that day. 

Enlarging each of the movie tances Thal 
showed the fatal shot to Presiden: Keinedy - 
head. Groden prt them back In s6q:.erce at 
slow motion s0 tha’ i: fs pes hte ta view 
the event from a greater enhanced perspec- 
uve then you would eet in waienirs a heme 

movic at normal sperd. He has take: 2 5 iim 

to a number of coliec® campuses and ap- 
peurcd with it before thousands of studeuts. 

He also had it on Ja.c night televisron twice 

earlier this year. 
In April students from the Univrev-itv of 

Virginia who had scen tne presentation asked 
members of the Virginia delegation in the 
House to take a look at it. They brought 
Groden and the film to Washinyten and I 
was one of five Members who saw Une pre- 
sentation. : . 

It is dificult to exr’ain in complete detail 
what the flim shews but vou can see Ken- 
nedy grab his throat and Start 19 iean for- 

ward after belmg ‘hot hich in the back. A 
secoue or two later you see Connallys face 

distort and he staris to crumple invo his 
wife's lap. Then with the President bending 

forward with his head thrust silghtiy down. 
he suddeniy bolts upright and backward as 

his head Hterally explodes. His body slams 
back against the back of the seat and then 
bounces to the left toward his wife. 

I have seen this flm shown a number of 
times since then and there are alwayn people 

in the group who gasp at the Impact. My 
immediate conclusion was that he was hit 
from the right front more tian likely ‘by 
someone who was firing fromi the so-called 
grassy knoll. I concluded that in all prob- 
ability the Commission was wrong. There had 
toe be more than one assasin:- 

I walted several days and considered all the 

aspects then I introduced my resolution. . 
It went in originally with the co-sponsor- 

ship of Bill Whitehurst and Herb Harris. I 
have reintroduced it on three other occasions 
and now there are thirty sponsors in all with 
the promise of still additional support. 
Nobody pressured me to introduce this 

resolution. Nobody even tried to persuade me. 
I did it because I believe that the American 
people have lived for aimost twelve years | 
following that terrible day in Dallas without 
knowing the truth, certainly without know- 
ing the whole truth: and that in a time when 
we have had a great many other myths ex- 
ploded and brought to light, 11 is time for | 
the truth, the whole truth, to be known 
about what really happened to John F. Ken- 
nedy. 
Iam in no way trying to criticize the mem- 

bers of the Warren Commission. The Ameri- 
can people, however, have faced terrible 
truths in the Iast few years, truths which 
few of us ever expected to have to face, and 

our nation has survived. I believe it is time 
that we bring this one out into the open. 

As everyone in this country knows so well, 
Lee Harvey Oswald was never brought to trial. 
As literally millions of Americans watched 
on television, he was gunned down by Jack 
Ruby in the basement of the Dallas police 
station, less than 48 hours after the murder 
of John Kennedy. As # result, no prosecutor 
was faced with the problem of prosecuting 
Lee Harvey Oswald for the first degree mur- 
der of President Kennedy. However, it is a 
most interesting exercise for prosecutors to 
look at the theoretical situation with which 
a district attorney would be faced lf Oswald 
had not been himself murdered end if he 
had been brought to trial. 

AS a prosecutor, what would you have 

going for you? In a warehouse building along 

the parade route, near the scene o: the crime, 
the police found a Mannlich-Cercano rife 
which had been purchased through the maf 
by Oswald. Three cartridges which tad born 

fired by that gun were found on the sixtt
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fieor of this watvehouse, tle Texas schoo: 
Sock dencsitory. A nearly perfect bullet which 
night nave been Bred fram the mannlicher- 

carcino .3as found cn a stretcher in the hos- 
pital to which President Ecnnedy and Gor- 
error Connally were taken for emergency 

treatment. That in essence is a:l of the posi- 

tive evider:.ce inking the frusnect to the crime. 
But even tnis evidence has 31s wank spots. 

Fer example. there ts no clear recrrd. despite 
the fact that Oswald werked in tue Texas 

school book depoattory. of how or when the 
gun was t2ken into the building. There ts 
also considerable evidence that a secrund rifle. 
8 7.65 Mauser, was also taken from the buiid- 
Ing by the police. There is no way of Enow- 

. ing when the cartridges had been fired In the 
' Mannlicher-Carcano: they could easily have 
been fired at an earlier time and placed in 

the building. Although the pristine bullct 

found in the hospital appears to hare been 
fired rom the gun, there ls no clear evidence 
whatever as to how it got onto a stretcher 
in Parkiand hospital. 

And now let's look at what a defense at- 
tvorney would have going for him in this 
5am Case. 

1. Despite a muiititude of veonle in Dealer 
Plazas, no creditable witness could be found 

that saw anyone firing a rifle. It should be 

noticed in passing that. despite this total 
lack of eye witnesses, a rather good phvsical 

description of the alleged murderer went out 
over the Dalias police radio 14 minutes after 
the last shot rang out. The description 

matched Lee Harvey Oswald, but no one has 
explained how the nolice at that time had 

. any idea for whom they were looking. , 
2. The great mafority of spectatecrs believed 

that the shots came from in front of the 
President's car, frcm a place generaliy called 
the gzassy knoll. The pofice officers ridinz 
along side the presidential car droepred their 

motorcycles and rushed to this area. 

3. Approximately 90 seconds after the last 
shot was fired, Lee Harvey Ozcwald was found 
on the second floor of the school book deposi- 
tory, drinking a cocs cola. If, in fact. he was 
the assassin, in that 90 seconds he would 
have had to conceal his gun, cross the whole 
width of the large warchouse dezcend fire 
fights of stairs, find a dime, get his coca 
cola, open it, and calmly begin to drink it. 
This sounds more like a decathlon champion 
than Lee Harvey Oswald. 

4. The Mannlicher-Carcano is a very cheap 
($19.95) surplus World War IT Italian carbine. 
It is a bolt action, single short, fourth-rate 

_ Sun, hardly the type that any serious assassin 
Would even consider. 

5..There is no trace of the source of the 
smmunition used in the murder. The Italians 
quit manufacturing alamunition for the 
Mannlicher-Carcano during the closing ‘years 
of World War II, Any of this old au:munition 
would be highly unrellable. The only known 
Source of new ammunition for the gun was 
the United States Governiment. It has never 
been determined from which source the 
Asbafsin actually obtained the ammunition 

6. For the Manniicher-Carcano to be fired 
‘bree times in six seconds, the use of a clip 
fom imperative. Yet, no cHp was ever 

' 1. The telescopic sight on the rifle was de-- 
Sctuve. At the range it was being fired in 

; mpc Plaza, it was off approximately eleven 
nthes...an aimost fatal flaw in itself 

Under the circumstances, 
~The FBI's ballistic tests on the bullet 
srTacments taken from President Kennedy, 
bie Governor Connally, from the automo- 

3 *. etc. were Inéorclusive. In effect, there 
the a6 Doitive halistics evidence connecting 

‘ bullets with the aileged assassin's gun. 
ene eeaain test was made on Oswald's 
dirating = A he turned out negative, in- 
eife that day, set, Probably not fired a 
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On top of this rather honeless evtide_itial 
situation, you would also be faced wlth a 

number of minst serious constitutional 
defects. 

irst and furemost. Oswald wee questioned 
for a toial of 13 hours during lis 45 hour 

detention. Despite his requests for legal 
_ assistance, he was never {furnished with a 
lawyer. Luwyers from the Civil Liberties 
Uni.n who volunteered were turncd away. 
Yet, the questioning went on. On top of that, 
the Dallas police force has given sworn testi- 

mony that there is nat @ acap of evidente 
as to whal Oswald said during the 13 bours 
of interr-gation. According to the police. the 
Dallas police force did not own a tape re- 
corder. Further, they did not eeu bother to 

have a ctenc graphic record cf the interroga- 
ticn. More incredibly. they say no 1otes were 

taker. It 13 dificult 1. belleve that any judre 
or jury... with the exception of the War- 
ren Commission ... would acrept sue? 
utetemenia as true. 

There was massive tampering with evi- 

dence. Despite a Dailas ordinance that an 

autopsy must be performed by the coroner 
in cases of violeut death, mo aulopsy was 
performed in Daltas, Despite the proiests of 
local authorities, the hody of President Ken- 
nedy wes forcibly removed to Bethesda, 
Maryland. where a grossly inadequate sau- 
topsy was performed by three military 
pathologists with Httle, if any. forensic ex- 
perience. On top of this, the contempora- 

ngows notes of the chief surgeon were later 

burned hy him In the fireplace of his recrea- 
tion room... he later swore that he did 
not think they were important. Many of the 
X-rays and photographs which would nor- 
maliy te taken during a competent autopsy 
were found not to exist. 
The car in which the President was riding 

at the thne of his death, was completely dis- 
mentied by the secret service and all evi- 
dence relating to it was destroyed. 

Onvaid’s wife, who apparently had nothing 
to do with any crime. was held in “protective 
custody” for a number of months. For all 
prectical purposes. she was held incommunt- ; 
cado. 

T ceu'd go on and on with this Mst but 1 
think I have made my point that anv pros- 

ecution of Lee Harvey Oswald would have 
been undermined by the most serious con. 
stituticnal abuses. 

Uniil now, I have been discussing the prob- 
Jem of a prosecution cf Oswald, not neces- 

sarily ow the sole aseasgin of President Ken- 
nedy, hut merely somcone who may hare 
Played a role in the assassination. As. we 
know. the Warren Commission insisted most 

stronuly that Oswald was unassisted in his 
commission of the crime. , 

’ What new problems would be ratsed If ft 
were necessary to prosecute Oswald as the 
loue-nut killer? Is there any way in which 
@ prosecutor eould convince a jury that he 
nud he alone had committed the act? 

Let us ro back for a moment to the Zapru- 
der film of which I spoke carlier. Knowtng 
that the film to Mr. Zapruder’s camera ran at 
18.3 frames per second, It is possible to deter- 
Taine very accurately the time frame In which 
all the shooting took placc. It is known ...,. 
and the Warren Commission concurs... that 
5:6 seconds elnpsed between the first shot and 
the final shot which hit John Kennedy in the 
head. For practical purposes, let’s round this 
off to six seconds. Now remember that this 
is a single shot, bolt action rifle. After ¢ach 
shot a cartridge had to be ejected by the bolt, 
& new bullet put into place and the gun 
re-aimed. Some of the world's finest riflemen 

. have practiced with the Mannlicher-Carcano 
but mone have been able to re-load, re-aim 
and fire accurately in less than three seconds. 
This means that in the time frame for the 
firing, a maximum of three shots could have 
been fired from the Mannlicher-Carcano, the 
initial shot pius two re-loads. 
oe. 

? - * . » 
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Reais tn thece limitations. and aiasi ting 
Thal cae a sitygde cuumarn was involved. tre 
Warrer Con:imission fasisted thet all of the - 
damare d:ne dering the fusiliade wes done 
by three ~-hott. The Warren Comnlssion ad- 
mits thr: one shot mis-c& use tarcet conn. 
pietets. striking the stree. eurd. Gre shet 
hit Presiden. Kennedy in -iic bead and ais 
integrated! That leit chile one she whics,. 
for consenience sake, has ¢fien teen Ia eled 
thé ‘rasgie bullet.” : 

. Accordmg to the Comnucs.on, this stidt 
entered President Kenned«- bach, exited 
his adam's apple. went threucth G:hernor 
Connaiy’s chest. broke a rib. vient throws’ 
Connall.’s wrist shatter!sig it. and wound 
up in tis thigh. This is the bullet which 
auesce’iy wes. found undamr-ed cn a 
stretcher iu Parkland Hes ital, 

if the “magic bullet” Js central te the 
whole contention that C:wald was a lone- 
Mut Klils:. let's exomine its fensibtitty. 

If the shots fired by the murderer came 
from. the sixth floor window of the School 
Book Depository. their course would have 
heen downward and to wie left. If a bullet 
had enuiercd the President's tack and exited 
his adam's apple, 11 should have either hit 
Mrs. Connally who was sitting in front of 
the President afid to the left, or harmlessly 
struck tiie side or floor of the car. To hare 
hit Governor Comunally. on his Tight side, 
when he tas sitting directly i front of the 
President, the bullet would have toa have 
made two 9) degree turns [n mid alr. From 
this evidence alone it can be deduced that 
Governor Connally was not gravely inturet 
by any of the bullets which struck Prest- 
dent Kennedy, something which Goverrar 

‘Counnlly insists to this day. Furthermore, 
the “magic bullei” that was taken from the 
Stretcher was pristine. The onlyv lead miseing 
trom it was that removed br the FST for 
tests. Yet. a great deal of lead was left in. 
Governor Connally's chest and wrist when 
the bullet that struck him struck bone. 

From this mass of evidence, all serious 
critics including a number of eminent pa- 
thologists. criminologists. and lawyers have 
Gil conclided that there must have been at 
least four shots at Dealey Plaza. 

As po one has been able to fire the Mann- 
Nener-Carcano four times fn six seconds, we 
‘Know that there wos at Icast a second rifie- 
man if the Carcano was used fn the killing. 
This means a conepiracr. This means that 
the Warren Commissicn was wrong on its 
central thesis. — 

There ate a number of ether very disturh- 
ing aspzets to this matter which are of par- 
ticular interest to prosecuters. A huge. 
amcuni cf vital evidence was withteld from 
the Warrcn Commission .. . presumably, it 
would have been withheld from a prosecutor. 

The FOL was deeciy Gavclved with thus 
withholding of evidence. As an example, the 
Dallas police turned over to the FBT an ad- 
dress book which belonged to Oswald. In it 
was one page which gave the name. addres.:, 
telephene number and Mesnse vfate number 
of en F3I acent in Dallas. The FRT removed 
this pace from the book before turring it 
over to the Warren Comumissicn. Eventually 
the Warren Commission got the page but 
did not seem upset that it had been willfudlg 
withheld. The FBI also withheld much of 
the evidence which linked Jack Ruby to or- 
ganivec crime, to Culysu. gamblers, to the 
narcotics trace, and: last’ but not least. to 
tne FBI itself. It has only recently been dis- 
covered that Jack Ruby was formerly enrclicd 
as en FBI informant for quite a period of 
time. 

Time duet not permit me to go into this 
matter a: dteply as I would wish tonight, but 
I would like to give you just one more ex- 
ample of this type of withholding and of 
what smacks of a serious cover-up, When Leo 
Harvey Osvvald went to Mexico In September’ 
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ef 1963. he had to obtain a Mexican entry 
card from the Mexican consulate in New Of- 

leans. These cards are numbered serially. 

After the murder, the FBI obtained from the 
Mexican consulate a list of all of the persons 
who cblained entry permits in New Orleans 

on the same day that Oswald obtained his. 

The FBI did a massive investigation with Te- 

spect 14 these people and pubi!shed the re- 

sults tn detall tn the volumes of evidence ac- 
‘ eompanring the Warren report. There was 

only one small exception. The identity of the 
person who recelved his permit immediately 

ahead of Oswald was never made public. 
In 1972 following a periodic review, a list 

of commission documents which had for- 

merly been withheld was released. Among 
them was the missing information about the 
man who obtained the permit. He was Wi- 

liam George Gaudet, who was based in New 
Orleans and traveled widely in Latin America 

in 1963. A previously withheld FBI report, 

dated coincidentally the day after Jack Ruby 

murdered Lee Harvey Oswald, says that Wil- 
liam George Gaudet gave them detalis as to 

certain of Jack Ruby's activities. not in Dal- 
las. but in New Orleans. 

William George Gaudet has been inter- 

viewed. He admits that he did receive his 
entry permit immediately ahead of Oswald. 

He denies that he accompanied Oswald to 
Mexico. He also admits being a CIA opeya- 

tive from 1947 until 1969. 
He says that he was guaranteed that his 

identity would never be made public and 

was quite irritated at the FRI for having 

revealed hie name, even at this late date. 

He save emphatically that the FBI fs lying 
when it says that he voluntcered information 

about Jack Ruby in November of 1963. 

From the interviews with Gaudet it has 
been learned that Lee Harvey Oswald was 

known to agents in charge of the CLA opera- 

tion in New Orleans in 1963. Their identities 
and whereabouts are known. 

Lee Harvey Oswald certainly was no hero 
and I am not trying to make him one, but 

I do not believe that he was the lone-nut 
assassin that the Warren Commission says 
he was. I do not know who was involved in 
the assassination of President Kennedy but 
I think it Is time that al! of us learned the 
truth. Our system of Government cannot 
remain strong {f our leaders can be murdered 

and the Government itself consents to cov- 
ering up the crime. ; 

Mr, McKINNEY. I regret very much 
that this discussion has had to occur for 
I had hoped that the Rules Committee 
would have given its approval to House 
Resolution 204 over a year ago. Had it 
done so, many of the nagging questions 
in the minds of so many Americans could 
have long since been put to rest. Frankly, 
-lam baffled at the committee's intran- 

sigence for I know its members to be men 
of integrity who have demonstrated a 
constant willingness to bring progressive 
and worthwhile legislation to the floor. 
_ Like most Americans, I have no new 
information nor have I devised an in- 

truging theory. Simply, like most Amer- 
icans, I have questions—too many ques- 
tions and too few answers. I have said 
before that the citizens of the United 
States—by their very nature—are not a 
conspiratorial lot nor do they believe in 

“Conspiracies and I numbered myself 
among them. However, certainly the 
events of the past few years have caused 
Raby of us to question what before we 
ha &S Gospel truth. There is merit—we 

he learned—in being inquisitive. - 
is th the very least, what is at stake here 
the f ity of this Government and 

aith of its people have in it. The 
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Watergate hearings demonsirated to all 
the unique character of a congressional 
investigation. a methed which brought 
cut truths not yet revealed. There are 
many today who feel a House select coim- 
mittee can accomplish that same goal. 1 
agree and I would hope that in time. the 
Rules Committee will agree as well, | 

Mr. SYMMS. Mr. Speaker. I would 
like to call to the attention of the House 
an interview with Dr. Cyril Wecht, the 
only independent pathologist. critic of 
the Warren Commission to examine the 
classified autopsy material in the Ar- 

chives. 
It is particularly interesting to note Dr. 

Wecht'’s comments that his examination 
of all the available medical evidence leads 
him to conclude that the Warren Com- 
mission’s single bullet theory is incor- 
rect.and that his study of all available 
evidence proves that the essdssination 
was committed by two guninen. 

Mr. Speaker, I insert the text of the 
interview contained in an article in 
Citizens Quarterly in the Recorp at this 

point: 
Dr. Cram WecnT—From THE CUTTING Room: 

FLOOx 

- (By Amy Blotcher) 

Dr. Cyril Wecht, currently Coroner for 
Allegheny County (Pittsburgh, Pa.) and for- 
mer President of the American Academy for 
Forensic Sciences, has been the only inde- 

pendent pathologist/critic of the Warren 
Commission to examine the classified au- 

topsy material in the Archives. CCI spoke to 
him on February 12 and obtained the fol- 

lowing interview. 
CCI. What are your feelings about the re- 

cent CBS Special which you participated in? 
Dr. Wecur. Well, I think it was 2 one-sided 

presentation and I think it's unfortunate 
that they edited In the fashion they did. 
They completely emasculated the presenta- 
tions that several of us made. I know that 
Mark feels that way about his, I do about 
mine. Other peopie's interviews wound up on 
the cutting floor completely; they never even 
survived as much as thirty seconds. So I 
think it was not an honest, unbiased pres- 
entation on CBS" part. 

CCT. Can you take any recourse? 
Dr. Wecur. No. I've written letters to tell 

them what I think, but there is no legal Tre- 
course and I’m not going to get involved with 
writing to the FCC to demand equal time. T 
don’t think that I would be successful. 

CCI, Could you explain the autopsy photo- . 
graph of the head with what eppears to be 
Ba fiap attached? , 

Dr. WecHt. I don't know what it was. I'm 
very concerned about it. Indeed, I am doubly 

concerned because nobody else has ever 
made mention of it. It is there, there can be 
no doubt about it. I'm very suspicious about 
the fact that the original pathologists and 
subsequent medical people who reviewed this 
on behalf of the government, namely, the 
Rockefeller Commission panel (1975). and 
the Ramsey Clark panel (1968), have never 

commented on it. It could simply represent 
a piece of Hssue, or It could be a sma)l exit 
wound. 

CCT. Was it a flap of skin? 
Dr. Wecur. IT don't know. It’s a piece of 

grayish white colored material and it could 
be everted skin, 

CCI. How do you classify the President's 
throat wound which all the doctors at the 
Parkland Hospital at first described as being 
an exit wound? 

Dr. Wrceut. Well, as you know, the throat 
wound was obliterated by the tracheostomy. 
So the examination of the photograph< and 
everything else at the Archives does not per- 
mit me to make any further observations 
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Bipce the orlcinal margins are comiple.ciy 
gone. I can oniv go by wha: is present in 
the original reports. Based upon that evi- 
dence and correlating it with the wound in 
the pack. the neck wound wold seem to be 
a@ wound of exit. Bu. thats not bared upon 

direct observation of the wouud. Thats jue: 
based on all those items of evidence that 
are kKuown tome. . 

Ccl. Do you think that Exhibit Number 
399 could have dune ali the damape that was 
ecieimed by the Warren Commission? 

Dr. WEcHT. No. I do not. The bullet that 

supposedly hit buth Kennedt and Connally 
weighed 156.6 grains when it was recovered. 

Before it was fired. that type of anmmunition 
would have wetghed between 166 and i$! 
grains. Therefore, the bullet in question lost 
only approximately 1:5 per cent of its origi- 

nal weight after being fired. | 
Yet this bublei rupnosediv centered the 

rignt side of the Prerident’s back. cotrsed 
threugh the uppermost portions of the tno- 

rax and mediastinum: and exited from the 
midline of the anterior neck region at about 
the level of the knot cf the tle. Then this 
“magical missile allesedly entered the right 

side of Governor Cunnally’s back, broxe his 
right fifth rib, exited from the anterior aspect 

of his right chest, entered his dorsal right 
wrist area, where it shattered the distal 
radius, and finally entered Connally'a left 
thigh. 

We're expected to believe that after doing 
all this damage, the bullet emerged with a 
total weight loss of only two grains. It’s sim- 
ply not possible for a bullet to leave grossly 

visible particles on X-rays in four different 
anatomic locations In two human beings and 
emerge with a loss of substance amounting to 

only two graina out of 161. ; 
On top of this, the condition of the bullet 

after allegedly causing all these wounds was 
virtually pristine. The upper two-thirds of 
the bullet show no grossly vistble deformities, 
or any other Kind of mutilation. This is not 
characteristic of a bullet that has struck two- 
bones, particularly a dense bone like the dis- 

tal radius. 

CCI. Having been the only Warren Com- 
mission pathologist/critic to examine the 

Archives autopsy material, do you feel that 
there is enough information to support con- 
clusively the Warren Commission theory on 
the source of the shots? 
“Dr. Wecnt. No. On May 7, 1975, 1 testified 

by deposition for approximately five and a 

half hours before the Rockefeller Commis- 
sion, to the effect that the Warren Report's 
principal conclusion, namely that the Presi- 
dent was assassinated by a Jone gunman, was 
‘wrong and absolutely irreconcilable with the 
medical and scientific evidence in the case. 
In several technical papera I had previously 
published on the case, it ls true that I Rad 
stated that the available medical evidence, 
assuming it to be valid, gives no support to 
theories which postwlate gunmen to the front 
or right-front of the Presidential car. How- 

ever, in addition to the medical evidence, 
there is other evidence to be considered. The 
crux and primary thrust of my testimony. as 
well as the papers I have published, is that 
the Warren Commission's single-bullet the- 
ory is wrong, and that the available medical, 
physical, and photographic evidence.all prove 
that the assassination was Carried out by two 

gunmen, . . 

Although the official report mentions the 
mucroscopic examination of the periphery of 
the small occipital wound, no mention Is 
made of & similar examination of the periph- 
ery of the large, gaping wound on the right 
side of the head. Without such an examine- 
tion and other studies such as neutron acti- 

vation analysis, we cannot be sure that there 
was not a second wound of entrance in the 

head contained within the large gaping de- 
fect on the right side. I mention this only 
because of the extremely“ persuasive evidence 
on this point in the Zapruder film. T have
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seen this flm in the superior copy owned by 
Life magazine. Quite clearly, the President's 
bod? moves sharply backwards and to the left 
following the impact of the fatal shot. It 
seems to me extremely unlikely that his body 
would have moved In this direction if he had 
been struck from abote and behind as con- 
cluded by the Warren Cummission: however. 
it ls a physical possibility that I cannot rule 
out, . _ 

Ms. ABZUG, Mr. Speaker, Iam a co- 
sporisar of House Resolution 204 to create 
a select committee for the purpose of 
conducting a “full and complete investi- 
gation and study of the circumstances 
surrounding the deaths of John F. Ken- 
nedy, Robert F..Kennedy, and Martin 
Luther King, and the attempted assas- 
sination of George Wallace. I urge the 
House to accept this inquiry, or to accept 
House Resolution 498 which I also co- 
sponsored, which is limited to an Investi- 
gation and study of the circumstances 
surrounding the death of John F. Ken- 
nedy.. I believe it is important to have 
as broad an investigation as possible 

. Since the critical. issues to be explored 
are the role of Government law enforce~ 
ment and intelligence agencies in these 
investigations as well as the pervasive 
secrecy which still shrouds thefr activi- 
ties and procedures. The issue of secrecy 
and the role of the FBI and CIA are pres- 
ent in varying, degrees in each of the 
‘assassinations and consequently if they 
are ta be explored adequately the select 
committee should have jurisdiction over 
all of them. hee, 

Mr. Speaker, every poll, every contact 
with our constituents, every learned ob- 
servation of the populace reinforces the 
conclusion that people have lost faith in 
their Government, particularly faith: 
that their Government does not lie to 
‘them. This loss of faith can bé traced to 
that fateful day in Dallas when John F. 

was shot down. It grew and was 
nurtured by other lies which the Govern- 
ment told to the American people during 
the Vietnam war and during Watergate, 
but it was surely not assuaged by the 
handling of the investigations into the 
John F. Kennedy and King assassina- 

Since the publication of the “Report 
of the Warren Commission on the Assas- 
sination of President Kennedy,” volumes 
and volumes have been written attempt- 
ing to discredit the conclusions and 
methods of ti:at study and investigation. 
T want to state as forcefully as I can 
that I do not Support all the critics’ con- clusions, nor am I convinced that the Warren Commission had before it all of ae relevant data to support its concltu- sions. The point fs that I, and millions: 
like me. simply do not have enough in- formation upon which to make an in- 
formed Judgment concerning the Warren 
Commission findings and the criticism to which it has been subjected. — 
Hee example, as chairman of the 
wee, corernment Operations Subcom- 
nad on Government Information and 
hea aa! Rights, my subcommittee held Archi: St November on the National 
Informarncd its handling of Freedom of 

sad reauests for access to 
Oo — foMe indication that certain "inform hog 

‘ 
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thon was not available and that certain 
decuments are still not available to his- 
torians and researchers. - 

In fact, there ts information in the 
National Archives concerning the War- 
ren Commission's investigation which 
is not available to Members of Congress. 
This is all the more astonishing when 
we consider another revelation of the 
hearings conducted by my subcommittee 
on this subject—namely, it is doubtful if 
anyone had authority to classify docu- 
ments originating with the Warren - 
Commission as secret or top secret. That 
Power was simply assumed by the Com- 
mission's counsel, but there is Httle or 
no justification for his having done so. 

. Following the hearings conducted by 
the subcommittee, one witness, David 
Belin, who was a member of the Warren 
Commission staff and Director of the 
Rockefelller Commission study of the 
CIA, stated that he believed that the 
Warren Commission inquiry should be 
reopened in order to once and for all lay 

to rest the unfair charges against its 
conclusions. While I am not in a posi- 
tion to conclude that any findings will 
or will not stand the test of further 
inquiry, I certainly agree that it is neces- 
sary to finally settle the still open ques- 
tiens, particularly the role of the FSI in 
the investigations of - the murder of 
Kennedy and Martin Luther King. 

Mr. Speaker, it is too obvious ‘that 
nothing any inquiry can do will bring 
back the great men who have been cut 
down by assasssins. But there are lessons 
to be learned from the manner in which 

. the agencies of Government charged with 
investigating and studying these trage- 
dies performed their duties. We can learn 
&@ good deal about the needy for secrecy 
of so many documents, about classifica- 
tion policies, about political pressures. 
about how the FBI conducts an investi- 
gation. I urge that any House interested 
enough in the Daniel Schorr matter to 
establish a special inquiry should not 
hesitate in opening an inquiry into these | 
tar more significant questions. 

Mr. vE 14 GARZA. Mr. Sreaker, like - 
many of my colleagues, I am troubled by | 
.Some of the questions that continue to 
be raised about the circumstances sur~ 
rounding the tragic death of President 
Kennedy more than 12 years ago. 

. The feeling of persistent, nagging 
doubt that the country has learned all 
the facts is shared by a considerable 
number of people in the south Texas dis- 
trict I represent here, They desire, and 
I support, a reopening of the investiga- 
tion into the assassination of President 

The investigation should be of suf- 
ficient scope and carried out in such a- 
way as to settle once and for all the 
questions that prey on the minds of 
many Americans. st 
As a people, we pride ourselves on our 

Tegard for the truth. Our quest for the 
truth—the whole truth—about the as- 
sassination should be pressed forward 
in order that this dire chapter in our na- 
tional history can be brought to a con- 
clusion. re 

Mr, BIAGGY. I am pleased to partici- 

a | 

' pate in this special order to discuss the 
-_™ - 
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urgent need to establish a select com- 
mittee of Congress to investigate the 
assassination of President John F. Ken- 
nedy. As a cosponsor of this resolution 1 
feel strongly that Congress must take 
this important step so that the many 
doub*s which have racked this Nation . 
regarding the assassination can be dis- 
pellec. 

I was most disturbed over the decision 
of the House Rules Committee to prevent 
the full House from having the oppor- 
tunity to debate this resolution. We have 
again seen this committee employ arbi- 
trary and high-handed tactics to block 
consideration of legislation which it op- 
poses. They took this action despite the 
fact that these resolutions enjoy more 
than 125 cosponsors and are supported - 
by. millions of Americans who consider it 
a national disgrace that there are still 
sO many lingering and unanswered ques- 
tions regarding this monumental ever. 

Congress has never officially inyesti- 
gated the Kennedy assassination. Exeiu—" 
sive responsibility for investigating the 
assassination was vested in a Presiden- 
tially appointed commission which re- 
ported its findings based on the Hmited 
amount of evidence it had at its disposal. 
Anyone who has had the opportunity to 
read Mark Lane’s “Rush to Judgment,” 
or who has viewed the horrifying film of 
the assassination by Abraham* Zapruder 
would agree that a sufficient number of 
basic questions have been raised which 
merit a new full-scale investigation into 
this tragedy. 

The questions which are raised go 
- Fight to the very heart of the assassina-— 
tion. Was there more than one gun fired? 
Was there a conspiracy involved? Was 

af 

the Dallas Police Department responsible — 
for failure to provide better protection 
for the President? Was the Warren Com- 
mission as objective as it could have 
been? Did they pursue all possible angles 
to the case? Does the new evidence pre- | ; . 
sent basic new evidence which was un- ~~ ‘ 
available to the Warren Commission... 
We cannot allow these fundamental 

questions to go unanswered any longer. 
Even the President who was a member 
of the Commission stated that if suff- 
cient new evidence was available it could 
merit a new investigation. I feel it is time 
that this investigation was begun and I 
urge the House Rules Committee to re-. . 
verse itself and allow this issue to be de- 
bated on the House floor in a responsible 
manner, The more we let this issue go 
unresdlved the more emotional the de- 
bates will become. Let reasonable men 
make reasonable judgments. 'The Ameri- 
can. people will be the better for it. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DOWNING of. Virginia. Mr.- 
Speaker. I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re- 
marks on the subject of my special order 
today, . 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

a 
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generating axons. The second type of nec- 
essary action, given the provision of these 
materials, is support of studies targeted 

directly on the mode of action of NGF and 
other extrinsic factors with the objective of 
increasing the proepect of extending the 
presently abortive sprouting and regenera~ 

tive activity In the Mammalian nervous ByS< - 

tem, 
B. TRAINING 

As research probienis concerning growth 
and regeneration in the nervous system come 
into sharper focus, it 1* becoming clear also 
that relatively few of the persons now en- 

gaged in neurological research in the United 
States are adequately trained in those con- 
cepte and techniques of cell and develop- 
mental biology that the becoming funds- 
mental to further progress on regeneration. 
At the same time, the increasing numbers 
af cell biologists, chemists, immunologists 

and others who are turning their attention 

to neutral growth generally lack the requisite 
beckground for something as complex and 
Pisstic ag the mammalian central nervous 
system unless they also receive further train~ 
jng. Our recommendations: 

L Establish increased number of Institu- 
_ tional Training Awards, focusing on en- : 
” vironments where developmental neurosci- 

ence is (or can be encouraged to become) 
closely integrated with the broader disci- 
pline of cell and developmental biology. 

2. Establish a mechanism for the retrain- 
ing of selected relatively senior professionals, 
eg. via a Visiting Investigator program that 
would underwrite visits of 1-12 months to 

riee active in developmental neurol- 
ogy in general or expert in same particular 
pertinent technique. — 

8. State a particular interest in the field 
of nervous system growth and regeneration 
in fellowship announcements and other 
channels of information. 

& Recognize the particular dearth of ex- 
“pertise {mn the neuropathology of trauma at 

- the present time. Historically, this has not 
been the most vital area of neuropathology, 
apd yet the extraordinary advances in de- 
velopmental neuroblology im recent years 
have made available a powerful set of new 
methods of microscopy and microchemistry 
that should be engaging the attention of 
the current generation of trainees in neuro- 
pathology. A few excellent training prograzs 
in the neuropathology of trauma would seem 
esential to produce the 
should form the crucial ink between the ex- 
perimenters working with animals and tis- 
mue cultures on the one side and the clini- 
clans on the other side. The pathological 
Probiem of traume to the human spinal cord 
and brain, and indeed the much more gen- 
eral problem of focal destructive disease -of 
the nervous system, must be viewed In terms 
of the concepts and laboratory techniques 
wow to the fore on the experimental 
side of developmental neurology, Yet today, 
f ts virtually impossible to identify a single 

Young neuropsthologist in the whole coun- 
&y who could take a position with an ACA 
Gemic group focusing on spinal cord injury 

6. Recrgantze and expand ‘the staff, space 
and budget of the intramural regeneration 
Testarch program of the NINDS in Bethesda 
ae a5 to provide a training focus as well as @ strong research focus. The NIH has ex- 
etient examples where an intramural @recn over a period of years has trained Pare wally all the outstanding investigators of 
ee nation in a particular feld, 

C. PLANNING AKD COORDINATION 

Rege 
start in this area and make o 

personnel who) 
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theme in the neurosciences, and one of 
fundamental relevance to the long-range 
prospect of effective therapy (as opposed to 
prevention) of many forms of atroke, focal - 
epllepsy, chronic multiple sclerosis, cerebral 

palsy, and mental retardation, in addition to 
traumatic injury of spinal cord and brain 
Clearly the field is ripe for a push. 

2. We recommend that the Institute pre- 

pare a budgetary projection, to be added to 
its present commitments, that would encom- 

pass its plan for promoting laboratory re- 
search programs aimed toward accompush- 
ing effective regeneration in the central 
nervous system. These laboratory programs 
should be distributed nationally among 

about a dozen Centers of Excellence (Pro- 
fram Project size) and a much larger num. 
ber of smal) groups and individual grantees, 
Une latter working especially In problem areas 

where urgency is great and predictability is 

“ The Institute should encourage national 
lay groups with Interests In particular neu- 
Tological diseases to recognize a common 

objective in promoting Isboratory research 

om nervous systems at cellular and molecular 
Jevels In whatever species or systems may 

yleld thé most powerful understanding of 
normal function and disease. . ~ 

4. The Institute should coordinate and 
partially underwrite the presently somewhat 
haphazard efforts to exchange ideas among 
neuroscientists nationally and internation- 
alty, incloding conferences, laboratory work- 

shops, visiting lectureships and preparation, 
of focused bibliographies. - 

Mr. Speaker, this May, I am calling 4 
1976 meeting, the fifth in this annual se- 

. 
ries. I am especially grateful for those 
Members who have participated in the 
past and will welcome participation } by “previous order of the House, the gentle-" 

all Members again this year 

THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESI- 
DENT JOHN F. KENNEDY ~~ 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from California (Mr. HINSHAW) is 

recognized for 5 minutes, — 
:. Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, over the 
past year, it has become increasingly dis- 
concerting to me that certain established 
facts, with direct bearing on the assassi- 
nation of former President John F. Ken- 
nedy, have been omitted from the final 
official report by the Warren Commis- 
sion. 
Hearsay evidence could not persuade 

me to accept this conclusion. Scant and 
insufficient evidence could likewise be 
ignored. But the regularity with which 
carefully documented data continually 
coines to light, its obvious contradictions 
to the Commission’s published findings, 
and its conspicuous absence from the 
Warren Commission report command 
further responsible and thorough in- 

vestigations. 4... 

While I concur with the observation. 
that a further investigation at this time 
may be too tardy, it is my feeling that, in 
@ case such as this which manifests an 
unmistakable omission of facts as well 
as an incomplete effort, the credibility 
of the Federal Government to conduct or 
even require a thorough and exhaustive’ 

_ study is serfously undermined. To be> 
faced with a situation where any citizen 
can read for the errors and in-. 
accuracies in. en official report of this na-. 

. tare, leads those Jame individuals to 
re a 

me 7 patra 
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March 18, 1976 

question the resolve of the Government 
to dig for the truth in e multitude of. 
other areas, and to doubt its basic com- 
mitment to the tireless search for the 
full and complete truth in every decision 
made. Daily, we ‘are confronted with 
criticism by the media and press, almed 
at the holes in our logic. the gaps in 
our data. the inaccuracies in our state- 
ments, and finally, charges against us not 
only of ignorance but of wilful con- 
Spiracy to conceal certain information 
from the public. The investigation of the 
CIA, the enactment of the Freedom of 
Information Act, the current debate over 
nuclear regulation, and numerous other 
recent developments should suffictently 
warn us, as Members of Congress, to pur- 

‘sue the truth to wherever it leads. We, as 
a national effort should take every crit-- 
-icism of the Warren Report and every 
piece of new Information and respond 
in a detailed analysis to these conflict- 
ing views and information. 

Again, we are facing the electorate in a 
year when faith in Congress and other. 
national leaderShip falters. I support this- 
resolution in an effort to establish a com- 
plete, full, and accurate public record on. 

_this specific matter, and will pledge my 
efforts to likewise pursue the facts on. 
_every important matter which may come 
‘to my attention 0 on this Ss subject. 

IMPROVING FEDERAL LAW . om 
ENFORCEMENT AID 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under Py 

woman from New York (Ms. HOLTZMAN) | 
is recognized for 80 minutes. . 

Ms. HOLTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, the 
' Federal Government spends nearly $1 . 

billion annually in aid for local law en- 
forcement through the Law Enforcement 
Assistance Administration, LEAA pro-" 
grams, however, have not done enough. 
_to protect Americans from crime. 

’ Y would like to call to the attention of 
my colleagues testimony which I pre- 
sented to the Crime Subcommittee of 
‘the House Judiciary Committee, in 
which I offer a number of suggestions 
for making LEAA a genuinely effective 
Federal crimefighting program: 

To Mane LEAA a Mort EYracrive 
WearPpon AGAINST CEIME 

(Testimony of Representative E.rzaserH 

Hotrzman, before the Subcommitiee on. 

' Crime ef the Bouse Judiciary Committees” ° 
March 11, 1978.)- z 

‘Mr. Chairman, Members of the Subcom- 
mittee on Crime, I appreciate your giving me 
the opportunity to appear before you today 
to speak about the Law Enforcement Assist- 
ance Administration. 

Certainly one ‘of the top priorities of gov- 
ernment at aff levels must be to protect 
Americans from the ravages of crime—from. 
the death, injury, and fear that it brings. 
While State and local governments have the 
primary responsibility for fighting crime, the 
Federal government—despite the S chetorie of 
the President and others—has falled to meet 

_its own duty to Bid the States and cities in 
this effort: ~ 

_ LEAA wes intended to be the major weapon 
of the Federal war on crime, but, 2s. testl- 
Tony. before this Committee has shown, it 
has failed to have significant impact. In 1968 
Congress passed the Omnibus Crime Con- 
wal and Sat 

tat . 
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NEED FOR REOPENING INVESTIGATION ‘OF ASSASSINATION OF JOHN Fe KENNEDY 

REOPEN INVESTIGATION INTO THE 
ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT 
JOHN F. EENNEDY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle. 
man from Texas (Mr. GonzaLez) is rec- 
ognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, since I 
. Introduced House Resolution 204 on Peb- 
ruary 19—if the resolution is passed by 
the House a select committee of seven 
Members of the House would study the 
circumstances surrounding the deaths of 
President John F. Kennedy, U.S. Senator 
Robert F. Kennedy, and Dr. Martin. Lu- 
ther King, and the attempted assassina- 
tion of Gov. George Wallace—there has 

’ been a tremendous surge of interest on 
the part of the media and the general 
public in finding out what were the true 
facts regarding these assassinations. 

Part of this interest has come about — 
as the result of the showing of a second- 

. generation Zapruder film of the assasst- 
nation of President John F. Kennedy 
which is owned by Robert Groden of New 
York. This film within the last months 
has been seen for the first time by the 
general public. 

As I have Indicated In previous state- 
ments on this subject, the interest and 
concern of the people {s genuine and 

- merits attention from the Congress. 
I have recently received a copy of a 

draft brief for reopening the investiga- 
tion into the assassination of President 
John F. Kennedy written by several stu- 
dents at the University of Virginia which 
I would like to share with you and other 
Members of the House. It fs, as follows: 

A Daarr Brier ror REOPENING THE Tuvestica- 
TION INTO THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT 
Joun PF. Krxnepy 

(By the following students at the Univer- 
sity of Virginia: Mark Allen (Coll. 4), Sally 
Boucher (Coll. 3}, Kevin Farrell (Coll. 1), 
ake Holm (Coll. #). and Andy Purdy (Law 

). 
. . paeratoay NOTE 

This document is intended to point out 
some of the arguments in favor of reopening 
the investigation tmto the assassination. of 

President John PF. Kennedy. We have framed: 
the arguments in “brief” form to otercome 
the threshold barrier to consideration of the 
tsgues by Members of Congress and the news 
media posed by the great volume of con- | 
flicting writings and evidence. 

We believe that-an appropriate committee 
of Congress should hear the evidence which 
calls into question the findings of the War- 
ren Commission, 

CHARLOTTESVILLE, Va., Aprit 14, 1875, 

Tur Waxarn Comission Poronres 

The Warren Commission concluded thet 
_ Lee Harvey Oswald fired the shots that killed 

President Kennedy and wounded Governor 
Connally,’ and that these shots were fred 
from the sixth floor of the Téxas Schoo! Book 
Depository.2 The shots came from behind," 
back of bis neck, and secondly by « bullet . 
which entered the right rear portion of his 
head‘ Governor Connally was struck by a 
sbullet which entered the right side of his 
back and exited under his right nipple, then 
to pass through his right wrist and enter bis 
left thigh? 

The Commission concluded that the shots 
"were fired from the Texas Bchool Book De- 

pository because: 
(®) of witnesses reporting seeing a gun 

fired from the sixth floor window of that 

bullding; * 
(b) the bullets recovered from Governce 

Connally and the Presidential limousine were 
fired from the rifie found on the sirth fioor 
of the Depoaltory building “to the exclusion 
ui &u veuer Wompuus, wou Carwidge Cass 

also found on the sixth floor ware Identified 
as having been fired from the same rifle; * 

(c) the windshield of the limousine wes 
struck on the inside by a bullet fragment: é 

(ad) the sutopsy report and examinations 

of Governor Connaliy'’s wounds by doctors 
and wound ballistic experts }ead to the oon- 

‘elusion that the bullets were fred from 
-gbove and behind» 

Although. some witnesses gaid that they 
thought the shots came from the direction 
of the Triple Underpass (a forward direc- 
tion}, and from several other sites as well, 
the Commission found no substantial ori 
dence to that effect.” 

The Commission belleved that there w 
three shots fired, based primarily on the ¢ 
dence that three spent cartridge cases werp 
found in the Depository Building. Witnesses 
varied on the number of shots they heard? 
though the general consensus was three. 
However, “soon after the three empty car- 
tridges were found, officials at the scene de- 

- gided that three shots were fired, and that 
conclusion was widely circulated by the press. 
Eyewitness testimony may be subconsciously 
colored by the extensive publicity .-. .°™M 
There is some speculation about which bul- 
jets struck the President and Governor Con- 
aally, aod whether the same buliet which 
pierced the President's throat also caused 

Governor Connally’s wounds.™ 
Furthermore, the Commission concludes 

that Lee Harvey Oswald fired the shote 
Cause: 

+ (a) Oswald owned the rifle from which the 
shots were fired and was observed to enter 
the Depository Bullding November 22, 1963 
carrying a brown paper wrapped bundle, pre- 
‘sumably the dissembled rifle. The two eyé- 
witness reporte of this bundle are not com- 
pletely concurrent and somewhat vague.* 

(b) Cewald was seen by one eyewitness de 
the time of the assassination at the sixth 
floor window.™ 

(c) Oswald bad capable markemen abill- 
tes.** and 

(@) bad attempted to kill Maj. Gen. Eawib 
Walker on April 19, “thereby detnonsirating 

his disposition to take human life.” * 
The Commission aiso concluded that O«- 

wald killed Patrolman J. D. Tippit because 

of positive identification by two eyewitnesses 
who saw the shooting, and by seven eyewit- 
nesses who heard the shots and saw the gun- 
man leaving with a revolver in hand.™ Os- 
wald, at the time of his arrest possessed the 
revolver from which the cartridge cases found 
at the scene were fired “to the exclusion of 
all other weapons.” And Oswald's Jacket waa 
found along the path of fiight of the gun- 
man.” 
The Commission also concluded that Jack 

Buby did not act as part of a conspiracy.™ 

’The Ofictal Warren Commission ; 
on the Assassination of President John F. 
Kennedy (Doubleday & Company, Ine. Gar- 
den City, N.J.: 1964), at 19. 

e _ ibid. at 18. 

« fotde., at 19. Bee also 86-00. 
*Tbid., “at 19. See also 02-93. 
* Fotd., at 18. See also 143-148. 
' Jbid., at 18. 
t roid. e 

* Ibid., at 18. See aleo 87-06. 
= Tdid., at 19. 
1 Foid., at 19, Bee alao 110. 
 Jbid., at 19. Bee alao 111. 

M Toid,, at 19. Gee also 87-06 and 1. 
117. 

™ Jbid., at 19, See aleo 191-154. 
¥ Ibid., at 19. See also 63. 
# did. at £19. See also 186. 
¥ Ibid. at 20. See also 163-164. 
® Jbid., at 20. See also 166-167, 
» Tot. at 20. 

* = fold. et 21, 

I. Tee Yecetaversmry or THE Bincie BULLET 
Tyrrory Calis INTO QueaTION TAZ EssEn- 

Tit, Povorcs or THE WARREN COoMMIBAION . 

The widely discussed “aingle bullet” theory 
ie seen by critics of the Warren Commission 
as essential to the finding that Lee Harvey 
Oswald acted alone’ The Warren Commission 
said: “Altbough it Is not necessary to any 
essential findings of the Commission te de- 
termine just which abot hit Governor Oon- 
mally, there is very persuasive evidence from: 
the experts to indicate that the same bul-; 
det which pierced the President's throat also. 
oaused Governor Connaliy'’s wounds. How- 
ever, Governor Connally's testimony and cer-, - 
tain other factors bare given rise to some dif- 
ference of opinion as to this probability but. 
there is no question in the minds of any 
member of the Commission that all the shots 
which caused the President's and Governor 

Conually‘’s wounds 
floor window of Temas Schoo! Book De- 
pository.” § 

A. The single bullet tnsbey in emential to 
the Warren on"s Anding that lee 
Harvey Oswald alone.” 

The back/neck in President Ken- 
medy and the wounds in Governor Connally, 
whether from the same or different bullets 
occurred between frames 210 to 240 as ania 
by the Zapruder film. Th represents = time 

tpan, based on the 199 f s/second run- 
ning speed of Zapruder’s cam of just over 
1.6 seconds. The minimum fring time with- 
out alming of Cawald's 6.5. mullumeter Mann-, 
Uechber-Carcano rifle was 23 secouds, pree 
cluding the possibility of separave ahots rs 
the same gun inflicting these wou: 
men. 

fired from the sixth
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highly improbable that President Kennedy 
and Governor Connally were struck by the 

fame bullet, , 
1. The Zapruder film shows rather con- 

vincingly that the President and. Governor 
Cennally were struck by separate bullets. 

The Warren Commission said that the 
wound in President Kennedy's peck was in- 

curred between Zapruder frames 210 to 225 
It ls apparent in frame 230 that the Preal- 
dent has been shot and Governor Connalby is 

still unharmed, holding his hat in his as. 
yet uninjured right hand in a position higher 
than when it was struck. 

Governor Connally, his wife, and his doc- 
tors? believe he was hit by as separate, sec- 

-ond shot. About the single bullet theory, Mr. 

Connally bas sald: “They talk about the 
‘one bullet’ theory, but as far 23 I’m con- 
cerned, there is no ‘theory’. There is my ab- 
solute knowledge. and NelHe's too, that one 

bullet caused the President's first wound, and 
that an entirely separate shot struck me.” * 

An analysis of the angle subtended by the 
line drawn along the shoulder and the line 

@iong the oar indicate that Governor Oon- 

nally was struck between Zapruder frames 

237 and 238° Other involuntary responées in- 
dicating this as the Jocstion of the hit on 

Governor Connally include the puffing of his 

cheeks and the disarranging of his hair. Ac- 
cording to Dr. Gregory these factors are con- 

sistent with ftovoluntary physical reactions 
toa bullet hit. . 

2. Governor Connally’s doctors believe the 

Dullet which wounded him did not first pass 
through the President. 

“Dr. Gregory indicated that both he and 

Dr. Shaw thought it highly unlikely that the 
President and the Governor had been hit by 
the same bullet."" The doctors. were in- 
fMuenced by the character of the wound being 
very amall and having clean-cut edges ¥ and 

-the fact that. there were no cloth fibere in 
the back wound (as opposed to thelr presence: 

' in his wrist) tn reaching the conclusion that 
the bullet which struck Connally had not 
struck Kennedy first. — 

3. Government reports also support this 
evidence of separate bullets. : 

Preliminary Special Dallas Report No, 1, 
Assassination of the President, prepared by 
the Secret Service said that the President 
was shot and “Immediately thereafter Gov- 
ernor Connally ... was shot." The FBI, 
in fts five-volume report presented to the 
Warren Commission on Dec. 9, 1963, con- 

tained similar oonclusions.“ 

4. The vertical and horizontal trajectories 
necessary for a single bullet to have wound- 
ed both men from the Depository window at 
& downward trajectory of 17 degrees are not 
plausibly established by the evidence, 

An examination of the photograph con- 
tained in the Commission's final report re- 
portediy demonstrating the bullet path of 
the single bullet theory shows a. trajectory 
‘originating from the left (rather than the 
right) rear and in a vertical angle less than 
17 degrees. Furthermore, such a bullet would 
be exiting from below the President's 

_ throet.* When examining the trajectories of 
the wounds and the bullet Sight paths ac- 
earding to the Commissions report discrep- 
ancies arise. 

“Acoording t the commission theory, a 
bullet entered the upper right side of the 
Preident's back and emerged at the midline 
of the anterior throat, grazing the left side 

of the knot of the President's tie as it 
"" The bullet was then supposed 

to have entered Governor Connally's back, 
exiting below the right nipple of his chest, 

and then crushing his wrist and lodging in 

_ Te @o this, the bullet would have had to 
make an acute turn to the right in mid air 
before entering Governor Oonnally, which is 
virtually impossibie, | 

From evidence obtained from an examina- 
tion of the President's brain, an explana- 
tion of the amalier throat wound ls made. 
It ts believed to have been an exit wound for 
& piece of bone that was caused |by the sec- 
ond head sbot. This is consistent with the 

true, then the single bullet theory has-ap 
eredibility because there was no other bullet 
exit in the front of the President. 

fe VUCLIUELIOG tO Cate CRUG LN@ DOD-Tae tal 
wounds to President Kennedy and Governor 
Connally, is {noonstetent with testa of Like 
Dulleta in similar circumstances.™ 

The bullet which supposed!y went through 
both the President and the Governor, shat- 
tering two bones in the process shows no de- 
formity tn the upper 2/5 of its length. Thare 
f$ & small loss of lead at the base of the 

(bullet but the copper jacket remains intact. 
Thia is inoonsistent with the amount of 
metallic partioleg which were found in the 
wounds  — 

if it is accepted (as the Warren Commia- 
sion did} that the bullet which entered Ken- 
hedy's back, axited from his throat and then 
oteréd Connally's back, the angles of the 

jectories need to be examined. Cyril Wecht 
as done so and concludes: 
“It should also be pointed out that the tn- 

dicated pathways of these wounds are in con- 
siderable disagreement with the calculated 
trajectories from the postulated firing posi- 
Won of the assassin, The supposed assassin’: 
mite looked down on the car at an angle 
which varied from 22 to 20 degrees in the 
vertical plane and from 18 to about 8 de- 
Kross (right to left) in the hortrontal plane, 
during the time interval over which these 
wounds might have been tnfilcted. The alope 
of the street, about 3 degrees, might perbap: 
be deducted from the vertical angle if we 
assiime that the men's seating posture was 
determined by the slope of the car rather 
than their own sense of balance. (The War- 
Fen Commission made this correction al- 
though it is open to some question.) How . 
ever, the vertical angle through the Presi- 
Gent's back/neck wound measures only about 
114, degrees, while that through the Gov- 

. @rnor's chest is larger, namely about 25 de- 
grees. The indicated lateral angles (right te 
left in the horizonta? plane) are about the 
same for both men, namely about 20 degrees. 
While these angular measuremente are sub- 
ject to error of a few degrees either way, the 
discrepancies seem too large to explain away 
in this fashion.” . 

The original autopsy fact sheet places the 
President's neck wound in his back st a 
Position below the neck wound in the front. 
Though said later to have been an inoorrectiy 
low, rough estimation of the wound, it does 
line up with the boles in the Presideng's coat 
and shirt.= The response that the Predident's 
coat and shirt were “bunched up“ in the 
back, thus accounting for the low clothing 
holea in light of a high wound, as conclu. 
eae disproven by a gtance at Willis alide 

&. The character ef the wound in the front 
of the President’s neck establishes that « 

_ pristine bullet did not exit there as postu- 
lated by the single bullet theory. 

The bullet wound In the President's throat, 
described later as viewed prior to the trache:: 
otomy incision, was ’ mall ...8 to § 
mm." * Dr, Cyril Wecht has said that he 
finds a wound of that size"... very, very 
hard to buy as an exit wound for a bullet 
‘which would have entered the back.” ™ 

An experiment done for the Warren Oom- 
mission by Dr, Alfred G. Olivier of the Army's 
Edgewood Arsenal was done to simulate the 
wound through the President's neck, Three 
€.5 millimeter bullets were fred through 14 
centimeters of goat meat held between goat. 
axins and shirt and jacket cloth.™ The bullet 
entry wounds are the sume atze as the wound 
tn the President's beck, but the smallest exit 
hole waa 10 mm, to the 5 mm, 
throat wound™ in President Kennedy. - 

@ The neutron activation analysis done 06 
ths bullet fragments found in Oonnally's 
wrist could not identify them with the bul- 
let said té heve wounded the Preskient. 

1 J. Edgar Hoover's letter of July 8, 1964 to 
the Warren Commission reports the remute 
of the neutron activation asalyeis—that the 
metal fragments from Oonnally’s wrist could 
not be identified az having come from the 
bullet which wounded the President.” The 
extensive studying of the (as yet unreleased) 
Taw data could determine whether theses test 
hioP aia prove the single bullet theory incur- 

Life Zapruder te, Maverferd, Pennsyi- 
Venta, April 1197s. 
; 8H 108-184); (8 eT) (renter). 

. Q0curs in 1/18 of a aecand, 

5 * See Rapruder frame 366. Bee hlso Thomp- 
gon, Fiz Soconds tw Dolla: (Bornert Guier 
duaccistes, New York: 19¢7T}, at O68; 
, (4 Mi), mo . 
' ®Thompeon, Life interview with Gorerna 
and Mrs. Connally, October 86, 1968. 
; *Thompeon, §tz Seconds tn Dolias, at TS. 
. “interview. with Thompeom on Apri 1, 
2076 re: his November 2, 1906 interview with 

& Thompson, Siz Scoonds tm Ballas, at FT, 
® (48 104). . - 
* Archives CD 87, dated Merember 26 164%, 
* Archives CD L. 
™ (5 H 60: 18 BH 6G—60), 
* Warren, photo #19 after page 434. 
® Cyril H. Wecht and Robert F. Senith, “Tha 

President J hn Renned a ¥. Zotence ot John ‘orenstc 
$ (1074), at 194. ~* 

™ Thompson, Sz Ssconds tm Dallas, at 344 

* Foid., at 146-184, 

* Wecht and Smith, at 184 
™ (6 H 59-80). oO t 
™ Thompson, Siz Seoords im Dallas, at 223, 
: (17 H 29), : 

Bee Siz Seconds; interview 
with Wecht, May 36, in 

= (8 H TT-78), 
"See Commission Exhidit 860. | 
“Interview with Thompaon, April 1, 1978; 

1. DOUBLE MEAD SHOTS * 
A. There is strong evidence to indicate thas 

the President's head was hit by two shote 
fn rapid succeasion, one from the front and 
the other from the rear. . 

1. The motion of the Preaident’s head tends 
to Indicate that there were two shots. 

tween frames 313-313 of the 
film the President's head is econ ter mova 
forward at a rate of 69.6 feet/second, Beging 
ning at frame 318 the head moves tly 
backward atid to the left WHE 1¢ bounces 
Of the back seat at frame 821. Its speed 
backwards is 100.3 feet per second, This all 

This motion Is extremely rapid and analysis 
of the film shows that it was not caused by 
acceleration of the car, as none of the cocud 
pants were thrown off balance at that time: 
Secret Service agent Clint Hill testified that 
he was thrown off balance by the sccelera- 
tion of the car, yet he did not reach the car 
until frame 368 which is 3 seconds after 
head shots. ; 

The motion cannot be explained af a neue 
romuscular reaction. The startled respon 
takes place over an interval of 40-200 milit- 
seconds. The time required for the head w 
move forward is 83 milliseconds, The change 
in direction of Kennedy's head observed, 4n 
the film occurs in 54 milliseconds, much too 
fast for a neurospasm. os 

Similarly, with a neuromuscular reaction 
we would expect the head to keep acosle- 
rating, however, in this case the veloolty re- 

(pre-central gyrus) was blown out by, the 

2. The location of brain matter after. ze 
shots supports the double shot theory. 

Governor and Mrs. Connally were covered 
with brain matter which would support a 
shot from the rear. However, a large aravent 
of brain debris splattered on the left rear of 
the presidential car and also on the untforma 

A plese of akull bone, found in the street 
by an observer approximately 35 feet from 
where the President was shot. It was iden-= 
tified by Dr. A B. Cairns, chief pathologist. 
at Methodist Hospital ag being : 
-occipetal (rear) region of the akull. A bulieS 
fired from the rear would have great diffi- 
culty osusing this effect, but ons fired : 
the front could easily explain t.! . : 

3. Doctors at Parkland Hospital described 
the President's bead wounds in a manner 
consistent with the double shot theory, : 

In addition to the massive wound to the 
right temple, the Parkland doctors Gescribed 

i § 

weg



to corroborate the Deller toes one wo mew 
eed chota cams from the front 

The Bethesda doctors give the péoture of 
‘eg shot entering the rear of the Preekient's 

hesd and causing the massive damage to the : 
temple region.* 

FOOTHOTES 
‘Tbompeon, Fiz Seconds in Dallas, at 86- 

Be. 
$ Fbid., at 96-201. 
# tid, ot 103-211. 

Tit, Ir Is Horarvt Tana Oswate Dew AlL Tex 
Smoormts : : 

A. Tt ea widaly accepted misconception 

that Let Harvey Oswald was an expert rifie- 
man, apd thas the shots frosa the Depositary. 

window wore. “Ome”. . . 

man", the lowest title given out by the 
Marine Corpa. Lt. Col. A. CO, Folsom testified 
before the commission that Oewald's ability 
as evidenced by his score was that of @ 
“rather poor shot." 4 

Complicating Oswald's rather mediocre 
ebooting skili was the alleged asssasination 
weapon fwelf, the Italian Manlicher-Cara- 
ceno. The Caracano was a very cheap rife, 
retailing for only $12.78. It had a reputation 
for being o “humanitarian” weapon, a poor 
ehoice for any aseacsin’ The maladjusted 
scope on the rifle sent bullets fiying high 
and of to the right,’ Its difficult bolt made 
rapid fring very dificult. In addition, Os- 
wald's Caracano had an eccentrio trigger 
and e disintegrating firing pin.«£ 

- Bome of the Commission's difficulties re- 
garding Oswald's rifle capability and his 
wea) 
layed Had It Been determined that 
had been practicing with the Maniichet: 
Caracano shortly before the assassination. 
The Commission was unable document a 

_ @ingle instance of Oswald pratticing with 
his Manlicher-Caracano despite an extensive | 
effort to do ao.! 

But even given an excellent rifie and & 
superb marksman, Oswald's alleged feat of 
ehooting is remarkabie. He fired three shots. 

pon's effectiveness might have been _- 

i 

from « bolt action rifle (which he had to load’ i) 
and unload twice) in a short span of 4.6- 
6.6 seconds. He was shooting at « target mov- 
ing down an incline, from 6) feet up and 180 
to 265 feet away. He had only 8 seconds te 
aim for his firat shot and yet. he managed te 
land two accurate hits, the last one causing 
the President's fatal head wound. 

The Commission endeavored to determine 
if Oswald was capable of such « performance. 
The Commission's rifie testa were so different 
from the actual conditions Oswald encoun<- 
tered, that any of their conclusions are open 
to serious question. The Commission's rifie- 
man was shooting st stetionary targets in- 
stead of moving ones; they were firing from 
30 feet up instead of Oswald's 60; they took — . 
as much time ag they wanted for the first 
ahot while the asssssin had less than one 
second to aim for his; and even more re 
markabie they corrected the defective sight 
of Oswald's Caracano by mounting the rifie 
with metal shims. Furthermore the Commis- 
sion employed “master” riflemen for the tent, 
experts in firearms some four classes abore 
Oswald's shooting ability. 

Even under these more farorabie ciroum- 
stances, the Commission's test only served 
to prove how difficult Oswald's alleged feat 
really was, Only one of the three “master” 
rifiemen, (with the stationary targets, onc- 
rected sight, reduced distance and added fir- 
ing time for the first shot) managed to 
duplicate Oswald's ability, 

B. The psychological streas eraluation in 
dicates that Oswald was telling the truth 
ene, DY Said thet he did not kill the Presi- 

was developed in the early 1070's as an anci- 
ary component to the polygraph which is 
designed to determines the authenticity of & 
suspects testimony, It was later discovered 
by its inventors, Alan D. Bell, Jr. and Charities 
R. McQueston (former Heutenant colonel in 

army intelligence), that the PSE. evaluated 
authenticity accurately enough to be used 
independentiy of the bolygraph’? Other poty- 
graph experts have come to the #ame onn- 
elusion and the PSE. is now growing to be 
@ Treapectable device in criminological cir- 

cles.” 
In 1972 George O*Toale processed tape re- 

cordings of Lee Harvey Oswaidc's statements 
to reporters {cough the PEE. His resaite 
were interesting: the PSE. indicated that 
Ocwald was telling the truth when he eaid 
tiat he had not killed the President Mr. 
O'Toole’s result brought criticism from exz- 
perta who learned of his project; however, 
after processing the tapes themaclres, the exe 
perts had to agres with his conclusions.» For 

example, LL. H. “Rusty” Hitchcock, a former 
army intelligence agent and one of the most 
experienced polygraph examiners In the 
country, sent a supportive letter to Mr. 
OTools sfter analyzing the appropriate 
materiaL™ 

The P.SE.'s evaluation of the Oswald tapes 
Oswald's role in the sscansination 

into question, 2 worm - 

* Meagher, Sylvia; : 
Fect (New York; The Bodbs Morrill Come 

pany, 1967), at 131. 
Report at 

Cewald Was Innocent", by 
Gera ontoola. Penthowss Magosine, April 

a rae 
= Pos. pp. 46 wp. naan. 
1 Jdid., p. 132. ; Po 7 
* Ibid., p. 125 (See letter). Laren 

The autopsy of President Kennedy at 
Bethesda Naval Hospital was very incom~- 
Plete and vague in its findings. 

1. The autopsy team was mostly military 
and had had limited forensic experience at 
aoe ean NO civilian forensic pathologist was 
preon 

_ & The wound to the anterior neck was 
mot recognized and dissected because of the 
fracheotomy that had been performed in 
Dallas. This wound wat only discovered the 
following Cay during a oonrersation with 
the Dallas physician who attended Kennedy 
&t Parkland. 

& The back wound wes net dissected or 
fracked under military orders. 

8. Corona! sections through the fixed brain 
Were not made, although this is a routine 
procedure in cases of gunshot wounds of the 
heed in order to track the pathway of a 
bullet or bullet fragment. 

6. As ao result, the autopsy was unable to 
provide detailed analyzis of the wounds to 
help investigators In locating the assassins 
positions? 

%. Bee also autopsy analyeds of trajectories 
a Bingie Bullet Theory—aArgument I, page 

V. Tue Watezen Compecsmon InaprquaTe.y 
INVESTIGATED THE MoveacuntTs aND ACTIONS 
or Jacx Rusr. 

The Cormmisasion watted «iz months before 
interviewing the sesassin ef Oswald, indicat- 
ing « predilection to sccept the long assassin 
theory before all the facta were in. Had the 
Oommuiseion been interested in thoroughly 
investigating the possibitity of a conspiracy,. 
fts first witness would have been Jack Ruby, 
@ man with troubling connections with the 
underworld and long time croney of many 
members of the Dallas Police force, 

Testimony by sereral reliable witnesses 
bring the Commission's timetable of Ruby's 
Inovrements into serious question. The Com- 
miasion clalms that Jack Huby was not in 
Parkland Hospital shortly after the sesas- 

nesses. Seth Kantor, @ mamber of the White ““ 
House press corpe reported tm the Scrippe- 
Bowerd Allrence on Monday, 
Nor, 25, that he hed met Jack Ruby at Park- 
land Hospital about an Sour after Che aspas- 
sinsnon. As. Eantor (¢es¢tfied before the 
Warren Commision “I was indelibly sure 
at the time and have continued to be ao 
that the man who me and with 
whom I talked was Jack Rubs. 1 fest strongly 
sbout tt, because I bed known Jack Ruby 
and he did call me by my fret name, .. 3 

iWecht, pp. 12-113. See alo Appendix 
D im Thompeon'’s “S Seconds tn Dallas, PP. 

trait they were unsure of Ruby's mor te 
during a critical period following the assas- 
sination. Instead they chose to accept the 
testimony of a convicted murderer orer that 
of respected member of tha White {House 
corps. 

Even more troubling is the Commy 
inability to determine exactly Jack pobre 
means of entrance to the Dallas Pol 

ment the day he murdered 
Commission was only abie to 
Ruby “probably” entered by the Main 
Ramp, while the police guard, Officer 
-Vaughn was distracted by a dep 
vohicle. But five witnesses cast considerable 
doubt on the Commission's Main Street ramp 
hypothesia. The three officers who in 
the car which allegedly distracted Wi sughn, 
were departing by the same ramp | Ruby 
was supposed to have entered . 
of the officers saw Ruby entering. ‘wo of ot 
them, C. T. Pierce, the driver of the and 
Sgt, Putnam etated they were post! no. 
one came in while their car was ving* 
Teh guard at the ramp, Officer Vaughn, also . 

firmly denied that Jack Ruby siipped by im. 
Not taking his word, the 4 police 
istered a lie detector test 
passed. 

The Commision also €id not fully inves- 
tigate the allegation that Jack Ruby was in- 
volved in Anti-Castro activities. Nancy Per- 

rin Rich, a former waitress and bartender af, 
Mr, Ruby's Carousel Club testified that oer- 

hich the Of 

eral men approached her husband, « former 

report. 
As & footnote to the Commission's incom- 

plete treatment of Jeck Huby, tt is note- 

worthy to mention the meeting of five men 
spartment the might of 

Ocwald's murder. Though sll of these man 

te Vigient means, On April 23, 1964, reporter 
BD Hunter was abot to death in a 
Beach Police station. Then on Sept. a1. ee 

of Jack Ruby's lawyers, Tom Howard died 
what was diagnosed as w heart attack. The 

‘death of Hunter was termed acckiental while 
remaing unsolved te 

Suxmant oF AxcumMxnr me 

We contend that there is @_reasonable 
doubt that Les Harvey Oswald acted alone In 
the assassination of President Jobn P. men 
nedy. We further contend that the 
ahd quality of responsible criticiem ‘of the 
essential findings of the Warren Commission 
justify a formal governmental inquiry into 
the assassination, 

At a minimum, we contend that a Con- 
gressional committee should hold hearings 
to gather all evidence which calls Into ques= 
tion the Sodings of the Warren Commiesion 
so that a representative body can independ- 
ently determine if there is suficient doubt 
that Oswald acted alone to justify reopening 
the Investigation, 

CONCLUSION 

"(There is reasonable doubt that Lee Harvey 
Oswald acted alone in the assassination of 
President John F. Kennedy. A governmental 

body should reopen the investigation of the 
astassination. -



o 

United States 
of America 

t oii 

ngressional Record 
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 94” CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION 

Vol, 121 WASHINGTON, MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1975 No. 130 

House of Representatives 
IF OSWALD HAD BEEN BROUGHT TO TRIAL 

Mr. TALCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have 
had the good fortune to read the remarks 
of our distinguished colleague, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. Tuomas NX. 
Downwnine, delivered to the Virginia Com- 
monvwealth'’s Attorneys Association dur- 
ing our August recess on the subject of 
the creation of a select committee of 
Members of the House to study the new 
evidence concerning the circumstances 
surrounding the death of President John 
FP. Kennedy. 

The speech is very persuasive. Mr. 
Downine is a very respected Member of 
the House. Some-of us did not. know of 
his keen interest in reopening this case, 

Because of the respect we have for the 
ability, judgment and commonsense of 
Mr. Downtnc, I urge every Member to 
read his speech. I also believe it would be 
edifying for every citizen to read this 
speech. 

For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I include 
the speech at this point in the Recorp: 
RreMaReEs OF THE HONOZABLE THO Mas R, 
Dowwm ro Viacom CoMMONWiaLTH's 
ATTOANEYS AssoclutTion, August 9, 1978 
The legislation that I have introduced over 

the past 161% years ls usyally Hmited to cer- 
tain areas. Generally, they are matters in 
Which the First District has a 
high degree of interest: Merchant Marine, 
port activities, shipbuilding, fisheries, 
Tesearch, and national defense matters. In 
eddition to these, there have always been 
certain areas of national priority in which I 
have tried to refiect the interests of the dis- 
trkt. . 

T suppose that is why nobody esems to be 
adie to understand why I introduced & reeo- 
lution in Apri] calling for the creation of a 
select committee of Members of the House to 
study the circumstances surrounding the 
Geath of John F. Kennedy. It doesn't ecem, 
to fit my hmage. But if you wilt bear with me 
for « litte while, I will try to explain % 

None of us will forget what happened tn 
Dallas almost 12 years ago. I was as 
stunted as any American. Congress had ad« 
journed and I had gons home for the week-. 
end 
When I had the first news that the Presi- 

dent had been shot, I prayed that it would 
not be fatal. And then I found ‘myself in 
somewhat of a trauma for the next few days 
as word came of hie deeth, the avwearing-in 
of LBJ, the plane ride back to W. 
the lying-in-state and the sorrowlui funeral 
procession ending at the grave with the 
etertial fame, 

In the midst of all of tt came the capture 
of Lee Harvey Oswald and his subsequent 
murder—iive on television—by Jack Rudy in 
the besement of police headquarters in 

It was al] so unbelievable, yet all so true, 
Then came the appointment of the Preat- | dent's Commission, chaired by Chief Justice 

Earl Warren. They investigated and reported, 
concluding that there was no evidence of 
conspiracy and that Lee Harvey Oswald, alone 
and unassisted, was responsible for the daath 
of President Kennedy and the wounding of 
Governor John B. Connally of Texas. And 
there the matter was supposed to rest for all 
time. 

_ I did not believe it. 
i I did not believe that one man could have 
fired three shots in six seconds from a cheap, 
foreign made, single shot bolt action rifle 
with the deadly accuracy credited by the FBI 
and the Warren Commission. No way. 

The great majority of Americans, it seems, never believed it. Yet except for a com-<. 
parative few people no one attempted to do 
anything about it. The Warren Commission weiss *> w= -Serg included, in ad- 
dition to the Chief Justice of the United 
Btates, Senators Richard B. Russell of 
Georgia and John Sherman Cooper of Kan- tucky, Representatives Hale Boggs of Louisi« 
ena and Gerald R. Ford of Michigan, the 
former Director of the Central Intelligenos 
Agency Allen Dulles and the noted attorney 
and former high commissioner of Germany, 

John J. McCloy. Their poeition of eminence 
was bolstered by that of the Chief Investiga- 
tive Agency of the United States, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation under its Director, 
J. Edgar Hoover. 

During the intervening years a sizable 
group of experts about the assassination and 
the resulting investigation has developed. 
They include attorneys, physicians, coliege 
Professors, former government investigators 
and specialists in a number of fields. Many of them have extremely high degrees of | 
expertise. ; 

Among them Is a young man named Robert 
Groden who ts particularly adept and imagi- 
native in the fleld of optics. Groden obtained 
@ copy of the elght millimeter, color movie 
of the assassination taken by the late Abra- 
ham Zapruder, a Dallas dress manufacturer 
who was in Dealey Plaza that day. 
Enlarging each of the movie frames that 

showed the fatal shot to President Eennedy's 
head, Groden put them back in sequence at slow motion so that it ts possible to view 
the event from a greater enhanced perspec- 
tive than you would get in Watching a hame 
Movie at normal speed. He has taken his film to gw number of college campuses and ap- 
peared with it before thousands of students. | He also had it on late Hight television twice 
earlier this year. 

In April students from the University of 
Virginia who had. seen the presentation 
asked members of the Virginia delegation 
in the House to take a look at it. They 
brought Groden and the film to W 
and I was one of five Members who saw the 
Presentation. 

ev BP @ wpe ewe 

It ts difficult to explain in complete detail. 
what the fllm shows but you can see Fen- 

_ Dedy grab his throat and start to lean for- 
ward after being shot high in the back A 
second or two later you see Connally’s face 
distort and he starts to crumple into his 
wife's lap. Then with the President bending 
forward with his head thrust slightly down, " he suddenly bolts upright and backward as 
his head literally explodes. His body slams 
back against the back of the seat and then 
bounces to the left toward bia wife. 

I have seen this film shown a number of 
times since then anc there are always peo- 
ple in the group who gasp at the impact. My 
immediate conclusion was that he was hit 
from the right front more than likely by 
someone who was firing from the so-called 
grassy knoll. I concluded that tn all prob- 
ability the Commission was’ wrong. There 
had to be more than one assasin, 

I waited several days and considered all 
the aspects then I introduced my resolution. 

It went in originally with the 
ship of Bill Whitehurst and Herb Harris. I Harris. I 
have reintroduced it on three other occasions 
and now there are thirty sponsors fn all with 
the promise of still additional support. 

Nobody pressured me to introduce this 
resolution. Nobody even tried to persuade 
me. I did it because J believe that the Ameri- 
can people have lived for almost twelve years 
following that terrible day in Dallas without 
Knowing the truth, certainly without kuow- 
ing the whole truth; and that in a times when 
we have bad a great many other myths ex- 
Ploded and brought to Hght, it is time for 
the truth, the whole truth, to be known 
about what really happened to John F. 
Kennedy.” 

7 am in no way trying to criticize the 
members of the Warren Commizsion. The 
American people, however, have faced terrible 
truths in the last few years, truths which 
few of us ever expected to have to face, 
and our nation has survived. I believe ft is 
time that we bring this one out into the 
open. 

As everyone in this country knows so well, 
Lee Harvey Oswald was never brought to 
trial. As Hterally millions of Americans 
watched on television, he was gunned down 
by Jack Ruby in the basement of the Dallas 
police station, less than 48 hours efter the 
murder of John Kennedy. As a result, no 
prosecutor was faced with the problem of 
prosecuting Lee Harvey Oewald for the first 
Gegree murder of President Eennedy. How- 
ever, it is m most interesting exercise for 
Pprosecutora to look sat the theoretical aitu- 

ation with which a district attorney would 
be faced tf Oswald had not been himself 
murdered and if he had been brought to 
trial 
As & prosecutor, what- would you hare 

. going for you? In a warchouse building along 
the parade route, near the scene of the crime, 

. the police found a Manniich-Caroano rifie 
which had been purchased through the mail 
by Oswald. Three cartridges which had been 
fired by that gun were found on the sixth 
floor of this warehouse, tha Texas school 
book depository. A nearly perfect bullet which
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the 
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T
h
e
r
e
 

is 
no 

way 
of 

k
n
o
w
-
 

g 
w
h
e
n
 

the 
cartridges 

had 
been 

fied 
in 

the 

a
n
w
i
c
h
e
r
-
G
a
r
c
a
n
o
;
 

t
h
e
y
 

c
o
u
l
d
 

easily 
h
a
v
e
 

en 
fired 

at 
an 

earlier 
time 

and 
placed 

in 

@ 
biuliding. 

A
l
t
h
o
u
g
h
 

the 
pristine 

bullet 

ynd 
in 

the 
hospital 

appears 
to 

have 
been 

ed 
from 

the 
gun, 

there 
ts 

no 
clear 

evi- 

n
e
e
 

w
h
a
t
e
v
e
r
 

as 
to 

h
o
w
 

it 
got 

o
n
t
o
 

& 

r
e
t
c
h
e
r
 

in 
P
a
r
k
l
a
n
d
 

h
o
s
p
i
t
a
l
.
 

A
n
d
 
o
w
 

let's 
l
o
o
k
 

at 
w
h
a
t
 

a 
d
e
f
e
n
s
e
 

at- 

w
n
e
y
 

v
o
u
l
d
 

h
a
v
e
 

g
o
l
n
g
 

for 
h
i
m
 

in 
this 

m
e
 

C
a
s
e
,
 

1, 
D
e
z
p
i
t
e
 

a 
m
u
l
t
i
t
u
d
e
 

of 
p
e
o
p
l
e
 

In 
D
e
a
l
e
y
 

laze, 
NO 

creditable 
witness 

could 
be 

f
o
u
n
d
 

iat 
saw 

a
n
y
o
n
e
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3. 
T
h
o
 

great 
majority 
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f
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5. 
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8. The FBI's ballistic tests on the bullet 
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| 

from Governor Connally, from the automo- 
bile, etc., were inconclusive. In effect, there 
was no positive ballistics evidence connecting 
the builets with the alleged assassin’s gun. 
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a 

lawyer. 
L
a
w
y
e
r
s
 

from 
the 

Civil 
Liberties 

U
n
i
o
n
 

w
h
o
 

v
o
l
u
n
t
e
e
r
e
d
 

were 
turned 

away. 

Yet, 
the 

q
u
e
s
t
i
o
n
i
n
g
 
w
e
n
 

on, 
On 

top 
of 

that, 

the 
Dallas 

police 
force 

has 
given 

s
w
o
r
n
 

testi- 

m
o
n
y
 

that 
there 

is 
not 

on 
scrap 

of 
evidence 

as 
to 

w
h
a
t
 
O
s
w
e
l
d
 

said 
d
u
r
i
n
g
 

the 
13 

hours 

of 
interrogation. 

A
c
c
o
r
d
i
n
g
 

to 
the 

police, 
the 

Dallas 
police 

force 
did 

not 
o
w
n
 

@ 
tape 

re- 

corder. 
Further, 

they 
did: 

not 
even 

bother 
to 

h
a
v
e
 

s 
s
t
e
n
o
g
r
a
p
h
i
c
 

r
e
c
o
r
d
 

of 
the 

i
n
t
e
r
r
o
g
a
-
 

tion. 
M
o
r
e
 

i
n
c
r
e
d
i
b
l
y
,
 
t
h
e
y
 

say 
no 

n
o
t
e
s
 
w
e
r
e
 

taken. 
It 

ls 
dificult 

to 
belleve 

that 
any 

judge 

or 
J
u
r
y
 

,.. 
W
i
t
h
 

the 
e
x
c
e
p
t
i
o
n
 

of 
the 

W
a
r
r
e
n
 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

.. 
. 
w
o
u
l
d
 

accept 
such 

state- 

m
e
n
t
s
 

as 
true. 

T
h
e
r
e
 

was 
massive 

tapering 
with 

evi- 

dence. 
Despite 

# 
Dallas 

o
r
d
a
n
c
e
 

that 
an 

a
u
t
o
p
s
y
 

m
u
s
t
 

be 
p
e
r
f
o
r
m
e
d
 

by 
the 

c
o
r
o
n
e
r
 

in 
cases 

of 
violent 

death, 
no 

a
u
t
o
p
s
y
 

was 

p
e
r
f
o
r
m
e
d
 

in 
Dallas. 

Despite 
the 

protests 
of 

local 
authorities, 

the 
body 

of 
President 

K
e
n
-
 

nedy 
was 

forcibly 
r
e
m
o
v
e
d
 

to 
B
e
t
h
e
e
d
a
,
 

M
a
r
y
l
a
n
d
,
 
w
h
e
r
e
 

a 
grossly 

i
n
a
d
e
q
u
a
t
e
 
autop- 

sy 
was 

p
e
r
f
o
r
m
e
d
 

by 
three 

military 
pathol- 

ogists 
with 

little, 
if 

any, 
forensic 

experience. 

O
n
 

top 
of 

this, 
the 

c
o
n
t
e
m
p
o
r
a
n
c
o
u
s
 

n
o
t
e
s
 

of 
the 

chief 
s
u
r
g
e
o
n
 
were 

later 
b
u
r
n
e
d
 

by 
h
i
m
 

. 

in 
the 

fireplace 
of 

his 
recreation 

r
o
o
m
.
.
.
 

he 
later 

swore 
that 

he 
d
i
d
 

not 
think 

they 

were 
i
m
p
o
r
t
a
n
t
.
 

M
a
n
y
 

of 
the 

X
-
r
a
y
s
 

and 

p
h
o
t
o
g
r
a
p
h
s
 
w
h
i
c
h
 
w
o
u
l
d
 
n
o
r
m
a
l
l
y
 

be 
taken 

d
u
r
i
n
g
 

# 
c
o
m
p
e
t
e
n
t
 
a
u
t
o
p
s
y
 

w
e
r
e
 
f
o
u
n
d
 

n
o
t
 

to 
exist. 

: 
. 

T
h
e
 

car 
in 

w
h
i
c
h
 

the 
President 

was 
riding 

at 
the 

time 
of 

bis 
death, 

was 
c
o
m
p
l
e
t
e
l
y
 

dis~- 

m
a
n
t
l
e
d
 

by 
the 

secret 
service 

and 
all 

evidence 

r
e
l
a
t
i
n
g
 

to 
it 

w
a
s
 
d
e
s
t
r
o
y
e
d
.
 

Oswald's 
wife, 

w
h
o
 
a
p
p
a
r
e
n
t
l
y
 
had 

n
o
t
h
i
n
g
 

to 
do 

with 
any 

crime, 
was 

held 
in 

"protective 

c
u
s
t
o
d
y
”
 

for 
# 

n
u
m
b
e
r
 

of 
m
o
n
t
h
s
.
 

For 
all 

practical 
purposes, 

she 
was 

Meld 
i
n
c
o
m
m
u
n
i
-
 

cado. 
- 

, 
I 

could 
go 

on 
and 

on 
with 

this 
ist 

but 
I 

think 
I 

have 
m
a
d
e
 

by 
point 

that 
any 

pros- 

ecution 
of 

Lee 
H
a
r
v
e
y
 

O
s
w
a
l
d
 

w
o
u
l
d
 

have 
been 

u
n
d
e
r
m
i
n
e
d
 

by 
the 

m
o
s
t
 

serious 
con- 

stitutional 
abuses. 

Untill 
now, 

I 
have 

been 
discussing 

the 
prob- 

lem 
of 

a 
prosecution 

of 
Oswald, 

not 
neces~- 

sarily 
as 

the 
sole 

assassin 
of 

President 
Ken- 

nedy, 
but 

merely 
s
o
m
e
o
n
e
 

w
h
o
 

m
a
y
 

have 
played 

ea 
roll 

in 
the 

assassination. 
As 

we 
k
n
o
w
,
 

the 
W
a
r
r
e
n
 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

insisted 
m
o
s
t
 

strongly 
that 

O
s
w
a
l
d
 

was 
unassisted 

in 
his 

o
o
m
m
i
a
s
i
o
n
 

of 
the 

crime. 

W
h
a
t
 

n
e
w
 

p
r
o
b
l
e
m
s
 

w
o
u
l
d
 

be 
raised 

If 
it 

were 
necessary 

to 
prosecute 

O
s
w
a
l
d
 

as 
the 

l
o
n
e
-
n
u
t
 

killer? 
Is 

there 
any 

w
a
y
 

in 
w
h
i
c
h
 

® 
prosecutor 

could 
convince 

a 
jury 

that 
he 

and 
he 

alone 
had 

committed 
the 

act? 

_ 
Let 

us 
go 

back 
for 

a 
m
o
m
e
n
t
 

to 
the 

Z
a
p
r
u
-
 

der 
film 

of 
w
h
i
c
h
 

I 
spoke. 

earlier. 
K
n
o
w
i
n
g
 

that 
the 

film 
lo 

Mr. 
Zapruder’s 

camera 
ran 

at 
18.3 

frames 
per 

second, 
It 

is 
possible 

to 
deter- 

mino 
very 

accurately 
the' 

time 
frame 

in 
which 

all 
the 

shooting 
took 

place, 
It 

is 
k
n
o
w
n
.
.
.
 

the 
final 

ahot 
w
h
i
c
h
 

hit 
J
o
h
n
 
K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

in 
the 

head. 
For 

practical 
purposes, 

let's 
r
o
u
n
d
 

this 

off 
to 

six 
seconds. 

N
o
w
 
r
e
m
e
m
b
e
r
 

that 
this 

is 

a 
single 

shot, 
bolt 

action 
rifie. 

After 
each 

shot 
a 

cartridge 
had 

to 
be 

ejected 
by 

the 
bolt, 

a 
n
e
w
 

bullet 
put 

into 
place 

and 
the 

gun 

re-aimed. 
S
o
m
e
 

of 
the 

world's 
finest 

riflemen 

have 
practiced 

with 
the 

Mannlicher-Carcano 

but 
n
o
n
e
 

have 
been 

able 
to 

re-load, 
ré-aim 

and 
fire 

accurately 
in 

less 
than 

three 
seconds, 

This 
m
e
a
n
s
 

that 
in 

the 
time 

frame 
for 

the 

firing, 
@ 
m
a
x
i
m
u
m
 

of 
three 

shots 
could 

have 

been 
fired 

from 
the 

M
a
n
n
l
i
c
h
e
r
-
C
a
r
c
a
n
o
,
 

the 

initia! 
shot 

plus 
two 

re-loads. 

Realizing 
these 

limitations, 
and 

insisting 

that 
only 

a 
single 

g
u
n
m
a
n
 

was 
involved, 

the 

W
a
r
r
e
n
 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

insisted 
thet 

all 
of 

the 

d
a
m
a
g
e
 

done 
during 

the 
fusillade 

wag 
done 

by 
three 

shots. 
T
h
e
 
W
a
r
r
e
n
 

C
o
m
i
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

ad- 

mita 
that 

one 
shot 

missed 
the 

target 
c
o
m
-
 

pletely, 
striking 

the 
street 

curb. 
O
n
e
 

shot 

hit 
President 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

in 
the 

head 
and 

dis- 

i
n
t
e
g
r
a
t
e
d
.
 

T
h
a
t
 

left 
o
n
l
y
 

o
n
e
 

s
h
o
t
 

w
h
i
c
h
.
 

for 
c
o
n
v
e
n
i
e
n
c
e
 

sake, 
h
a
s
 

o
f
t
e
n
 
b
e
e
n
 

l
a
b
e
l
e
d
 

the 
“
m
a
g
i
c
 

bullet.” 
. 

A
c
c
o
r
d
i
n
g
 

to 
the 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
,
 

this 
shot 

entered 
President 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
'
s
 

back, 
exited 

his 
a
d
a
m
'
s
 

apple, 
w
e
n
t
 

t
h
r
o
u
g
h
 

G
o
v
e
r
n
o
r
 

Connally's 
chest, 

broke 
a 

rib, 
w
e
n
t
 

t
h
r
o
u
g
h
 

Connally'’a 
wrist 

shattering 
it, 

and 
w
o
u
n
d
 

up 
in 

his 
thigh. 

This 
is 

the 
bullet 

w
h
i
c
h
 

allegedly 
was 

f
o
u
n
d
 

u
n
d
a
m
a
g
e
d
 

on 
& 

stretcher 
in 

P
a
r
k
l
a
n
d
 

Hospital. 

If 
the 

“
m
a
g
i
c
 

bullet” 
Is 

central 
to 

the 

w
h
o
l
e
 

c
o
n
t
e
n
t
i
o
n
 

that 
O
s
w
a
l
d
 

was 
a 

lone- 

p
u
t
 

killer, 
let’s 

e
x
a
m
i
n
e
 

ite 
feasibility. 

If 
the 

shote 
fired 

by 
the 

m
u
r
d
e
r
e
r
 

c
a
m
e
 

f
r
o
m
 

the 
sixth 

floor 
w
i
n
d
o
w
 

of 
the 

School 

B
o
o
k
 

Depository, 
thelr 

course 
w
o
u
l
d
 

have 

b
e
e
n
 
d
o
w
n
w
a
r
d
 

a
n
d
 

to 
the 

l
e
f
t
.
 If 

a 
b
u
i
l
e
t
 

h
a
d
 

e
n
t
e
r
e
d
 

the 
P
r
e
s
i
d
e
n
t
’
s
 

b
a
c
k
 

a
n
d
 

e
x
i
t
e
d
 

his 
a
d
a
m
'
s
 

a
p
p
l
e
,
 

it 
s
h
o
u
l
d
 

h
a
v
e
 

e
i
t
h
e
r
 

hit 

Mrs. 
C
o
n
n
a
l
l
y
 

w
h
o
 

was 
sitting 

in 
front 

of 

the 
President 

and 
to 

the 
left, 

or 
h
a
r
m
l
e
s
s
l
y
 

s
t
r
u
c
k
 

the 
side 

or 
floor 

of 
the 

car. 
To 

have 

hit 
G
o
v
e
r
n
o
r
 

C
o
n
n
a
l
l
y
 

on 
his 

r
i
g
h
t
 

side, 

w
h
e
n
 

he 
w
a
s
 

eltting 
d
i
r
e
c
t
l
y
 

tn 
f
r
o
n
t
 

of 
the 

President, 
the 

bullet 
w
o
u
l
d
 

have 
to 

have 

m
a
d
e
 

t
w
o
 

90 
d
e
g
r
e
e
 

t
u
r
n
s
 

in 
m
i
d
 

alr, 
F
r
o
m
 

this 
evidence 

alone 
it 

can 
be 

d
e
d
u
c
e
d
 

that 

G
o
v
e
r
n
o
r
 

C
o
n
n
a
l
l
y
 

was 
not 

gravely 
injured 

by 
any 

of 
the 

bullets 
which 

struck 
Presi- 

d
e
n
t
 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
,
 

s
o
m
e
t
h
i
n
g
 

w
h
i
c
h
 

G
o
v
e
r
n
o
r
 

C
o
n
n
a
l
l
y
 

insists 
to 

this 
day. 

F
u
r
t
h
e
r
m
o
r
e
,
 

the 
“
m
a
g
i
c
 

b
u
l
l
e
t
’
 

t
h
a
t
 
w
a
s
 

t
a
k
e
n
 

f
r
o
m
 

the 

stretcher 
was 

pristine. 
The 

only 
lead 

missing 
— 

f
r
o
m
 

it 
was 

that 
r
e
m
o
v
e
d
 

by 
the 

FBI 
for 

tests, 
Yet, 

a 
g
r
e
a
t
 

deal 
of 

lead 
w
a
a
 

left 
in 

G
o
v
e
r
n
o
r
 

Connally'’s 
chest 

and 
wrist 

w
h
e
n
 

the 
bullet 

that 
struck 

him 
struck 

bone. 
F
r
o
m
 

this 
m
a
s
s
 

of 
e
v
i
d
e
n
c
e
,
 

all 
s
e
r
i
o
u
s
 

etitics 
i
n
c
l
u
d
i
n
g
 

a 
n
u
m
b
e
r
 

of 
e
m
i
n
e
n
t
 

p
a
-
 

thologists, 
criminologists, 

and 
Jawyers 

have 
al} 

c
o
n
c
l
u
d
e
d
 

t
h
a
t
 
t
h
e
r
e
 
m
u
a
v
 

h
a
v
e
 

b
e
e
n
 

at 

least 
four 

shots 
at 

Desley 
Plaza. 

As 
n
o
 
o
n
e
 

h
a
s
 
b
e
e
n
 

able 
to 

fire 
the 

M
a
n
n
-
 

J
i
c
h
e
r
-
C
a
r
c
a
n
o
 

four 
times 

in 
sex 

seconds, 
we 

k
n
o
w
 

that 
there 

was 
at 

least 
a 

second 
rifie- 

m
a
n
 

if 
the 

C
a
r
c
a
n
o
 

was 
used 

in 
the 

killing. 

T
h
i
s
 

m
e
a
n
s
 

« 
c
o
n
s
p
i
r
a
c
y
.
 

T
h
i
s
 

m
e
a
n
s
 

t
h
a
t
 

the 
W
a
r
r
e
n
 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

was 
w
r
o
n
g
 

on 
its. 

central 
theals. 

T
h
e
r
e
 

are 
a 
n
u
m
b
e
r
 

of 
o
t
h
e
r
 

v
e
r
y
 
d
i
s
t
u
r
b
-
 

ing 
aspects 

to 
this 

matter 
w
h
i
c
h
 

are 
of 

par- 

t
i
c
u
l
a
r
 

i
n
t
e
r
e
s
t
 

to 
p
r
o
s
e
c
u
t
o
r
s
.
 

A 
h
u
g
e
 

a
m
o
u
n
t
 

of 
vital 

evidence 
was 

w
i
t
h
h
e
l
d
 

from 

the 
W
a
r
r
e
n
 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

... 
p
r
e
s
u
m
a
b
l
y
,
 

it 
e
e
e
 
n
e
e
 

o
d
t
h
h
a
t
d
é
 

t
e
a
m
 

ee 
n
e
n
a
a
n
n
t
n
r
 

holding 
of 

etidence. 
As 

an 
example, 

the 
Dal- 

las 
police 

turned 
over 

to 
the 

FBI 
an 

address 
book 

w
h
i
c
h
 
b
e
l
o
n
g
e
d
 

to 
O
e
w
a
l
d
.
 

In 
It 

was 
one 

page 
which 

gave 
the 

name, 
address, 

telephone 
n
u
m
b
e
r
 

and 
license 

plate 
n
u
m
b
e
r
 

of 
an 

FBI 
agent 

in 
Dallas. 

The 
FBI 

removed 
this 

page 
from 

the 
book 

before 
turning 

it 
over 

to 
the 

W
a
r
r
e
n
 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
.
 

Eventually, 
the 

W
a
r
r
e
n
 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

got 
the 

page 
but 

did 
not 

s
e
e
m
 

upset 
that 

it 
had 

been 
willfully 

withheld. 
T
h
e
 

FBI 
also 

w
i
t
h
h
e
l
d
 

m
o
s
t
 

of 
the 

evidence 
w
h
i
c
h
 

linked 
Jack 

R
u
b
y
 

to 
organized 

crime, 
to 

C
u
b
a
n
 

gamblers, 
to 

the 
narcotice 

trade, 
and 

last 
but 

not 
least, 

to 
the 

FBI 
iteelf. 

It 
h
a
s
 

o
n
l
y
 

r
e
c
e
n
t
l
y
 

b
e
e
n
 

d
i
s
c
o
v
e
r
e
d
 

t
h
a
t
 

J
a
c
k
 

R
u
b
y
 

was 
formerly 

enrolled 
as 

an 
FRI 

in- 
f
o
r
m
a
n
t
 

for 
quite 

a 
period 

of 
time, 

T
i
m
e
 

does 
not 

permit 
me 

to 
go 

Into 
this 

m
a
t
t
e
r
 

as 
deeply 

as 
I 
w
o
u
l
d
 
wish 

tonight, 
but 

J 
w
o
u
l
d
 

like 
to 

give 
you 

just 
one 

m
o
r
e
 

ez- 

a
m
p
l
e
 

of 
this 

type 
of 

w
i
t
h
h
o
l
d
i
n
g
 

and 
of 

w
h
a
t
 
s
m
a
c
k
s
 

of 
a 

s
e
r
i
o
u
s
 
c
o
v
e
r
-
u
p
.
 
W
h
e
n
 

L
e
e
 

H
a
r
v
e
y
 
O
s
w
a
l
d
 
w
e
n
t
 

to 
M
e
x
i
c
o
 

tn 
S
e
p
t
e
m
b
e
r
 

of 
1969, 

he 
had 

to 
obtain 

e 
M
e
x
i
c
a
n
 

entry 

card 
from 

the 
M
e
x
i
c
a
n
 
consulate 

In 
N
e
w
 

O7- 

leans, 
These 

cards 
are 

n
u
m
b
e
r
e
d
 

serially. 

After 
the 

m
u
r
d
e
r
,
 

the 
FBI 

o
b
t
a
i
n
e
d
 
from 

the 

M
e
x
i
c
a
n
 
consulate 

# 
list 

of 
al) 

of 
the 

pereans 

w
h
o
 

o
b
t
a
i
n
e
d
 

entry 
permite 

in 
N
e
w
 

Orleans 

on 
the 

s
a
m
e
 

day 
that 

O
s
w
a
l
d
 

o
b
t
a
i
n
e
d
 

his. 

T
h
e
 
FBI 

did 
a 
m
a
s
s
i
v
e
 
investigation 

with 
re- 

spect 
to 

these 
people 

and 
p
u
b
l
i
s
h
e
d
 

the 
re- 

sults 
in 

detall 
in 

the 
v
o
l
u
m
e
s
 

of 
evidence 

ac- 

c
o
m
p
a
n
y
i
n
g
 

the 
W
a
r
r
e
n
 

report. 
T
h
e
r
e
 

was 

only 
one 

small 
exception. 

T
h
e
 

tdentity 
of 

the 

person 
who 

received 
his 

permit 
immediately 

a
h
e
a
d
 

of 
C
e
w
a
l
d
 
was 

never 
m
a
d
e
 
public. 

In 
1972 

following 
s 

periodic 
review, 

a List 
of 

c
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

d
o
c
u
m
e
n
t
s
 

w
h
i
c
h
 

had 
f
o
r
m
-
 

erly 
been 

w
i
t
h
h
e
l
d
 

was 
released. 

A
m
o
n
g
 

t
h
e
m
 

w
a
s
 

the 
m
i
s
s
i
n
g
 
i
n
f
o
r
m
a
t
i
o
n
 
e
b
o
u
t
 

the 

m
a
n
 

w
h
o
 

ob
taine

d 
the 

permit. 
He 

was 
Wil- 

M
a
m
 

G
e
o
r
g
e
 

G
a
u
d
e
t
,
 
w
h
o
 

w
a
s
 

b
a
s
e
d
 

in 
N
e
w
 

Orleans 
and 

traveled 
widely 

in 
Latin 

A
m
e
r
i
c
a
 

in 
1963. 

A 
previously 

w
i
t
h
h
e
l
d
 

FBI 
report, 

‘dated 
coincidentally 

the 
day 

after 
Jack 

R
u
b
y
 

m
u
r
d
e
r
e
d
 

Lee 
Harvey 

O
s
w
a
l
d
,
 

asys 
that 

Wil- 
M
a
m
 

G
e
o
r
g
e
 
G
a
u
d
e
t
 

gave 
t
h
e
m
 

details 
as 

to 
certain 

of 
Jack 

R
u
b
y
'
s
 

activities, 
not 

lu 
Dal- 

las, 
b
u
t
 

in 
N
e
w
 

O
r
l
e
a
n
a
.
 

W
i
l
l
l
a
m
 

G
e
o
r
g
e
 

G
a
u
d
e
t
 

has 
been 

inter- 
viewed. 

He 
a
d
m
i
t
s
 

that 
he 

did 
receive 

his 
entry 

permit 
i
m
m
e
d
i
s
t
e
l
y
 

a
h
e
a
d
 

of 
Oewald. 

Be 
denies 

that 
he 

a
c
c
o
m
p
a
n
i
e
d
 

O
s
w
a
l
d
 

to 
Mexico. 

He 
also 

adimita 
being 

a 
CIA 

opera- 
W
v
e
 
from 

1947 
until 

1960. 

He 
says 

that 
he 

was 
g
u
a
r
a
n
t
e
e
d
 

that 
his 

identity 
w
o
u
l
d
 

never 
be 

m
a
d
e
 

public 
and 

was 
quite 

Lritated 
at 

the 
FBI 

for 
h
a
v
i
n
g
 

revesled 
bis 

name, 
even 

at 
this 

late 
date, 

He 
says 

e
m
p
h
a
t
i
c
a
l
l
y
 

that 
the 

FRI 
ts 

lying 
w
h
e
n
 

it 
says 

that 
he 

v
o
l
u
n
t
e
e
r
e
d
 
i
n
f
o
r
m
a
t
i
o
n
 

a
b
o
u
t
 

Jack 
R
u
b
y
 

in 
N
o
v
e
m
b
e
r
 

of 
1968. 

F
r
o
m
 

the 
interviews 

with 
G
a
u
d
e
t
 

It 
has 

been 
learned 

that 
Lee 

H
a
r
v
e
y
 

O
s
w
a
l
d
 

was 
k
n
o
w
n
 

to 
agents 

In 
charge 

of 
the 

CTA 
opera- 

tion 
in 

N
e
w
 

Orleans 
in 

1983, 
Their 

identiiies 

and 
w
h
e
r
e
a
b
o
u
t
s
 

are 
K
n
o
w
n
.
 

Lee 
H
a
r
v
e
y
 
O
s
w
a
l
d
 

certainly 
was 

no 
hero 

— 

a
n
d
 

I 
a
m
 

n
o
t
 

t
r
y
i
n
g
 

to 
m
a
k
e
 

h
i
m
 

one, 
b
u
t
 

. 

I 
do 

not 
believe 

that 
he 

was 
the 

lone-nut 

assassin 
that 

the 
W
a
r
r
e
n
 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

says 

h
e
 

was. 
I 

do 
n
o
t
 
k
n
o
w
 

w
h
o
 

w
a
s
 
i
n
v
o
l
v
e
d
 

in 

the 
assassination 

of 
President 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

but 

I 
think 

It 
fs 

time 
that 

all 
of 

us 
learned 

the 

t
r
u
t
h
.
 

Our 
system 

of 
G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

c
a
n
n
o
t
 

r
e
m
a
i
n
 
strong 

if 
our 

leaders 
can 

be 
m
u
r
d
e
r
e
d
 

and 
the 

G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

itself 
consente 

to 
c
o
v
-
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Mr 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SEPTEMBER 14,1976 

. Gonza.ez (for himself, Mr. Dowxixe of Virginia, and Mr. F AUNTROY) 
submitted the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Rules 

RESOLUTION 
Resolved, That there is hereby created a select commit- 

tee to be composed of twelve Members of the House of Rep- 

resentatives to be appointed by the Speaker, one of whom 

he shall designate as chairman. Any vacancy occurrmg in 

the membership of the select committee shall ‘be filled in the 

same manner in which the original appointment was made. 

The select committee is authorized and directed to con- 

duct a full and complete investigation and study of the cir 

cumstances surrounding the death of John F. Kennedy and 

the death of Martin Luther King, Junior, and of any others 

the select committee shall determine. 

For the purpose of carrying out this resolution the select y ,
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BS
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committee, or any subcommittee thereof authorized by the 

select committee to hold hearings, is authorized to sit and — 

act during the present Congress at such times aud. places 

within the United States, including any (Commonwealth or 

possession thereof, whether the House is in session, has re- 

cessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, and to re- 

quire, by subpena or otherwise, the attendance and testimony 

‘of such witnesses and the production of such books, records, 

correspondence, memorandums, papers, and documents as it 

deems necessary; except that neither the select committee © 

nor any subcommittee thereof may sit while the House is 

meeting under fhe five minute rule unless special leave to sit 

shall have been obtained from the House. The chairman of 

the select committee may establish such subcommittees of the 

_ select committee as he considers appropriate. A majority of 

the members of the select committee shall constitute a quorum 

for the transaction of business, except that the select com- 

mittee may designate a lesser number as a quorum for the 

purpose of taking testimony. The select committee may em- 

ploy and fix the compensation of such clerks, experts, con- 

_ sultants, technicians, attorneys, investigators, and clerical and 

stenographic assistants as it considers necessary to carvy out 

the purposes of this resolution. The select committee may re- 

imburse the members of its staff for travel, subsistence, and 

other necessary expenses incurred by them in the perform- | 

bE
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12 

13 
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ance of the duties vested in the select committee, other than 

expenses in connection with meetings of the select commit- 

tee or any subcommittee thereof held in the District of Co- 

lumbia. Subpenas inay be issued under the signature of the 

chairman of the select committee or any member of the select 

comunttee designated by him, and may be served by any 

person designated by such chairman or member. 

— The select committee shall report to the House as soon 

ax practicable during the present Congress the results of its 

investigation and study, together with such recommendations 

as it deems advisable. Any such report which is made when 

the House is not in session shall be filed with the Clerk of 

the House. | 

D3
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ae A this paragraph; shall make Chases, develop 

Information, and make recommendations 
toward remedying these differences and in- 
clude thése in the annual Employment and 
Training Report of the Presiden® and, if 
dee necessary, make recommendations to 
the ss within ninety days related to 
the jectives of this paragraph. 

“ LABOR STANDARDS — ~ 

Sec. 402. The polictes and programs imple- 
mented and provided for by this Act, and 

funded in whole or in part through this Act, 
shall provide that. persons employed pur- 
suant to such policies and programs are paid 
equal wages for equal work, and that such 
policies and programs create a net increase 
in employment through work that would not 
othgrwise be done. The President shall insure 
that any person employed in a reservoir proj- 
ect under section 206(d) or in any other job 
utilizing funds provided in whole or in part. 
under this Act shall be paid not less than 
the pay received by others performing similar 
work for the same employer, and in no case 
less than the minimum wage under the Fair 

Labor Standards Act of 1938 as amended. 
No person employed under section 206(d) 

shall perform work of the type to which the 
Bacon-Davis Act, as amended (40 U.S.C. 
‘2768-276a-5) apples. Any recommendation 
by the President for legislation to imple-- 
ment any program under this-Act, requiring 
the use of funds under this Act, and sub- 
mitted pursuant to the requirements of this 

* Act, contain appropwate wagp provi- 
- B10 d upon existing wage standard 

legislation. . 

ord 

d 

we 

. 

AUTHORIZATIONS -. 

Bre. 403. There is authorized to be appro- 
priated such sums as may be needed to carry 
out the provisions of this Act. Notwithstand- 
4ng any other provisions of this Act, no pro- 
vision shall be construed to require expendi- 
tures in excess of arnounte appropriated pur- 

suant to this Act. -— 

DEFINITIONS 
” .Bec. 404. (a) “Fiscal drag” as used in sec- 

106 means tax and expenditure rates, 
wich, in combination, substantially impede 
attainment (or maintenance) of full em- 
ployment, production, and purchasing power. 

(>) “Balanced growth” in the Full Zm- 
ployment and Balanced Growth Plan means 

— Eetiregg. and achieving (1) the relationship 
pak, getters or supply capability and. 

and (2} the relationships among the 
(growth rates of private investment, private 

‘consumer expenditures, and public outlays, 
and also (3) the purchasing power, including | 
important componente of each element men- . 
tioned in (1), (2), and (3) above, required ° 
to achieve and then’ maintain full employ- 
ment and production and appropriate pervic- 

ing of national prffrities, these to be pro- 
moted by the programs an@ policies set forth 
in this Act and by en ment of volun- 

tary cooperation within. private sector 
{for example, between labor and manage- 
.ment)-and between the Government and the | 
private sector. | 

(c) “Frictional unemployment” meang the 
lowest level of unemployment, determined on 
theypasis of evolving experience, consistent 

with labor mobility, changing job patterns, 
freedom of job choice, and sufficient job 
search on a voluntary basis, 

Amend the title so as to read: “A Dill to 
establish and translate into practical reality 
thagient of ell adult Americans able, willing, 
and seéking to werk to full opportunity for 
useful paid employment at fair rates of com- 
pensation; to combine full employmrent, pro- 
duction, and purchasing power goals with 
proper attention to balanced’growth and na- 

_ tional priorities; to mandate such national 

Base 

economic Pplicies and p 

sary to eve full yment, praguction, 
and purchasing power: to rStrata. inflation; 
and to provide expljcit machinery for the de- 
“velopment and im ementation of such eto- 

_ nomic policies ae? ". 

ee ee 

ane ne 

‘8 select committee to con 

as mre-neces- . 

¢ 
atl 
2 a 

er. “CALL OF THE HOUSE # 
Mr. ‘LEVITAS. Mr. Speaker, 7 ‘make 

the e point of“order that a quorum is. not 
present. - " 
The SPEAKER: Evidently a@ quorum is 

not present. 
Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I move a 

call of the House. ~ - 
A call of the House was ordered, 
The call was taken by electronic de- 

vice, and the following Members failed 
to respond: . 

[Ren No. 747), ~ 
Abzug- . Hé " Raiisback 
Asams . Heckler, Mass. Randall 

exander e Rangel 
Andrews,N.C. Helstoskt Rees a Pd 
Ashley ~ aw Richmon 
AuCoin Holland - Riegie 
Badillo Howe Rodino 
Bell Ichord Roncalio 
Bolling . Jacobs Rose thal 
Bonker : ~ Jarman sen 
Bowen 3} Johnson, Pa. Rousselot 
Breaux °* ones. Ala. Roybal - 
Burke, Calir. art uppe 
Burton, Johng Eoenmeler 3 Ryan 
Byron . 
Camey z emp Sarbanes | 
Carter Ketchum _ Scheuer 
Chappell , keys Schneebelt 
Chisholm Eindness Bchroeder 

Clancy Krueger Shipley 
Cleveland - Lent Shuster 
Collins, Til. Lott - Skubits 
Conlan- McCloskey Snyder 
Conyers i MeCollister - Stanton. ames 

Cotter = Madigan = Stark 
- Matsunaga Steiger, Ariz. 

Diggs Stephens 
Dingell Meeds Stuckey 
Dodd at: «oMelchet Symingtorr 

Calif. Metcalfe Talcott 

a ge 
Esch "Milford dall- 
¥shleman —— sgineta Vander Jagt 
Fiynt . Mink | . Vander Veen 
Ford, Tem.  itchell, Md. ‘axman 

Mosher - Wilson, Tex 

Giaimo Murphy, N.Y. Wirth 
Goldwater - Wolff 

Green - Patteraon, Wright 
. or. 

Hansen -. Pepper - - Yatron ” 
Harkin ~ Pike . Young, Alaska 
Baraka ~ | Pressler ’ "Young, Ga. -! 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. Jor- 
DAN). On this rollcall 292 Members have 

rded their presence by. electronic de- 
& quorum. 
unanimous consent, further pro- 

=the call were dispensed 

INVESTIGATE AND STUDY ASSAS8- 
SINATIONS OF ICHN F. KENNEDY 
AND MARTIN LU®HER KING, JR. 

Mr, MADDEN. Madé 
rection of the Commit 
up the resolution (H. 

i,Speaker, b y di- 
Ga Rules, I call 
1540) creating 

‘an Investi- 
gation and study of the uraistances 
surrounding the death of Ken- 
nedy and the death of Mar ther 
King, Jr., and of any others the select: 

GRES IONAL RECORD — Hous 

3H e 

1976 Semueniter 
mmlttec halt be “wth in the samefmanner 

im which the original appointment was made. 
- The select committee is authorized @hd di- 

rected to conduct 4 full and complete jn- 
vestigation and study of the cUumsiBnces 
surrounding the death of John F. Kent, 
and the death of Martin Luther King, Junior, 
and of any others the select committee shall 
determine. - x 

For the purpose of carrying out this rho. 

~ lution the select committe, or any subcom- 
~mittee thereof authorized by the select cofn- 
“mittee to hold hearings, is authorized to Bit 
and uring the present Congress at such 
times places within the United States, 
including. any Commonwealth or possess 

thereof, wether the House is in session, h 
recessed, has adjourned, to hold such 
hearings, d to require, by subpena or 
otherwise, yo attendance and testimony pt 
such witnesses and the production of such 

_ books, records, correspondence, memoray- 
dums, papers, and documents as it deems. 
necessary; except that heither the select 
committee nor any subcommittes(heréor 
may sit while the House is meeting under 
the five-minut& rule unless special leave to 
sit shall have obtained from the Houge 
The chairman of the select committee 7 
establish such subcommittees of the seléct 
committee as he considers appropriate. A ma- 

+ jority of the members of the select_commit- 
tee shall constitute a quorum for the trans- 
action of business, except that the select 
committee may designate a lesser number as 
@ quorum for the purpose of taking testi- 
mony. The select committee may employ and 

“fix the compensation of such clerks, experts, ° 
consultants, technicians, attorneys, dnvesti- ge 
gators, and clerical and Stenographic assist 
ants as: it considers necessary to carry ou} 
the purpose of this resolution. The select 
committee may reimburse the members of 
its staff for trayel, subsistence, and other 
necessary expenses incurred by them in the 
performance of the duties veated in the select 
committee, other than ¢ % in comnec- 
tion with meetings of the select committee 
_oF any subcommittee thereof held in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Subpenas may be issued 
under the signature of the chairman of the 
select committee or any member of the select 
committee designated by him, and ee 
served by any person designated by 

_ chairman or member 
The select committee shall report to Ghe 

“House as soon as practicable dyring the pres- | 
ent Congress the results of its investigation - 
and study, together with such recommenda- 
tions as it deems advisable. Any such report 
which is made} when the House is not in 
session. shall be filed with the Clerkgpf the 

House. * s ity a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. Mappen) . 
recognized for 1 hour. ‘4 y 

“MADDEN. Madam Spdhker, I yield 
30 minutes to the gentleman from Tllii- 
nois (Mr. ANDERSON), pending which I 
Yield myself such time as J] may consume. 

(Mr. MADDEN asked and was given 
hermision to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

‘Mr. MADDEN. Madam Speaker, House 
Resolution -1$40,"provides for the estab- 
lishment af a select committee to be coy 

posed of 12: mef&bers to be appointer 
s the Speaker. ‘Phe select committees 

committee shall- rmine, and Sak for’, rected to, coefiduct a ofthe cor 
jts immediate cons lerati f Lo8 1 investigation and stu “ 
The Clerk read tthe ‘Resa ia a fol- ~ stances surrounding thlgeath of & 

lows:~ _ ot Kennedy and the death artic 
- si} _ Bring, Jr., and of*any others th: 
Resolved, That there’, 

select commilttee tal be Gay 
Members of the House cf 
be appointed by tee Speake 
he shall designate 

in the 
- - 

ed of tw 
ton! 

7 e 
- —, — - 

hi by created < committee shall dete 

ney 

Tee U 

House’ Resolutfon 1 provid 
e select committees authorin 
d meet throughout the rema: 

the 94thwongress whether ¢ 
&- 

c 
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House is in session and also provides 

that the select committee shali have 

_subpena power. = = ~ { 

On Wednesday, September 15, the 
Rules Committee reported this resolution 

by a vote of 9 to 4, with 1 abstention. Our 
committee feels that the time is right to 
begin an investigation of how these as- 
sassinations occurred. — 

As chairman of the Rules Committee, 

I have received hundreds of letters and 
telegrams from all over the country on 

this issue. An overwhelming majority 

have strongly urged approval of this 

resolution. 
Madam Speaker, I support House Re- 

solution 1540, and I urge the adoption of 
this resolution. 

Mr. YATES. Madam Speaker, will the 
gentieman yield for a question? 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield to the gentleman 

from Illinois. 
Mr. YATES. Madam Speaker, I ask the 

gentieman this question: What does the 

phrase mean following the granting of 

authority for investigating the circum- 
stances surrounding the death of John 

F. Kennedy and Martin Luther King, Jr., 

and I quote, “of any others the Select 
Commitee shall determine”? 

May this committee investigaté the 

assassination attempts on the life of 
- Castro, for example? Can it examine any 
assassination attempt it wishes to? 

Mr. MADDEN. Madam Speaker, I will 
yield to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Downtnc) to answer that ques- 

. tion. 
Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Madam 

Speaker, I thank the chairman for yield- 
ing. 

I would like to advise my colleague, 
the gentleman from Mlinois (Mr. Yarrs), 
that “any others” has no specific mean- 
ing. 

Imyself wish the words had never been 
included in the resolution, but it would 
be up to the determination of the com- 
mittee as to what “any others” means. 

' Jt could mean that if there was a pos- 
sible assassination attempt on the life 
of the present President, the commit- 
tee, I suppore, would have the discre- 
tion to go into that. However, it would 
be entirely up to the judgment of the 
committee. 

Mr. YATES. Madam Speaker, ‘if the 
gentleman will yield further, I share the 
gentleman's statement when he says he 
wishes this phrase was hot in there. 

. I think it gives the committee enor- 
mous power to go Into any possible kind 
of assassination attempt on any person 
throughout the world. 
Madam Speaker, I wonder why this 

_ phrase should have been inserted. I 
wonder why the Committee on Rules in- 
_cluded it. 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Presum- 
it could mean ‘what the gentleman 

” However, I think we are going to 
to trust the judgment of the com- 

to do what is right. This phrase- 
pertains to American leaders, not 
* persons. 
‘YATES. Madam Speaker, if the 
aan will yleld further, it seems to 
€ the committee's investigation of 
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gentleman yield? 

Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, I 

words. 
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the assassinations of former President stance, the recent murder of Roselli a 
Kennedy and Martin Luther King, Jr., month or two ago. . 
would be enough of a charge upon the But, Mr, Speaker, my most immediate 
committee. I would hope that there would interest is as to the funding of the com- 
be no effort to go into any other. mittee and I would Uke to have the at- 

I believe it gives the committee far too tention of the gentleman from Virginia 
much power, power beyond the original (Mr. DowniNc) who will be the chair- 
intent of the resolution. man of the committee. 

Mr, DOWNING of Virginia. Madam Iam curious as I say, as to the ‘nature 
Speaker, I have told the gentleman that of the funding. First, we are limited to 
I wish the words were not in there? but this Congress and, of course, we have the 
I can assure him that insofar as I have proposed date of October 2 for adjourn~ 
anything to do with it, I would not want ment although I do not know that we 

the power to be too broad, andI hope the. will get out at that time. I would ask 
gentleman from Illinois votes for the the gentleman from Virginia if he has 
resolution. any idea as to how much it will cost? 1 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, will the assume they will-come to our commit- 
’ tee for the funds they need, or it is going 

Mr. MADDEN. I yield to the- gentle- to be a direct tap on the contingency 
man from Qhic. -fund? How much does the gentleman 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I want to anticipate it will cost? 
thank the chairman, the gentleman Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
from Indiana, Mr. Manpen, for yielding - er, if the gentleman will yield, the gen- 
tome. | tleman from Alabama is correct in his 

Let me say that I raised the same assumption in the first instance that we 
question before the Committee on Rules. will appear before his committee and ask 
I would like to ask the gentleman why ‘for funds. We will ask for, it is estimated, 
this language should not be stricken $250,000. This will be for organizational 
when this matter comes on for debate purposes, setting up of the staff, and so 
today? forth, so the committee will be ready to 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. go at the next session of the Congress. 
Mr. DICKINSON. The gentleman says 

“at the next session of the Congress,” 50 
I assume the gentleman does not antic- 

Mr. LATTA. I thank the chairman. ipate that this special subcommittee will 
Mr. ANDERSON of Mlinois. Mr. make any substantial progress in investi- 

Speaker, I yield 2 minute to the dis- gating this year. Will the committee 
tinguished gentleman from Connecticut make any report during this present Con- 
(Mr. McKInney). gress even though the gentleman does not 

(Mr. McKINNEY asked and was given expect to conduct or finish any investi- 

have no objection to striking those 

permission to revise and extend his gations until the following Congress? I 
remarks.) ask that, Mr. Speaker, because the reso- 

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would lution SAYS: 
just like to congratulate the Committee The Select Committee shall report to the 
on Rules on this resolution. This is House as soon as practicable during the 
something I became involved in about present Congress the results of its investi- 

5 years ago. I do not know of any plots &8tion and study... 
or any secrets, byt I do know that I From what the gentleman has told me, 
think the attitude of the American peo- the gentleman does not even anticipate 
ple is that Were are auestions that have. making a serious start until the next 
not been p' rest. I think the ques- Congress. Could the entleman e 
tions that-have not been put to rest that? | . xplain 
about the Government have severely - The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
damaged the credibility of our Nation’s’ tleman has expired. 
Government and of our system. Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 

I would hope that this committee er, I yield 2 additional minutes to the 
quietly, very seriously and ina very hard gentleman from Alabama. 
working fashion can come out with the Mr. DICEINSON, I thank the gentle- 
final answers that the American people man for yielding me the additional time. 
have asked. ' i , Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. 

o nois. Mr. ANDERSON "Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield fur- 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the dis- ther to me? y 
tinguished gentleman from Alabama Mr. DICKINSON. I would be pleased 
(Mr. DICKINSON). to yield to the gentleman. 
_ (Mr, DICKINSON asked and was Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Under the 
given permission to revise and extend terms of the resolution the committee 
his remarks.) will have to file a report at the end of 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker,I thank this Congress as to the progress of the 
the gentleman from Wlinois for yielding committee during the interim period. It 
to me, is not expected that there will be any 

Mr. Speaker, let me say that I too have formal hearings, certainly before elec- 
some very real doubts as to some of the tion. It may be necessary to hold some 
circumstances involved, particularly hearings in order to preserve testimony. 
those surrounding the Kennedy assas- I just cannot assure the gentleman from 
sination and perhaps we can get at some Alabama that it will or will not hold 
of the facts and questions that have been hearings in that regard. 
raised such as the unnatural deaths of Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, if the | 
certain of the people connected with the gentleman will yield, much as I sym-~ 
assassination, incidents that seem to be pathize with the objectives of the gentle- 
continuing right up to now as for in- man from Virginia.(Mr. DowNninc), we 

- 
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must remember that the select com- 
mittee expires with each Congress. . 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. That is 
right. ~-. : _ 

Mr. THOMPSON. That would mean 
the creation of this select committee, 
then, presumably, it would appear be- 
fore the Committee on House Adminis- 
tration for funding purposes, then the 
organization of the committee, so that 
there would be relatively little time 

_ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 
' Most of us have reached our conclu- 
sion as to the necessity of a select com- 
mittee reluctantly. However, the revela- 
tions of the last year or two have been 
bath shocking and sobering. 

Committees of both the House and the 
Senate have proven that much vital in- 
formation was withheld from the War- 
ren Commission, The CIA and its former 
Director, Alien Dulles, pointedly withheld — 
all information relating to the multple within which to do anything before the_-plots, which the U8. Government 

end of this Congress. Then the select launched, -in an effort to sssassinate 
committee would expire and there would 
be the reconstitution of the whole proc- 
ess all over again in the next Congress. 

it just seems to me 4 meritorious idea—- 
- and I say this with all respect to my dear 
friend, fhe gentleman from Virginia, 
who will not be with us, unfortunately, 
next year—that this matter, if it does 
deserve the attention the gentleman is 
convinced that it does deserve, should 
really wait until the 95th Congress. 

Mr, DOWNING of Virginia. If the 
gentleman would yield further, we have 
got te get -started sometime, I will say 
to the gentleman from New Jersey, that 
this thing has been put off too long. The 
longer we wait, the more difficult it will 
be to obtain whatever evidence still 
remains out there. If we can .get it 
organized, get our priorities, and ket our * 
directions set in the remaining days of 

- this Congress, then the $5th Congress can 
start off right away with substantial 
hearings. : . 

. Mr. THOMPSON. If the ranking 
minority member, the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. Dickinson) would yield 
further, I wish to point out the factual 
situation as I see it. - 

_ The SPEAKER. The time of the gentle- 
manhasexpired. - - -° Tl - 

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr, Downing). a _ 

(Mr, DOWNING of Virginia asked and 
was given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) = Sst _ 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, today marks the culmination 
for me—and others, too, I suppose—of 15 
months of intensive work and efforts to 
try to persuade this body to reinvesti- 
Pate the assassinations of President Ken- 
nedy and Martin Luther King. 

I want to thank the Speaker; I want 
to thank the leadership on both sides of 
the aisle; I want to thank the Committee 
on Rules for giving the House this oppor- 
tunity. . ; : 

Mr, Speaker, House Resolution 1540, 
which is sponsored by Mr. Gonzarez, Mr.- 

' Fauntroy, and me, is the refinement of a 
number of similar resolutions sponsored 
by approximately 135 Members-of this 
bo . 

‘Iwo or 3 years ago—perhaps even 1 
year ago—only a small fraction of us 
would have looked with favor upon this 
establishment of a select committee to re- 
examine the assassinations of several of 
our national leaders. However, today, 
believe that there is overwhelming sup- 
port in this House and throughout the 
country for an in-depth study into these 
traumatic events, In order to ascertain 
the truth, or at the very least, dispelt 
doubts concerning them. 

. —_ 

.down a 

Fidel and Raul Castro. To underline the 
importance of this conscious effort to de- 
deceive, we have the recent violent and 
unexplained murders of Sam Giancana 
and John Rosselli, the two Mafia chief- 
tains who were recruited by the CIA for 
the assassination plots against the Cuban 
leaders, which I think is deplorable. . 

A subcommittee of the House, chaired 
by our collesgue from ‘California, Mr. 
Epwakps, has shown how @ threatening 
note sent by Lee Harvey Oswald to an 
FBI agent, shortly before President Ken- 
nedy’s murder, was torn up and flushed 

toilet rather than delivered to 
the Warren Commission. wo 

We know that the original autopsy 
notes of the chief surgeon in President 
Eennedy’s autopsy were burned in the 
doctor's recreation-room fireplace. ~ 

- We know that Jack Ruby had many 
ties to both the Mafia and to-Cuba, 
which were either unknown to the War- 
ren Commission, or ignored by it. 

’ The list of such items is almost end- 
less. . . 

In Hght of all of this, there is little 
wonder that very few people any longer 
have faith in the Warren Commission's 
conclusions that Oswald, and Oswald 
alone, was responsible for the death of 
President Kennedy, or that Ruby, like- 
wise, was a “Jone nut killer.” - - 

In a recent CBS poll, 65 percent of 
those polled said they did. not believe 
the Warren Commission’s conclusions. 
In 8 Detroit News poll, it was 87 per- 
cent. In addition, most of: our leading 
newspapers and journals now have called 
for a reopening of the case... 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution concerns 
only assassinations of President Ken- 
nedy and Dr. King. If and when the 
select committee reaches a conclusion 
that other cases should be reexamined in 
depth, it will have authority to conduct 
-Such investigations. 2 Fe 

- However, for the present, the commit- 
tee’s efforts will be concentrated on the 
deaths of these two national leaders. 

It is my hope and my expectation that 
this select committee shall be nonparti- 
san, and nonpolitical. It will be dealing 
with matters of grave concern to all 
Americans, regardless of their political 
party, race, or section of the country. I 
can foresee no partisan aspect to the 
-work of the committee. And to the extent 
that I am privileged to participate in 
its work, I shall do everything in my 
power to see that 
politics. | - . 

This committee will engage in no 
witch hunts. Its purpose is to arrive at 
the truth, not to blame those who may 
have erred in the original investigations. 

' For my part, the only conclusion I have 
. . - . 

it remains above 
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reached concerning the murders of Presi- 
dent Kennedy or Dr. King is that we do 
not know the complete truth. Certainly 
in the case of President Kennedy, I am 
convinced that there was a conspiracy 
involved. I do not, however, know the 
identity of the conspirators or their mo- 
tives. It is this that we must prove in 
depth. - 

So that there will be no question about 
the nonpolitical nature of the proposed 
committee, it has been agreed that there 
will be no public hearings held prior to 
the election in November. Some hearings 
may be scheduled for later this year, but 
most of the time will be spent in organiz- 
ing staff, setting priorities, and obtaining 
& mass of official records. This will set 
the stage for prompt and deliberate ac- 
tion by the select committee when, as I 
strongly urge and expect, it will be re- 
established in the 95th Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam sure that each of us 
remembers the manner in which we 
heard of the assassinations of President 
Kennedy and of Dr. King. We may forget 
many of the details of our lives, but each 
one of us will always remember where 
we were, what we were doing, how we 
heard ebout these assassinations, and 
our own personal reaction to them. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to go home 
and face my people unless I can assure . 
them that I have done by utmost to pro- 
vide them with the knowledge of what 
really happened.to John F. Kennedy, 
their President. I want them to know 
what happened to Dr. King. I want to 
be able to tell them that no one has stood — 
in their way of learning the truth. I went 
to help restore in them the credibility of 
their Government. That they need. 

I want to leave this as my legacy to 
the Members of the 95th Congress, the © 
-pleasure of whose country I have chosen, 
with great reluctance, to deny myself. 

* INTERROGATION OF LEE HARVEY OSWALD 

Lee Harvey Oswald was questioned by 
Dallas police and by seven FBI officials - 
for approximately 12 hours. There are 
no stenographic transcripts of his inter- 
rogation. No tape recorded record of the 
questioning was made. Capt. Will Fritz, 
chief of homicide, “kept no notes.” The 
sole source of information about the in- 
terrogations are reports, based in large 
part on memory, prepared by some of 
those present and covering some of the 
interrogation sessions. There are no re- 
ports for several of the interrogation 
Sessions on Friday afternoon. No tran- 
scripts were made of Oswald's arraign- 
‘ments for either of the two homicides 
with which he was charged. 

Oswald was taken into custody at ap- . 
proximately 2 p.m. on Friday and was’. 
murdered in the basement of the Dallas 
Police and Courts Building on Sunday 

shortly after 11 am. Throughout hi- 
detention, Oswald was without le 
representation, . . . 

. On Friday evening represents 

from the Dallas Civil Liberties ’ 
appeared at the police departme 
determine whether Oswald was 
deprived of counsel and they wer 
by police officials that Oswald 
formed of his rights and free to. | 
lawyer. They sought permission & 
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with Oswald but were unable to meet 
vith him. 

_ The fact that the 12 hours of interro- 
gation by FBI agents of Lee Harvey Os- 
wald, perhaps the most important de- 
fendant and witness in the history of 
our country, are lost to us forever, raises 
the most serious questions. What did 
Oswald say? Why are we unabie to learn 
of his comments? Only a congressional 
committee that asks those questions of 
the seven FBI agents can provide an- 
swers for America. . 

, BURNED AUTOPSY MATERIAL 

There is general agreement that an 
analysis of the preliminary autopsy ma- 
terials would shed further light on the 
possibilities of the Commission’s “single 
bullet” theory, a theory which is crucial 
to the Commission's conclusion that Os- 
wald was the lone assassin. However, 
chief autopsy surgeon, Comdr. James J. 
Humes, burned “preliminary draft 
notes” relating to the autopsy upon the 
body of President Kennedy. When 
Humes testified before the Warren Com- 
mission on March 16, 1964, he testified 
that: oo oe 

In the privacy of my own home, tariy in 
the morning of Sunday, November 24, I 

made a draft of this report which I later 
revised, and of which this (handwrjtten re- 
port of autopsy report) represents the revi- 
sion. That draft I personally burned in the 
fireplace of my recreation rogm. 

_ Commission Counsel Arlen Spector, 
- author of the “single bullet” theory, did 
‘not ask Humes why he destroyed a cru- 
cial piece of Federal evidence in the case 
against Oswald. 

: JACK RUBY AND THE FSI 

According to Commission Document 
1052 Jack Ruby worked for the FBI as an 
informant on organized crime in Dallas 
from March 11, 1959, to October 2, 1959. 

. During .that time he was contacted on 
nine separate occasions by Dallas FBI 
Special Agent Charles W. Flynn. J. Lee 
Rankin, general counsel for the Warren 
Commission received this information by 
courier service from J. Edgar Hoover on 
June 9, 1964. . Lo . 

. Leon D. Hubert, Jr., and Bert W. Grif- 
fin, the two Commission lawyers in 
charge of investigating Ruby's back- 

- ground were not provided any informa- 
tion on his underworld or law enforce- 
‘ment affiliations. Thus the Warren Com- 
mission did not know and did not reveal 
the relationship between Jack Ruby and 
the FBL 

ROBERT R. M'KEOWN AND JACE. RUBY. 

In 1959, while Jack Ruby was an in- 
formant for the FBI, he went to Havana, 
Cuba, where he stayed at the Tropicana 
‘Hotel owned by Meyer Lansky, a king pin 
in organized crime. Before Ruby went 
to Cuba he attempted to secure a letter 
of introduction to Fidel Castro from Rob- 
ert R. McKeown. According to the state- 
ment of McKeown, Ruby offered $25,000 
for the letter of introduction to Castro. 

‘The year was 1959—the year organized 
crime entered into an alliance with the 
intelligence community to assassinate 
Fidel Castro. The two Warren Commis- 
sion lawyers assigned to investigate Jack 
Ruby's background, Leon D. Hubert, JF., 
the former district attorney of New Or- 

AY 
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leans, and Burt Griffin, now a judge in 
Cleveland, Ohio, insisted in four sepa- 
rate memorandums that the Commission 
call McKeown as a witness. The Com- 
mission did not call McKeown and did 
not ask Ruby any questions about the 
matter, . 

POSSIBLE OSWALD LINE TO CIA 

Before Osward went to Mexica in Sep- 
tember of 1963, he had to get an entry 
permit from the Mexican Consulate in 
New Orleans. After the assassination, the 
FBI investigated everyone who had got- 
ten permits'in New Orleans on the same 
day as Oswald. To their horror, they 
discovered that the man immediately 
preceding Oswald was one William 
George Gaudet, a man who had worked 
for the CIA since its founding in 1947. 

_ After much discussion between the CIA, 
the FBI, and the Warren Commission, it 
was decided not to call Gaudet as a wit- 
ness, nor even to let his identity be 
‘known until the year 2039. However, re- 
cently, and apparently by accident, Gau- 
det’s name was made public, and he has 
‘affirmed the story of the entry permit 
and the coverup. , 

This coverup by itself is bad eriough,” 
but it becomes more sinister when one 
realizes that CIA-man Gaudet not only 
stood in line ahead of Oswald, he.also 

. had knowledge of Ruby’s activities. In 
fact, Gaudet told the FEI on November 
27, 1963—4 days after the murder—of 
Ruby's activities in New Orleans. ~~ 

Yet to this day, Gaudet has never been 
subpenaed, put under oath and ques- 
tioned publicly about the links between. 
himself, Oswald, and Ruby—and the 

THE WARREN COMMISSION'S SECEET 
. MEETING 7 : 

Two documents recently declassified, 
the January 22, 1964, and the January 27, 
1964, transcripts of the Warren Commis- 
sion executive sessions, provide interest- 

The members of the Commission de- 
cided to destroy the minutes of the meet- 
ings so that the American people might 
not know what the Commission dis- 
cussed. The minutes survived, and they 
reveal that the general counsel for the 
Warren Commission, J. Lee Rankin, re- 
ported that the two highest law enforce- 

= te 

ment officials in Texas, Waggoner Carr, 
“the attorney general of Texas, and Henry 

_ Wade, the Dallas district attorney, both 
had proof that Lee Harvey Oswald was 
an employee of the FBI. Rankin sug- 
gested that an examination of the FBI 
records would reveal that Oswald worked 
for the FBI, but he added that Hoover 
would probably deny that Oswald was 
the agent referred to in the FBI files. 
Allan Dulles assured Chief Justice War- 
ren that Hoover would not tell the Com- 
mission the truth, even under oath, if 
Oswald did work for the FBI. Dulles said 
that a good agent would lie under similar 
circumstances, . 

The Commission agreed to call the five 
relevant witnesses on the questioning of 

_ Oswald's employment by the FBI and to 
 subpena Oswald's FBI file as well. By the 
end of the second meeting, the Commis-. 
sion decided not to call the five relevant 
witnesses and not. to subpena the records 
of the FEL Instead, the Warren Com- 

.- 
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mission relied exclusively upon the testi- 
mony of Mr. Hoover regarding Oswald's 
association with the FBI. 

‘Yet for many Americans this question 
remains an open one. A question which 
must be resolved if we are to know how 

-~and why John Kennedy was assassinated. 

TAPED CONVERSATION OF “OSWALD” IN MEXICO 

; : Carr 

When Oswald visited Mexico City in 
September 1963, someone made several 
visits and phone calls to the Soviet and 
Cuban Embassies using the Oswald 
identity. my 

That there is some doubt that the 
person visiting and phoning the embas- 
sies was in fact Lee Harvey Oswald is 
evidenced by the fact that many photo- 
graphs of “Oswald” were taken by CIA 
cameras outside both embassies. Each 
and every photograph which has been 
pried loose from the Government—and 
they are still withholding some—are of 
a man who is about 6 feet 2 inches, 175 
pounds, 35 years old, and burly. “Our” 
Oswald was 5 feet 9 inches, 135 pounds, 
24 years old, and slim. The pictures are 
obviously not of Oswald, though so iden- 
tified by the CIA. : 

At the same time, the CIA—throuzgh 
some unknown means—tapped and taped 

_the telephone calls of “Oswald” to the 
Soviet and/or Cuban Embassies. These 
recorded conversations were withheld 
from the Warren Commission. Had they 
béen made available, or if they were 
-made available today, voice prints of 
them could be made and compared with 
voice prints of known conversations of 
Lee Oswald. Then we -would know for 
sure if there was someone else using 
Oswald's identity in Mexico City. And, if 
there are two Oswalds for sure, we can 
wager great odds that there was a con- 
spiracy involved in the death of our 
President. 7 mc . 

-- ~ SECRET WIRETAPS 

After the assassination, the Federal 
Government placed a number of wire- 
taps but withheld most of -the “fruits” 
of these taps from the Warren Commis- 
sion. aan 
We are certain as to one crucial tap 

because of an FBI report declessified 
‘only weeks ago. This tap was either on 
the home phone of the Paine residence or 
the business phone of Michael Paine. It 
must be remembered that the Paines 
were the Oswald’s closest friends in Dal- 
las; in fact, Marina Oswald was living at 
the Paine residence at the time of the 
assassination. Oswald ostensibly stored 
his rifle in the Paine’s garage. 

On the day after the assassination, the 
FBI overheard Ruth and Michael Paine 
telling each other over the telephone 
that, although Oswald did the shooting, 
“We know who is responsible.’ Appar- 
ently the tapes from the conversation 
were withheld, because when the Paines 
were questioned at a later date, they — 
denied the fact that the conversation 
had taken place. The FBI dropped the 
subject without ever facing them with a 
tape or an FBI agent who had monitored 
the conversation. . . , 

If the Oswailds’ best friends, the Paines, 
know “who was responsible,” is it not 
about time that the American people 

ow : 
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ALLAN DULLES AND ASSASSINATIONS 

" A leading member of the Warren Com- 
mission was Allan Dulles. Mr. Dulles had 
been the Director of the CIA from 1953 
until after the Bay of Pigs in 1961. During 
this time, Dulles, as the head of the CIA, 
must have been privy to the fact that 
the CIA had been actively engaged in 
many attempts to murder Fidel Castro 
in the years 1959-61. . 

The erimy details of the CIA ex- 
cesses—especially the use made by the 
CIA of the Mafia in its murder plots— 
have been recently documented by the 
Church committee. — oO 

Yet/ despite the Warren Commission's 
great interest in Oswald’s many links to 

Cuba and to both pro-Fidel and anti- 

Fidel factions, ANan Dulles never said 
-one wor 

‘Commission about the attempts on the 
life of Castro. Had Allan Dulles been 
more forthcoming, the whole direction of 
the Warren investigation might have 
been radically different and its conclu- 
sions radically altered. 

When we have a new investigation of 
the Dallas murder—and we will have one, 
whether it is this year, next year, or 10 
yedrs hence—the investigators can now 
realistically weigh the evidence withheld 
from Earl Warren by Allan Dulles to see 
‘if John Kennedy’s death was directly 
or indirectly caused by his administra- 
tion’s. attempts on the life of Fidel 
Castro. , an 

. 
. THE MURDER WEAPON _. 

A rifle Was discovered on the sixth 
floor of the book depository building at 
1:22 p.m. on November 22; 1963. The 
Dallas authorities told the press later 
that day that the weapon was a 7.65 
German Mauser. Dallas District Attorney 
Wade repeated this information at a 
formal televised press conference and it 
was widely publicized. Deputy Constable 
Seymor Weitzman, on November 23, 1963, 
in a notarized affidavit, descrbed the rifle 
he and Deputy Sheriff Boone found as 
“a 7.65 Mauser, bolt action equipped with 
a 4/18 scope, a thick leather brownish 
black sling on it.” In a filmed interview 
in April 1974, Roger Craig, a deputy 

Sheriff also present when the rifle was 
found stated: . - 

T was standing next to Weitzman, he was 
standing next to Fritz, and we weren't any. 
More than six or eight inches from the 
rifle, and stamped right on the barrel of 
the rifle was 7.65 Mauser. And that’s when 
Weitzman said, “it is a Mauser,” and pointed 
to the 7.65 Mauser stamp on the barrel. 

This description of the rifle is incom- 
patible with the Warren Commission's 
case against Oswald. Although the FBI 
reported that Oswald owned a rifle it 
was not similar to the one reportedly 
found on the book depository sixth floor. 
According to the FBI, the rifie Oswald 
had purchased was a Mannlicher/ 
Carcano, 6.5 Italian carbine. This rifle, 
which the Warren Commission identi- 
fled as the murder weapon, is available 

_for examination in the National Ar- 
‘chives. Any individual, regardless of his 
experience in firearms, can clearly see it 

- is an Italian rifle because stamped 
clearly on the.rifle are the words, “Made 
Italy” and “Cal. 6.5." It is unlikely that 
two police officers upon close inspection 

i 
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would have made such a case of mis- 
taken identification, 

' Recently declassified CIA documents 
add further evidence that “Oswald’s” 
rifle was not the rifle found in the book 
.depository. A CLA report, dated Novem- 
ber 25, 1963, states: - 

On November 22, 1963 Lee Harvey Oswald 
shot President Kennedy while the President 
was riding in an open automobile on a Dallas 
Texas street. The rifle used was a Mauser... 

A second CIA report: dated 5 days 
after the assassination states: 

a NovemsBee 28, 1963. 
WEAPON PRESUMABLY 

UsEp YN THE ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT 
KENNEDY - , 

“Y. As regards articles appearing recently 
‘in the Italian and foreign press concerning 
the presumed use of an Italian-made’ rifle 
in the slaying of President Eennedy, the 
following comments are made. 

2, The weapon which appears to have 
.been employed in this .-iminal attack is a 
model 91 rifle, 7.35 caliber, 1938 modifica- 
ticn. | 

3. The description of a “Mannlicher Car- 
cano™ rifle in the’ Italian and foreign press 
is in error. ” . 

It should be clear that the initial iden- 
tification of the rifle as a 7.65 Mauser 
clearly was not, as the Commission main- 
tained, because Deputy Constable Weitz- 
man “thought it looked like a Mauser.” 
Since the Commission’s case against Os- 
wald as the lone assassin is built almost 
exclusively on his ownership of the 6.5 
Mannlicher/Carcano, the identification 
of the murder weapon as 7.65 Mauser 
tends to discredit the entire case. 

The report of the Warren Commission 
includes reference to a trip by Lee Har- 
vey Oswald to Mexico City in late Sep- 
tember of 1963, where on September 28 
he visited both the Cuban and the Soviet 
.Embassies. The report mentions that 
-while he was in the Soviet Embassy he | 
spoke with the Soviet Consul Kostikov, 
who also served as a KGB agent. Oswald, 
referred to him as “Comrad Kostin,"' 
There is no further reference in the War- 
.ren Commission report as to the identity 
of Kostikov. We learned this in the re- - 
cent release of some. 1,500 CIA docu- 
‘ments. I quote from one of the docu- 
.ments: . , 

Nore.—Valerly Vladimirovich Kostikov, 
who has functioned overtly as a consu] in 
the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City since 
September 1961, is also known to be a staff 
officer of the EGE. He is connected with 
‘the thirteenth, or Liquid Affairs Department, 
whose responsibilities include assassination 
and sabotage. . - - 

Upon reading this, my suspicions were 
very definitely aroused. Here we have 
‘the man who is considered to be the 
assassin ,of President Kennedy visiting 

‘@ Soviet official whose responsibilities, 
according: to the CIA, include assassina- 
tion. I find the whole thing highly sus- 
Picious, I find it incredible. I would like 
to know more about Oswald’s KGB con- 
tact, I would like to know why this is 
not mentioned in the Commission report. 

. THE HOSTY LETTER . 

Just as the FBI destroyed evidence in 
the Watergate case, equally did it do so 
in the Dallas case. , 

- “In one crucial instance we know that 
& few days before the assassination, Os- 
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“wald hand-delivered to the FBI office in 
Dallas a threatening letter addressed to 
FBI Agent James Hosty. Two hours after 
Ruby shot Oswald, Hosty tore up the note 
and a memorandum about it, and flushed 
them down a toilet in the FBI office. 

How can we be so sure of the details of 
this incident? Because a subcommittee 
of the House, chaired by the Honorable 
Don Epwanrps, held a full-fiedged hearing 
under oath on this subject not more than 
a few months ago. Such facts as I have 

-statéed are perfectly clear. 
What is not clear is: First, the nature 

of the threats in the letter; second, did J. 
Edgar Hoover know of the letter; third, 
who ordered the letter destroyed: and 
fourth, why was it so crucial to hide the 
whole incident from the Warren Com- 
mission? ; . 

At the Edwards hearing, the testimony 
of various FBI witnesses was radically 
contradictory. As they were under oath, 
at least some of the witnesses were per- 
juring themselves, 12 years after the 
fact. nn 

The aim of the FBI appeared obvious 
from Hosty's answers to questions from 
Chairman Epwaros. He said he did not 
tell the Commission about the Oswald 
letter because he was not asked. He did 
not volunteer the information because 
he had been instructed not to volunteer 
anything that would be of help to the 
Commission. _- - 

To the extent I am privileged to par- 
ticipate in its work-I shall do everything © 

remains above politics. . . 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

will the gentleman yield?. - | 
Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. I yield to 

the gentleman from Mississippi. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I 

rise in support of this resolution. 
- As chairman of the House Select 
Committee on Missing Persons in South- 

-in my power to see that the committee . 

east Asia, I would like to pledge to t_e. 
gentleman or others my cooperation and 
work with the staff on how to set up 
the committee. I also commend the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. Gonzalez) for 
his initial leadership in this area. I would 
suggest to the gentleman from Virginia 
that you have a small staff and use other | 
Government agencies to help gather 
information. . 

Also I 4vould like to suggest that these: 
select committees do not have to- run on 
and on. Even though the Select Commit- 
tee on Missing Persons was extended for 
3 months over the 1 year of the life of 
the committee, which was needed, I think 
we can write a comprehensive revort on 
the missing persons by January 3. I see 
no reason to extend the Select Commit- 
tee on Missing Persons. 

~ 

I know the gentleman will look into— 
these matters, 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. I thank 
the gentleman from Mississippi. I agree 
with him. The life of the committee will 
be determined by each succeeding Con- 

Mr, SEIBERLING. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. I yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. SErmrr- 
LING), - Z . 

Mr. SEDBERLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to add my support to this
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resolution and commend the gentieman | 
in the well for his devotion to this cause. 
I think aH America will applaud him for - 
it. 

The trouble is that we all felt in our 
bones that we did not have all the facts 
as to these terrible events, but only re- 
centiy have we gotten some concrete 
evicence to confirm our misgivings. I was 
privileged to sit on the House Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Civil Rights earlier 
this year when we had hearings ‘with - 
respect to the FBI incident where they 
had a ‘report on Oswald which was sup- 
pressed and flushed down the drain. 

Unfortunately, the: new evidence has 
been developed piecemeal and as a sort 

-of byproduct of other investigations and 
oversight hearings. Now for the first 
time we will have the satisfaction that 
at least one committee will have the ju- 
risdiction to go into this. whole matter. 
and try to answer some of these awful 
questions that have been continuing con- 
cern‘to the people of our country. - 

Mr. DOWNING of Virgiztia. I thank 
the gentleman.... 

This committee will engage in no 
witch. hunts. Its purpose is to arrive: at 
the truth and not to blame those who 
may have erred in the original investi~. 
gation. - 

For my part the only conclusion I have- 
reached concerning the murders of Pres-.-- 
ident Kennedy and Dr: King is that we *- 
do not know the.complete truth. Cer- 
tainly in the case of President Kennedy. 
I -am. convinced that there was a con~ 
spiracy involved. 

TI do not. however, mow the identity 
of the conspirators or their motives.. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-. 
tleman from Virginia has expired. 

' Mr, MADDEN: Mr. Speaker, I yield 1. 
additional minute to the gentleman from 
‘Virginia. (Mr. Dovwine).. - 

' Mr. DOWNING. of Virginia. -Mr. 
Speaker, so that there will be no'question” 
about the nonpolitical purposes of this. 
proposed comniittee, it has been agreed 
there will be-no public hearings held 
prior to the election in November. Some 
hearings may be scheduled for later this. 
year, but nome of the time wil] be spent 
in organizing staff, setting priorities or 
obtaining the mass of political records 
for setting the stage for broad and de- 
liberate action by the Select Commit- 
tee. when as I strongly urge and ex- 
pect lt will be reestablished im the 95th 
Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure we each res 
_member the manner in which we heard 
of the assassination of President Ken~- 
nedy and Dr. King. We may forget many 
of the details in our lives, but we will 
each remember where we were and what 
we were doing when we heard about it 
and our own personal reactions thereto, 

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to go home 
and face my people unless I can assure 
them that I have done my utmost to 
provide them with all the knowledge of 
what happened to John F, Kennedy, our 

. former President. I want them to know 
what happened to Dr. King. I want them 
to know that ne one stood in the way 
of learning the truth. I want to restore 
credibility in our Government. I want to 
leave this. as my legacy to the 95th 
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Congress, whose pleasure I have chosen 

_to leave at this time with great _reiuc- 
tance. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I. yield 
- such time as he may consume to the 
gentic-man from Texas (Mr. GoNnzALEz). 

(Mr, GONZALEZ asked and was. given 
Permission to revise and extend dis 
remarks.) ’ 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, today— 
in this- eleventh hour of the 94th Con- 
gress—the House has finally seen fit to 
attempt to discharge its responsibility in 
respect to some of the political assassi- 

_ Ratios of the last decade 

When I became the first Member of 
Congress since the Warren Commission 

‘report to ask for a congressional inves- 
tigation of political assassinations. on 
February 19, 1975—at the first available 
time after committees were organized 
for this Congress—I was ridiculed~in 
some quarters and no one else was in- 
terested in joining-in the effort. The U.S. 

- Press was, generally speaking, disinter- 
ested.. 
- Much to my surprise, as well as every- 
one else’s, the kind of reaction which’ 
I initially received quickly began to 
change as the result of revelations, espe-. 
cially about the John F. Kennedy assas- 
sinatiohb, which began to appear in print. 
The showing of the. Zapreader film’ on. 
“national television. also: ‘Stimulated great 
interest). 2714. ° 

As. the interést “begat to mount, my 
.good colleague; Congressman THomus 
Downine of Virginia, introduced the very 
same resolution which I had introduced, 
but -left off all other. assassinations—or 
attempted assassinations—except that of 
President’ Kennedy. 

However, I had. originally proposed 
.and continued to propose that the House 
also undertake a review of the assassina- 

- tions of U.S. Senator Robert F. Kennedy 
_#nad Dr. Martin Luther King, and the at- 
, tempt on the life of Gov. George Wallace, 
so.mry good colleague and -I’ began ta 
‘gather cosponsors.on our two different. 

- versions of my proposal. 

In the discussions which I had with. 
my good colleague he argued that all 
the names of the. others, especially that 
of Dr. King, should be removed from 
the proposal I had introduced, if we were 
to get any ‘congressional investigation 
underway on the John F. Kennedy as- 
sassination, or any assassination. 

Therefore, it-was heartening this last 
Monday that my good colleague, TrHomas 
Downie, agreed to join me and Con- 
gressman WALTER FAUNTROY in a com- 
promise proposal, House Resolution 
1540, which includes Dr. King’s assassi- 
nation, and possibly others, as wel! as 
that of President Kennedy, 

_ Mr. Speaker, you will recall, that I was 
the very first to appeal to you personally, 
on the floor of this House, for considera- 
‘tion of legislation creating a select com- 
mittee on assassinations, as we have 
done today. This first appeal was many 

months ago when it appeared that there 
was no likelihood that we would ever get 
such a proposal out of the House Rules 
Committee. 

Creation of the select committee is 
long overdue. However, whether creation 
of such a committee at this time, under 
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the present circumstances. including the 
retirement from Congress of my col- 
league, Congressman Cownrne, ts really 
appropriate, remains to be seen. -. 

I have only one interest: the truth 
about why and how thesé assassinations 

occurred. 
In organizing such an effort, as a se- 

lect committee on assassinations, -we 
should have only the objective of-assess- 
ing the effects of these assassinations on 
the American people, trying to determine 
why they happened, and how we can 
prevent such a series. of events: ‘from hap- 
pening again, 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker. TI yield 
such time as he may consume to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ANDERSON). 
(Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois asked and 

was given permission to revise and ex- 
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ulinois. Mr. 
Speaker, Iam delighted that the gentle- 
man who has preceded me on this reso- 
lution was the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Downie). The gentleman cer- 
tainly has no political motives whatever 
in espousing the cause of a reopening of 
the investigation into. the death of Dr. 
King and John F. Kennedy, because as - 
all of the Members:of this committesc 
know, the gentleman from Virgitiia is 
not seeking-reelection to this -bddy. - 

Mr. Speaker, very frankly, I was-one 
of those who originally was highly skep~ 

’ tical—totally skeptical, I would-say——of 
the utility of further pursuing this mat- 
ter. Yet, after listening to the testimony 
of the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Downinc) before the Committee on 
Rules way back in March .of this year, I 
Was so impressed with the very patient 
and persistent. effort that the gentleman — 
had made-to gather together all of the 
facts and all of the evidence that cer- - 
tainly pointed to new are2s that deserve 
investigation, that at that ime I voted in 

‘favor of reporting out this resolution. 
This was on the- 3st of March of this 
year. ° 

- Now, almost. 6 months have gone by, 
6 months, I might say, of very valuable 
time that could have been used to pursue 
this matter. 

Fortunately, some of the members of 
the Committee on Rules: at least in my 
judgment, changed their position and so 
it was that I read. this week 2 days ago 
that. by a vote of 9 to 4 this resolution 
was favorably reported. 
Mr. Speaker, I shall rot take the time 

to go into the evidence that has been 
presented to the committee by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. Downie). 
The gentleman has already made some 
reference to it in his statement a moment 
ago; but, for example, some of the peo- 
ple who have urged reconsideration of 
this matter include the staff attorney for | 
the Commission, David Belim. who in 
November of last year called for a new 
investigation, because the Commission 
at the time it did its work had been 
totally unaware-of CIA attempts on the 
life of Fidel Castro; yet I read, for ex~- 
ample, in the statement of the gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. Downinc) and 
heard the gentleman testify before the 
Committee on Rules; that Lee Harvey 
Oswald was questioned by seven FBI of- 

~
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ficials for. approximately 12 hours and 
that there are no stenographic tran- 

- scripts of his interrogation, no tape-re- 
corded record of his questioning was. 
made, that no notes were kept, even by 
the chief of homicide of the Dallas 
Police. . . . 

Mr. Speaker, those are things certain- 
ly that lead me to believe that in view of 
what we have learned in recent months 
of CIA involvement in attempted assas- 
sination efforts with respect to the 
Cuban dictator, Fidel Castro, and also 
some of the revelations.with respect to 
the activities of the FBI have lead me to 
believe that reasonable men have the 
right at this point in history to once, 
again make an inquiry into these mat- 
ters. 

I have not spoken as e+. °° vie 

the need for reinvestigatauus wa wic aeauh - 
of Dr. King, although I understand from 
one of the witnesses before our commit- 
tee, Mr. Fauntroy, that there is evidence | 
in this case as well that is deserving of 
consideration. ¥ think both of these mat- 
ters are so important that I would urge 
Members to put aside their doubts and 
support the adoption of the resolution. 
"Mr. THONE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? - ° , 

Mr. ANDERSON of Tllinois. I yidd 
the gentleman from Nebraska. —-  , 

Mr. THONE asked and was given per- 
-mission to revise and extend his re~ 
marks.) | " an 

Mr. THONE. Mr. Speakér, I thank the 
gentieman for yielding to me. - _ 

Mr. Speaker, no one can deny that 
there is a considerable percentage of 
people in America who feel they haven't 
had the full truth about the assassina- 
tion of former President John F. Ken- 
nedy and Martin Luther King. There are 
lingering doubts in the minds of many 
about the participants, motives, and 
causes of these tragedies. Tp 

In my opinion, sinister conspiratory 
aspects loom larger and larger, ’ 

Questions have also been raised about. 
‘killings, or attempted murders, of other 
leading American political leaders in the 
past 10-to 15 years. . too 

It is always worthwhile to seek the 
truth. It is always a wise course to try 
to replace doubts with certainty. It is 
always a course of wisdom to seek to find 

- answers for important questions. 

An investigation of these assassination 
attempts may help to guide America’s 
conduct of international relations. An 
investigation may help to provide better 
protection for our political leaders. Most 
importantly, an investigation that is 
thorough, complete, and impartial will 
do much to ease American minds. The 
United States is a nation of free people. 
We require knowledge and information 
to keep our freedom. As J: .- -ait “The 
truth will make you free.” 

In the search for truth, 1 urge edi. 
. tion of this proposal. . ; ~ 

' Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
- Hleman yield? of 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ilnois. I 
my colleague from DHnois. 

- Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, the state-. 
ments that have been made today by 
those advocating the resolution indicate 

~ 

yield to 

~ 

. - ’ 
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that the committee's attention will be 
devoted to the assassinations of former 
President Kennedy and Dr. Martin Lu- 
ther King. Yet, I am troubled by the 
Bhrase in the resolution which states, 
“and any others the select committee 
shall determine.” 

Mr. ANDERSON of Dhinois. I would 
respond to the gentleman from Dlinois 
in this manner: Certainly, all of the tes- 
timony before the Committee on Rules— 
and which led me individually to support 
as long ago as March of this year the 
adoption of a resolution to set up 2 select 
committee—was based on a desire on the 
part of the witness to reopen the in- 
vestigation into the deaths of two men, 
and two men only, Dr. Martin Luther - 
*<'me and former President John F. Ken- 
wauy. ? Co 

Let me conclude my answer by saying 
that just as the gentleman from Virginia. 
(Mr. Downinc? pointed out, there have 
been some very mysterious deaths occur 
in recent months, and he referred by 
Name to two former members of the 
Mafia. It is generally believed that they 
may have had some connection with 
plots by the CIA on the life of Castro; 
so that, to me, indicates that this lan- | 

~- 
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this resolution give Congress the power 
to go into that investigation? 

Mr. ANDERSON of UWlnois. I suppose 
one could argue without the phrase “and 
of any others” that they could. 

Mr. YATES. That is right. I thank the 
gentleman for his concession. ° 

Mr. ANDERSON of Dlinois. I frankly 
cannot see the basis for the fears ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Ylinois 
that this committee is going to get off on 
& fishing expedition into every gangland 
slaying that has occurred over the past 

10 years. I do not think that is their in- 
tention atall. © . 

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yleld 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali- - 
fornia (Mr. S1sx). : 

(Mr. SISK asked and was given per- 
mission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate 
the gentleman yielding. - . \ 

Mr. Speaker, let me urge my colleagues, 
for gosh sakes, if they have any respect, 
as Iam sure al) do, for the dolla 

pi_ourtaxpaversifiet_us yote this resolu) 
(tion down. This, t me, is almost unbeS 

ye would be here, ap- ievable, the : 

Jats guage is merely designed to give the se- 
lect committee, if it is established, the 
latitude and the flexibility that it might 
need to look into the deaths of other | 
individuals who are not really the prime 
focus of inquiry, but leads with respect 
to how that matter would in turn per-. 
haps shed some light on the whole mys- | 
tery surrounding the deaths of former 
President Kennedy and Dr. King. So, Ty 
think it is wholly ancillary to the prin- 
cipal thrust of the investigation, which 
is to look inta the deaths of Dr. King 
and former.President Kennedy.. 

' Mr. YATES. Does the gentleman be- 
lieve that the work of the committee 
should be fully devoted to the deaths of 1 
those‘ two individuals? And further re- { 
specting the deaths, as the gentleman 
suggested, occurring recently if those 
deaths are related to the death of former 
President Kennedy, the authority given 
by the resolution would permit the com- 
mittee to go into those deaths as well, I 
think the authority that is given by that 
gratuitous phrase, if you please, is so 
broad that the committee could go into. 
the assassination of President Lincoln, 
for example, under this authority. It 
could go into the assassination of Presi- 
dent McKinley. 0 

Mr. ANDERSON of ois. Now, the 
gentleman {fs resorting to \ familiar de- 
vice. There is not a shred of evidence 
before the Committee on Rules to show 
that they intend to go back and exhume 
the bones of Abraham Lincoln or James 
Garfield. 

Mr. YATES. Why put this phrasé in 
here then? me, 

Mr. ANDERSON of IllMnois. I have 
. ed to explain to the gentleman that 
tire deaths of some of the other people in 

broaching October I, even discussing 
Sue : , : 4 

aybe I should not use this title, be- 
cause it certainly does not apply to any 
Member of this body, nor to most Amer- 
icans, but there are unfortunately, a 

. Stopped for a time.” .. : 

number. of people running around this 
country who are plain witch hunters, and 
they have some kind of 2 melodramatic 
desire for the morbid. They want to try. 

. to create an incident. : 
If anyone can stand up and tell me one 

single good that anything that this com- 
mittee may do would be of any bene- . 
fit to the American people, to the Amer- 
ican Government, to anyone, then for 
xOd's sake J wish they.would do 
‘I thotght We put this thing to bed 

® long time ago, and we did have it 

But it seems to ever raise its head. And, 
finally, let me say we had-an amendment 
yesterday proposed to te the 
phrase which has been raised here which 
opens it up. For example, I understand 
there is new evidence in connection with 
the death of President Harding. I do not 
know whether or not the committee 
wants to go in and investigate the death 
of President Harding, and I do not really 
care. I just hope, as I said, that we vote 
this resolution down, and particularly at 
this stage of the year when there js no 
Possibility even, with the admission of 
possible Members of the committee, that 
they are going to do anything this year 
and will depend on the 95th Congress 
for any achievements that may be 
develope 

< Speaker, let me say to my col- 
leagues that we have heard all kinds of 
rumors, and there will continue to be 

recent months have lead the authors of{  ¢y, 
the resolution to think they might have. 
some bearing on the deaths of President 
Kennedy and Dr. King. 

‘Mr. YATES. If they have a bearing on 
the deaths, would not the authority of 

‘ 

back 100 years ago. Facts are facts to the 
individual stating them.- They may or
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may not be facts. They may be truths or 
half-truths. 

So I say, Mr. Speaker, that I would 
urge that this House on this occasion vote 
down this resolution, and then if the 95th 
Congress wants to take a look at some 
new evidence that apparently seems to 
be floating around, they can do so. 

- Frankly, as a Member of the Committee 
on Rwies, I-still have not heard anything 
up there that would in any way change 
amy strong conviction that it is a total 
waste of time. Are we going to; .. ~ 
and bring Mr. Castro up here if somemuuy: 
comes up with some so-called facts that 
he was instrumental in the death of 
President Kennedy? To me, it is just un- 
believable that we spend our time on this 
kind of situation. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I vield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. DOWNING). 

(Mr. DOWNING of Virginia asked and 
was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DOWNING of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I have resolved this question 
for myself. The Members all know that 
I do_not go in for the sensational or the 
bizarre. That is not my lifestyle. I asked 
myself: “Why do you want to do this?” 
And the answer came back: “‘Theé truth.” 

The American people want to know.the - 
truth. I would hope and pray that the 
commitiee would resolve that the War- 
ren Commission was right, but I know in 
my heart it will not. 

Tet me tell the Members something 
else about these assassinations. We 
should take into consideration the politi- 
cal effects of this crime. Let us think of 
this for a minute: But for the fact that 
Kennedy was assassinated, Johnson 
_~tobably would not have been President, 

. nd but for the fact that Robert F. Ken- 
edy was assassinated, Richard M. Nixon 
tobably would not have been President, 

id but for the fact that George Wallace 
_ 36 eliminated, Nixon probably would 

i.ot have been reelected. No one can tell 
me that an assassination does not have 
an effect on politics and on our form of 
government, 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Members to 
vote for this resolution. : 

. Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
‘minutes to the gentleman from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia (Mr. Facuwrroy). ~ 

permission to revise-and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the House Resolution 1540. 
There are at least three compelling rea- 
sons for the House to establish this Se- 
lect Committee on Assassinations. The 
first is that the American people want 
it. The second js that a wealth of new 
information which was not savailable_to 
the initial investigators of the Kennedy 
and King assassinations justifies it. And 
third, Mr. Speaker, the best yehicle for 
such an inquiry would be a duly consti- 
tuted panel of. distinguished Members of 
this House committed to conduct a re- 
sponsible and searching investigation of 

” these matters. . 

. Let us take a look at the first com- 
pelling reason, namely that: The Ameri- 
can People today want a thorough, im- 

- 

* - - 
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partial and reliable investigation of the 
rash of political assassinations that have 
rocked our: Nation over the past 13 
years. Both nationwide polls and more lo- 
calize polis of the opinions of the Ameri- 
can people indicate that an overwhelm- 
ing majority of our people are not satis- 
fied that we know the whole truth about 
several of these assassinations. In fact, a 
CBS nationwide poll as recently as No- 
yember of last year found a whopping 46 
percent of the American people believing 
*" =“ the shootings of John F. Kennedy, 

- suartin Luther King, Jr., and even George 
Wallace were related. The polls found 
only that 15 percent of the American peo- 
ple believe that Lee Harvey Oswald acted 
alone in the Kennedy assassination. 
When one reflects upon the wealth-of 

new information that has come to light 
since initial investigators completed their 
work, one can understand the low level 
of confidence which the American people 
have in these dated findings. Not- only 

‘ have a number of books published on the 
subject of the assassinations revealed 
new information and raised serious ques- 
tions that ought to be answered, but the 
recent findings of the Senate Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence have, in my view, 
confirmed the need for a reopening of 
these matters. . 

Our distinguished colleague from Vir- 
ginia, Mr. Downine, has noted a number 
of facts that were not available to the 
Warren Commission in the Kennedy 
case. The Eing assassination has never 
been thoroughly investigated inasmuch 
as there has never been a trial, even 
though the confessed assassin has been 
seeking one for nearly 8 years. I have 
shared new information with respect to 
the King assassination with the leader- 
ship of the House with the result that 
they have concurred in our desire to es- 
tablish the select committee. . 
~ Third, Mr. Speaker, a select committee 
of the House is clearly the best vehicle 
for investigating this investigation. What 
the Senate Select Committee on Intelli- 
gence has documented about, the shame- 
ful conduct of the FBI with respect to 
Dr. King is certainly enough to convince 
all of us that the responsible thing for 
the Congress fo do is to undertake this 
investigation, . resolve’ any lingering 
doubts and help restore confidence in 

- our Government. 
(Mr. FAUNTROY asked and was given ~ The American people want it, new in- 

formation demands it, and the conduct 

ef our traditional investigate agencies 
require that we establish this select com- 
mittee. Nothing more is needed; nothing 
jess will suffice. 

Mr. MYERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FAUNTROY. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr, MYERS of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, 
I share the concern of the gentleman, 
and I agree that these assassinations cer- 
tainly needed investigation at the time, 
but I fail to realize how we can come up. 
now 2 weeks before sine die adijiourn- 
ment with a resolution that provides for 
the appointment of 12 Members of this 
Chamber to make an investigation in 2 
weeks and clear the air in a matter that 
the Warren Commission spent months in 
investigating. I just cannot see it. 

” 

the gentleman from Indiéna 
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I will ask one other question, if I may. 
Mr, FAUNTROY. May I answer the 

first question and then answer the gen- 
tieman's second. 

Mr. MYERS of Indiana. Certainly. 
Mr. FAUNTROY. It is my considered 

judgment that the members of the Com- 
mittee on Rules who voted for this, in- 
cluding. the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Downinc) whose record is very 
clear on questions of this nature, have 
not moved to do this at this time with- 
out serious understanding of the urgent 
need to preserve testimony. I am ccn- 
fident that when we are apprised of the 
specifics, of the new information, we will 
understanding the wisdom of the leader- 
ship which is supporting this measure 
now. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself an additional 30 seconds. 

(Mr. MADDEN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) = 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
commend the gentleman from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia (Mr. Fauntroy) for the 
remarks he just made. 

__ As I previously stated, Mr. Speaker, 
there have been thousands of letters and 
requests from organizations and people 
all over the country pressing for these 
investigations. . 

The gentleman from ‘Texas (Mr. Goxr- 
ZALEZ) has been one of the pioneers in 
bringing about this investigation resolu- 

tion. His work has not only extended 
over months, but over years in trying to 
get this Select Assassination Committee 
created. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. Prcxzir). 

(Mr, PICKLE asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his | 
remarks.) : 

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

Tr. Map- 
DEN) for yielding. 

I will not take all of that time because 
I was also going to point out to the House 
that one of the first voices in the Con- 
gress to raise questions was that of. the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GonzaLez). 

Mr. Speaker, I have doubts about what 
this committee will find: but I do know 
that the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GonzaLEz) has been pursuing this mat- 
ter for the last several years and probably 
was the first one to initiate or to insist 
on further inquiring. I think the House 
ought to know that perhaps this resolu- 
tion is before us today because of his 
persistence and because of his determi- 
nation that certain testimeny ought to 
be preserved. 

Mr. Speaker, most of us are going to 
reserve our judgment, but I know that 
the able gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GONZALEZ) felt very strongly about un- 
certainties, and I think that the Members 
should be reminded of that particular 
fact. 

Mr. MYERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PICKLE. I yleld to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. MYERS of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, 
once again we will establish a commis- 
sion or a select committee, and I under- 
stand that thes€ people who. will serve 
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designated, in the event this resolution 

passes today. . 
I wonder if this resolution would be 

here today if the 12 members who will 

serve on it were not Members of the 

‘House of Representatives. If we selected 

12 persons from the population to make 

this investigation, would we still be voting 

on this bill today? Are we really con~ 
cerned about this or is this an oppor- 

tunity for somebody to be out in the 
limelight again? . 

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, I must say 

to the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 

Myers) that I do not know whether the 

members have been seletced. That is a 

matter-for the Speaker, who will make 

that determination. 

Mr. MYERS of Indiana. If the gentle- 

man will yield further, at the time this 
came up I understand that the members . 

had been selected already or designated, 

at least, even though they have not been _ 

appointed. 
Again, I doubt that we would be here 

today taking up this resolution if Mem- 

bers of Congress were not to serve on this 

very select committee. Regardless of how 

worthy or meritorious this bill is, can 

the 12 members to be appointed fulfill 

all their other legislative responsibilities, 

all probably will be running for reelec- 

tion and will be doing some politicking | 

during this period, yet do any kind of 

job of investigation and make a report 
before we adjourn? To spend that much 

money in such a short time is just not 

reasonable. 

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

2 minutes to the gentleman f Indiana 

(Mr. FITHIAN). . ’ 

(Mr. FITHIAN asked and was given 

permission to revise and extend his 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. - 

When I came to this body nearly 2. 

years ago, I came from a role of a history . 
professor. - Do of 

- I was the person who had seen in the. 
” books repeatedly or every so often the 
statement that we wanted to go back and 
reinvestigate some assassinaton. 

Mr. Speaker, by training alone, I was | 
opposed to this movement; but in the 
last 18 months, both from the evidence 
that has been amassed and the interest 
that has been exhibited, and from my 
own investightion and my owh reading 
into this subject, I have been led to 

_ believe. that this is worthy of our con- 

sideration. It is worthy of our considera- 
tion because there are too many wnan- 
swered questions. a . . 

Both of these assassinations and the 
evidence pertaining to them are now 
demonstrably incomplete, as has been. 
stated ably by the gentleman from 
Dlinois (Mr. ANDERSON), that being the 
case, it is time to try to lay this question 
to rest and to try to assure the American 
people, who are, as the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Mapven), the chairman of 

the Committee on Rules mentioned, 
: uneasy about this whole matter. 
t. Therefore, I would urge the Members 
. of this body to support this resolution, 

es a * . a ) . _ 
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on this committee have alfeady been Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield’ 
1 minute to the eentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PATTEN). : 

(Mr. PATTEN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) . : 

Mr. PATTEN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is 
odd. Yesterday we had the Clean Air Act. 
Today we have this resolution. 

Everybody in America loves moving 
pictures and they love to read mystery 
stories. It is the best way to sell a 
newspaper. mo zs 

I work on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee and there are no TV cameras or 
lights, no reporters. Let us get into the 

act even if it is a fake. . 

Mr, WON. PAT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 

support House Resolution 1540, which 
calls for the creation of a select commit- 

tee to investigate the deaths of the late 

President John F. Kennedy, his brother 
Robert, Martin Luther King, and the at- 
tempted assassination of “Gov. George 
Wallace. 7 

The measure now before this body is 
similar to one I cosponsored; House Res- 
olution 456, both of which were written 
by our esteemed colleague Representative 
Henry B. Gonzaez, of Texas. 

The need for Congress to undertake 8 

new and thorough investigation of these 
matters, particularly the Kennedy assas- 
sinations, is very real. Recent events have 

revealed new information which shed 
light on some very gray areas of the Ken- 

nedy assassinations. Information which 

should give every American pause 

question whether the Warren Commis- 

sion did, in fact, uncover all the sordid 
facts. surrounding these terrible events 

in our history. Did Cuban President Fidel 

Castro play a role in the killings as press 
reports now indicate may be the case? 
Did the Mafia know about the murders 
and are the gangland killings of the two 
Mafia heads related in any way to the 
Kennedy assassinations? 4! 

I, for one, have no idea if these or any 
of the numerous theories about the assas- 

-ginations are valid. But the fact remains 
that many Americans continue to doubt 
that all the truth has been revealed. 
- I have great confidence that should 
the Congress approve of this legislation, 
the investigation will be conducted in a 
professional and responsible manner 
which will reflect credit on the U.S, Con~ 
gress. What we are looking for is the 

truth, not a sideshow. Bus as long as a 

reasonable doubt remains, I believe that 
it is the duty of the Congress to investi- 

gate these issues and report to the Ameri- 
; ean people its findings. 

Congressman GONZALEZ deserves our 

support in this matter. He has approach- 

ed this sensative issue with dignity and 

appreciation for the complex issues in- 
yolved. Should the select committee be 
authorized, I would heartedly recommend 
that Congressman GonzaLez be chosen 
as its chairman. He is extremely familiar 

With the issues and has undoubtedly de- 
‘veloped strong connections with many of 
the groups who have publicly expressed 

_Teservations about the assassinations. . 
Congressman GonzZALEz’s record in the 
House is an outstanding one, and I am 
confident that he would carry out the 

woe 

Y rN, 

tc 
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duties of the chairman of the select com- 

mittee to investigate the assassinations 

With his usual sk iL : 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I+ise to support House Resolu- 
tion 1540, a resolution that establishes 

a House select committee to complete a 

thorough investigation of the assassina- 

tions of President Kennedy and Dr. Mar- 

tin Luther King, Jr. 

Lingering .doubt about “what hap- 
pened” remains with the American peo- 

ple. Uncertainty about the death of great 

leaders, or anyone cannot be. 
Thus, last year I cosponsored a nearly 

identical resolution (H. Res. 574) intro- 

duced by my colleague from Virginia, Mr. 
Downrnc. Today, I urge every Member to 

-join with me in passing a resolution that, 

hopefully, will close an old wound. 
Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 

™~ 

~urge & speedy passage today of House 
Resolution 1540. As Members of. the 
House of Representatives, we have the 
duty to investigate and prove or disprove 

to the best of our ability any allegations 

of impropriety or conspiracy in these 
assassinations. The American people 
have the right to know with the greatest 
certainty possible the circumstances sur- 
rounding deaths of President Kennedy, 
Martin Luther King, and the attempted 
assassination of Governor Wallace. 

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I am most 
hopeful that today the House will take 
a step toward ending the 13 years of 
doubt that have surrounded the assassi- 
nation of President John F. Kennedy. 
Public opinion polls have shown us re- 
peatedly that the American people sim- 
ply do not believe the conclusions of the 
Warren Commission report. And rather 
‘than: subsiding, the questions, charges, 
and doubts grow in scope, magnitude, — 
and intensity with the passage of .time. 

_The Senate Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence Activities concluded that there 
were serious omissions in the informa- 
tion and evidence provided to the War- 
ren. Commission and that another in-- 
vestigation Is warranted. I concur. with 
that conclusion and believe the House 
of Representatives should establish the 
vehicle to conduct that investigation. 

It is clear that the Warren Commis- 
sion never questioned the guilt of Lee 
Harvey Oswald and never Jooked into 
any information that was not directiv 
related to him, In this way they never 
examined any information that did not 
fit into this preconceived conclusion, and 

. thus the scope of their investigation was 
narrow and incomplete. - 

I do not portend to know who did, 
or did not, kill President Kennedy. I do 
know that too many oguestions and 
doubts remain for Us not to create a 
select committee to investigate that as- 
sassination. Further, information that 
has come to Heht over the last several 
months‘ regarding the surveillance and 
harassment of Rev. Martin Luther Kine, 
and the inconsistencles surrounding his 
assassination warrant attention by the 
House of Representatives as well. 

the public’s right to know the truth, and 

cast an affirmative yote on this resolu- 

I urge all of my colleagues to consider — 

— 
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Mr. BIAGGT, Mr. Speaker, I rise-to in- 
dicate my full support for this resolution 
which will establish a new Select Com- 
mittee on Assassinations. AS a cospon- 
sor of this resolution, I consider its pas- 
sage vital if we are to address the clam- 
orings of millions of Americans to reopen 
the investigations of-the assassinations 
of John F. Eennedy and Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr. 

Now, almost 13 years Jater, there are 

still many serious questions being raised 
on certain key facts associated with the 
murder of President Kennedy. The re-- 
lentless efforts of such persons as Mark 
Lane in his book “Rush to Judgment” as 
well as other individuals and groups, have 
produced new evidence which questions 
the findings of the Warren Commission. 
It should be clearly understood that the 
efforts to create this select committee 
are in no way designed to be a total de- 
nunciation of the Warren Commission. 
Rather, in light of new and substantial. 
evidence, it is imperative that a new in- 
quiry be undertaken and we are seeking 
te allow Congress to investigate the as- 
sassination for the first time. \ 

Similarly, serious questions have been 
raised about the murder of Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr. New and very disturb- 
ing theories have surfaced which deserve 
close examination. This is exactly what 
the committee would do. 

I am pleased that this resolution will 
vest the new committee with sufficient 
authority to insure that thorough in- 
quiries are conducted. These two assassi- 

_fhatlons of major American leaders have 
had a profound effect on all Americans. 

. We must write the final chapter on these 
two dark events in American history by 
permitting all relevant evidence to be 
aired and considered so that unimpeach- 
able conclusions on these assassinations 

may be reached. ; 
Mrs. MINE. Mr, Speaker, I rise in sup- 

port of House Resolution 1540, to estab- 
lish a Select Committee on Assassination. 
Many of us have been shocked in recent 
times to learn. of the extent to which 
American intelligence and law enforce- 
ment agencies have engaged in ilegai, 
improper, and unethical activities. In- 
vestigations by both Chambers of Con- 
gress have charted a long history of 
abuses by the CIA, FBI, and other agen- 
cles that have included iega) electronic 
surveillance, drug abuses, political spy- 
ing, mail openings, efforts to disrupt and 
discredit citizen protest groups, and as- 
sassination plots against foreign leaders. 

- The recent disclosure of J. Edgar 
Hoover’s now infamous COINTELPRO 
Memos outlines a nationwide program to 
“expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit, or 
otherwise neutralize the activities” of 
organizations and leaders who did not 
share Mr. Hoover's political philosophy. 
And yet, I would remind my colleagues, 
that the investigations of the assassina- 
tions of President John F. Kennedy, Sen- 
ator Robert F. Kennedy, and Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr., were dependent upon 
information gathered under the direction 
of the very same J. Edgar Hoover. 

Mr. Speaker, this Congress had done 
much to prevent the reoccurrence of the 
abuses of the past but to stop at this 
point is to leave our work half done. 

Many Americans are demanding to be 
told the whole truth about the assassina- 
tions of some of our greatest leaders. The 
recent systematic violations of the Con- 
stitution, Federal, State, and local laws 
by the FBI, CIA, and other agencies, 
necessitates the direct intervention of 
this honorable body in order to determine 
if all facts have pen brought to light. 
The2 expect no less. 

Mr. MILLER of “Ohio Mr. Speaker, I 
Se in opposition to this resolution. The 

proponents of this resolution are asking - 
the American taxpayers to pay $250,000 
to study the circumstances surrounding 
the assassinations of certain named in- 
dividuals and other unnamed individ- 
uals. The proponents of this resolution 
call for the expenditure of these funds 
even though thousands of dollars have 
been previously spent by various local, 
State, and Federal entities—including 
adjudicatory bodies—in the investigation 
of assassinations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, assassinations are a 
terrible thing and if we could prevent - 
them by writing $250,600 reports that 
nobody wili read, I would vote. for this 
resolution. But the proponents of this 
resolution indicate that we just have to 
have this study. However, I have neither 
heard nor seen a great clamor from the | 
people demanding this study. If the pro- 
ponents truly down deep in their -hearts 
want this great treatise called for by this 
resolution, I ‘respectfully suggest that 
they reach down deep in their pockets 
and get out their checkbooks and per- 
sonally contribute to this undertaking. I 
have it calculated. If each of the Mem- 
bers would write a check for $575, that 
will cover the $250,000 t of this en- 
deayor. Since the people do not want 
this resolution it is only fair that we pay 
the bill and save the taxpayers some 
funds. I suspect that there would be a 
lot less studies undertaken if We were 
required to pay for them out of our own 
pockets. And I also suspect, Mr. Speaker, 
that all of these study commissions wowld 
not linger on indefinitely if the Members 
were required to pay for them year after 
year.. 

The SPEAKER, All time has expired. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous ‘consent that all - Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which 
to revise and extend their remarks on 
the subject of the. pending resolution. 

' The SPEAKER. Is there objection “to 
the request ¢ of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. ~ 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the resolution, 

. The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the 

resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker. announced that the ayes ap- 
pear to have it. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I ob- 
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 

point of order that & quorum is not - 
present. . 

The SPEAKER. Evidently & quorum 
is not present. 

7 
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The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab- 
sent Members. ~- 

The vote was taken by electronic de 
vice, and there were—yeas 280, nays 65, 
answered “present” 1, not voting 84, as_ 
‘follows: 

Burton, Phillip 
Butler — 
Carr 

{Roll No. 748} 

YEAS—280 

Mitchell, NY, 
Moakley 
Moffett 
Molicohan — 
Montgomery 

Ottinger 
Pattison, NY. 

Taylor, Mo. 
Taylor, N.C. 
Thompson, 
Thone. 
‘Traxler 
Treen 
Tsongas 
Udall 
Ullman 
Vander Jagt 
Vanik , 
Vigorito 
Waleb 

Waxman 
Weaver 
Whalen 

te 

Whitehurst 
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STATEMENT OF 
THE HONORABLE THOMAS N. DOWNING 

CHAIRMAN, SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1976 

GOOD MORNING, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: THANK YOU FOR COMING 

HERE TODAY. I HAVE THE GREAT PLEASURE OF INTRODUCING TO YoU 

MR. RICHARD SPRAGUE, WHO TODAY HAS BECOME ACTING COUNSEL AND 

DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS. 

MR. SPRAGUE'S APPOINTMENT IS “ACTING" ONLY UNTIL THE SELECT 

COMMITTEE MEETS NOVEMBER 15TH, AT WHICH TIME I FULLY EXPECT HIS 

APPOINTMENT WILL BECOME PERMANENT. 

MR. SPRAGUE COMES TO US FROM PRIVATE PRACTICE IN PHILADELPHIA. 
HE HAD HAD EXTENSIVE EXPERIENCE PROSECUTING CRIMINAL CASES, AND IN 

PARTICULAR SERVED AS SPECIAL PROSECUTOR FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY , 

PENNSYLVANIA FOR THE PROSECUTION OF THE YABLONSKI MURDERS. HE LATER . 

SERVED AS SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNITED 

STATES FOR THE FEDERAL PROSECUTION OF W.A. "TONY" BOYLE. 

I AM MOST GRATIFIED THAT MR. SPRAGUE HAS’ ACCEPTED THIS 

POSITION ON THE SELECT COMMITTEE. WITH HIS HELP, WE WILL, AS 

OUR MANDATE REQUIRES, CONDUCT A THOROUGH AND COMPLETE INVESTIGATION 

INTO THE DEATHS OF PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY AND MARTIN LUTHER KING, 

JRe I AM CONFIDENT THAT THE SELECT COMMITTEE WILL PROVIDE THE 

“AMERICAN PEOPLE WITH THE TRUTH AS TO WHAT HAPPENED TO THEIR 

PRESIDENT AND TO ONE OF THEIR MOST PROMINENT NATIONAL FIGURES. 

—
—
-
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W
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L
E
T
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E
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OF 
T
R
A
N
S
M
I
T
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A
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U.S. 
H
o
u
s
e
 

or 
R
E
P
R
E
S
E
N
T
A
T
I
V
E
S
,
 

~SEtEct 
ComMMITTER 

ON 
ASSASSINATIONS, 

Washington, 
D.C., 

December 
31 , 

1976. 
Hon. 

E
o
m
u
n
p
 

L. 
H
e
n
s
u
a
w
,
 

Jr., 
. 

Clerk, 
U.S. 

House 
of 

Representatives, 
Washington, 

D.C. 
D
z
a
r
 

Mr. 
H
e
n
s
n
a
w
:
 

On 
behalf 

of 
the 

House 
Select 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

* 
on 

Assassinations 
and 

pursuant 
to 

the 
mandate 

of 
House 

Resolution 
1540, 

I 
am 

transmitting 
herewith 

to 
the 

House 
of 

Representatives 
the 

report 
of 

the 
committce 

representing 
‘the 

results 
of. 

the 
committee's 

investigation 
and 

study 
since 

its 
inception 

on 
September 

17, 
1976. 

The 
report 

includes 
the 

r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
t
i
o
n
s
 

of 
the 

committee 
with 

respect 
to 

continued 
investigation 

by 
the 

House 
of 

Representatives 
of 

the 
assassinations 

of 
John 

F, 
K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

and 
Martin 

Luther 
King, 

Jr. 
I 

would 
like, 

at 
this 

time, 
to 

express 
the 

deep 
appreciation 

of 
the 

committee 
to 

the 
committee 

staff 
for 

its 
excellent 

work 
on 

this 
phase 

of 
the 

Select 
Committee’s 

investigation. 
I 

note, 
on 

my 
retirement 

from 
the 

House 
of 

Representatives, 
the 

fine 
start 

which 
has 

been 
made 

on 
this 

investigation, 
for 

whose 
initia- 

tion 
I 
have 

worked 
over 

the 
past 

years. 
It 

is 
my 

sincere 
hope 

that 
the 

House 
will 

see 
fit 

to 
proceed 

with 
the 

investigation 
in 

the 
same 

thorough 
and 

professional 
manner 

in 
which 

it 
has 

begun. 
; 

a“ 
Sincerely, 

T
u
o
m
a
s
 

N. 
Downrtna, 

Chairman. 
Enclosure: 

Report. 
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R
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N
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31, 
1
9
7
6
.
—
C
o
m
m
i
t
i
e
d
 

to 
the 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

of 
the 

W
h
o
l
e
 

H
o
u
s
e
 

on 
the 

State 
of 

the 
Union 

and 
ordered 

to 
be 

printed 

Mr. 
D
o
w
n
i
n
a
,
 

from 
the 

Select 
Committee 

on 
Assassinations 

submitted 
the 

following 

R
E
P
O
R
T
 



I, 
I
N
T
R
O
D
U
C
T
I
O
N
 

‘Pwelve 
veurs 

have 
passed 

since 
the 

Warren 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

released 

its 
report 

finding 
that 

Jace 
Harvey 

Oswald 
was 

the 
sole 

assassin 
of 

President 
John 

F. 
Kennedy. 

| 

Bight 
years 

have 
passed 

since 
Judge 

W. 
Preston 

Battle 
of 

the 

Sholby 
County, 

‘Venn., 
Criminal 

Court 
accepted 

James 
Karl 

Ray's 

plea 
of 

guilty 
to 

the 
m
u
r
d
e
r
 

of 
Dr. 

Martin 
Iaither 

Wing, 
Jr. 

The 
passage 

of 
time 

has 
not 

henled 
the national 

trauma 
caused 

by 

these 
assussinations, 

In 
the 

ensuing 
years, 

old 
doubts 

have 
remained 

and 
new 

disturbing 
questions 

hive 
been 

raised 
as 

additional 
evidence 

has 
come 

to 
light. 

- 

The 
following 

are 
just 

a 
few 

examples 
of 

these 
new 

Issues: 

(1) 
Did 

the 
Central 

Intelligence 
Agency 

deliberately 
avoid 

furnish- 

ing 
critical 

information 
to 

the 
Federal 

Bureau 
of 

Investigation 
which 

would 
have 

resulted 
in 

the 
surveillance 

of 
Lee 

Harvey 
Oswald 

prior 

to 
the 

assassination 
of 

President 
Kennedy? 

If{ 
so, 

why? 
.
 

(2) 
Was 

critical 
evidence 

withheld 
from 

the 
Warren 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
?
 

hy? 
" 

The 
US. 

Senate 
Select 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

to 
Study 

Governmental 
Opera- 

tions, 
in 

a 
report 

released 
April 

23, 
1976, 

concluded 
that 

tho 
per- 

formance 
of 

U.S. 
intelligence 

agencies 
was 

defective 
both 

with 
respect 

to 
the 

investigation 
of 

the 
assassination 

of 
President 

ISennedy 
as 

well 
as 

the 
reporting 

to 
the 

Warren 
Commission. 

That 
report. 

states 

in 
part: In 

the 
days 

following 
the 

assassination 
of, 

President 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
,
 

nothing 
was 

more 
i
m
p
o
r
t
a
n
t
 

to 
this 

country 

than 
to 

determine 
the 

facts 
of 

his 
death; 

no 
one 

single 
event 

has 
shaken 

the 
country 

more. 
Yet 

the 
evidence 

the 
C
o
m
-
 

mittee 
has 

developed 
suggests 

that, 
for 

different 
rensons, 

both 
the 

CTA 
and 

the 
FBI 

failed 
in, 

or 
avoided 

carrying 

out, 
certain 

of 
their 

responsibilities 
in 

this 
matter, 

* 
* 

* 
* 

o
m
 

* 
* 

The 
Committee 

emphasizes 
that 

it 
lias 

not. 
nacovered 

any 
evidence 

sufficient 
to 

justify 
a 
conclusion 

that 
Lhere 

Was 
0 

curispiracy 
to 

assassinate 
President 

Kennedy. 
The 

Com- 

mittee, 
hus, 

however, 
developed 

evidence 
which 

inipeaches 

the 
process 

by 
which 

Che 
intelligence 

agencies 
arrived 

at 
their 

own 
conchisions 

about 
the 

assassination, 
and 

by 
which 

they 
provided 

information 
(o 

the 
Warren 

Commission. 

This 
evidence 

indicates 
that 

the 
investigation 

of 
the 

assassina- 

tion 
was 

deficient 
and 

that 
facts 

which 
might 

have 
substantially 

' 
affected. 

the 
course 

of 
the 

investigation 
were 

not 
rovided 

the 

Warren 
Commission 

or 
those 

individuals 
within 

the 
FBI 

and 

CLA, 
as 

well 
as 

other 
agencivs 

uf 
G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 
who 

were 
charged 

with 
investigating 

the 
assassination. 

(Emphasis 
supplied.) 

2 
(3) 

‘There 
are 

reports 
of 

intensive 
surveillance 

of 
Or. 

Nbiartin 
Luther 

King 
by 

domestic 
intelligence 

agencies, 
eluding 

the 
FRE 

Whe 
and 

where 
were 

these 
agents 

al 
(he 

dine 
of 

Dr. 
King’s 

assassination? 
Do 

they 
have 

any 
evidence 

concerning 
Che 

assussuuition 
er 

aus 
plats 

Co 
commit 

it? 
Was 

this 
surveillance 

deliberately 
curtiil- 

prior 
to 

the 
assassination? 

And, 
if 

so, 
why? 

(4) 
There 

are 
reports 

that 
there 

were 
unusual 

(ransfers 
of 

personnel 
by 

the 
M
e
m
p
h
i
s
 

Fire 
and 

Police 
Departments 

on 
Aprils 

and 
April 

4, 
1968, 

which 
may 

or 
may 

not 
have 

affected 
the 

security 
of 

Dr. 
King. 

If 
so, 

why 
were 

these 
transfers 

made 
and 

at 
whose 

direction? 
Over 

the 
years 

repeated 
disclosures 

of 
agency 

misconduet, 
foreign 

assassination 
attempts, 

concented 
information, 

destruction 
of 

evi- 
dence 

and 
possible 

deliberate 
misinformation 

have 
fostered 

among 
- 
our 

citizens 
an 

ensuing 
lack 

of 
confidence 

in 
G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

agencies. 
As 

a 
result, 

there 
hus 

been 
a 

growing 
sense 

of 
tational 

conrern 
about 

the 
adequacy 

and 
integrity 

of 
the 

original 
investigations. 

The 
history 

of 
these 

assassinations 
has 

demonstrated 
Chat 

the 
passage 

of 
more 

time 
will 

only 
increase 

that 
concern, 

and 
only 

a 
therough 

and 
definitive 

inquiry 
at 

this 
time 

will 
resolve 

the 
growing 

doubts. 
On 

S
e
p
t
e
m
b
e
r
 

17, 
1976, 

the 
H
o
u
s
e
 

of 
R
e
p
r
e
s
e
n
t
a
t
i
v
e
s
 

rose 
to 

this 

challenge. 
It 

created 
the 

Select 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
o
 

on 
Assassinations 

(11. 
Res. 

1540) 
with 

the 
mandate 

to 
conduct 

a 
“fall 

and 
complete 

investigation 
of 

the 
circumstances 

surrounding 
the 

death 
of 

John 
I. 

Kennedy 
and 

the 
death 

of 
Martin 

Luther 
King, 

Jr., 
and 

of 
any 

others 
the 

Select 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

shall 
determine.” 

| 
The 

m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 

of 
the 

Select 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

recognized 
the 

need 
to 

re- 
solve 

certain 
preliminary 

matters 
in 

the 
3 
months 

remaining 
before 

the 
close 

of 
the 

94th 
Congress. 

With 
a 

realistic 
appraisal 

of 
the 

task 
in 

mind, 
staffing 

and 
budget 

levels 
were 

determined. 
Threshold 

inves- 
tigative 

inquiries 
were 

begun. 
With 

the 
advent 

of 
the 

new 
Congress 

the 
committee 

is 
now 

prepared 
to 

proceed 
with 

the 
investigation. 

The 
committee 

undertook 
ist 

legislative 
mandate 

with 
the 

recog- 
nition 

of 
its 

responsibility 
to 

the 
American 

public. 
The 

purpose 
of 

this 
mandate 

is 
to 

investignte 
and 

provide 
the 

facts 
relating 

to 
both 

assassinations 
ancl 

to 
do 

so 
in 

a 
manner 

which 
will 

be 
credible, 

pro- 
fessional, 

ethical 
and 

will 
reflect 

well 
on 

the 
integrity 

of 
Congress. 

P
u
r
s
u
a
n
t
 

to 
this 

m
a
n
d
a
t
e
,
 

the 
c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

will 
inake 

r
e
c
o
m
i
m
e
n
d
a
-
 

tions 
regarding 

the 
adequacy 

of 
existing 

laws 
relating 

to 
the 

assassina- 
tion 

of 
the 

President 
of 

the 
United 

States, 
conspiracy, 

deprivation 
of 

eivil 
rights, 

and 
the 

investigatory 
authority 

and 
capability 

of 
agencies 

and 
d
e
p
a
r
t
m
e
n
t
s
 

of 
the 

United 
States 

g
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
.
 

The 
committee 

has 
received 

widespread 
support 

for 
this 

legislative 
investigation. 

An 
assistant 

counsel 
to 

the 
Warren 

Cominission, 
citing 

recent 
disclosures 

of 
documents 

which 
were 

withheld 
from 

the 
Warren 

fomimission, 
strongly 

urged 
the 

reopening 
to 

the 
investigation. 

He 
stressed 

that 
‘the 

conduct 
of 

the 
Commission 

and 
of 

the 
agencies 

upon 
which 

it 
relied 

should 
be 

carefully 
examined 

and 
any 

new 
information 

be 
fully 

pursued.”’ 
. 

The 
important 

questions, 
he 

said, 
are 

“not 
only 

how 
and! 

why 
Presi- 

dent 
K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 
was 

assassinated. 
but 

how 
such 

events 
can 

be 
etfertively 

investigated.’ 
[le 

was 
joined 

by 
another 

assistant 
counsel 

to 
the 

Warren 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 
who 

hns 
endorsed 

‘a 
full 

and 
thorough 

investiga- 
tion 

of 
both 

assassinations.” 

“t/



. 
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In 
the 

case 
of 

the 
King 

assassination, 
the 

Committee 
was 

provided 
with 

the 
results 

of 
n 

1975 
investigation 

conducted 
by 

the 
Atlanta, 

Ga., 
Bureau 

of 
Police 

Services. 
The 

report 
states 

in 
part: 

“* 
* 

* 
even 

a 
cursory 

examination 
of 

certain 
information 

presented, 
to 

us 
elicits 

some 
vory 

interesting 
series 

of 
coincidences 

which 
would 

appear 
to 

merit 
investigation 

by 
approprinte 

agencies.” 
The 

report 
urges 

that 
a 
new 

investigation 
be 

undertaken 
in 

order 
to 

reach 
“a 

more 
defini- 

live 
position 

on 
the 

circumstances 
surrounding 

the 
assassination 

of 
Dr, 

Martin 
Luther 

King, 
Jr.” 

Il. 
T
H
E
 

C
O
M
M
I
T
P
E
E
’
S
 

I
N
I
T
I
A
L
 

A
C
T
I
O
N
S
 

The 
committee's 

first 
task 

was 
the 

selection 
and 

appointment 
of 

a 
chief 

counsel 
and 

director. 
The 

committee 
obtained 

the 
services 

of 
Richard 

A. 
Sprague. 

Mr. 
Sprague 

served 
as 

First 
Assistant 

District 
Attorney 

of 
Philadelphia, 

Pa., 
from 

June 
1966, 

until 
D
e
c
e
m
b
e
r
 

1974. 
He 

has 
represented 

the 
C
o
m
m
o
n
w
e
a
l
t
h
 

of 
Pennsylvania 

as 
prosecuting 

attorney 
in 

more 
than 

10,000 
criminal 

trials. 
Serving 

as 
Special 

Prosecutor 
for 

Washing- 
ton 

County, 
Pa., 

he 
was 

responsible 
for 

the 
investigation 

and 
subse- 

quent 
prosecution 

of 
the 

Yablonski 
murder 

cases. 
As 

Special 
Assistant. 

to 
the 

Attorney 
General 

of 
the 

United 
States, 

he 
was 

responsible 
for 

the 
conviction 

of 
W. 

A. 
“
T
e
n
y
”
 

Boyle, 
the 

deposed 
president 

of 
the 

United 
Mine 

Workers. 
. 

The 
committee 

considered 
the 

necessity 
of 

moving 
expeditiously 

on 
both 

investigations. 
It 

felt 
that 

new 
evidence 

pertaining 
to 

cither 
tho 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

or 
King 

assassination 
should 

be 
pursued 

immediately, 
that 

further 
delay 

would 
be 

unwarranted. 
Thus, 

the 
committee 

decided 
to 

pursue 
each 

investigation 
simul- 

taneously. 
It 

organized 
itself 

into 
two 

subcommittees: 
one, 

chaired 
by 

Walter 
ly, 

Fauntroy 
to 

direct 
the 

King 
investigation; 

the 
other, 

chaired 
by 

Richardson 
Preyer 

to 
pursue 

the 
K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

probe. 
All 

m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 

of 
the 

Full 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

will 
be 

active 
in 

both 
investigations. 

T
h
e
 

committee 
agreed 

upon 
the 

need 
for 

a 
staff 

of 
170. 

This 
figure 

provides 
for 

two 
investigative 

teams 
of 

approximately 
13 

attorneys 
und 

25 
investigators 

each. 
It 

is 
the 

intention 
of 

the 
committee 

to 
recruit 

the 
best 

talent 
within 

this 
Nation. 

T
h
e
 

c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

believes 
it 

can 
attract 

dedicated 
professionals 

in 
the 

field 
of 

criminal 
investiga- 

tion 
with 

broad 
experience 

and 
ability, 

who 
will 

view 
this 

call 
as 

n 
professional 

challenge 
as 

well 
as 

an 
opportunity 

for 
public 

service. 
Substantial 

progress 
has 

been 
made 

in 
his 

aren, 
Finally, 

the 
c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

decided 
u
n
a
n
i
m
o
u
s
l
y
 

not 
to 

c
o
n
d
u
c
t
 

the 
Investigntions 

under 
deadlines. 

One 
reason 

for 
this 

is 
to 

avoid 
a 

situation 
where 

an 
agency, 

individual 
or 

group 
might 

engage 
in 

delving 
tactics 

in 
an 

attempt 
to 

outlast 
the 

committee. 
The 

Warren 
Commission, 

which 
was 

under 
intense 

pressure 
to 

resolve 
the 

question 
of 

responsibility 
for 

the 
Kennedy 

assassination 
quickly, 

produced 
its 

final 
report 

within 
10 

months. 
That 

C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

did 
not 

favo 
an 

independent 
investigative 

staff 
and 

conducted 
its 

proceedings 
in 

closed 
hearings. 

These 
factors, 

which 
m
a
y
 

or 
may 

not 
have 

influenced 
the 

outcome 
of 

the 
Commission’s 

investigation, 
have 

nevertheless 
contributed 

to 
the 

increasing 
challenges 

to 
that 

Commission’s 
conclusions. 

ee ee 

a
 

at 
%
 

. 
o
o
 

With 
the 

passage 
of 

time 
since 

the 
‘original 

investigations, 
there 

is 
no 

longer 
the 

pressure 
to 

arrive 
at 

quick 
conclusions. 

The 
Solect 

Committee, 
with 

thé: 
advantage 

of 
hindsight, 

with 
independent 

investigators, 
and 

without 
artificial 

deadlines, 
will 

c
o
n
d
u
c
t
 

the 
full, 

dispassionate, 
and 

comprehensive 
investigation 

that 
is 

necessary. 
‘To 

the 
extent 

that 
it 

does 
not 

impede 
or 

impair 
the 

integrity 
of 

the 
investigation, 

the 
committee 

intends 
to 

hold 
open 

hearings.' 
These 

sexsions 
will 

be 
held 

as 
the 

investigations 
lea 

conclusions, 
which 

either 
prove 

or 
disprove 

prior 
findings 

or 
allega- 

t
i
o
n
s
,
 In 

observing 
the 

various 
witnesses 

and 
being 

able 
to 

observe 
their 

demeanor 
and 

judge 
their 

credibility, 
the 

American 
public 

will 

oe | ! [ ' Hl | 

to 
verifiable 

: 

have 
« 

greater 
basis 

for 
confidence 

in 
ultimate 

conclusions. 
‘These 

: 
sessions 

will 
also 

enable 
the 

public 
to 

observe 
the 

investigation 
us 

it 
unfolds. 

WI, 
P
R
E
L
I
M
I
N
A
R
Y
 

I
N
V
E
S
T
I
G
A
T
I
O
N
 

A
N
D
 

A
N
A
L
Y
S
E
S
 

In 
the 

3 
months 

since 
its 

establishment 
the 

Select 
Committee 

hag 
initiated 

preliminary 
investigations 

into 
new 

and 
previously 

un- 
pursued 

leads 
in 

both 
assassinations. 

While 
we 

cannot 
yet 

verify 
the 

results 
of 

our 
preliminary 

investigations, 
we 

can 
provide. 

two 
examples 

which 
are 

representative 
of 

the 
investigative 

activity 
that 

the 
committee 

has 
undertaken. 

On 
N
o
v
e
m
b
e
r
 

26, 
1976, 

committee 
staff 

questioned 
extensively 

an 
ex-CIA 

agent 
regarding 

his 
personal 

knowledge 
of 

conversations 
between 

Lee 
Harvey 

Oswald 
snd 

personne! 
within 

the 
Soviet 

and 
Cuban 

Embassies 
in 

Mexico 
City. 

a 
As 

a 
result 

of 
the 

initial 
questioning, 

m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 

of 
the 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

S
u
b
c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

held 
an 

executive 
session 

on 
N
o
v
e
m
b
e
r
 

27. 
Based 

on 
information 

obtained 
during 

the 
hearing, 

staff 
members 

were 
dis- 

patched 
to 

Mexico 
where 

they 
located 

and 
interviewed 

new 
witnesses. 

hese 
witnesses 

had 
never 

been 
sought 

out 
before 

by 
any 

investiga- 
live 

body, 
notwithstanding 

the 
fact 

that 
they 

had 
important 

informa- 
tion 

concerning 
statements 

by 
Lee 

Harvey 
Oswald 

in 
Mexico 

within 
60 

days 
of 

the 
assassination 

of 
President 

Kennedy. 
W
i
t
h
 

respect 
to 

the 
assassination 

of 
Dr. 

King, 
c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

c
o
u
n
s
e
l
 . 

obtained 
relevant 

information 
from 

a 
witness 

who 
had 

never 
been 

interviewed 
before 

by 
any 

investigative 
agency. 

This 
witness 

has 
stated 

that 
James 

Earl 
Ray 

related 
to 

him 
the 

fact 
that 

after 
Ray 

fled 
to 

Europe, 
Ray 

contacted 
another 

person 
from 

w
h
o
m
 

he 
received 

further 
instructions 

to 
aid 

in 
his 

continuing 
flicht. 

Jn 
other 

areas 
of 

inquiry, 
committee 

staff 
has 

interviewed 
persons 

with 
new 

relevant 
information 

who 
had 

never 
been 

contacted 
by 

any 
investigative 

agency. 
The 

committee 
intends 

to 
continue 

to 
Purse 

sich 
information. 

; 
: 

In 
addition 

to 
pursuing 

other 
new 

investigative 
leads, 

the 
com- 

mittee 
hus 

been 
conducting 

an 
intensive 

analysis 
of 

the 
evidence 

u
v
u
i
l
a
b
l
e
 in 

both 
assassinations 

in 
order 

to 
define 

and 
determine 

the 
nature 

and 
scope 

of 
the 

inquiry. 
' 

. 
With 

respect 
to 

the 
K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

investigation, 
the 

chief 
counsel 

presented 
the 

committee 
with 

a 
list 

of 
hundreds 

of 
questions 

which 
t
s
t
 

be 
resolved. 

The 
committee 

ulso 
has 

identified 
several 

hundred 
witnesses 

who 
must 

be 
interviewed. 

: 
The 

committee 
has 

taken 
positive 

steps 
to 

insure 
thatit 

will 
preserve 

all 
relevant 

materials 
in 

the 
possession 

of 
investigative 

agencies. 
It 

has
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issued 
several 

s 
. 

- 

Lvailable 
T
h
e
 

eens 
duces 

tecum 
to 

Insure 
evidence 

will 
be 

mad 

gence 
Agence 

l
o
n
e
 

has 
been 

informed 
that 

the 
Central 

Intelli- 

WO 
BSobey 

RONG 
ts 

IN 
possession 

of 
more 

than 
60 

cartons 
of 

in 
iter. 

° 
* 

1 
- 

iniGial 
e
x
a
m
i
n
e
s
 

; 
a 

We 
a
m
i
n
a
t
i
o
n
 

of 
the 

events 
and 

c
i
r
c
u
m
s
t
a
n
c
e
s
 

during 
the 

period 
cupture 

and 
UL 

ny 
S 
escape 

from 
prison 

in 
Missouri 

in 
1967 

mtil 
his 

hundreds 
of « 

os 
‘quent 

extradition 
from 

England 
in 

1968 
eave 

rise 
to 

sis 
of 

the 
stipulations 

ort 
ch 

contain 
has 

completed 
a 
detailed 

analy 
> 

sb 
$ 

uct 
contained 

in 
tl 

~ 
March 

1969. 
‘Phe 

¢ 
i
n
 

the 
guilty 

plea 
of 

proceedings, 
Rag 

committee 
noted 

that 
during 

the 
course 

of 
tine 

hen 
peeee 

ns, 
ay 

rose 
to 

advise 
the 

court 
t
h
a
t
 

he 
«did 

not 
concur 

ith 
hat 

here 
heros 

, 
M 

both 
the 

State 
prosecutor 

and 
his 

own 
nttornes 

The 
committec 

does 
| ‘ 

t Theat 
t
i
e
 

tsussinate 
Dr. 

King 
” 

3
 

ec 
does 

not 
m
e
a
n
 

to 
imply 

th 
' 

na 
conspirac 

veel 
tos 

p
l
y
 

that 
there 

was 
, 

io 
S
p
e
e
y
 

at 
merely 

indicates 
that 

this 
is 

one 
of 

the 
arene 

e
y
 

a 

tll 
statereact investigation, 

especially in view of the failure to vbnce 
aN 

" 
involvement 

from 
Ray 

by 
the 

T 
> 

n
o
 

I'wo 
staff 

m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 

of 
the 

S 
> 

Y 
Phe." 

ennessee 
authorities 

Teun., 
and 

compiled 
a7 

e 
Select 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

traveled 
to 

M
e
m
p
h
i
s
.
 

one 
of 

the 
evidenti 

o
o
 

Page 
index 

of 
materials 

contained 
in 

onl 
ndvinedt 

comenitbec 
Oy 

a 
es. 

‘lhe 
Federal 

Bureau 
of 

Investigation 
h 

. 
on 

the 
n
e
w
 

ie 
sta 

tint 
it 

has 
more 

than 
80 

v
o
l
u
m
e
s
 

of 
materi 

Ie 
fhe 

ussissination 
and 

subsequent 
i 

tontinn 
fete. 

O
P
E
S
 

nation. 
s
u
b
s
e
q
u
e
n
t
 

investigation 
into 

that 
assassi- 

T
T
 

e 
, 

.O 
insure 

the 
preservati 

‘ 
: 

ns 
ation 

of 
cert 

i 
Calact 

Cl 
ve 

PEGE 
ertuin 

evide 
N deel 

C
o
m
m
i
t
i
e
e
 

voted 
and 

issued 
a 
total 

of 
e
a
n
 

d
o
c
u
m
e
n
t
s
 

the 
+ 

’ 
' 

+ 
' 

S 
‘ 

c 
. 

rolled 
go 

evidence 
in 

the 
asassination 

of 
Dr 
K
i
n
g
.
 

duces 
tecum 

He 
Selec 

Committee 
is 

cornizant 
a 

Sign: 
_
 

a
e
 

@ 
1S 

snizant 
of 

the 
signi 

: 
ment: 

her 
, 

vORDIE: 
1e 

signific 
. 

tum 
S
o
v
a
 

p
e
n
d
e
n
t
 

investigations 
by 

the 
Congress 

A
i
 

evidence 
relevant 

to 
our 

investignti 
a
e
 

pomet 
by 

vurious 
¢ 

if 
investigations 

has 
been 

ace 

s
t
i
n
t
 Sonate, ogame 

of the Howe 
of Repree 

m
e
t
 

senate. 
lo 

date, 
contacts 

Ete 
‘pre~ 

lemon: 
i 

» 
contacts 

by 
committee 

h
a
e
 
M
e
n
k
e
n
 

ae 
lingness 

on 
the 

part 
of 

both 
Houses 

of 
C
o
u
p
e
e
 

: 
iy 

rious 
committees 

m
o
e
 

a
 

malorials 
available 

to 
this 

c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

9 
cooperate 

in 
m
a
k
i
n
g
 

those 
| 

n 
the 

basis 
of 

thes 
S 

ay. 
: 

Sis 
Nese 

N
u
m
e
r
o
u
s
 

are 
fi 

j 
i 

(oO 
preserve: 

evi 
s 

areas 
of 

inquiry 
and 

t 
ity 

| 
ununimousl 

evidence 
already 

uncer 
subpena, 

the 
Select 

C
e
e
 

t
y
 

sly 
recommends 

to 
the 

95th 
C
o
n
e
r
e
s
 

itlee 
ngress 

that 
the 

Select 
C
o
m
-
 

the 
investigntion 

imedintely 
reestablished 

to 
continue 

IV. 
S
T
A
F
F
 
A
N
D
 
B
U
D
G
E
T
 
R
E
Q
U
I
R
E
M
E
N
T
S
 

The 
committee 

wish 
shes 

to 
emphasize 

th 
of 

tl 
. 

s
n
 

phasize 
that 

the 
un 

of 
e
t
e
r
n
a
 

aentified 
in 

House 
Resolution 

1540 
e
e
 

jonted 
nature 

The 
comune 

e 
Select 

Committee’s 
budget 

inappro 
rite 

methods 
is 

contingen 
litte 

els 
strongly 

that 
the 

integrity 
of 

this 
investigati 

executive 
branch 

asenei 
pendence 

of 
our 

investigative 
efforts “The 

ranch 
agencies, 

which 
were 

utilized 
int 

ra 
tl 

v
e
r
 

w
o
 

. 
hd 

L
C
C
 

n
m
 

r 
‘ 

eet 
i 

encies 
whose 

previous. 
performance 

may 
be 

the 
ab; 

St of 
s 

the 
services 

of 
theewnon 

. T
h
e
 

committee, 
therefore 

cannot 
en 

of 
e 

staff 
and 

the 
budget 

xeoutive 
branch 

agencies. 
Both 

the 
size 

of 
the 

( 
equirements 

are 
predicate 

a 
Decess} 

conducting 
a 
comprehensive, 

impartial 
Investigation 

the 
necessity 

of 
| 

The 
committec 

b
u
d
g
e
t
 

‘and’ 
staffing 

levels 
of 

certain 
pr 

standard 
by 

which 
our 

ree 

6 

submits 

{Karren 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

Staff: 
$3. 

Duration: 
10 

m
o
n
t
h
s
.
 | 

h
e
 

Warren 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

did 
not 

posse 

tive 
stalf. 

For 
investigative 

purposes, 

intelligence 
agencies. 

We 
have 

indicating 
the 

level 
by 

each 
agency. 

FBI: 
Provided 

150 
full-time 

agents 

interviews 
and 

submitted 
2,300 

reports. 

dect 
secretarial 

and 
clerical 

assistance. 

CLA: 
Provided 

12 
full-time 

and 
part-time 

pr 
also 

provi 

provided 
secretarial 

and 
clerical 

assistance. 

Secret 
Service: 

Provided 
over 

ducted 
1,550 

interviews 
anc 

pages. 
They 

also 
provided 

secretaria 

Justice 
Department: 

Provided 
at 

State 
Department: 

Provided 
certain 

pr 

{RS: 
Estimates 

that 
between 

their 

Service 
and 

their 
Intelligence 

Division, 

support. 

FBI 
Investigation 

The 
only 

figures 
available 

| 

month 
period. 

During 
this 

m1 

000. 
Figures 

for 
the 

n
u
m
b
e
r
 

Re: 
Patty 

Eearst 

New 
York 

State 
Special 

Nursing 
H
o
m
e
 

Investigation 

This 
investigation 

o 
homes 

has 
a 

total 
sta 

100 
investigators, 

and 
100 

support 

yenrly 
budget 

is 
$6,000,000. 

In 
addition 

it 
utilizes 

juries, 
the 

cost 
of 

which 
is 

not 
in 

The 
committee 

feels 
that 

the 
sta 

identified 
at 

the 
end 

of 
t 

conduet 
comprehensive 

and 
independent 

investiga 

nation 
of 

President 
Kennedy 

and 

qucditors, 

The 
committee 

and, 
indeed, 

the 
94th 

Congres 

[louse 
Resolution 

1540 
recognized 

that 
there 

doubts 
as 

to 
the 

comprehensiveness 
anc 

liens 
into 

each 
of 

these 
assassinations. 

T 

even 
a 

preliminary 
analysis 

anc 

Select 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 
unanimously 

(1) 
That 

the 
Touse 

of 
Representati 

tinue 
the 

investi 

President 
John 

King, 
Jr. 

Dr. 
King. 

Vo 
R
E
C
O
M
M
E
N
D
A
T
I
O
N
S
 

ention 
of 

the 
c
i
r
c
u
m
s
l
a
n
 

¥. 
K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

and 
the 

death 
of 

Dr. 

the 
following 

comparative 
analysis 

of 
evious 

Investigations 
as 

& 
: 

o
m
m
e
n
d
a
t
i
o
n
s
 

may 
be 

measured. 

Internal 
Security 

they 
provided 

6 
staff-yenrs 

of 

| 
investigation 

are 
legion. 

and 
unequivocally 

recommends: 
ves 

immediately 
move 

to 
con- 

. 

ces 
surrounding 

the 
death 

of i { 

ss 
an 

independent 
investign- 

they 
relied 

on 
the 

Kederul 

been 
able 

to 
amass 

the 
following 

figures, 

of 
support 

provided 
to 

the 
Warren 

Commission 

who 
in 

turn 
conducted 

25,000 
ts 

totaling 
25,400 

pages. 
They 

ofessionals. 
They 

also 

60 
full-time 

professionals 
who 

con- 
. 

| 
submitted 

800 
reports 

totaling 
4,600 

1 
and 

clerical 
assistance. 

i 

least 
4 

full-time 
professionals. 

ofessional 
support. Inspection 

le 
for 

this 
investigation 

are 
for 

the 
first 

3- 

tial 
90-day 

span, 
the 

FBI 
spent 

$2,600,- 

of 
staff 

employed 
are 

also 
unavailable. 

f 
abuse 

of 
the 

medicaid 
program 

by 
nursing 

ff 
of 

421. 
The 

staff 
includes 

65 
lawyers, 

156 
ersonnel. 

Its 
present 

40 
sitting 

grand 

cluded 
in 

the 
$6,000,000. 

— 
ff 

and 
budget 

requirements 
it 

has 

his 
report 

are 
at 

minimal 
levels 

necessary 
to 

tions 
of 

the 
assassi- 

artin 
Luther 

4 

ss 
by 

the 
passage 

of 
| 

are 
many 

lingering 
| 
ereclibility 

of 
prior 

investiga- 
he 

questions 
which 

arise 
from 

Thus, 
the 

5 

4
D



| 
v
l
a
n
 inate 

(2) 
‘Phat 

the 
H
o
u
s
e
 
i
m
m
e
d
i
n
é
e
l
y
 

reestablish 
Che 

Select 
C
o
n
u
n
i
t
l
e
e
 

to 
insure 

that 
evidence 

which 
is 

currently 
under 

subpoena 
will 

remain 
intact 

and 
under 

the 
continuing 

control 
of 

the 
House 

and 
to 

insure 
that 

there 
is 

no 
delay 

in 
the 

ongoing 
investitations. 

(3) 
That 

the 
House 

approve 
the 

budget 
as 

set 
forth 

herein. 

I 
complotely au 

pport 
the 

r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
t
i
o
n
 

of 
the 

committee, 
urge 

that 
the 

95th 
Congress 

immediately 
reestablish 

it, 
and 

that 
a 

budget 
be 

approved 
in 

the 
full 

a
m
o
u
n
t
 

requested. 
Tf 

ever 
a 

legislative 
effort 

began 
with 

less 
promise, 

it 
was 

the 
work 

of 
this 

Select 
Committee. 

‘The 
committee 

began 
its 

work 
in 

(he 
waning 

days 
of 

the 
94th 

Congress, 
had 

no 
staff, 

no 
offices, 

no 
time 

to 
organize 

properly, 
and 

no 
time 

to 
prepare 

or 
carry 

out 
the 

study 
it 

was 
com- 

missioned 
to 

do, 
The 

committee 
has, 

however,. 
accomplished 

more 
than 

anyone 
could 

have 
thought 

possible. 
. 

‘irst, 
the 

committee 
hus 

secured 
the 

services 
of 

an 
outstanding 

chief 
counsel, 

Richard 
A. 

Sprague; 
he 

is 
one 

of 
the 

most 
effective 

and 
respected 

investigators 
in 

the 
country 

today. 
The 

committee 
has 

also 
been 

nble 
to 

hire 
a 

team 
of 

exceptionally 
able 

investigators, 
research- 

ers, 
and 

attorneys. 
There 

is 
absolutely 

no 
doubt 

that 
Mr. 

Sprague 
and 

his 
Staff 

can 
conduct 

a 
completely 

independent, 
dispassionate, 

objective, 
and 

thoroughly 
professional 

study, 
given 

time 
and 

adequate 
support. 

. 
In 

the 
very 

short 
time 

available, 
the 

committee 
has 

obtained 
a 

substantial 
amount 

of 
information 

and 
evidence, 

and 
placed 

these 
undor 

its 
control, 

Researchers 
and 

investigators 
have 

compiled, 
and 

indexed 
an 

immense 
amount 

of 
material, 

initiated 
some 

investigations, 
and 

most 
important, 

prepnred 
the 

ground 
for 

the 
sustained 

effort 
ahead. 

Second, 
the 

committee 
has 

defined 
its 

job 
and 

has 
a 

clear 
idea 

of 
how 

it 
is 

to 
be 

accomplished. 
. 

The 
committee 

does 
not 

intend 
to 

prove 
or 

disprove 
any 

theory 
concerning 

the 
assassinations 

it 
will 

study. 
Instead, 

the 
committee 

will 
conduct 

a 
completely 

new, 
independent 

study. 
It 

will 
begin 

with 
the 

events, 
take 

the 
evidence 

available, 
verify 

that 
evilence, 

and 
reach 

rensonable 
conclusions 

based 
on 

the 
available 

evidence: 
no 

more, 
no 

jess. 
I 

recognize 
that 

an 
approach 

of 
this 

kind 
will 

entail 
a 

substantial 
amount 

of 
money, 

and 
will 

require 
a 

large 
number 

of 
people; 

more- 
over, 

a 
study 

of 
this 

kind 
will 

take 
time, 

and 
cannot 

be 
subject 

to 
any 

deadlines. 
To 

have 
any 

meaning, 
the 

investigation 
must 

rely 
on 

unimpeachable 
iniegrity. 

To 
do 

Jess 
than 

a 
completely 

thorofigh 
job 

would 
be 

to 
accomplish 

nothing 
at 

all. 
. 

a
 

' 
The 

committee 
is 

unanimous 
in 

its 
conclusion 

that 
it 

must 
be 

able 
to 

rely 
completely 

on 
its 

own 
resources. 

We 
know 

that 
neither 

the 
FBI 

nor 
CI.A 

cooperated 
fully 

with 
the 

Warren 
Commission; 

and 
we 

know 
that 

the 
FBI 

Director 
in 

1968 
had 

passionate 
feelings 

against. 
Dr. 

Martin 
Luther 

King—feelings 
that 

might 
well 

have 
been 

reflected 
in 

less 
than 

objective 
work 

bv. 
his 

subordinates. 
The 

decisien 
of 

whe 
committee 

to 
rely 

on 
its 

own 
staff 

rather 
than 

Msxecutive 
agencies 

does 
not 

reflect 
on 

the 
integrity 

or 
cfliciency 

of 
those 

agencies; 
but 

we 
ure 

determined 
that 

this 
be 

a 
completely 

independent 
study, | 

| not 
in 

any 
way 

affected 
by 

the 
interests 

of 
nny 

agency 
or 

group. 
(ray 

oe ee mee oe cree ee ee ees 
2A Sn ee AA SE ee ed ni allie wera 

Investigations 
of 

any 
kind 

are 
expensive. 

Few 
people, 

perhaps, 
few 

of 
my 

colleagues, 
realize 

how 
costly 

even 
a 

simple 
investigation 

ean 
be. 

The 
scope 

of 
this 

study, 
and 

the 
fact 

that 
evidence 

and 
witnesses 

are 
scattered 

far 
and 

wide, 
the 

complexity 
of 

currying 
out 

two 
major 

homicide 
investigutions 

at 
once, 

will 
make 

this 
a 
very 

expensive 
effort. 

But 
I 

um 
satisfied 

that 
the 

study 
must 

be 
inde- 

pendent, 
must 

be 
thorough, 

and 
that 

every 
finding 

must. 
be 

as 
thor- 

oughly 
verified 

as 
h
u
m
a
n
e
l
y
 

possible, 
or 

the 
entire 

elfort 
will 

be 
meaningless, 

| 
| 

; 
Third, 

the 
committee 

has 
demonstrated 

its 
competence, 

Tn 
the 

very 
short 

a
m
o
u
n
t
 

of 
time 

it 
has 

had 
available, 

the 
committee 

has 
accom- 

plished 
miracles 

of 
organization, 

«defined 
its 

work, 
and 

begun 
an 

ex- 
tremely 

complex 
sct 

of 
investigations. 

It 
is 

difficult 
to 

imagine 
how 

it 
could 

have 
accomplished 

more 
than 

it 
has, 

especially 
under 

the 
very 

adverse 
conditions 

it 
hus 

been 
forced 

to 
operate 

under. 
I 

believe 
the 

committee 
has 

demonstrated 
that 

it 
has 

a 
real 

task 
to 

accomplish. 
Lf 

it 
is 

permitted 
to 

proceed, 
the 

committee 
can 

settle 
hundreds 

of 
questions 

about 
the 

murder 
of 

President 
K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

and 
that 

of 
Dr. 

King. 
Beyond 

that, 
the 

committee 
can 

shed 
light 

on 
the 

larger 
issue 

of political 
murder 

and 
violence. 

We 
should 

not 
foreget 

that 
President 

Ford 
had 

his 
own 

narrow 
escapes; 

no 
Meinber 

of 
the 

House 
should 

forget 
that 

the 
Capitol 

Building 
was 

bombed; 
and 

no 
M
e
m
b
e
r
 

of 
the 

House 
should 

forget 
that 

woe 
live 

and 
work 

under 
increasingly 

tight 
security 

measures. 
. 

It. 
is 

necessary 
today 

to 
have 

a 
vast 

police 
force 

in 
and 

around 
the 

Capitol, 
It 

is 
necessary 

to 
have 

television 
monitors 

on 
every 

door. 
Itis 

necessary 
to have 

parcels 
X-rayed. 

. 
Every 

airline 
passenger 

must 
be 

subjected 
to 

an 
electronic 

search 
for 

metal, 
and 

baggage 
carried 

aboard 
uirplanes, 

aud 
even 

into 
board- 

ing 
areas, 

must 
be 

ETayed. 
Visitors 

to 
the 

Su preme 
Court 

must 
be 

cleared. 
; 

N
e
w
 

gates 
and 

increasingly 
sophisticated 

surveillance 
devices 

surround 
and 

protect 
the 

White 
House. 

A 
whole 

new 
police 

force 
is 

employed 
to 

protect 
Embuassies. 

| 
All 

of 
this 

reflects 
an 

age 
of 

political 
violence; 

all 
of 

it 
has 

come 
about 

since 
1963. 

All 
of 

it 
shows 

that 
we 

lave 
not 

learned 
the 

answer 
to 

the 
crucial 

question: 
W
h
y
?
 

_
 

That, 
as 

I 
see 

fit, 
is 

the 
ultimate 

task 
of 

the 
Sclect 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
c
e
—
t
o
 

find 
out 

not 
just 

what 
happened, 

but 
why. 

, 
. 

If 
we 

can 
answer 

that 
question, 

it 
may 

be 
possible 

to 
end 

political 
violence, 

and 
begin 

taking 
down 

the 
security 

measures 
that 

repress 
all 

of 
us, 

and 
represent 

a 
genuine 

threat 
to 

free 
government. 

Political 
violence 

is 
not 

inevitabée, 
and 

it 
is 

not 
inexplicable. 

The 
Select 

C
o
m
-
 

mittee 
may, 

and 
I 
hope 

will, 
shed 

light 
on 

why 
these 

events 
took 

place, 
and 

why 
they 

shadow 
all 

our 
lives, 

even 
t
o
d
a
y
—
a
n
d
 
how 

we 
can 

begin 
to 

end 
political 

violence 
and 

the 
omnipresent 

threat 
of 

it, 
which 

is, 
in 

fact, 
a threat 

(o 
[ree 

government 
ilsell, 

] 
H
M
e
x
r
y
 

B. 
G
o
x
z
a
v
e
z
.



S
U
P
P
L
E
M
E
N
T
A
L
 

V
I
E
W
S
 

OF 
C
O
N
G
R
E
S
S
P
E
R
S
O
N
S
 

L
O
U
I
S
 

S
T
O
K
E
S
,
 

W
A
L
T
E
R
 

E&. 
F
A
U
N
T
R
O
Y
,
 

Y
V
O
N
N
E
 

B
R
A
T
I
L
 

W
A
I
T
E
 
B
U
R
K
E
,
 

A
N
D
 
H
A
R
O
L
D
 

E. 
F
O
R
D
 

f
/
2
.
 

, 
The 

purpose 
of 

these 
supplemental 

views 
ix 

to 
strongly 

emphasize 
our 

concurrence 
in 

the 
r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
t
i
o
n
 

contained 
in 

the 
conmiltoe’s 

report. 
In 

our 
opinion, 

the 
House 

of 
Representatives 

took 
a 

giant 
step 

toward 
restoring 

the 
faith 

of 
the 

American 
people 

in 
their 

Govern- 
ment 

when, 
in 

the 
94th 

Congress, 
it: 

passed 
House 

Resolution 
1540) 

by 
a 
majority 

vote 
of 

280 
to 

65 
and 

established 
the 

Select 
C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

on 
Assassinations. 

Just 
this 

past 
week, 

the 
latest 

Gallup 
Pool 

tole 
1s 

that 
SU 

percent 
of 

the 
American 

»ecople 
do 

not 
believe 

tht 
either 

Lee 
Harvey 

Oswalkl 
or 

James 
Earl 

n
y
 

neted 
alone 

in 
the 

murders 
of 

President 
John 

F. 
K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

and 
Dr. 

M
a
r
t
i
n
 

Luther 
King, 

Jr. 
‘Phey 

feel 
that 

their 
G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

has 
not 

told 
them 

all 
thut 

it 
knows 

or 
that 

itis 
in 

position 
to 

find 
out 

about 
the 

brutal 
assassinations 

of 
two 

of 
tho 

most 
important 

leaders 
of 

the 
Post 

World 
War 

LL 
ern. 

The 
following 

article 
appeared 

in 
the 

Washington 
Post 

on 
D
e
c
e
m
b
e
r
 

26, 
1976, 

and-read 
as 

follows: 

As 
the 

House 
Select 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

on 
Assassinations 

heeins 
its 

Investigations, 
the 

overwhelming 
majority 

of 
Americans 

believe 
that 

others 
besides 

Lee 
I 

arvey 
Oswald 

were 
involved 

in 
the 

assassination 
of 

President 
k
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

in 
Dallas 

on 
No- 

vember 
22, 

1963. 
In 

the 
latest 

survey, 
just 

completed, 
SO 

percent 
think 

others 
were 

involved 
in 

the 
assassination, 

while 
only 

11 
per- 

cent 
think 

Oswald 
acted 

alone. 
Nine 

percent 
do 

not 
express 

ain 
opinion. 

Persons 
with 

a 
college 

background, 
while 

overwhelin- 
ingly 

of 
the 

opinion 
that 

some 
form 

of 
conspiracy 

was 
in- 

volved, 
are 

less 
inclined 

to 
hold 

this 
view 

than 
are 

persons 
with 

Jess 
than 

a 
college 

background, 
Approximately 

one-half 
of 

the 
survey 

respondents 
who 

believe 
others 

were 
involved 

did 
not 

nume 
a 

specific 
group. 

A
m
o
n
g
 

those 
who 

did, 
however, 

Cuba 
or 

Premier 
Fidel 

Castro 
were 

mentioned 
most 

often. 
Other 

responses 
frequently 

given 
are 

‘the 
Mnfia,”’ 

“
C
o
m
m
u
n
i
s
t
s
,
”
 

and 
the 

C
e
n
t
r
a
l
 

Intelligence 
Agency. 

: 
The 

sane 
survey 

also 
shows 

that 
few 

Americans 
believe 

J
a
m
e
s
 

Karl 
R
a
y
 

acted 
on 

his 
own 

in 
the 

assassination 
of 

the 
Revened 

Doctor 
Murtin 

Lather 
King, 

Jr 
in 

M
e
m
p
h
i
s
 

on 
April 

4, 
1968. 

Only 
18 

percent 
hold 

this 
view, 

while 
69 

per- 
cent 

think 
others 

were 
involved 

and 
18 

percent 
«do 

not 
express 

un 
Opinion, 

An 
investigation 

into 
the 

assas<inations 
of 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

and 
Ring 

was 
recently 

begun 
by 

the 
newly 

established 
dlouse 

Select 
C
o
m
u
n
i
t
t
e
e
 

on 
Assnesinstions: 

(Che 
SING 

to 
he 

cone 
ducted 

on 
u 

large 
scule 

by 
G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

officials 
since 

Ken- 
nedy 

was 
assassinated, 

, 
t
i
n
t
i
n
 

. 
. 

A
K
 

| 

Thus, 
in 

the 
cnse 

of 
the 

d
e
a
t
h
 of 

President 
Kennedy, 

in 
spite 

of 
the 

Warren 
Commission 

investigation 
and 

the 
investigations 

by 
other 

Federal 
agencies 

and 
the 

U.S. 
Congress, 

the 
fina 

reports 
to 

the 
American 

people 
have 

lacked 
‘the 

thoroughness 
to 

allay 
their 

sus- 
bicioris 

that 
a 

conspiracy 
existed 

which 
has 

not 
yet 

been 
uncovered. 

tn 
the 

case 
of 

James 
Earl 

Ray 
and 

the 
King 

murder, 
the 

same 
general 

suspicions 
exist. 

The 
threshold 

inquiries 
made 

into 
these 

two 
deaths 

by 
our 

present 
committee 

do 
not 

provide 
the 

answers 
to 

these 
rumors, 

theories, 
and 

suspicions. 
If 

these 
fers, 

theories, 
suspicions, 

and 
r
u
m
o
r
s
 

ure 
to 

be 
put 

to 
rest 

and 
if 

the 
confidence 

of 
the 

A
m
e
r
i
c
a
n
 

people 
is 

to 
be 

restored 
in 

the 
investigutive 

agencies 
of 

their 
Govern- 

ment, 
a thorough, 

competent 
and 

objective 
investigation 

into 
each 

of 
these 

deaths 
is 

an 
absolute 

necessity. 
This 

committee 
has 

proceeded 
in 

that 
vein. 

The 
committee 

has 
selected 

Mr. 
Richard 

Sprague, 
a 

prominent 
prosecuting 

attorney 
as 

chief 
counsel 

and 
director 

of 
its 

staff. 
He 

is 
in 

the 
process 

of 
estab- 

lishing 
a 

staff 
of 

attorneys, 
investigators, 

and 
administrative 

personnel 
who 

are 
capable 

of 
exhibiting 

the 
highest 

degree 
of 

competence 
and 

professionalism 
in 

the 
enormous 

task 
of 

investigating 
two 

murders. 
‘he 

Warren 
C
o
m
m
i
s
s
i
o
n
 

was 
able 

to 
avail 

itself 
of 

the 
investigative 

personnel 
of 

n
u
m
e
r
o
u
s
 

agencies 
such 

as 
the 

FBI, 
CIA, 

the 
Secret 

Service, 
the 

Justice 
Department, 

the 
State 

Department, 
and 

the 
Internal 

Revenue 
Service. 

. 
The 

integrity 
of 

the 
resulis 

of 
tho 

investigation 
by 

the 
Select 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

on 
Assassinations 

will 
be 

predicated 
upon 

a 
thorough, 

objectivo, 
fair, 

and 
impartial 

investigation 
by 

professional 
personnel, 

who 
will 

be 
independent 

and 
will 

be 
free 

from 
the 

taint 
of 

“investigat- 
ing 

themselves.” 
It 

is 
imperative, 

therefore, 
that 

these: 
m
i
n
i
m
u
m
 

stuff 
and 

budget 
r
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
t
i
o
n
s
 

which 
are 

being 
requested 

be 
granted 

by 
the 

95th 
Congress. 

If 
in 

the 
final 

analysis 
wo 

huve 
been 

ble 
to 

help 
restore 

the 
faith 

and 
confidence 

of 
the 

American 
people 

- 
in 

their 
G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
,
 

this 
Congress 

will 
have 

justified 
the 

costs 
and 

will 
have 

endeared 
itself 

to 
the 

people 
whom 

we 
serve. 

mo 
Louis 

StToxes. 
W
a
.
t
e
r
 

E. 
Fauntroy. 

Y
V
O
N
N
E
 
B
R
A
T
H
W
A
I
T
E
 
Burke, 

H
a
r
o
t
p
 

E. 
F
o
r
p
.



S
U
P
P
L
E
M
E
N
T
A
 

R
Y
 
V
I
E
W
S
 

OF 
C
O
N
G
R
E
S
S
M
A
N
 

C
H
A
R
L
E
S
 
T
H
O
N
 Es 

P
a
i
n
 

baste 
avreement 

with 
Che 

Report 
of 

the 
Select 

Coramittee 
on 

Assassinations 
to 

the 
Otth 

Coneress, 
bdo, 

however, 
wish 

to 
m
a
k
e
 

the 
following 

observations. 
© 

; 
Unless 

this 
Select 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

niaingains 
complete 

eredil@iity 
with 

the 
Americnun 

public, 
its 

efforts 
will 

be 
in 

vain. 
Anvehing 

(iat 
<ub- 

Iroets, 
v
o
m
 

(he 
faith 

and 
confidence 

that 
the 

people 
of 

the 
United 

States 
have 

in 
this 

committee 
will 

greatly 
dimunis! 

» 
Vale 

of 
Its 

Thal 
sepone 

vreatly 
cimunish 

the 
vatire 

Of 
ib 

Therefore, 
T 

have 
been 

deeply 
concerned 

by 
the 

tendeney 
of 

a 
majority 

on 
Uhe 

committee 
to 

conduct 
far 

teo 
m
u
n
y
 

meetings 
in 

executive 
session. 

boerant 
there 

will 
be 

some 
matters 

c
o
m
i
n
e
 

before 
the 

committee 
that 

should 
be 

heard 
in 

executive 
sessions, 

a
n
i
p
l
e
s
 

of 
such 

matters 
are 

testimony 
that 

would 
endanger 

the 
untional 

security 
and, 

in 
special 

tavesticative 
hearings, 

such 
testimony 

op 
evidence 

that 
wonld 

tend 
to 

defame, 
degrade. 

or 
incriminate 

an 
individual 

who 
might 

be 
innecent. 

Byoand 
tree, 

however, 
we 

enn 
only 

serve. 
the 

public 
well 

throueh 
c
o
n
d
u
c
t
i
n
g
 

our 
sessions 

after 
adequate 

notice 
and 

in 
public. 

At 
the 

D
e
c
e
m
b
e
r
 

17, 
1976, 

meeting 
of 

the 
committee, 

a 
motion 

which 
T 

introduced 
was 

adopted 
unanimously 

by 
those 

present. 
It 

specifically 
provides 

in 
the 

reconstruction 
resolution 

of 
this 

committee 
for 

the 
95th 

Congress 
that 

the 
c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
c
,
 

al 
its 

first 
meeting 

in 
1977, 

must 
adopt 

rules 
for 

its 
conduct, 

and 
that 

those 
rules 

mist 
be 

in 
v
e
c
o
r
d
a
n
c
e
 

with 
[Fouse 

of 
R
e
p
r
e
s
e
n
t
a
t
i
v
e
s
 

rules. 
Rule 

AE 
provides 

that 
every 

committee 
of 

the 
House 

shall 
adopt 

written 
rules 

g
o
v
e
r
n
i
n
g
 

its 
procedure. 

and 
Rule 

NE 
2c) 

(1) 
pros 

ides 
(hat 

“Hach 
meeting 

for 
the 

transaction 
of 

business, 
including 

the 
m
i
r
k
u
p
 

of 
legislation, 

of 
cach 

standing 
committee 

or 
subeomimiltee 

thereof 
shall 

be 
open 

to 
the 

public 
exeept 

when 
the 

committee 
or 

subcommittee, 
in 

open 
session 

and 
with 

a 
q
u
e
r
 

present, 
deters 

munes 
by 

rolleall 
vote 

that 
allure 

part 
of 

the 
remainder 

of 
the 

meeting 
on 

that 
divy 

shialf 
be 

closed 
te 

the 
p
u
b
l
i
e
?
’
 

O
t
h
e
r
 
m
e
e
t
i
n
g
 

r
u
e
s
 

c
o
v
e
r
 

proper 
notice, 

specified 
record 

keeping 
and 

same 
very 

limited 
excep- 

fons 
tO 

open 
sessions, 

We 
can 

and 
must 

follow 
both 

the 
letter 

and 
spuloof 

Chese 
rules. 

Yes, 
by 

all 
m
e
a
n
s
 

this 
Select 

C
o
m
u
n
i
t
t
e
e
 

on 
A
s
s
a
s
c
i
n
a
i
i
o
n
=
 

m
u
s
t
 

operate 
s
c
r
u
p
u
l
o
u
s
 ty 

and 
diligently 

within 
the 

rules 
of 

the 
House, 

lurthermore, 
we 

must 
strive, 

within 
the 

rules, 
to 

be 
open 

und 
ae- 

cessible 
to 

the 
public 

and 
their 

representatives, 
the 

news 
media. 

Por 
this 

committee, 
credibility 

i Is 
everything, 

And 
credibility 

will 
best 

be 
served, 

as 
usual, 

by 
conducting 

public 
business 

in 
public. 

C
i
a
r
n
e
s
 
T
h
o
s
,
 

(14) 

er 

A
D
D
I
T
I
O
N
A
L
 

V
I
E
W
S
 

OF 
C
O
N
 
G
R
E
S
S
A
L
A
N
 

C
I
E
R
E
S
P
T
O
P
I
E
E
R
 

J. 
P
M
D
)
 

“Tadependence, 
Chorouchines. 

and 
apeuiuess 

principles 
of 

these 
new 

investizattons 
into 

Che 
assassia 

tions 
of 

Presi 
dent 

John 
F. 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

and 
the 

R
e
v
e
r
e
n
d
 

Martin 
Lather 

Ning, 
dr 

by 
our 

Jlouse 
Select 

Committtec 
om 

Asso 
-sinations, 

In 
endorsing 

this 
report, 

| 
woutd 

like 
to 

take 
this 

opportenitve 
to 

Avborate 
on 

these 
themes, 

and 
to 

underscore 
heir 

importance 
to 

the 
ultimate 

success 
or 

failure 
of 

our 
etforts. 

| 
also 

want 
to 

share 
my 

personal 
views 

on 
these 

inquiries, 
as 

the 
committee 

begins 
this 

ambi- 
tious 

undertaking. 
: 

. 
. 

A
s
a
n
 

early 
c
o
s
p
o
n
s
o
r
 of 

congressional 
resolutions 

cathing 
for 

this 
select 

C
o
m
i
t
t
e
e
,
 

Lhave 
dong 

feit 
thar 

there 
remain 

many 
unanswered 

questions 
surrounding 

these 
assassinations 

—expeciiliy 
questions 

wbout 
the 

roles 
of 

the 
Federal 

agencies 
charged 

with 
investigating: 

Uies 
terrible 

crimes. 
. 

The 
specifie 

questions 
highlighted 

in 
Chis 

report 
as 

te 
the 

conduer 
of 

the 
Contral 

Jutelligenee 
Aceney, 

anef 
its 

apparent 
kKnoewledeo 

of 
some 

of 
Lee 

Harvey 
Oswald’s 

aetividies 
in 

Mexico 
before 

cle 
e
n
n
e
d
y
 

i
s
s
u
s
s
i
n
a
t
i
o
n
,
 

are 
examples 

of 
just 

such 
continuing 

concerns, 
Another 

example 
underscored 

in 
this 

d
o
c
u
m
e
n
t
 

is 
the 

question 
of 

the 
Federal 

Bureau 
of 

Investigation’s 
reported 

surveillance 
of 

De. 
King, 

and 
whether 

FBE 
agents 

were 
in 

M
e
m
p
h
i
s
 

and 
near 

the 
eivil 

rights 
leader 

at 
the 

time 
of 

his 
death. 

The 
Jlouse 

Judiciary 
S
u
b
c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

on 
Civil 

Rights, 
on 

which 
T 

serve 
aud 

w
h
i
c
h
 

has 
o
v
e
r
s
i
e
h
t
 

r
e
s
p
o
n
s
i
b
i
l
i
t
y
 

for 
Che 

M
B
E
,
 

f
o
u
n
d
 

it 

necessary 
dast 

vear 
to 

hold 
hearings 

about 
that 

agency's 
aenvilies 

before 
and 

oafier 
President 

K
e
n
n
e
d
y
'
s
 

assassination. 
After 

taking 
part 

in 
those 

hearings, 
F
e
a
 

say 
our 

sibeommittee 
raised 

mere 
new 

aust 
fe 

che 
c
r
i
e
d
 

questions 
about 

the 
FBI 

and 
the 

assassination 
Chan 

we 
received 

answers 
fo 

old 
ones, 

Sinee 
then, 

other 
pressing 

legislative 
responsibilities—s<ach 

as 
B
E
 

surveillance 
guidelines 

and 
bankruptey 

hay 
reforms 

prevented 
out 

Judiciary 
Subcommittee 

from: 
pursuing 

these 
new 

questions, 
and 

the 
unanswered 

old 
ones, 

as 
filly 

as averdel 
have 

been 
cdesired, 

The 
allegations 

of 
possible 

conspiracies, 
and 

of 
the 

possible 
with- 

hobling 
of 

evidence, 
are 

more 
of 

the 
t
i
n
y
 

additional 
questions 

#bout 
these 

assassinations 
whieh 

shoul! 
be 

daid 
to 

rest 
onee 

aiid 
for 

all. 
se 

that 
these 

tragie 
chapters 

in 
Atmerieai 

listery 
eaiat 

listbe 
closed, 

[think 
this 

new, 
Select 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

represents 
a 
unigie 

opporuinily 
for 

Congress 
and 

the 
American 

people 
to 

finally 
resolve 

tho 
issues 

<tr 
surrounding 

these 
murders, 

and 
Towould 

hope 
the 

c
o
m
m
i
t
e
d
 

will 
be 

able 
to 

provide 
the 

answers 
to 

all 
these 

continuing 
questions. 

However, 
it 

must 
be 

pointed 
out 

that 
this 

committer 
could 

after 
its 

lengthy, 
exhaustive 

inquiries, 
sail 

reach 
the 

same 
conchistons 

about 
these 

assassinations 
that 

other 
javestigating- 

bodies 
have 

befere 
us. 

Or 
this 

committee 
might 

arrive 
at 

far 
different 

conclusions. 
(15) 
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ee 

e
t
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e
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The 
American 

people 
have 

a 
right 

to 
know'the 

full 
stories 

behind 
these 

assassinations. 
They 

have 
a 

right 
to 

know 
the. 

motives 
and 

reasons 
for 

them, 
how 

these 
deeds 

were 
accomplished, 

and 
who 

truly 
wis 

responsible 
for 

them, 
, 

This 
Committee, 

then, 
has 

a 
great 

responsibility 
to 

fulfill, 
and 

the 
ways 

it 
accomplishes 

this 
task 

re 
of 

the 
utmost 

importance. 
It 

is 
here 

w
h
e
r
e
 
“
I
n
d
e
n
e
n
d
e
n
c
e
,
 

thoroughness, 
and 

o
p
e
n
n
e
s
s
”
 
count 

the 
most. 

“
I
n
d
e
p
e
n
d
e
n
c
e
’
—
A
s
 

mentioned 
before 

in 
these 

views 
and 

in 
the 

body 
of 

this 
report, 

major 
criticisms 

of 
past 

investigations 
of 

these 
ausassinations 

focus 
heavily 

on 
the 

activities 
of 

the 
Federal 

justice 
aml 

intelligence 
agencies 

charged 
with 

conducting 
the 

initial 
criminal 

HAICUIIFIEGS, 
: 

. 

Tn 
light 

of 
the 

fact 
that 

these 
Federal 

agencies 
could 

be 
the 

subject 
of 

part. 
of 

our 
investigation, 

it 
would 

be 
wholly 

inappropriate 
to 

em- 
ploy 

their 
services 

as 
has 

been 
done 

in 
past 

assassination 
studies. 

Such 
reliance 

on 
these 

agencies 
would 

prejudice 
the 

necessary 
impartiality 

| 
and 

credibility 
of 

our 
inquiries. 

: 
Therefore, 

it 
is 

crucial 
to 

the 
success 

of 
this 

committee 
that 

it 
retain 

; 
nn 

experienced, 
professional 

investigative 
and 

Jegal 
staff 

completely , 
independent 

from 
these 

Federal 
G
o
v
e
r
n
m
e
n
t
 

agencies. 
This 

great; 
n
e
c
 

for 
an 

independent 
staff 

is 
the 

primary 
reason 

why 
the 

proposed 
committee 

budget 
totals 

what 
it 

does. 
. 

“
T
h
o
r
o
u
g
h
n
e
s
s
’
—
I
 

am 
pleased 

that 
the 

m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 

of 
this 

commit-} 
tee, 

and 
its 

staff, 
are 

committed 
to 

pursuing 
every 

possible 
avenue 

of 
investigation 

and 
every 

conceivable 
theory 

and 
lead 

about 
these 

as- 
-Sassinations, 

This 
determination 

to 
find 

definitive 
answers, 

if 
they 

exist, 
to 

all 
the 

questions 
surrounding 

the 
assassinations 

is 
significant, 

because 
the 

cominittee’s 
work 

must 
withstand 

the 
tests 

of 
time. 

which 
other 

in- 

a NE tere, epee 

vestigations 
apparently 

have 
fuiled 

to 
pass. 

In 
10, 

20, 
30, 

or 
100 

years 
after 

the 
end 

of 
our 

inquiries, 
the 

American 
people 

should 
not 

have 
to 

fare 
the 

doubts 
about 

these 
crimes 

which 
exist 

today. 
| 

Our 
committee 

must 
go 

about 
its 

deliberations 
in 

the 
most 

consid- 
ered 

and 
careful 

manner 
possible~—eschewing 

making 
judgments 

and 
conclusions 

until 
all 

the 
evidence 

is 
gathered 

and 
evaluated. 

It 
is 

essential 
that 

the 
committee 

and 
staff 

approach 
these 

inquiries 
with 

completely 
open 

minds, 
so 

as 
to 

avoid 
possible 

charges 
from 

any 
quarter 

that 
we 

are 
being 

less 
than 

objective. 
_ 
Central 

to 
the 

thoroughness 
of 

our 
investigations 

will 
be 

the 
neces- 

sity 
fo 

obtain 
confidential, 

sensitive, 
or 

classified 
material 

from 
Federal 

ngencies, 
In this 

regard, 
T 

believe 
the 

committee 
should 

insist 
on 

full 
, 

and 
total 

disclosure 
of 

all 
relevant 

documents 
in 

raw, 
rather 

t
h
a
n
 | 

edited 
or 

excised, 
form. 

_ 
The 

committee 
should 

have 
the 

unlimited 
opportunity 

to 
make 

an 
independent 

analysis 
of 

these 
documents, 

and 
it 

should 
not 

accept 
any 

| 
preselection 

or 
screening 

of 
information 

by 
any 

agency. 
Acceptance 

of 
edited 

or 
screened 

information 
could 

jeopardize 
the 

independence 
of 

the 
committce’s 

investigations 
and 

could 
raise 

the 
possibilities 

of 
per-: 

linent 
information 

being 
withheld 

by 
the 

agencies. 
. 

| 
To 

obtain 
the 

necessary 
raw 

information 
and 

documents, 
the 

Select 
: 

C
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
 

should 
avoid 

the 
past 

experiences 
of 

other 
congressional 

paclies 
which 

made 
“treaties” 

with 
Federal 

agencies 
about 

access 
to 

i
n
f
o
r
m
a
t
i
o
n
,
 

- 
" 
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The 
requirements 

of 
a 

thorough, 
independent 

investigation 
must 

not 
be 

compromised 
away 

through 
“treaties,” 

and 
the 

committee 
must 

be 
willing 

to 
employ 

all 
appropriate 

means, 
including 

contempt 
of 

Congress 
citations, 

to 
obtain 

needed 
information. 

The 
committee 

furthermore 
must 

be 
willing 

to 
vigorously 

pursue 
subpoenas 

and 
_con- 

tempt 
citations 

to 
the 

fullest 
legal 

extent 
possible 

in 
its 

efforts 
to 

secure 
relevant 

information. 
In 

insisting 
on 

total 
d
i
s
c
l
o
s
u
r
e
 of 

relevant 
agency 

information 
relating 

to 
the 

assassinations, 
the 

committee 
must 

recognize 
a 

para- 
mount 

responsibility 
to 

ensure 
the 

safekeeping 
and 

confidentinlity 
of 

such 
materials 

through 
whatever 

elaborate 
security 

measures 
and 

personnel 
clearance 

procedures 
are 

necessary. 
The 

act 
of 

“leaking” 
any 

such 
materials 

should 
face 

the 
most 

severe 
penalties, 

also. 
Lastly 

in 
the 

area 
of 

“thoroughness,” 
1 would 

caution 
the 

American 
people 

to 
also 

avoid 
reaching 

premature 
conclusions 

about 
the 

nature, 
progress 

and 
results 

of 
the 

committee’s 
examinations. 

It 
would 

be 
misleading 

for 
the 

public 
to 

view 
committee 

delibera- 
tions 

and 
hearings 

about 
specific 

allegations, 
observations, 

theories, 
et 

cotera 
regarding 

the 
assassinations 

as 
official 

endorsements 
of 

the 
validity 

of 
these 

pieces 
of 

information. 
Until 

any 
interim 

or 
final 

committee 
reports 

set 
forth 

conclusive 
findings 

from 
the 

investigations, 
any 

deliberations 
and 

hearings, 
and 

their 
contents, 

should 
be 

viewed 
as 

part 
of 

the 
overall process 

by 
which 

we 
are 

attempting 
to 

determine 
the 

truthfulness 
or 

falsity 
of 

all 
this 

information. 
| 

“QOpenness”—Clearly, 
the 

question 
whether 

to 
hold 

meetings 
and 

hearings 
in 

public 
or 

in 
closed 

session 
is 

one 
of 

the 
most 

difficult 
with 

which 
the 

committee 
must 

deal. 
The 

obligation 
has, 

as 
an 

arm 
of 

4 
ublic 

institution, 
Congress, 

to 
do 

its 
business 

in 
public 

must 
be 

Palanced 
by 

the 
need 

to 
protect 

the 
confidentiality 

of 
certain 

sensitive 
information. 

. 
I 

believe 
that 

a 
meeting 

or 
a 

hearing 
of 

our 
committee 

should 
be 

closed 
only. 

when 
it 

has 
been 

demonstrated 
that 

an 
executive 

session 
is 

necessary 
to: 

. 
. 

(1) 
protect 

the 
constitutional 

nights 
and 

safety 
of 

witnesses; 
(2) 

avoid 
jeopardizing 

the 
onguing 

investigations, 
such 

as 
by 

risking 
loss 

of 
potential 

evidence; 
anil, 

. 
(3) 

safeguard 
national 

defense 
information. 

: 
Any 

decision 
to 

close 
a. 

meeting 
or 

hearing 
should 

be 
made 

by 
6 

rolleall, 
rather 

than 
a 

voice, 
vote. 

D
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the 
course 

of 
the 

c
o
m
m
i
t
t
e
e
’
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investigations, 
as 

plateaus 

are 
reached 

where 
sienifiennt 

evidence 
has 

been 
verilied, 

allowing 

various 
conclusions 

to 
be 

drawn, 
then 

it 
would 

seem 
proper 

for 
the 

committee 
to 

hold 
open 

sessions, 
or 

to 
issue 

interim 
reports, 

to 
keep. 

the 
public 

informed 
of 

its 
work. 

. 
This 

committee 
has 

an 
obligation 

to 
conduct 

as.much 
of 

its 
business 

as 
possible 

in 
open 

sessions, 
where 

the 
American 

people 
can 

follow 
our 

investigations 
and 

jude 
for 

themselves 
how 

well 
or 

poorly 
we 

are 
discharging 

our 
responsibilities. 

Such 
openness, 

I 
submit, 

is 
essential 

to 
establishing 

the 
credibility 

of 
our 

committee 
and 

of 
the 

results 
of 

its 
investigations. 
The 

American 
people 

should 
have 

the 
opportunity 

to 
observe 

how 
the 

m
e
m
b
e
r
s
 

of 
this 

committee 
question 

witnesses. 
‘The 

public 
should 

. 
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be afforded as many insights as possible into the actual workings of 
the investigations, because such participation will mean that our 
final conclusions will be more credible to all Americans. 

During floor debate on the House resolution establishing the com- 
mittee, a major argument in its favor was that, unlike past investiga-- 
tions, we would allow the people to oversee our deliberations. Such 
openness, it was argued, would help to quell public mistrust of 
Congress and of-our governing process, in general. This argument 
remains valid today. 
‘Our committee might finally conclude that past investigations of 

the Kennedy and King assassinations were correct in their findings, 
thus rejecting the many alternative theories now circulated. Or we 

' might show some of these theories to be correct. 
What is as important here as any specific conclusion we might 

reach, is that we allow a reasonable, open process to work, and that 
we demonstrate to the people that we are giving each and every theory 
thorough scrutiny before accepting or rejecting it. In this way, no 
one in the future, will be able to challen e the committee’s integrity 
and responsibility, as past investigations have been challenged. 
. To further demonstrate the committee’s commitment to conducting 
an open inquiry, and to allow discussion in the near future of the best 
way to strike a balance between our public obligation and the need 
to maintain a certain level of confidentiality, I again would urge the 
committee to draft a comprehensive policy statement or set of rules 
dealing with these issues. Policy or committee rules regarding the 
handling of sensitive documents, and statements to the press by 
individual members, also should be proposed for discussion. Suc 
rules or policies should be debated and voted on by the committee 
at an open session early next year. 

In summary, I feel that the Select Committee has made a productive 
beginning, and by this report, has demonstrated that it should be 
reconstituted as quickly as possible in the 95th Congress to allow the 
investigations to proceed without « loss of continuity or momentum. 
I urge all my colleagues in Congress to support such a reestablishment 
of the committee. 

Furthermore, I believe that only through independence, thorough- 
ness, and openness will the committee earn and continue to receive 
the full support of the American people to pursue these deliberations 
along whatever paths the investigations might lead, including the 
firm steps needed to enforce subpoenas and contempt of Congress 
citations. : 

And it will be only by following these guiding principles that the 
committee, and its work, will be acceptable to the American people 
as providing proper answers to the disturbing questions which still 
surround the assassinations of President John F. Kennedy and The. 
Reverend Martin Luther King, Jr. 

. CuRrisToPHER J. Dopp. 



the privilege G2 the user Muss 

‘ Cnticren of Members will not be ner- 

mitted on the floor and the coopera: ‘on 

of wii tne Members isTequested. ; 
on

e 

PROVIDING COMPENSATION AT 
MAXIMUM PAY LEVELS FOR ©&M;. 
PLOYEES OF HOUSE OF REPRE- 
SENTATIVES 
Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. 

resolution (H. Res. 8} and ask for its 
immediate consideration. .- 

Sceaker, I offera. 

The Clerk read the resolution as 

~ follows: 37 
“Les. 8 -_ 

Resolved, Tnat, until otherwise Provided 
by law— 

{1) each employee referred toin subsection 
(a) of the first sentence of House Resolution 

- 413, Ninety-fourth Congress, adopted May 6 
> 1976, 

fn subsection (>) of Section $23 ot Public 
Law 91-310, and 

(3) each individual with respect to whose 

“ compansation Eouse Resolution 830, Ninety- 

. second Congress, was made permanent | law 
- by Public Law 92-607, : 

may be compensated at m rate not in ex- 

a as 

(2) each employee ins position referred to” 

lusion the Select GCommicciee. or any 

commities thereol-autnorizad Dy 

Commuttce to hold hearin 
ste and act diulriny the present Con grena ot 

Such times and places within the United 
States, inctudiag any Commoawealth o7 pca- 
Sesslon thereof, or in any other country, 

whether tne House Js in session, nas recessed, 

or has adjourned, to huid such hearings, aad 
to require, by sudovern or oth ‘se, the 
attendance and testimony af such witnesses 

und the production of such books, records. 
correspondence, memorandums, papers, and 
docurmeats: as it Ceoems recessary: to take 
testimony cn osth anywher2 within the 
United States or in any other country and to 
guthorize designated counsel for the Select 
Commiitee to obtain statements from any 

su1ue- 

tha Seiect 

sip authorized to 

ey! Te te 

‘witness who is placed under oath by an su- 
thority who is authorized to administer oaths 

in eccordince with the applicable laws of the 
.United States or of any State; except that 
neither the Select Committee nor any sub- 

committee thereof may sit while the House 
* ds reading a measure for amendment under 

‘tne five minute rule unvess Special. leave to - 
slit shall have been obtained from the House:. 

. The Chairman of the Select Committe may, 
-estadlisn such subcommictess of the Select 

Corvnittes a3 he considers aporopriate. Oae- 
third of the Members of the Select Commit 

5 tee shall constitute a quorum for the trans-.. 

“action of business as permitted by the rules 
-of the-House.-except that the. Select Com— 

cess of the rate of basic. pay for one pay ~ mittce may designate a lesser number as 8. 
-level above the maximum pay level. for em-- quorum fos the purpose of 

. ployees of the House of Representatives pro- p;: 
taxing testimony, 

tt-n0t less than two. The Select Committee. 
. vided under clause 6(c). of Rule SI ‘of-the. _ May emoloy and Ox the compers:tion of such 
- Rules of the House of Bepresennalives 

, che resolution Was agreed to. ‘-)-- 

-- A motion: to reconsider was. laid on the 

“table. . ” = sens . e ew 7- tee 

. “eo . 

CREATING SELECT COMMITTEE 
' ON_ASSASSINATIONS: 

” clerks, exparts, consultaats, technicians, at-. 

- torneys, investigators, and clertcal and steno- 
erephic essistants as it considers necessary 

to carry out the purposes of this resolution, 

The Select Committee may-reimburse the- 
imetmbers of its stad for travel, subsistence, 
and other necessary expens2s incurred by - 

.+ them in the performtance of th? duties vested 
-in the Select Committee, other then exnenses . 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, ‘I offer a: ‘in connection with meetings of the Select - 

* resolution and ask for its immediate con- 
* sideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as ‘fol~ 

~~ 

; " H. Res. 9 . . 

Resowed, That, effective January 3. 1977, 

Committees or any subcommitise ther cot beid 
in the District of Columbla. 

Subpenss may be authorized by the select - 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, or 

” the chatrman of the select committees, and 
issued under-the signature of-the chairman 
of the select committes or any memter of 

there is hereby crested a Select Committes§ tha Select Comcnittee designated by him, and 
Oo Assassinations to be compcsed of twelve 
Members and Delegates of the House of Rep- 
resentatizves to be sopointed by ths Soeaker, 

may be served by any persons dzs! guated by 
such chairman or member. -- 

The select ‘committe: shall be considered 
o=e of whom he shalj designate ss Chairman. a committee of the House of Representatives - 
Aay vacancy occwring In the membershi> of for all purposes of law, inc? tuding but’ not 
the Select Committees shall be filled in the limited tosection 102 of the Pevised Statutes 
same manger in which the original appoint- 
ment was mada, 

The Select Committee or a Subcommittee x 

thereolt is authorized and directed to con- 
@ucs o 

study of the circuristances surrounding the 

of the United States (2 U.S.C. 192); 
ections 6002: and 6005 of title 18, United 
tates Code or any other act: of Congress 

regulating the granting of immunity to wit- 
full ond comovlste investigation and nesses, 

The select comumittee shali adoot written 
assaisication, murder, homicide and death rules. governing its procedures, which rules 
of President John F. Kennedy and the as- 
sassination, murder, homicide and death of 

Martin Luther Hing, Jr. and of any other 

persons the Setect Committee shall determine 

. shail not be icconsistent with this resolution 

and tha Pules of the House ot Represeais- - 
tives. 

The select committee shall report to the 
dn ofder co ascertaln whether the existing House as scon as practicable dourloz the pres- 
laws of the United States, including but noe ent Congress tha resulis of its investigation 
limited to Inws relating to the safety and and study, “together with such recommenda- 
procection of the President of the United 
Suties, -AGaANsinatcons of the President of the 
United Siates, desrivation of clvil rights, und 
CSNsMiraciet related thereto, as well ns the 

tuvestizaiory Jurisdiction and capabllisy of 
Fa Sud departments of ths United avaticios 

tions 23 it deems advisable, Any such Tepost 

which is made when the House 15 not in oe 

Sion sasil ba filed with the Clers oy th 
House. 

’ The SPZAKEZ. Is there objection to 
Siates Covemment, ore adeouate, either in the present consideration of the resolu- 
ther 

entorce:: eeQt, 2nd shall make recommends. 

tions to the House, if the Selaet Co:nmitier 
e@ttia 2= ADOCOOrlase, for the nmeadment of 

ol  f2sisiacion of the ensac tmizat of new 

“Re Purpose of carrying out this reso «the 

orovizsions or la tha manner of their tion? 
TAT 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. Mr, Speaker, re~ 
serving tie right to ooject, will the ven- 
tleman from Texas, the new majority 
leader, tell w3 wheather it is possible in 

change of rives for the House Com- 

. Mr. ROUSSELOT Is ‘there any: douaeet 

and -. 

initio’ on Adiaiutistration to - allncat. 

Money to bats particular functiep 
out a vote of tis House? , 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaxer, : wel 
geatleman yieid? . 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. I would be’: ea : 
yield. RL cine OS 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker; ‘dt: bet 

understanding. and I will yieid. forerns 
firmation to the House Commit let oe: 
Administration. that absent an am> 
ment of this “type. there would nese 
means by which the committee- CORRE 
makes funds available to this. SneeeS, 
coromittee. a 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker: Mra 
‘gentleman yield? .. aed 
. Mr. ROUSSELOT. Lwould be haps 
yield. anes 

: Mr, THOMPSON. The gentlemasss ae 
New Jersey at the moment is. nossttee--% 
‘chairman of the Committee on: HorsseS 
Administration. : ~~ % 

xy. 

“-t 
war 

ef 
“> 

= 
= 

* 
.F: Rare 
wit 

“owe! 

in the gentleman's. mind that. the- ne eee 
teman will be? =.= aS 
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gentleman. will yield: ‘further. eee 
exneriences of the past, it might-be (res pa Ae - 
sonable with this rule; but earler inthe 
‘day the House adopted the rule soitha&s. - 
all select, special,.ad. hoc and other’ fone. ; 
committees, before they car be fiundoto tS, 
must introduce-resolutions which wilt: Soar. 
-to the Committee on House Admin istrtZey 
-tion, to its Subcommittee on AccounBsss"t 
the prosnective chairman being our-cal oa 
Jeague, the gentleman from. Pennsyivi7e 
wnia (Mr. Der); then to the full commit-<qv 
_ tee and then to -tha floor. - = SS 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. So what the gentlen: aS 

man is saying, before the committee canst 
function further In that recnect ~erming = 
from the chairmanship the pei: 
formerly held, At must be brought to thes if 
floor... 

Mr. THOMPSON... Mr. ‘Speater, it thee 
“gentleman will rield further, the answers 
to that is “Yes.” The House will hove the~: os 
opportunity to consider the re«olution:: A 
not only for the committee to which fthe-*+ 
.distinguls' ied majority leader i¢ refer 
ring, bul to ell other Special, select, and =3 
ad hoc committees. . oe 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. Mr. Sreaker: fur—= 
ther reserving the right to object, the=- 
effect of this resolution is really based on-= 
a continuing resolution until a further: 
resolution is passed... 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Sveater. if the 
gentieman will yield, that is precisely - 
correct, 

Mr. THOMPSON: Br. Speaker, “wilt 
the centleman yield further? . 

’ Mr, ROUSSELOT. I am gized to yield. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Essentall? the reso- 

lution of the gentleman from Texasisto ~- 
reconstitute the committee, The“com- .. .. 
raittee, presuming the cdoction of the 
next resolution, which is 4 continuin: 
Tesclution, will be entitied to the equi- 
valent of 1 month's expenditure, or an- 
proximately $8,000 per month, until the 
‘House acts on the larger budget requast. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. Nir. Speaker, I ap- 

preciate the gentleman's comment. That 
was my next question. We are then, in 
elect, voting to fund this select com 
mities for 1 more month. 
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Az, ZSLOMPSON, Mr. Speaker, will the 
wntieman vield further? . 

| Mr. ROUSSELOT. I would be gled to 
vizicd. . ; 

alr. THOMPSON. Presuming from the 
wate the continuing resolution, which 
vil be up next passes, the Committee 
en Assassinations, or whatever jt is 
called, Will be funded under the language 
of the ecnsinuing 
Murch 31. 

Mr. ROUSSZLOT. At the rate of ap- . 
proximately $8,600 a month? 

Mr. THOMPSON, Ii the gentleman will | 
yield further, at the equivalent of one- 
trelith per month of its authorization in 
the previous Congress, keeping in mind 
that the committee was constituted late 
in the previous Congvess, in September.. 

Mr, WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will the - 
gentleman yield furtner? . 

Mr. ROUSSELOT, I yield to the dis- 
tinguished majority leader. ae 

Mr. WRIGHT. I think the accurate 
description of what this Wwould- permit 
is to say that it would allow the con- 

. tinued authorization, uncil some action 
‘Cun be taxen, at the rate of actual ex- 
pendilure incurred by that committee in 

' the month of December. oo. : 
Mr. ROUSSELOT. But not to exceed 

that amount? sks ; 
Mr. WRIGHT. Not to exceed that amount; not to exceed that amount, - 
Mr, ROUSSELOT. From the $30,000 

Per month, is that what it is? . ; 
Mr. WRIGHT, If the gentleman will 

yield further, I am advised that that fs 
approximately correct, and under no cir. - 
cumstances could enactment of this res- 
ciution authorize any amount calling for 
the expenditure of more than $30,000. 

Mr. ROUSSELOT. I thant the gentile- 
man for yieldinz, and 1 withdraw my 
reservation of objection. Lot 
Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. ‘Speaker, reserv~ 

ing the right to object, I certainly was not aware that this resolution was going 
to be calied up this afternoon, Copies have not been available to Members gZen-.. relly. I listened to tts Tea‘ling very tare- 
fully, as one who Supported the original 
euthorization for this committee, I be- Leved the statement of the former zgen- tieman from Virginia, Mr.. Downing, 
that the investigation was going to cost one-half mittion dollars to $1 million and would continue for about a year. I am and a great many other peopie are 
alarmed at the scope of both the stagf-° ing and tre expenditures that have now bzen pronosed. 

Surely, this committee Coes not have a. highe- claim to the consideration of the 
House tran many of those standing or Selest committees or other grouns, Un- fortunately, none of us have had much 
ef a chance to consider tnis. I would ask tho gentleman if the resolution could not b brouzht vo on Thursday so that Mem- bers would have a sufficient chance to 
tonsidar it, 

Mir. WRIGET, Mr. Speaker, will the 
eenitiaman yield? 

afr, BADRIAN. Certainly, I 
stiliiioinan. 
Iz, WRIGHT. I wish the gentleman TGuld not sugvest tha 

Thursday, because Thursday ts sat aside 10r ine somawnhet ceremonial, but none-~ 
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resoiution until - 

t we bring it upon - 

oo 
~ 

H O25 . 
. ‘ 

theless extremely importect. constitu- befqrs -tionaily Ulrected business of canvassing Production of certain ang 
S$ Bn@: dis: ering wha an tag the possession aad 

youes and discovering who vas elected President of tne Uni H6u of Represeatatives,~ that uny such . ted Srates... .. 

no Member, eficer, or employee tbat a proper court 
‘rvitertality and rey to authorize continuously lest it die; and 0 

then af-a rate ho 
of money expend 

at the: moment is authorizing. only -the . 

elan 
ents called for de the suopena or Fr, then said co ixs through any of. or agents shal] have Tuli permis- od with all proper Parties to the eedings before said court and at a place Uurder the jorders and control of the House OF Reoresehta 

‘sald documbn 

than about $50,000,: 
ts Or papers and the Clerk of authorized fo supply certined 

Materlal a 
a T ware. y, tes or transdripts of exedutive Sessions, or” 

baie ew ' and Lam not awareof any . any evidence $f witnesses In respect thereto 

right te object, I-understand the gentle. 
‘man's desire to 

expression—is not beantts. 1°ao- thing. Seer rre: ond B it turt qr Re tivege ; en i 3 51 _ * Rese : he House o esentatives = —~ 
that Jf sve Ea ahead with Hus. resojution “ FeRerves to itself ine power to revoxe ormod- | 
we are, in-effeat-approving of what we ‘Ey the authority \containéd herein in atl oc J" fhe Tate pas comipithee's, plans are for. ePRelfic instances: bud be further coer rsd the fabare. “onthe cote to the scope o7 Fesolved, net copy of these resolutions ~~ _ se -plans- MEG: COST yee =. Fo ransmi ¢ Clerk of the “House to _«. I therefore objett to ite “consideration. ~eAy of said courts\whenever such Writs of “200 The Orie een Obiection i§ heard.*~ *si ppene pr other o rs are Issued and served- | WRIGHT..Mr. Speake. as aforesaid. | my ig the adoption of theresohtone " : we . _ The resolution w s agreed to. an a 
the gentleman.that that jnotion is not in ‘tddle. wes se ary fa order abthis time, a a «wee en awnouncement ¥ THE SPEAKER”. =" FOUSE RESOLUTION 10 RELATING ~ The SPEAKER. The Chair desires ‘fo.° = -TO_HOUSE “DOCUMENTS, ,SUBPE- mace an announcement concerning the ~:... NN AER BY COURTS. OF LEGAL OFP- ‘electronic voting sys a einer elie ation tee (UR 

o. 

j 
OF wh 
ae Bs) 

" 

has determined upon the  - 
C¥ Gf specitic papers ~ 

hthe leadership " 

tives and fake copies of the ” - 

sme sad Court-at any time and the... ~ 

rn 

as ir that Memuer. officer. or emploxee of the House, ““~ T would Suggest to.the cenileman that. ater oilfving the Speaketeds authorized to the House will nave dimple-opportunity tO: ‘appeng before said court-t the place ana - “work its Will as to the vote With réspect-to “tlthe rlamed ia any such gubpena or order, this ‘particular committee. -I too, as has “sit no Papers Or documents In the possession - - the gentleman from Maryland, navebeen of-uncbr rhe control of the, House of Repre- 
alarmed, by quite large sums “bandied “Ethtatives shall be produced -in response apcut in the press as to the probable cost tereto od, Thar curtber _ ae of this investization. What we are doing. 5 ised ky y the Giter the Speaker has been . 

documents that the court has- - at ng relevant, except=---> clrcumstangés ahall any min-*”° ao 

. 

wet tote en-.: iid es +, ;7After consultation , _ Mir WRIGHE.-Mr. Speaker, olferia “Ow buth sides of the a l@ it has been de=/ =; privileged \resolution .(H;. Res. +10) , and cided that it would b a@iconvenience to =: asx for its\immediate consideration, -- - ~~ Members to permit ch Ses in votes cast.-: 3 The Clers- read. the resolutién as fol- with the electronic sy by reinsertingy--: lows: =. \. ¥ Re to - the voting card undef the- following “-.- 
Whereas, by-the privileges of this House no - evidence of a dp umentary character under the control and ih the possession of the House 

of Representatives can, by the mandate of process: of the orginary- courts of Justice be taken -from svich chntrol or possession except 
by its permission: Y herefoze be it . 
Resoived; Tags y 

order of any court | 

fs 

.volting period. After 10 \minutes, if a. 
his yote, he. 

so by votin g card, in\the well, fol- 
ing the completion of the 15-minute. 

al 

Judge thezeof, or of Any legal bficer charged voting period; with the ann ncement of with the administracida of the orders. of such ‘his change when called by the Clerk. court or: Judge, tha€do uMéenslary é¢vidence in. : ti ne . ; ; Mee in any oe 8% procedure will permit Membérs to rein- Jadzs ‘or such legai 5Ert Voting cards in any voting station at 

a procedure of | 

pincer, for’ the pramotibn: b¢ justice, this @ty time until the Chair dirkcts voting: . House will take such action’ thereon as Will Stations to be closed by inquirirte whether... Promote the ends 6f fustie vonststently with" Séh con ith’ “Members in the Chamber wish\o change the privileges aad tights of this House: and their votes or be recorded. From that be it further™. At Sana eee > mda . *30iD a . t .. Point until the Chair’s announdement of Resoived, That during’. the Ninety-fitth “: tie result, Members must fq@low the Congress, when a subpens-or\other order for 2" } Se ena + tecloswes eet Present procedure of submitt yotinz 
the production or Misclosure bf: tnformstion eo . -— . f 
is by the ‘Que; pracess of an court 10 the cards, in the well, at the completion o United, States -gerred wo0d S45 Member, of- athe 53-minute voting Period, ad an- ficer, or emopiosee’ of tha Honke of Reore- Sentetives..divec 

7 nouncing his change when recogdized to ving appearance!ss a witness : ° ~ 
Go so. 

Second, on 5-minute votes\the revised a 

oved from their place-of file ” sat 
er sald Meader, officer, ore rs



r 

HOUSE 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
January 13) 1977 

BassASSINATION INVESTIGATION 
The SPEAERER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Texas (Mr. GonzaLez) is rec- 
ognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, the 94th 
Congress on September 17, 1976, debated, 
deliberated and decided that there should 
be an investigation into the assassina- 
tions of President John F. Eennedy and 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. It seems to 
me unconscionable to the American peo- 
ple, this House and the professional staff 
who have already begun this investiga- 
tion now to redebate a policy which 
previously been decided. . 

Legitimate questions have been raised 
by my colleague, Chairman Donatp Fp- 
warbs, about the conduct of the investi- 
gation. To keep the Members of thig 
House fully apprised of those issti¢s as 
well as my response I have inserted all of © 
that correspondence in the Recokp of 
this House. Other inquiries have been 
raised about the proposed budget and 
the. size of the staff. Personal attacks 

| have been leveled in the media against 
Richard Sprague, the committee’s chief 
counsel. . . , 

The inquiries do not raise“an issue as 
to whether we should continue ‘these vital 
investigations but how. Certainly there 
should be no question as to the will or 
desire of the American people to carry. 
on these investigations. The primary is- 
sue now facing the House {is stmply to re- 
establish the select committee. 

‘There are very compelting reasons for 
the immediate reestablishment of the 
seleot committee. For example, sub- 
penas which have been issued in both the 
Kennedy and King investigations are 
no longer enforceable. Thus, the evi- 
dence which was previously under the 
control of the House is no longer effee- 
tively under its control. Similarly, evi- 
dence which should be immediately 
brought under the control of the House 
cannot because there is no committee 
and ho subpena power. The select com- 
mittee is literally in a legal limbo. 

The committee has assembled a staff 
of professionals who are continuing to 
proceed. Yesterday, members of the 
Kennedy subcommittee and I réceived 
a briefing from the staff outlining areas 
of investigation which require sustained 
effort. I know that if it were possible to 
divulge at this stage of the investiga- 
tion the facts and evidence adduced, 
every reasonable-minded Member of 
the House would say: “By all means 
proceed.” I believe that if the American 
people were to know these same facts 
and developments, they would never for- 
give us for not going on. 

The staff is continuing to proceed 
with the acquisition and analysis of doc- 
‘uments from all agencies of Federal, 
State, and local government. Unfortu- 
nately, where there is no legal authority, 
even the acquisition of documents has 
been seriously hampéred. . . 

Today, I received a letter from Attor- 
ney Genera! Levi, properly advising me 
that until the committee ts reestab- 
lished we. are “unauthorized persons,” 
and thus prevented from further exami- 
nation and analysis of records, The At- 
torney General has assured me of his 
cooperation once the commitiee ts re 

we ree Ne Sa ER RYO Leh 
he has directed the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation to continue to process re- 
quests so it can be examined and ana- 
lyzed as soon as the select committee is 
‘Feestabiished. =. - Lo 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I cannot -too 
strongly stress that it is imperative that 
the select committee be established im- 
mediately. Unwarranted delay wil per- 
manently cripple the efforts of our 
investigations, Foe 
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‘ConbuCT OF INVESTIGATION BY 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON -ASSAS- 
SINATIONS _ .. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 2 

— 

- previous order of the House, the gentle- man from Texas (Mr. Gonzatez) is rec- | 
ognized for 15 minutes. mo 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, there 
appeared in the ConcressronaL Recorp 
for January 6, 1977,,a copy of a letter 
from my distinguished colleague Chair- 
man Don Epwarps to former Chairman 
Tom Downing of the Select Committee 
on Assassinations. I had responded to 
Cheirman Epwarns’ letter on Decem- 
ber 28, 1976. Unfortunately only Chair- 

- man Epwaros' letter was presented, but - 
my response which was also available, 

: was not. ; .- 
Fundamental fairness to the Members 

‘of this House dictates that all corre- 
. Spondence between Chairman Epwaxrns 
and myself be presented so each Member 
may properly evaluate the issues raised 
in the complete context. The letters fol- 

Ws mT, _ - 
Bouse oF Reexesewrarrves, ; 

Washington, D.C., December 28, 1976. — 
.~Hon. Don Epwazps, . . : 

Caairman, Subcommittee on Civil end Con- 
stitutional Rights, Committee on the: 
Judiciary, Rayburn House Ofice Buiid- 

’ ing Washington, D.C. *. 
Deak Dow: Thank you for sending me a 

copy of your letter to Chairman Downing 
dated December 16, 1976, with respect to the 
conduct of the investigation by the Select 
Committee on Assassinations, . .. 

i don't know if-Chairman Downing has re- 
_ plied. I hope he has. I certainly agree with 
_ you that the Select Committee in its investi- 
gation must proceed under the highest ethi- 
cal and professional standards, Indeed, we 
have never set lower standards, nor do we in- 

_ tend to. One of the major characteristics of 
_ this project is the preservation of the integ- 

rity of the Congress. If we should do any- 
in an unprofessional manner,” our 

credibility as well as that of this House would 
_be diminished. . vt 
_ I have not had an opportunity to see the 
December 15, 1976, Los Angeles Times article 
to which you referred, However, you gre, of 
course, aware that matters stated in the press 
sometimes are taken out of: context, and 
sometimes are inaccurately phrased. Rather 
than indulge in fruitless discussion over the 
content of. what may have been reported in 
the media, it is preferable Just to discuss the 
matters raised by you in your letter. 
' The transmitters to which you refer are not. 
for the purpose of secretly recording inter- 
views of_witnesses, Rather they are to be used 
-by investigators during survelllance activity 
when safety considerations dictate that in- 

. vestigators transmit their own comments. I 
@M Sure you sre aware that in some situations 
it is imperative to have this type of ‘equip- 
-ment for the protection of investigators. In 
‘Tact, weare seeking only two (Z) such devices. 

. My, Sprague clearly stated that no per- 
“son would be taped unless he both knew 
- and. ‘consented to h the conversation 
or interview taped. Indeed, the transcripts 

. snd tapes of interviews of witnesses who al- 

-TeaAOyY BAVC wor aes raw new A 

sively that in each case the individual knew 
“the conversation was being taped and son- 
sented to the taping. The record of one of 
our subcommittee executive sessions will 
further show that the witness Knew that the 
interview was being taped, that he- con- 
sented to the taping and that be further 
knew that the tape might be played before 
the Select Committee. I will be happy to 
make that or any transcript-or tape. avail-, 
‘able for your review should you so desire. 

Becond, ‘as to the polygraph, it has been 
‘stated at our public hearing as well as in 
our press conferences, and in executive 

session, that our use of the polygraph would. 
of course, only be with the consent of the 
witness. Our position has remained the 
same from the beginning. an 

We do not intend to use the polygraph 
oc stress evalustors in any way as evi- 
dence to be produced at any hearings. The 
use of these devices is identical to that em- 
ployed by other Investigative agencies. 1.c., 
to aid the Investigation but not to esiab- 
Yish conclusions. It also should be pointed © 
out that from the commencement of this 

investigation we have rejected the concept 
of using the polygraph or streas evaluators 

for employment purposes in any fashion. 
It should be noted that we have never at- 

tempted to hide the fact of our use of the 
polygraph and stress evaluators. As with 
most of our decisions they are made openly 
and are always “subject to review. by the 
House. Thus -you will find both items, and 
all other hardware requests, clearly speci- 

fied in our proposal budget. | ao ¥ 

. Third, with respect to your concern for 
the protection of the civil and constitu- 
tional rights of witnesses, the Committee is 
most aware of the problem. This considera- 
tion was an important factor which con- - 
tributed to our decision to hold executive 
sessions. We have determined to utilize pub- 
lic hearings only where the evidence to be. 
elicited has been clearly established and 

“werlfied. . Lot 
As a matter of fact, the decision to hold 

public hearings was in accocrd with the 

. Fules of the House and on the oocasions 
when we didn't, it was only after a rolicall. 
One such resulted tn a 6-6 tie. In this man- 
ner, we can avoid the potential danger of 
exposing an individual or governmental 

‘agency to unwarranted ridicule or the. air- 
ing of unproved allegations. We fee! strong- 
jy that the vehicle of public hearings to 
‘prove or disprove allegations when the ap- 
propriate evidence has been accumulated 
and corroborated ts very important to this 
process, Developing our findings with full 
knowledge at each stage of our proceedings 
will, we believe, foster the support of the 
American public for our ultimate conclu- 
sions. We feel that holding public .hear- 
ings distinguishes our process from that of 
the Warren Commission which as you know, 
held their proceedings in closed sessions 
until the final report was filed. In our 
judgment, that secrecy reduced the efec- 
tiveness of the Commission work and sub- 
jected its conclusions to skepticlam (and 
speculation which would have been avoided 
by public disclosure. Te ; 

Incidentally, the situations where Mr. 

Sprague has spoken publicly have been at 
the public sessions and at various press 
conferences, sometimes under the express 

instruction of Chairman’ Downing: unfor- 
tunately, the Committee, under Mr. Down- 
ing did not establish guidelines. Bat, Don, 
I cannot say that Mr. Sprague has been any- 
thing but prudent and restrained, even in 
the absence of this needed Committee guid- 
ance. Let me assure you of the fact that 
if I should become Chairman, this will be 
provided in a manner similar to the han- 
dling of your Committee during impeach- : 
ment hearings. - : 
“Again, I appreciate your concern and as- 

sure you that the Select Committes will. 
conduct this investigation in accordance 
with the highest ethical and professional 
standards. I hope you will always. share 
your concern with me and the members 
of the Committers. - BO 
” ‘With kindest personal regards,I am ° 

' sincerely, ~ 
- Benay B. Gorwzarer, 

Member of Congreas. 

- 
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Howse OF REPRESENTATIVE, 
Washington, D.C. 95th Congress, 

: Jonuary 6, 1977. 
don. Henry B, GoNnZALES, - 
US, House of Representatives, Rayburn. 

House Office Buliding, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Henny: Thank you for your letter of 
December 28, 1976. I appreciate your timely 

comments on my letter to Chairman Down- 
ng regarding the investigative methods of 
the Select Committee on Assassinations. Your 

etter certainly showed that, should you be- 
some Chairman, you intend to approach your 
‘esponsibility In a serious and professional 
manner. * - 
But while I found your letter partly reas- - 

uring, i+ raised some additional questions 
4 my mind that I believe need to be an- 
wered. It Is important to all of us to have a 
lear understanding of the Select Commit- 

ses policies and procedures before any in- 

ormed decisions can be made on the wisdom - 
f its continued 4istence or on the amount 
f its budget Wests . - 
‘AS @ preliminary matter, I am enclosing- 
copy of the Los Angeles Times article I 

tferred to in my letter to Chairman Down- 
ag. It will enable you to understand . the 
pecific context in which I wrote that initial 
‘tter. I am certainly aware that media ac- 
ounts of various events sre not always en- 

irely accurate, or are often taken cut of 
ontext. But in this case I am disturbed by 
he fact that the remarks that prompted my 
etter to Chairman Downing were ect 
notation: from Mr. Sprague. . . 
In your letter you discuss the use of the 

mall transmitters referred to in the article. 
#1 very relieved to hear that the trans- 
uitters will not be used to secretly record 

mierviews of witnesses. However, your 
statement that they will be used during 
‘surveillance activity,” leaves me no less 
soncerned than Mr. Sprague’s earlier state- 
ments as reported in the Times. I am ab- 

solutely unable to comprehend « situation 

which woull require “surveillance activity” 

of any kind. Who and under what authority 
will. the Select Committee's investigators be 
surveilling? If you could describe more fully 
what you have in mind and indicate whether 
American citizens would be the subject of 

buch surveillance and if #0, under what cir- 
cumstances, I would appreciate that infor- 

mation. 
You also state that the transmitters are 

"Imperative . .. for the protection of in- 
vestigators” in some situations, end that I 
must certainly be aware of this necessity. 
{ assure you I am not aware of any such 
need. What kind of activity is contemplated 
that would require such protection? From 
whom? And more importantly, by whom? The 
scenes that‘come to mind when I ask my- 
self such questions are, as you can imagine, 

extremely disturbing. A Congressional in- 
vestigation is not, and should never be, @ 
geme of cops and robbers. 

Y am relieved to know that polygraphs will 
be used only with the consent of the witness. 

Does the Committee also intend to obtain 
such consent for the use of the stress evalua- 
tor as well? Moreover, you state that the 
Select. Committee's use of the polygraph and 
the stress evaluator woukl be identical to 
that of other investigative agencies. It is my 
understanding, however, that the FBI does 
not use stress evaluators at all, because the 
Bureau is pot yet persuaded of Its reliability 
even as an investigative device. - 

’ House Resolution 9, introduced on January 
4, 1977, differs from the Resolution last 
year creating the Select Committee on As- 

sassinations. The new resolution now con- 
tains a stated Legislative purpose. I cannot 
express too vigorously my hope that public 
hearings will be directed strictly at the Leg- 
islative purpose. Periodic hearings while you 
are gathering information and evidence flies 
in the face of every constitutional safeguard 

attendant to criminal investigations. Spilling 
Sut bits and pleces of information before 
the Investigation is complete will obviously 
present a distorted picture and cannot avoid, - 
in my view, causing serious harm to poten- 
tal witnesses. = . - 

X do not believe that the American 
ple or the Congress wish to indulge in a tem- 
porary suspension of ‘the. Bill of Rights, 
however, laudable the ultimate purpose may 
be. I believe the House of Representatives 
commissioned a thorough. serious study of 

‘ "purposes of this investigation will or should 
cause the public to hold Congress in higher: 
esteem is only valid if the task is completed 
in a dedicated manner which respects all 
traditional safeguards. _ : . 

Frankly, I am not persuaded at this point 
that elther the Committee or the staff has 
given adequate thought to Its basic role, ita 
own procedures, and the myriad problems 
which confront it in the proper discharge’ 
of the authorizing resolution. I would like to’ 
be able to fully support the activities of the 

Select Committee. I cannot, however, approv 
any tactics or techniques which I have pert, 

sonaliy fought against when employed ~ 
the Executive Branch or by other Congres- 
sional committees, “ ‘, 

Since we all will be called upon to stip- 
port your Work: I believe these questipne 
must be debt with in a most precise manver 
a £0UN BS possible. . po 
” My staff and I will be happy to meet with 
you, your members shd your staff at any 
time to discuss this matter of common con- 
cerm. =. . . i. 

With kind personal regards. 
Sincerely, Lo 

- Don Epwarna, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Civtl and 

Constitutional Rights. mo 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, - 

Washington, D.C., January, 1977. 
Hon. Don Epwarpa, ‘ 

Chairman, Subcommittee on Civil and Con- 
stitutional Rights, Committee on the 
Judiciary, Rayburn House Office Butld- 
tng, Washington, DC. - . 

Deaz Don: Thank you for your letter of 
-January 6, 1977, In response to my letter of 
Dedember 28, 1976, with respect to the ‘con- 
duct of the investigations into the assassina- 
tions of President John FP. Kennedy and = 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 

At the very beginning of that’ letter I 
stated: “I certainly agree with you that the 
Select Committee in its Investigation must 
proceed under the highest ethical and pro- 
fessional standards. Indeed, we have never 
set lower standards, nor do we intend to. One 
of the major characteristics of this project 
is the preservation of the integrity of the 
Congress. If we should do anything in an 
unprofessjonal manner, our credibility as 
well as that of this House would be dimi- 
nished.” . fo . 

The statement relating to the use of trans- 
mitters and polygraphs must be read in the 
oontext of the foregoing assurance. Similarly, 
it must also be read in the context of my 
statement on Page 2, paragraph 4 that all 
such requests are subject to review by the 
House, “ ° 

Somehow, Don, in my haste to respond to 
the letter you wrote to Former Chairman 

Downing, I apparently did not make clear 
that each investigative technique must be 
approved by the full committee after careful: 
consideration, debate and deliberation. 
Each of us has taken an oath to uphold 

and preserve the Constitution. We intend 
to do no less In the course of this investiga- 
tion and most emphatically not to, “In- 
duige in a temporary suspension of the Bill 
of Rights.” . . - , 

I welcome the ppportunity to discuss this 

with you and your staff at the earliest pos- 
sible time to avoid further misunderstand- 
ings as to our intent and purpose. 

With kindest personal regards, I am 
Sincerely. ° 

. Henry B. Gonzarrz, 
~ Member of Congress. 

- PSI eam & eful to you to have had 
an opportunity +ak to you on the tele- 
phone today. I bh: :ated the above before 
I spoke to you anc most grateful to have 
@ chance to meet » © jou Monday as you 
consented to and will sce you then . 

Second, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Bauman] intro- 
duced into the record of this Houses a 

personal attack on the committee's 

chief counsel, Richard Sprague. He 
suggests, among other things, that Mr. 
Sprague has “virtually assumed the 
role of chairmah of the committee.” It 
is implicit in that unfounded accusation 

wr emeee ee eee oe 

abrogated their constitutional duties. 
The conclusion has no basis in fact. In- 
deed, I can state quite unequivocally that 
my colleagues on the committee from 
both sides of the aisle have worked dilH- 
gently to insure a credible, professional, 
ethical, independent investigation. There 
is no reason to believe that we will con- 
tinue to do less. One must bear in mind 
that when the House created the select 
committee last year, it had nothing, not 
even a place to meet, much Jess a staff. - 
it had a total life span of 214 months. 

Next, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
introduced en article which appeared tn 
the New York Times on January 1, 1977, 
¥“ritten by David Burnham. T do not 
often dignify unfounded accusations in 
the press by responding to them, but 
where, as here, a journalistic vendetta 
dredged from the turgid and murkey 
waters of big city politics more than a 
decade ago has been introduced into the 
record of this House, I am constrained 
to conclude that justice “and fair play 
require & response. Failure to respond to 
accusations of this nature would work a 
fraud upon the House. _ o 

Mr. Burnham in his article suggests 
that the committee did not do a back- 
ground investigation of Mr. Sprague 
prior to his selection as chief counsel. 
What Mr. Burnham did not write was 
that Mr. Spraghe was appointed Special 
Assistant to the Attorney General of the 
‘United States in charge of the Boyle 
‘prosecution. A fact which was known 
and considered by members of the com- 
mittee when they unanimously” con- 
firmed Sprague as chief counsel I think 
it only fair to conclude that if the U.S. 
Department of Justice found Mr. 
Sprague to be of questional integrity or 
abili the appointment would never 
shave been made. - 
-’ Finally, Mr. Speaker, I think it is 
clear that any person who has spent as 
many years in public service and who 
has prosecuted as many cases as has 
Richard Sprague will be the target for 
criticisms. ‘Where those criticisms are 
politically motivated they command no 

’ 
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ARE WE A - NATION GOVERNED BY 
Ly ‘LAWS OR BY MEN? 7 

- The ‘SPEAKER. Under a previous or- 
der of the House, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. Gonzatrz) is recognized for 
15 minut&. ogee! 

Mr. ‘'GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, the 
assassinations of John Kennedy and 
Martin Luther King shook the very 
foundations of our governmental struc- 
ture based on the concept of the free 
and peaceful exercise of rightful author- 
ity and expression of opinion or belief. 
Indeed, they raised the question of 
whether or not we are a nation governed 
by laws or by men. Unfortunately, as a 
‘result of potentially ineffectual investi- 
gations, the answer to that question has 
never been fully resolved. Consequently, 
this House determined “that it would, 
once and for all, decide the extent to 
which the fabric. of our Nation's struc-: 
ture was torn, how, and, by whom. . ~ - 

Some people question whether the 
House can justify why these investiga- 
tions should be under taken. They do not 

f 
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eee any possible benefit that can be 
gained by exploring these past events. 
Yet no tess than the integrity of our 
democratic process and belief in funda- 
mental freedoms is at stake. The House 
is the largest body which represents the 
American people; the public’s faith in 
the integrity of our democratic process 
and constitutional ideals is the foundsa- 
tion of our authority to govern. We have 
a continuing obligation to justify such | 
faith. Under such circumstances, the 
burden its not on the House to justify 
why it should investigate these assassi- 
nations, but on those opposed to. the in- 
vestigations to make a compelling case 
for why it should not. “ : 

In constituting the select committee 
and charging it with the responsibility 
te conduct a full and complete investi- 
gation, this House vested great respon- 
sibility in its committee. In fact, the in- 
tegrity of the Congress in the future may 

rest, in some part, on the thoroughness 
of this investigation. Absent a thor- 
ough investigation, we will risk being 

- subject to the same allegations of cover- 
up, ineffectiveness, and the like that are 
the very reasons it 1s necessary that we 
undertake the current investigations. If 
we do not perform fully and effectively, 

we will lose the opportunity to explore 
the jeopardy to our governmental struc- 

’ ture at the time of the assassinations. 
We will not merely lose the oppor- 

tunity to learn from a historical lesson, 
but possibly the opportunity to bring to 
justice th who haye for these many 
years remained unpunished ‘apd unex- 
posed. Thus, it ts imperative, as the 
original resolution charges, that we per- 
form our function completely so that 
there will be left no unresolyed ques- 
‘tions as to the past. The purppse of the 
House, therefore, must not be to restrict 
the quest for truth, but im f fact, to 
broaden i. 

To this end, ‘he original resolu oni, as 
well as that in question today, charges 
the select committee to examine not 
only the murders of Kennedy and King, 
but also “any others the select commit- 
tee shall determine.” Much thought has 
been given to the inclusion of this phrase 
by the members of our committee and 
staff. We have determined that in its 
absence, very grave problems could be- 
fall the course of our investigation and 
we could be thwarted in the vital collec- 
tion of evidence and testimony. Simply 
‘stated, absent this ‘phrase, we might be 

confined to the investigation of facts 
restricted in time and place, to the 
deaths of these two great leaders. 

It is known by the Members of this 
House that many persors have died since — 
the deaths of President Kennedy and 
Dr. King. Whether they be witnesses, 
conspirators or deaths totally unrelated 
to the assassinations, an exploration of 
the circumstances and the impact of 
fheir deaths may be vital to finally an- 
;swer all the questions: that have been 
raised. Without.the clause in question, 
we might be compelled to prove the 
death was related to elther that of Ken- 
nedy or King before we have the au- 
thority to investigate that very issue. 
Courts never presume a relationship in _ 
a situation such as this, but require its 
proof: without broad jurisdiction In this 
select committee, proof may be impos- 
-sible. . 

Most of the questions with regard’ to 
the authority and the jurisdiction of the 
investigation will arise when a subpena 
‘ds questioned. It is my belief that with- 
out this clause, the burden of proof upon 
.the select committee as to the intent of 

_
:
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Without this language, a court might 
‘arrowly construe the circumstances 
surrounding the deaths of Kennedy and 
King to those events which were di- 
rectly related in time and proximity. 

-Such a narrow construction might pre- 
clude the committee from investigating 
the many mysteries that have arisen 
concerning the deaths of others which 
may bear directly on the investigation. 
Such a narrow construction would be an 
error given the broad inquiry the com- 
mittee and House intends to undertake 
but it is a possibility whose effects we 
should minimize. - 

Moreover, since this clause did appear 
in the original resolution, to delete it at 

this juncture might suggest that Con- 
gress intended to narrow the extent of 

‘the authority of the select committee. 
This might be fatal to the effort to ob- 
tain any analyze the evidence. . 

’ The point of this discussion is that the 
inclusion of this language in the resolu- 
tion as a deliberate and conscious deter- 
mination by this. House will indicate to 
any court that the Congress wishes the 
investigation to be unfettered by a 
narrow deHneation of authority. The 
purpose of embarking upon this inquiry 
‘is a full and thorough quest for the truth, 
and if this involves the deaths, murders,. ; 
or assassinations of others that may 
initially appear only tangentially, re- 
‘motely, or indirectly relevant to those 
,of Kennedy and King, then I hope the 
-committee will be able to examine the 
issue before it has to demonstrate or 
‘prove any. relevance to the death of 

Kennedy or King. 
In fact, so that no question should 

exist in the minds of others, whether they | 
be those. under subpena to testify or the 
courts examining our subpenas, permit 
me to discuss briefly the areas which this 
House wishes to have us explore, without 
‘narrow Timitation. The “circumstances 
surrounding the assassination, murder, 
homicide and death” of Kennedy and 
King. is meant to be a very broad scope 
of inquiry. it is meant to include those 

‘who may have been involved in the plan-: 
‘ning, execution or any coverup of the 
assassinations. It is meant to include the 
investigations into each assassination. It 
is meant to include all events that may 
relate to elther assassination—whether 
they occurred within days of either death 
or within the past week. 

. It is clear that the select committee 
should attempt to determine the identi- 
ties and motives of al] persons who were 
in any way involved in the killings of 
‘Kennedy and’ King. This inquiry, 
course, would Include the onanninetion 
‘of whether or not any governmental — 
agencies, Federal, State, or Jocal in the 
‘United States or any foreign country 

were involved. Moreover, the oversignt 
responsibility of the Congress would in- 
chide examination into whether or not 
any law enforcement or imteliigence 
agency of the United States had know!- 
edge of or was in any way a party to plots 

_to murder these leaders. 

It is importanf that the select com- 

‘mittee determine whether or pot any 
agency of the Federal, State, or local 
-government engaged in the investiga- 
tion into either assassination fully and 

effectively performed its function. In 
‘fact, was there the required degree of 
effectiveness in the cooperation among 

‘these agencies? Finally, did any person, 
agency or organization deter the course 
of the investigation of these assassina- 
tions by withholding, destroying, or al- 
tering evidence? 

The investigation, to date, has raised 
many questions in the areas that I have 
just categorized. Although J do not mean 
to suggest that we have firm conclusions 
as to the resolution of any of these ques- 
tions I have raised, there is no doubt that 
we have uncovered much materia! which 
gives rise to further exploration. 

Before I conclude, may I take one last 

“moment to urge upon this House that we 
act quickly and expeditiously to reau- 
thorize the select committee. Any fur- 
‘ther delay could result in a serious hin- | 
drance to our investigation in its quest ° 

for truth. The obvious effect of delay 
would be to suggest to others that this 
House vacillates. and is. indecisive as to 
‘whether or not it wishes to pursue this 
cause. This will result in a- critical effect 
‘on our credibility with other agencies, 
whether executive branch, State or local, 
and will suggest a lack of firmness in our 
pursuit of a subpena with the judicial 
branch. Of more acute importance, two 
problems immediately face the commit- 
tee for we are without any legal author- 
ity whatsoever and, in law, do not exist. 
-Thus, 18 vital subpenas for essential 
evidence which have been tesued in Ten- 
.Nessee and Texas are, at present, com- 

- pletely unenforceable. Further, those of 
,us on the committee have seen emer- 
‘gency situations arise in the past where 
the testimony of witnesses or the collec- 
tion and custody of evidence is immedi- 
ately vital, and under our current status, 
we could only sit helplessly in futility. 

In conclusion, I ask you now, expedi- 
tlously and with fall support to reau- 
thorize the select committee. In effect, I 
ask you to permit us to finish the job 
which we have just begun. To turn our 

back on this obligation now is unthink- 

able and would make this House the 
Jaughing stock of the world. So much has 
shaken the confidence of the American 
people in their governmental institutions . 
in the past two decades that we find our- 
selves with a rare opportunity, at least 
in these two areas, to say to our fellow 
citizens that given this opportunity, we 
acted. ~ * ~_ =
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Ver Me Dpealer: Special Oxadens to adders 

The assassinations of John Kennedy and Martin Luther the 

King shook the very foundations of our governmental structure Hou sé 

based on the concept of the free and peaceful exercise of fon 

rightful authority and expression of opinion or belief. 1S 

Indeed, they raised the question of whether or not we are a MinTES 

nation governed by laws or by men. Unfortunately, as a 

result of potentially ineffectual investigations, the answer 

to that question has never been fully resolved. Consequently, 

this House determined that it would, once and for all, decide 

the extent to which the fabric of our nation's structure was 

torn. ... how.... and, by whom. 

"Some people question whether the House can justify why 

these investigations should be under taken. They do not see 

any possible benefit that can be gained by exploring these 

past events. Yet no less than the integrity of our demo- 

cratic process and belief in fundamental freedoms is at 

stake. The House is the largest body which represents the 

American people; the public's faith in the integrity of our 

democratic process and constitutional ideals is the foundation 

of our authority to govern. We have a continuing obligation 

to justify such faith. Under such circumstances, the burden 

is not on the House to justify why it should investigate 

these assassinations, but on those opposed to the investigations 

to make a compelling case for why it should.not.
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In constituting the Select Committee and charging it 

with the responsibility to conduct a full and complete 

investigation, this House vested great responsibility in its 

Committee. In fact, the integrity of the Congress in the 

future may rest, in some part, on the thoroughness of this 

investigation. Absent a through investigation, we will risk 

being subject to the same allegations of cover-up, ineffective- 

ness, and the like that are the very reasons it is necessary 

that we undertake the current investigations. If we do not 

perform fully and effectively, we will lose the opportunity 

to explore the jeopardy to our governmental structure at the 

time of the assassinations. We will not merely lose the 

opportunity to learn from a historical lesson, but possibly 

the opportunity to bring to justice those who have for these 

many years remained unpunished and unexposed. Thus, it is 

imperative, as the original resolution charges, that we 

perform our function completely so that there will be left 

no unresolved questions as to the past. The purpose of 

the House, therefore, must not be to restrict Pe quest for 

truth, but in fact, to broaden it. 

To this end, the original resolution, as well as that 

in question today, charges the Select Committee to examine 

not only the murders of Kennedy and King, but also “any others



the Select Committee shall determine". Much thought has been 

given to the inclusion of thise phrase by the member s of our 

committee and staff. We have determined that in its absence, 

very grave problems could befall the course of our investigation 

and we could be thwarted in the vital collection of evidence 

and testimony. Simply stated, absent this phrase, we might 

be confined to the investigation of facts restricted in time 

and place, to the deaths of these two great leaders. 

It is known by the members of this House that many persons 

have died since ithe deaths of President Kennedy and Dr. King. 

Whether they be witnesses, conspirators or deaths totally 

unrelated to the assassinations, an exploration of the circum- 

stances and the impact of their deaths may be vital to finally 

answer all the questions that have been raised. Without the 

clause in question, we might be compelled to prove the death 

was related to either that of Kennedy or King before we have 

the authority to investigate that very issue. Courts never 

presume a relationship in a situation such as this, but 

require its proof; without broad jurisdiction in. this Select 

Committee, proof may be impossible. 

| , the 
Most of the questions with regard to sae authority and 

the jurisdiction of da investigation will arise when a sub- 
, ; . © , poena 1S questioned. It is ewx belief that without this



clause, the burden of proof upon the Select Committee as 

to the intent of this House will be severely increased. 

Without this language, a Court might narrowly construe the 

circumstances surrounding the deaths of Kennedy and King to 

those events which were directly related in time and proximity. 

the. 
Such a narrow construction might preclude emr Committee from 

investigating the many mysteries that have arisen concerning 

the deaths of others which may bear directly on pee investi- 

gation. Such a narrow construction would be an error given 

the broad inguiry the Committee and House intends to undertake 

but it is a possibility whose effects we should minimize. 

Moreover, Since this clause did appear in the original 

resolution, to delete it at this juncture might suggest that 

Congress intended to narrow the extent of the authority of the 

Select Committee. This might be fatal to bo effort to obtain 

and analyze the evidence. | 

The point of this discussion is that the inclusion of 

this language in the resolution as a deliberate and conscious 

determination by this House will indicate to any Court that 

Cou RESS LOIsSHES 
qm uriies the investigation to be unfettered by a narrow 

delineation of authority. The purpose of embarking upon 

this inquiry is a full and thorough quest for the truth, and 

if this involves the deaths, murders or assassinations of



others that may initially appear only tangentially, remotely, 

or indirectly relevant to those of Kennedy and King, then we = hopk 

. FE. iil 

wigbwene ‘Committee we be able to examine the issue before it 

has to demonstrate or prove any relevance to the death of 

Kennedy or King. 

In fact, so that no question should exist in the minds of 

others, whether they be those under subpoena to testify or 

the Courts examining our subpoenas, permit me to discuss briefly 

the areas which this House wishes to have us explore, without 

narrow limitation} The "circumstances surrounding the 

assassination, murder, homicide and death" of Kennedy and King 

is meant to be a very broad scope of inquiry. It is meant to 

include those who may have been involved in the planning, 

execution or any cover-up of the assassinations. It is meant 

to include the investigations into each assassination. It 

is meant to include all events that may relate to either 

assassination - whether they occurred within days of either 

death or within the past week. Cerne. 

FNM th, Sony theraadte Rasa Pere ont elo ogh trail thy 
Fyrt is. clear that the Select Committee should attempt 

to determine the identities and motives of all persons who 

Ahi arte Pye _\' 

' were in any way involved in the killings of Kennedy and King. | / : 

This inguiry, of course, would include the examination of 

whether or not any governmental agencies, federal, state or 

a | | | | ae 

*
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local in the United States or any foreign country were invovea. \\ 

Moreover, the oversight responsibility of the Congress would / 

include examination into whether or not any law enforcement 

or intelligence agency of the United States had knowledge of 

or was in any way a party to plots to murder these leaders. 
le 

~t-is important that the Select Committee determine whether 

or not any agency of the federal, state.or local government 

engaged in the investigation into either assassination fully 

and effectively performed its function. In fact, was there 

the required degree of effectiveness in the cooperation among 
i 

these agencies? Finally, did any person, agency or organization 

deter the course of the investigation of these assassinations 

by withholding, destroying or altering evidence? 

4ak  wvestigation, to date, has raised many questions 

in the areas that I have just catagorized. Although I. do 

not mean to suggest that we have firm conclusions as to the 

resolution of any of these questions I have raised, there is 

no doubt that we have uncovered much material which gives 

rise to further exploration. 

Before I conclude, may I take one last moment to urge 

upon this House that we act guickly and expeditiously to 

reauthorize the Select Committee: Any further delay could 

result in a serious hindrance to our investigation in its



quest for truth. The obvious effect of delay would be to 

suggest to others that this House vacillates and is indeci- 

Sive as to whether or not it wishes to pursue this cause. 

This will result in a critical effect on our credibility with 

other agencies, whether executive branch, state or local, 

and will suggest a lack of firmness in our pursuit of a 

subpoena with the judicial branch. Of more acute importance, 
the Comm ctr 

two problems immediately face usA for we are without any 

legal authority whatsoever and, in law, do not exist. Thus, 

thirteen vital subpoenaes for essential evidence which have 

been issued in Tennessee and Texas are, at present, completely 
oo fresiof us onthe cmnmiter, 

unenforceable. Further, we have seen emergency Situations 

arise in the past where the testimony of witnesses or the 

collection and custody of evidence is immediately vital, and 

‘under our current Status, we could only sit by helplessly 

in futility. | 

In conclusion, we ask you now, expeditiously and with 

full support to reauthorizé the Select Committee. In effect, 

we ask you to permit us to finish the job which we have just 

begun. To turn our back on this obligation now is unthinkable 

and would make this House the laughing stock of the World. 

So much has shaken the confidence of the American people in 

their governmental institutions in the past two decades that 

we find ourselves with a rare opportunity, at least in these 

two areas, to say to our fellow citizens that given this 

opportunity, we acted.



SOME LITTLE/UNKNOWN VERBATIM TEXTS OF DOCUMENTS RE OSWALD/JFK ASSASSINATION ~‘ 

Tt) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

BY TED GANDOLFO:EDITOR | 

I received a copy of this document from Congressmen Thomas Downing in late 
1976. It is CIA document #113, the text of which follows:(dated ?Dec./' "63: ) 
"Source on(deleted) said he saw (deleted-deleted) reported Sov.Con.Gen. 
(Soviet Counselate General) told him 30 November thet Oswald sent to U.S.S.R. 
and married Soviet girl under C.I.A. instructions.” 

(The above PROVES Oswald was in the employ of the C.1.A.)as. does below; 

Marine Corps leutenant John Donovan's testimony before the Warren 
Commission-(excerpt) Volume 8..page 298... 
"Shortly before I got out of the Marine Corps, which was mid-December, 1959, 
we received word that he # (Oswald) had showed up in Moscow, this 
necessitated a lot of change of aircraft call-signs, codes, radio 
frequencies, radar frequencies..he had access to the location of all 
bases in the west coast area, all radio frequencies for all squadrons, 
all tactical call-signs, and the relative streanth of all squadrons 
numbers and type of aircraftin Af a sauadron, who was the Commanding 
Officer, the authentication code of entering and exiting the A.D.1.2Z. 
(Air Defense Identification Zone), he knew the range of our radar,he 
knew the range of our radio, and he knew the range of the surrounding 
unit's radio and radar." 
A CIA report, dated November 25, 1963 states: . 7 
"On November 22, 1963, Lee Harvey Oswald shot President Kennedy while 

the President was riding in an open automobile on a Dallas, Texas 
street. The rifle used was a Mauser." 

Another CIA report, dated November 27, 1963, states: (title). . 
" Information On The Weapon Presumably Used In The Assassination Of 
‘President Kennedy.: 

Id As regards articles appearing recently in the Italian and foreign 
press concerning the presumed use of an Italian made rifle in the 
slaying of Fresident Kennedy, the following comments are made: 
The weapon which appears to have been employed in this criminal 
attack is a Model 9I rifle, 7.35 calibre, I938 modification; the 
description of a 'Mannlicher Carcano' rifle in the Italian and 
foreign press is in error." 
Editor's note: Congressman Thomas Downing, who fread this CIA 
document on the floor of the House in late I976, concludes by stating, 
"It should be clear that the initial identification of a rifle as a 
7-65 Mauser clearly was not, as the Warren Commission maintained, 

because Deputy Constable Weitzman ‘thought it looked like a Mauser', 
Since the Commission's case against Oswald as the lone assassin is 
built almost exclusively on his ownership of a 6.5 Mannlicher- 
Carcano, the identification of the murder weapon as a 7.65 Mauser 
tends to discredit the ENTIRE case against Oswald." 

On March 28, 1977, while Richard A. ‘Sprague was chief counsel(before Blakey), 
the House Assassinations Committee tssued a report. In this interim report, 
these are some verbatim avenues of investigation, under Sprague: 
a)"The Select Committee is actively pursuing several new leads which 

indicate that Lee Harvey Oswald was associated with CIA supported 
ANTI-Castro groups, and which suggest that his reported pro-Castro 
activities and possibly his'salleged' trip to Mexico City may have been 
deliberately designed to MASK those CIA associations." 

b)"The Warren Commission had concluded that Jack Ruby never knew Oswald 
end had never seen him before November 22, 1963. The Committee staff 

-has spoken with a witness who has never been previouslyinterviewed, and 
who stated that in November of '63, prior to the assassination of 
President Kennedy, the witness was PERSONALLY introduced to Lee Harvey 
Oswald by Jack Ruby." » TURN —>, 

-_ .



6) One of the earliest proclamations by the Dallas police was that Oswald's 

palmprints were on the rifle allegedly used to fire "all the shots" at 

President Kennedy on Nov.22,1963. This "fact" helped to xd incriminate 
_ Oswald of the crime in the eyes of people around the world. Here is the 

text,verbatim, of a document dated July 23, 196), EIGHT MONTHS AFTER THE 

“ASSASSINATION OF JFK, sent by J. Lee Rankin, Warren Commission chief-counsel, 
(sort of G. Robert Blakeys counterpart, éarlier,) to J. Edgar H rh 

of the Fedpnal Bureau'O0f Investigation: ’ - Edgar Hoover, head 

"Dear Mr. Hoover, 
It has been alleged that the palmprint lifted from 
Oswaldts rifle‘by the Dallas police is FALSE. This 
allegation is SUPPORTED by the statement that the 
F.B.I. told the press in an off-the-record briefing 4¢ 
session on November 23 or 2h that there was ABSOLUTEL 
NO PALMPRINT ON THE cores ee . 

EDITORS NOTE: 
t 

“~ 

Editor's Note: - .- Se eee oe. . 

"the Third Decade" newsletter (Editor and publisher Jerry Rose ) 

is published bi-monthly at the State University College, 

Fredonia, N.Y. T0063, is 32-0 pages per issue and publishes 

research articles on the JFK assassination, as well as such 

7 _ . features as & "news" colum and a names-and-addresses 

rf directory of active researchers , Ted Gandolfo, Sylvia 

Ae Meagher, Paul Hoch end Georges Michael Evica are among the 

| . many contributors to the Journal, whioh numbers a large 

O , bY proportion of the leading researchers among 4t's subscribers. 

(Por Subscriptions are $15 for I year, $26 for 2 years, $36 for 

three years. The editor end publisher is Jerry Rose, a 

professor of sociology; author of seven textbooks in sociology 

and around IS articles on the JFK assassination published in 

"THE THIRD DECADE" and in "THE CONTINUING INQUIRY". 

“eT 
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H. Res. 9 

Providing for funds for the Select Committee on Assassinations 

Tuesday, January 25, 1977 

House of Representatives, 

Committee on Rules, 

Washington, D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to other business, at. . 

11:20 a.m., in Room H-313, The Capitol, the Honorable James J. 

Delaney (chairman of the committee) presiding.. , 

‘Present: Representatives Delaney, Bolling, Sisk, Young, 

Pepper, Murphy, Long, Moakley, Chisholm, Dodd, Quillen, 

Anderson, Latta, Clawson, and Lott. , | 

Also present: Philip R. Collins, Chief Counsel and Staff 

Director, and D. Gregory Nicosia. - fe , | 
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Chairman Delaney. Mr. Gonzalez, I understand that you 

have a resolution here and a request to make. You are recognize 

STATEMENT OF HON. HENRY B. GONZALEZ 

A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF TEXAS 

Mr, Gonzalez. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. , 

If I may be permitted -- | 

Chairman Delaney. Yes, would you explain at the very 

outset that this is not a request? Somehow it seems to be in 

the minds of most people for $6-1/2 million or $6 million. 

You can explain your request. 

Mr. Gonzalez. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Quillen. Mr. Chairman, is this a full hearing? We ; 

have heard this measure. Can we just vote it up or down? | 

Chairman Delaney. If it is your desire, at any time you - 

want to move. 

Is that correct, your committee died, did it not, the first 

of the year? 

Mr. Gonzalez. That is true, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Delaney. For all purposes, this is a new request 

for a Select Committee. Handle it any way you want, but it 

really is for continuance of a Select Committee that was 

adopted last year and never fulfilled the purpose for which it 

was adopted; is that right? 

Mr. Gonzalez. Essentially that is right. This is a 

resolution seeking the reestablishment of the committee. 
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Chairman Delaney. That in substance is the same thing. 

Mr. Gonzalez. That is right. 

Chairman Delaney. The Chair recognizes Mr. Gonzalez. 

You may proceed. 

Mr. Gonzalez, Mr. Chairman, at the very outset I would 

like to point out that we have several members of the committee 

that served as such last year. _ ‘The ranking member is ‘the 

Honorable Richardson Preyer sitting to my inmediate right here. 

We have Congressman Walter Fauntroy, Congresswoman Yvonne 

Burke,. Congressman McKinney, Congressman Louis Stokes, and 

also Congressman Devine is here. 

If I have missed anyone, please let me know. 

It may be that if it is all right with the committee, I 

would proceed with a rather short statement. It may be that 

the members who are here present might also wish to contribute 

with either additional statements or participate during the 

question 7 period. 

Every one of the members attended the meetings of the 

committee such as they were last year. You are correct, the 

94th Congress set the committee up the last three weeks before 

it adjourned. Therefore, there was in essence about 2-1/2 

months of actual working time for the committee to get - 

organized, appoint staff and the like. 

In the first place we are deeply grateful we had this 

opportunity to come before the Rules Committee. This is where 
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in the first instance the first committee was set up. I think 

it is proper we come back here today. 

I am seeking the approval of House Resolution 9, fully 

realizing the impact of some of the controversy surrounding the | 

use of such things as various investigative techniques, the - 

proposed budget and the activities of the Chief Counsel, all 

of which lamentably have been corollary issues, but nevertheless 

the reality as we confront it. | 

First, a proposal was made by the staff for the use of , 

polygraphs and stress analyzers. These items have never been | 

used. I am personally opposed to their use. Before they could 

be used they would have to be approved by the full committee. 

after careful debate and deliberation. I am confident that 

once it is reestablished and the Members have an opportunity 

to meet, that the committee for the 95th Congress will not 

sanction the use of such devices. 

Furthermore, I have made it clear that each and every 

‘investigative technique proposed to be used will be carefully | 

considered and decided by the members of the committee: 

Second, questions have been raised about the size of the 

proposed budget of $6.5 million. Until we are reestablished 

as a Select Committee, there cannot properly be a budget 

request. Once the committee is reestablished, the members will 

| have to thoroughly review and evaluate the proposed budget. 

We will then be in a position to justify each and évery proposed 

| 
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expenditure. 

At this point we do not know what the budget request will 

be. Lo can only state that whatever the amount of the request, 

the committee will be prepared to justify it and I believe it 

will be acceptable to every Member of the House who wants to 

see a thorough, professional, independent investigation. 

Third, various question have been raised about the 

activities of the Chief Counsel, Richard A. Sprague. Some of 

the stories which have been published about him were dredged 

from the turgid and murkey waters of big city politics. They 

are political and bear no credence. As to his frequent contact 

and visability in the media, I have already prepared a draft 

of proposed rules for both the stafé and the members of the 

committee, Once we are reconstituted, the members of the 

committee will then be able to immediately consider and adopt 

such rules. | 

Fourth, while I propose to speak for no other Member, I 

am sure that I reflect their strong feelings that this 

investigation will be conducted under the highest professional 

| and ethical standards. I can personally assure the members of 

this committee and of the House that this investigation will 

be carried out in the most professional manner so there will be 

no doubt as to our credibility or that of this House. 

It is important to point out that I have not yet served 

as the chairman of the House Select Committee on Assassinations. 
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Therefore, it is important to understand that I have inherited 

the errors and misjudgments that have been made during a 

| missteps are taken that could cause harm to this body or these- 

7 7 

Even though I was the originator of legislation creating the 

Select Committee on Assassinations I was not named the chairman 

of the committee when it was first established last September. 

- - 

period when I was not the person in charge. 

- [have devoted myself, and much of the time of my personal 

staff, to meeting the challenge of these circumstances, and it 

is. my. judgment after very close consideration that there is 

nothing so dire that cannot be resolved or corrected. The work 

that has been done thus -far by the legal and investigative 

efforts of the select committee's staff is commendable and 

outstanding. | 

At such time that this committee is reconstituted and I am 

officially made the chairman by House Speaker Thomas O'Neill, 

it is certain that some staff adjustments will be made, and 

there is no doubt in my mind that after these adjustments are _ | 

made we can work together in such a way that no further 

investigations. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleagues, I have long sought enactment 

of legislation establishing a House study of the political 

assassinations. 

I feel strongly about the need for assessing the impact 

of these assassinations on our country, and getting to the truthi 
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of why they happened so that we can prevetn such events from 

6 

10 

and = loose throughout the land. 

13 

did not even cross my mind. 

certainly have other objectives and responsibilities which 

24 

happening a 

There has never been a period of time in the history of 

our country like the decade of political assassinations which 

began with the murder of President Kennedy and included the 

death of Dr. King. 

This decade of assassinations shook the foundations of 

our democracy and has had lasting effects on the people -- too 

many of whom have very serious doubts and fears about their ~ 

government and its ability to cope with forces both within it 

committee so ‘that I could become the chairman. The thought 

must be considered, too. 

All I have wanted from ‘the beginning is the truth about 17 

these crimes against the people, 

8 

again. 

I sincerely did not seek the- establishment of this select 

Maybe it should have, because LI . 

4 

and this is why I seek 

reestablishment of the committee first established through 

legislation that was born of the resolution I introduced. 

I cannot. think of anything more important for us to do 

here in the Congress, as elected representatives of the people, 

than to insure that the people have the option to choose their 

national leaders by ballot, rather than subjecting them to the 

; 
a in either a volunteer 

25 

serve, or who might continue to serve, 

possibility that ‘bullets may eliminate those’ who could possibly:
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or elected position. 

When I first introduced my proposal in the 94th Congress -- 

on February 19, 1975 -- calling for a select committee to study 

the circumstances surrounding the deaths of President 

Kennedy, U.S. Sen. Robert F, Kennedy, Dr. King, and the attempt 

on Governor George Wallace's life -- I was serious, but since 

I was not taken too seriously at the time I had no reason to 

know much about the forces in this country who are dedicated to 

keeping the truth from being known. 

Now that the committee became a reality and the 

investigations have gotten underway, I know full well that 

there are strong and organized forces which are dedicated to 

stopping this investigation in its tracks. 

Nevertheless, I am willing to stand up to these forces, and 

I hope that you are willing to give me and my colleagues, who 

want to continue to serve on this committee a chance to give the 

people a full accounting of why President Kennedy and Dr. King 

were slain. | | 

Those of you who served on the House Rules Committee 

during the 94th Congress know that this committee on 

September 15, 1976 favorably reported out House Resolution 

1540, which authorized a Select Committee on Assassinations. 

On September 17, 1976, the House passed that resolution. Thus, 

‘four months ago, the House debated, deliberated and determined 

that there should be full and complete investigations into the 
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assassinations of President John F. Kennedy and Dr. Martin 

Luther King, Jr.- 

The initial reasons for the establishment of a Select 

Committee were thoroughly discussed and obviously dispositive 

to the overwhelming number of the Members of the House who voted 

in favor of that resolution. 

First of all, the inadequacies of the investigations in| 

both assassinations and the questions which have been raised, 

as well as independent findings of other congressional 

committees that in the case of the assassination of President 

Kennedy the e Warren Commission was not provided with all the 

evidence, continue to be compelling - reasons why the 

investigations must be carried out. | 

| Similarly, Mr. Chairman, it was certainly the will of the 

American people that these investigations should once and for al 

solve these assassinations and determine ‘the truth. To this end 

I would simply remind the members of this committee that both’ 

a CBS and a Detroit, news poll indicated that-65 percent and 

87 percent of those polled do not believe the conclusion of 

the Warren Commission. A poll by. the Philadelphia Daily News | 

indicated that 96 percent of those polled supported the need . 

for investigations. Thus, the will of the Ameircan people to 

fully investigate these assassinations was carried out by the 

| House last September by the passage of House Resolution 1540. . 

A recent Gallup Poll indicated that only 11 percent of the 

1 
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people believe the conclusion of the Warren Commission. 

During the span of its short life, the Select Committee of 

the 94th Congress found previously undisclosed evidence, critica 

witnesses who had never been questioned and revelations which 

lead to serious questions which must be resolved. 

Can we like an ostrich now hide our heads in the and 

and pretend this evidence does not exist? If we do, I submit 

we can be accused of the greatest congressional cover-up in| 

history. To do so would be tantamount to the Senate Watergate , 

Committee discovering the existence of the tapes and not 

inquiring further or the House Impeachment. Committee drawing a 

Bill of Impeachment and not proceeding. 

Further unwarranted delay would demonstrate vacillation 

and indecisiveness which ultimately damages our credibility as 

Member of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, the evidence is compelling -- it will not be 

washed away -- it cannot be ignored. As I said earlier; to’ ~~ 

stop now would be unthinkable. It would demonstrate to the 

American people that when faced with this challenge we turned - 

our backs on the quest for the truth. 

In closing I. would like to call your attention to a’ 

comparison of H. Res. 9 to H. Res. 1540 of the 94th Congress 

which I am submitting with this testimony, also to copies of 

material from the Congressional Record relative té the need for 

. the reconstitution of the select committee and to the exchange 
1 

q. 
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of correspondence I have had with Congressman Don Edwards in 

response to this initial letter to former select comnittee 

chairman, Congressman Thomas Downing, who is now retired. 

(The information follows:) 
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committee: for the money? 

to exceed that in any one month? 

“permanent type for the fiscal year, it would have to come back, 

1300" 

Mr. Gonzalez. Again, I ask for your support of this, 

effort to find the truth and welcome any questions you might 

have. | | , 

Chairman Delaney. How much money is provided in this? 

Mr. Gonzalez. ‘None that I know of. — 

Chairman Delaney. You would go before the appropriate 

Mr. Gonzalez. As I understand it, and I could stand 

to be corrected, the approval of this resolution would then brin 

it under the auspices of the continuing resolution, H. Res. ll, 

which would fund it until March 1 at a rate not to exceed the . 

previous rate and no monthly rate to exceed the monthly rate 

in December as I remember the resolution offered by the leader. 

| Chairman Delaney. Do you recall how much that was?, 

Mr. Gonzalez. The total would not exceed 150,000 for the 

three-month period which is identical to last year's resolution. 

Chairman Delaney. So we are talking about $150,000 and nott -- 

Mr. Gonzalez. No, the total amount would not exceed 

$150,000 for the period of life that it would be extended until 

March 1. , | 

Chairman Delaney. You will have to justify that. 

Mr. Gonzalez. Well, if the committee wished to seek 

reassemble, come back and make that request to the House 
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| resolution, in effect we are committing ourselves to two years 

"House. It would still have to come to the full House. 

b2 

Administration Committee which in turn would make that request 

to the full House. | 

Chairman Delaney. Mr. Bolling? 

Mr. Bolling. No questions. 

Chairman Delaney. Mr. Quillen? 
Mr. Quillen. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. , 

Isn't it true, however, if the House should adopt this 

as proposed by the Staff Director and his request of $6 million, 

that if it is constituted, there is no way of going back? 

Sol think when we e adopt this resolution, ‘Should at be . 

reported and adopted by the House, the House is committing 

itself to the. full authorization because there is really no , 

need to reconstitute the committee without funds to operate it. | 

We are shadowboxing. } 

‘Mr. Gonzalez. Mr, Quillen, that is not my understanding. 

there wuld be no commitment to any figure other ‘than: that 

which the House Administration Committee would recommend. ‘The — 

only thing this would do would be to offer the continuity which / 

is necessary for every Select Committee when a new Congress is 

formed. There would be no appropriation and it would have to . 

be subjected completely to the controlling processes of hearings 

before the House Administration Committee and then the full 

Mr. Quillen. ‘That is true legislatively. But the former | 
* * ° , 7 
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Staff Director, and if this is reconstituted, he could be the 

new Staff Director, has testified that the minimum requirement 

would be $6 million for the first year, as I understand. 

Therefore, with that commitment, and he said it would take that 

to do the job, I think really | we should face the facts now. 

In fairness to you -- and I want to commend you for your 

diligence and dedication and efforts, and you know what high 

regard I hold for you -- but at the same time I think it is 

unfair to say that we are going to reconstitute this committee — 

on the basis of a'$150,000 expenditure for three months when 

we know it is like jumping from the springboard into the pool. 

Once you make the jump you are committed. 

Mr. Gonzalez. No, sir. You have a sort of rope attached 

to that jump which would be controled by the House Administrati 

Committee and the full House. 

- Mr. Quillen. If the rope is around the neck and we are 

going to break the neck, why not break it now? 

| Mr. Gonzalez. I realize the type of life attachment you ) 

attach to a young kid learning to swim in a pool and you hold 

him above the surface, But I think it is proper to point out 

that the fact that a key counsel has recommended what he feels 

is minimal but which incidentally has himself revised downward 
in the interim does not make that the controlling factor. 

The committee is still the one. It is the judgment of the 

committee, not the Chief Counsel, that should rule or will-rule | 

OTL 



committing by any stretch of the imagination to any sum other _ 

and above the one the leadership has sought in the continuing 

/xesolution. for the extension of the life of ‘the committee, well, 

reorganize and prepare for the Fiscal year request to the House 

‘Administration Committee. 

| he was not going to assume the responsibility. 

| he would rather not tackle it. 

16 
ox should have ruled, 

iT would like very much to remove the impression that we are} 

first reestablishing it, continuing it to March 1 at a total i; 

sum not to exceed $150, 000 and in the interim organize, 

As an individual | -- and I couldn’ t speak for a comnittee 

that has yet to be formed -- but as an individual I would say 

that I could find absolutely 1 no justification for coming in 

willy-nilly with any figure near that amount. | | 

| Mr. Quillen. ‘Tf the gentleman would yield, I was at our 

conference and. your Chief Counsel or Staff Director appeared - 

before us. He said it would take a minimum | OF two years and a 

minimum of $6 million-plus per year to do the job or otherwise” 

i don’ t quote him in exact terms, but I got the impression 

that if he could not carry out the duties as he saw it, that 

Now this was his presentation. I realize that the Congress 

legislates and a Staff Director or the Chief Counsel takes 

orders from the members of the committee. 

Mr. Gonzalez. Absolutely. | * - 
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cic eee On | Mr. Quillen. But it would seem to me that he has been 

2 speaking for the committee and then grinding in the thought . 

3 | that the funds are ‘necessary to do the job and the travel 

4 || overseas would be terrific. 

5 | Mr. Gonzalez. Mr. Quillen, let me give you an example of 

6 || what I am trying to explain. I didn't see the suggested report 

7 I] to be filed by the outgoing Chair which he announced he could 

g |] do on December 31 until December 28. For the First time I saw 

9 that it closed a budgetary proposal. 

10 I can assure you no Member of the House was more aghast 

11 than I was because I knew when I saw the itemized suggested 

12 request that I was not about to be party to suggesting the 

13. purchase of a polygraph machine or two, a voice stress analyzer 

14 |] Or two. I was not about to, 

iS | I thought everybody would understand the procedures here, 

16 that it was irrelevant, premature and immaterial because the 

17 first thing would have to be to reestablish the committee and 

- then you could get into a discussion as to what you would be 

19 requesting for funds. | 

20 Naturally when you get a high velocity investigator and . 

21 || Prosecutor such as our Chief Counsel has been, you asked a man 

22 | how fast he could get to that point and his idea would be with 

9g {| a 12 cylinder Masserati or Jaguar. But we are talking about 

24 ‘getting to that destination with an American-made 6 cylinder 

25 - and not an 8 cylinder because if you can get to the - 



| requests to the House Administration Committee. Then the House 
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destination, why not? 

‘I never even considered as a talking matter this proposal 

before the committee could be reestablished, But this did 

become the main issue for a while. 

What I would like to disabuse your mind from is ‘that the 

main issue remains legally the reestablishment of the committee 

because there | is really nothing -- you have a staff that is 

in there mostly on faith: After that is done we have to 

come to the proper and very fine grand processes of. straining 

i 
Administration Committee in tur) ‘has to come _to the full House. 

Mr. Quillen. You are talking about the high-priced Cars 

and that you ‘could reach it with a lesser model. Suppose the 

counsel started in an Edsel or a Cord. It would fizzle to. 

begin with. 

You Inow the members of the committee last year let the -- 

Chief Counsel go before the other committees of the House and 

other organizations of the House and point out what it would - 

take as a minimum to do this. I wonder if the members of the | 

committee realized what was going on? 

Mr. Gonzalez. I would like to evoke the requirement at 

that time. The committee was established rapidly and quickly. 

The outgoing chairman was given unaimous consent to hire, fire, | 

‘et cetera, because of the shortness of time. The House was not 

in session, therefore the natural monitoring process’ that we 
i 



media was asking specific questions and the chairman would 

| the circumstances. 

intentional but. because of the special circumstances surrounding 

and Robert Kennedy, that some good could come possibly from 

19 °F 

would have gotten had it been in session did not exist, There 

were no rules by the committee to govern either the members of 

the committee or the members of the staff. In view of the fact 

that the Chief Counsel had no prior Washington exposure or 

congressional experience, and given the temper then where the 

delegate for their answer the Chief Counsel, understanding that | 

setup, it was natural that a vacuum was created. The Chief 

Counsel went into that vacuum and did the best he could under 

‘But I feel that these were acts of omission, not 

the 2- 1/2 month period of activity. 

Mr. Quillen, One final-statement, Mr. Chairman: .I have 

misgivings about the committee. I am one of 65 who voted 

against its establishment. 

Mr. Gonzalez. I understand that, - 4 

Mr. Quillen. On the other hand, the committee could do , 

some good, I feel that the assassination of President Kennedy — 

out of the investigation | of the assassination of Martin Luther 

King. I know maybe there should be some circumstances’ developed 

because the alleged assassin is in custody in prison and he | 

‘has appealed many times for a new trial. 
4 

What would come out of that and what would come out of the 
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investigation of both Kennedys, I don’ t know. But if you 

plow the ground 14 years later, I don't know what would come 

from the earth. So really the committee has a plus and a 

minus,. ‘The minus is the terrific amount of money . The good 

might offset that minus. 

Right 1 now I am Lain the throes of deciding exactly what to ‘dol 

although I am inclined to follow the same position that I took 

the last time. 

But I want to commend you for your dedication and perhaps” 

the Things that happened in the past had no control and they 
“y 

were e perhaps off shoots. But I am not convinced yet that the 

reestablishment of the committee would not be a binding 

commitment of funds to carry it out or else there would be no 

reason ‘to. reconstitute it. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman.» 

“Chairman Delaney. Mr. Sisk? 

Mr. Sisk. Mr. Gonzalez, I don't need ‘to state my regard 

for which I hold you because we have served together for “= 

years. it do want to commend you for having made a case here. 

I deplore Monday morning quarterbacks as much as the next guy. 

I guess once in a while we like to say I told you so. 

I want to commend you for having made a very strong case 

today for the very strong case I made on this Five months ago 

when I said it was the most ill- “timed and ill- conceived action 

this committee could take. I appreciate your making that point. 



successful pursuit of this issue. 

many of us pled with you, if you could start it fresh now 
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very strongly. 

Unfortunately the timing was bad and everything was wrong 

and it was never able to establish the proper rules. | ‘So what 

happened in this ill- ~conceived arrangement really has” now 

raised the real question of whether or not there can be any - 

Isn't that a fact that if you had been able to start as 

without past history and the unfortunate and i11-conceived 

statements that have been made, wouldn't you have been in | 

better shape? | 

Mr. Gonzalez. Of course, the ideal thing would have been 

for the 94th Congress in the beginning to sanction the formation =. 

of the committee, but it didn" t happén that way. In analyzing, 

what I think your question is addressing itself to, I feel there 

is one element here that perhaps I have neglected to emphasize, {- 

that despite all of these handicaps, the status, abilities and 

skill of the men who were assembled, you take the two deputy 

counsels, you have not heard anything from them. In my book 

they have done more to impress me as to skill and ability than 

anything I have ever watched. , 

Now our colleague, a distinguished former Federal judge, 

is the chairman of the subcommittee having to do with the 

pursuit of the Kennedy investigation. He is deeply involved in | 

the processes that have been followed by that particular unit. 
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Adding to the plus factor is a decision to proceed 

Simultaneously on both homicides. I think that here in this 

case I would very much like to ask and request Judge Preyer 

to explain some of the things that this staff, even quickly 

assembled and in the case of his deputy counsel did not come 

.on board until December, some of the things that have been done 
-~ 

and even though they describe them as thresholds, I think they 

have gone way beyond that and I think if you had a chance to 

follow this you would consider they are substantial 

accomplishments. 

I would like to defer to Judge Preyer because I think he 

could add an element that perhaps I can’t quite fill in. 

Mr. Sisk. Before we do that, of course I have great 

respect for Judge Preyer, but before we do that let me pursue — 

a couple of questions dealing with the resolution before us, 

House Resolution 9. 

We are the committee of original jurisdiction and we can > 

amend or do anything we want to with this resolution as I 

understand it. 

As I interpret the call of this committe, we are here to 

hear House Resolution 9; is that correct? 

‘Mr. Gonzalez. . That is my understanding. 

Mr. Sisk. I notice the name of Mr. Jim Wright, Majority 

‘Leader, on this resolution, I assume he did not write this ~ 

resolution. I assume it was given to him and he introduced it 
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on behalf of members of the committee; is that correct? 

, Mr. Gonzalez. Yes. 

‘Mr. Sisk. I want to discuss at some length if I can, 

Mr. Chairman, and I don't want to take a lot of time, but again 

recognizing that we are a committee of original jurisdiction, - 

I am concerned about the difference in this resolution and the — 

one that originally set your committee up. 

I would like to start with discussion of language on page 2 

starting with line 3 in which I want to read this briefly 

because I “am very much concerned about the tone and the sound — 

and really what this language amounts to. 

Mr. Gonzalez. Could I pass this parallel comparison 

showing the differences in the versions and then the precedents 

in the rules in prior committees in the House and Senate for 

| the inclusion of the new language? I do have that there: 

' Mr. Sisk. I appreciate the comparison. I have had some 

work already done, I wish I had this earlier because it would | 

have saved us some work. 

Here are the questions I want to get to, You can answer 

them and anyone else in the committee can comment, 

You have added some language there after the authorization 

in connection with the assassination of President Kennedy and. 

Martin Luther King, Jr. and any other person the Select 

Committee shall determine and that is one area I had hoped you 

would drop out because I think that is enough. 
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the existing laws of the United States, including but not 

United States Government,. are adequate either in their _ 

| the necessity of broadening this investigation? It is my 

| Affairs Committee, Armed Services, Judiciary, Government 

purpose which is essential if you aregoing to risk a challenge 

"as to the legality of the Congress setting up this type of 

Yak 
24 

But you have some language, "in order to ascertain whether 

limited to laws relating to the safety and protection of the 

President of the United States, assassinations of the President 

of the United States, deprivation of civil rights, and 

conspiracies related thereto, as well as the investigatory 

jurisdiction and capability of agencies and departments of the 

provisions or in the manner of their enforcement ; and shall make] 

recommendations to the House, if the select committee deems it 

appropriate, for the amendment of existing legislation or the 

enactment of new legislation.” 

- This sounds to me as about as broad as the horizon and as 

long as we can imagine. What earthly reason do you find for 

understanding this would get into matters dealing with Foreiga 

Operations, et cetera. | 

Would you comment on the reasons and the need for that 

addition? | 

Mr. Gonzalez. The reason is that H. Res. 1540 was 

defective in that it did not clearly set forth the legislative 

committee. Unlike H. Res. 1540, this particular séction you~ . 
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read from is an attempt to define that legislative purpose which 

essentially is recommendation, if such be the case, of needed 

legislation in both the laws governing the legislative processes 

as well as the administrative processes. 

Mr. Sisk. - Do you feel that in order to set. forth what the 

goals of the committee should be it was necessary to broaden | 
~ 

the Jurisdiction to the vast areas that seemingly to me are 

included in this? 

L think it is terribly important for the record, not 

necessarily for me, but for the record and certainly in debate - 

on the floor to establish certain guidelines here and certain ) 

limitations. It seems to me an attempt to believe that 

language that it would just. lead out into all kinds of 

considerations. «I could see your committee getting involved 

in civil rights enforcement provisions. | | 

| I am really concerned. I wish you would state the 

limitations which you ‘visualize for your committee. 

Mr. Gonzalez. This was recommendation of several counsel, 

lawyers, attorneys both on the staff as well as on the 

legislative -- 

Mr. Sisk. Was this a recommendation of Mr. Sprague, the 

counsel? | 

| Mr. Gonzalez. No. 

Mr. Sisk. Henry, as you remember very well, I always 

opposed this procedure. 
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had that safeguard. 

somewhat appalled. 

does not broaden the intent, the purpose of the range of the - 

‘Court, the courts have ruled that even though the investigative 

y4 
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Mr. Gonzalez, I understand that. } 

Mr Sisk. On the other hand, I respect my colleague and 

you and I have discussed this many times. It was Finally 

determined in this committee over my opposition and over my 

opposition on the £loor that this be done. Certainly respecting 

the integrity of all of you on that committee, I felt that we 

I think there was a very unfortunate mistake made, Henry, 

in the situation last December where I know the gentleman from: 

Texas, I don’t think, had anything to do with it, but apparently 

Mr. Downing did, where the gentleman was brought before the 

Caucus and made a statement which frankly scared me to death. 

As you know, I have had some reservations.- The longer 

that discussion went on the more frightened I became, “‘I-know. 

Mr. Downing was apparently trying to stop him and seemed to have : 

2 great deal of difficulty. rn 

Keeping that information in mind, it really. leaves me 

Mr. Gonzalez. Sir, let me assure you that this language 

resolution. | It just merely sets forth as clearly as it is 

possible the legislative reasons because in decisions where 

similar resolutions have been brought as far as the Supreme - 

function is a proper adjunct to the legislative process,it is 
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construed in narrow terms and that unless the House in 

legislating specifically sets the range, that it therefore 

intends a strictly delimited investigatory power. 

Mr. Sisk. I will ask one more question and then I will 

yield the floor because I recognize other members are going to 

have questions. 
~ 

You have now broadened it further. by the inclusion on 

part 1 of page 2, "or any other country". 

Also, I note over here on. page 3 near the ‘top of the page 

dealing with the question of taking testimony on oath anywhere 

within the United States or any other country and. “to authorize 

designated counsel for the select committee to obtain. 

statements from any witness. who is placed under oath by an 

authority who is authorized to administer’ oaths in accordance 

with the applicable laws, of the United States or of any State”. 

What earthly reason has given the committee the feeling 

that it is necessary to broaden this now to worldwide? 

Mr. Gonzalez. It doesn't broaden the substantive | 

authority of the committee at all, let me put it that way. 

What it does and what the intention is is to provide for the 

obtainment and taking of testimony outside the continental 

limits of the United States. In calling for a complete 

investigation of both of these homicides there are elements in) 

‘which witnesses live outside the United States. That is the 

only purpose. 
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Mr. Sisk. Are you going to propose to let staff go out 

in remote places and take depositions and swear witnesses 

without the presence of a member of the committee? Apparently 

that is what the language proposes to do; is that correct?. 

Mr. Gonzalez, The staff is subjected to the same legal 

(constrictions domestically and internationally. It does 

provide the sanction necessary for them to travel outside the 

United States in the obtainment and safeguarding of evidentiary 

material and documentation. 

/. Tf a witness is a key to what happened in the - 

assassinations of both Martin: Luther King crime and the 

|] assassination of John Kennedy and you are constricted and 

witnesses say how come you have not talked to us because we 

are ready, willing and able to give you testimony which 

credibility and weight would still have to be evaluated 

independent of whether it was given in the States or outside 

of the States. It doesn't broaden the substantive grant of . 

authority to the committee at all. 

Mr. Sisk. Mr. Chairman, I will conclude with this very . 

brief statement, | | 

As I said and I have no need to repeat it, you know the 

high regard I hold for you, and I really felt I was not going 

to say anything because I made my statement in the last 

‘Congress. Let me say to you, I am not that concemed about 

$6-1/2 million or even $14 million if that is what it takes as 
4 



] investigation underway and keep it going have almost been 

‘decided that is what motivates these particular people. I 

47 
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I am the original question as I asked Mr. Downing and you and 

every one of you, what earthly good the committee can possibly 

do with any: decision they arrive at. These men are dead. They 

are not going to be any less dead. The people, their families 

and this country in my opinion are not going to be helped one 

iota. , 

} t go back to the initial questions I asked one or two 

years ago. I just can't conceive of the pressures. - Let me 

conclude on this thought: The thing that has caused me even 

more concern about the pressures in back of trying to get this. 

unbelievable. I have been the recipient of threats by 

telephone from certain people in Detroit, Michigan, Los: 

Angeles, California, my employees, my staff have been cursed 

openly to the point that I have told them to hang up when these 

individuals called because there was a time when they seemed 

to feel I was leading the opposition and I was tending to block 

this. This was going on last fall. | 

I-won't go into more detail, but I could tell you that, :thel 

unbelieveable statements that has drawn. They are kooks and | 

they are dangerous. These are further indications that cause | 

me to begin to wonder what motivates them. 

Is it a desire to destroy the FBI and CIA? I have 

don't think that motivates you, but I think the main people who 
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raise most of the propaganda are out deliberately to make this 

country a martyr and dress us in sack cloth and ashes and drawn 

down our law enforcement agencies. That is what distresses me 

‘more than anything else. It is not the dollars and cents. 

given there was something to be gained from that. 

| Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | 

Chairman Delaney. Mr. Anderson? 

_ Mr. Anderson. Mr. Gonzalez, you correctly pointed out 

that H. R. 9 is an organic act that would reestablish the 

Committee on Assassinations and the funding the work of the 

committee is “subsequent. to the reestablishment and would be 

in the foun of another resolution that would emanate from thé 

House Administration Committee. , 

However, I am suré you are aware that since this is a 

matter of original Jurisdiction before this committee, that as © 

ene member pointed out previously, we have the authority to 

amend this resolution or under an open rule -- and I am 

assuming that this resolution would be sent to the floor under 

an open rule, any Member could offer a resolution or an 

amendment to the resolution putting a ceiling on the funding. 

I myself back in 1975, at which time the House established | 

a Select Committee on Intelligence, offered an | amendment under : 

that procedure when it was before us on the floor limiting the 

“expenditure by that committee to 9750, 000.0 Aa 
yf 

I further recall that when this committee established: a 
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1 1} Select Committee on Committees, the so-called Bolling-Martin 

2 |} Committee, that there was contained within the resolution a 

3 ceiling on expenditures, a $1-1/2 million. 

4 ‘Therefore, I am suggesting that we cannot escape even at 

5 ‘this stage of the proceedings the question of what the proper 

6 level of the funding for this committee should be. When we go 

7 into executive session or when we go into the mark-up of this 

g || resolution that question is going to come up, if not then, 

9 ‘surely when this resolution is reported to the floor, if it is. 

10° Therefore, without having any desire whatever to 

1: embarrass the gentleman from Texas and to force him to a 

12 || Premature disclosure of what he thinks an adequate funding 

13 } level will be, I think it is my duty at this point to bring 

44 that fact out and to elicit, if I can,..some indication from 

15 the chairman as to what his ideas are in that regard. 

16 ‘Mr. Genzalez. My own individual ideas, as I said earlier, 

17 |} are inconclusive as to an exact dollar amount because I feel - 

13 that the urgent need at this time’is to first have a committee 

19 and then start with what we have. | 

oo You know the committee has a total staff of 73. I feel 

21 that my own recommendation, if it were my decision to nake, 

, 22 assuming that I had that power to make a decision, I would want 

23 to proceed very slowly and very methodically and every single 

oa ‘addition accounted for and absolutely made necessary for it, 

95 born out of the necessity of the investigation underway. 
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But. whether that could be done with one-tenth of what has been 

discussed, I am not a professional in that field, 

As you know, we were L Listening to what we considered to be 

the professionals, but I never could quite understand why it. 

had to be thought of as if it were a total sum in one fell Swoop 

I couldn’ t understand how in the world even in one year's time 

you could reach that proportion of the total staff number, 171, 

without some very serious problems of oversight and account - 

ability, 

So it is not that I am not willing, it is that I must 

* 

any certitude. All I know is that I would want to have the. 

consensus of the committee after organization and intense 

consultation with the members of the staff that are considered. 

the professionals and then based on that recommendation, | 

judging whether that is the consensus of the committee as to. 

the way to approach it and then shape up the recommendation to. 

the House Administration Committee. 

As to the free play of the will of the House, I think I 

have been, and my record shows, quite an opponent of closed 

rules. This my not have been wise, but it is a personal 

feeling that I have reflected all during my career in the House. 

The will of the Rules Committee is something that I feel is 
~ 

- proper to work. This is where we came the first time. This is 

where the basic approval was given. I certainly have not 

‘ 
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considered anything but what is proper to come back here and 

then the judgment of the majority of this committee working its 

will. 

I do not have the expertise to say, "I visualize 750, 000° 

or 250, 000. wo To me, $500,000 is a lot of money. I look over 

at committees. Of course you have a different charge, you have > 

a different nature of tasks, but it would be very difficult for 

me to reconcile a huge sum when you have a committee such as 

the Armed: Services that supposedly would oversee $1 billion of . 

expenditures with a budget of about half a million dollars. 

I would say that it would be an error, whether I was on 

this committee or not, to proceed at an excessively fast pace 

even if you had that power. | 

Mr.. Anderson. If I understand the chairman correctly then, 

you are in effect suggesting sort of an incremental approach 

to the funding of this committee? } 

Mr. Gonzalez. You have a more eloquent way of putting it 

than I was able to. | 

Mr. Anderson. One other question if I may. 

I understood your answer to Mr. Sisk earlier in 

explanation of why there are a number of changes in this 

resolution from the resolutions which passed the 94th Congress 

and that to a large extent those are dictated by the advice of 

counsel to sustain the legislative purpose of the committee to 

avoid the taking of investigations which have been struck down 

by Supreme Court decisions because they did not relate to a 
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proper legislative purpose, that references are made to, for 

example, the consideration of efficiency with which certain 

agencies operate and whether or not certain laws that are now 

on the books are being properly administered, 

“This inevitably, of course, is going to stir alarms and . 

} to arouse suspicions that the Select Committee on 
~ 

Assassinations would trespass on the jurisdiction of existing . 

committees in the House, perhaps most notably Government 

Operations and the Select Committee of the Senate on 

Intelligence. 

I wonder what assurances the chairman is prepared to 

offer with respect to what efforts will be made to so circum- 

scribe the work of the Select Committee on Assassinations that 

we.are not laid open to that charge of duplicating the activity 

of other committees, | | 

Mr. Gonzalez. I would like to recognize Judge Preyer 7 

because he is a distinguished jurist in his own right and he 

has been a ranking member of this committee. 

Chairman Delaney. Is that just for that question: 

Mr. Gonzalez. Just for this question because I think he | 

can give you a far more knowledgeable answer. 

Mr. Preyer. I think there are several fears that have. . 

been created by the changes in the resolution. One was the 

‘point that Mr. Sisk made leaving the phrase in, "and any other 

deaths", leaving the specter or possibility in that we were 
er 



the case. The only reason that those provisions are in there 

‘is that, as Mr. Gonzalez said, because we were advised legally, | 
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going to investigate the death of Abraham Lincoln, Garfield ox 

whoever. | | 

We had a legal memorandum prepared because the question. 

was "Shouldn't we strike that from the resolution?" The legal 

memorandum was prepared that the best way to handle that was 

through making legislative history on the floor making it clear 

that we were only interested in these investigations and not. 

any others, but if we took that. portion out we might run into 

problems when subpoenas were issued of deaths that ‘were related 

to assassinations of Kennedy and King, for example, the | 

Gianncano and Rosselli deaths, but we would have to prove they 

were related before we were able to investigate. 

So it was felt this broader language should be in there 

simply for that purpose, not for the purpose of broadening the 

scope to go into other assassinations. 

I think it is very clear that the committee is not 

interested in any other assassinations or deaths other than as 

they relate to Martin Luther King. 

‘The other changes that have been made in the resolution 

to broaden the legislative scope have  Biven rise to another fear 

Mr. Sisk expressed that we are out to get the FBI or CIA 

because of some broad language in there. - That is certainly not 

we needed this in there to have’ a proper, soundly constitutionally 
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based constitutional authority for the setting up of the 

committee. 

I think there, again, we can limit that by legislative | 

history. This has gone and several other changes, the ones you 

mentioned about the other countries, were suggested by the 

‘House legislative counsel. This was submitted to the House 

legislative counsel. Staff counsel worked on it. I think it 

was reviewed by the Parliamentarian. 

So this is the legal form which we were told it should be 

put in ordex to be soundly based. I think with legislative . 

history we can narrow it down and eliminate some of the fears’ 

that have been expressed by the members here and arise out of © 

the broadness of the language. 

Mr. Anderson. 1 have one final and brief concluding 

| observation: When the 94th Congress convened, as some of you 

may recall, I led the fight on the previous question and 

objected specifically to proposed changes in the rules of the 

House that would permit one-third quorums in committee and 

give unilateral authority to the committee chairmen 'to issue 

subpoenas without the vote of the full committee and the 

direction to subcommittee. chairmen for the same. 

Consistent with the position I took I would have to say I 

am likewise opposed to those provisions that would grant those - 

‘Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Chaixman Delaney. Since we have original jurisdiction of 

this matter and when we mark up the bill we would like to 

include the thought that you just expressed, the reason that 

you put that in, have you any language for that with which you 

could consult with counsel and let them know so that if you run. 

across something collateral that you have the right to follow 
Ly 

through? We don't want to witch-hunt but I think you can put 

that in by legislative intention. , 

Mr. Preyer. Yes, we would be glad to do that. We have 7 

a memorandum on the subject. | 

Chairman Delaney. That is the only thought I wanted to. 

express. | | , 

. All right, Henry, we go back to you. 

Mr. Gonzalez. If‘it would please the chairman and the . 

members of the Rules Committee, we have present the other 

subcommittee chairman, Congressman Fauntroy. , 

Chairman Delaney. “We will go into that. 

‘Mr. Young? | 

Mr. Young. Henry, in your opening remarks you indicated 

a burden that would be: placed on you by conflicting duties in 

your service as chairman of this committee, I take it that 

you did not mean to intimate by those remarks that if you are 

selected to be chairman of the committee that you would decline 

‘that selection? 

Mr. Gonzalez. No, sir, I intend to accept it. 
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Mr. Young. I have a great deal of confidence in the 

gentleman from Texas, as I do in the members of your committee. 

I have had reservations and still have with regard to the 

funetion of this committee chiefly by virtue of ny ‘inherent 

dislike for opening old cases and walking old grounds. 

But I think a great deal depends on the confidence we 

have in the individuals who are to carry out the functions of 

the committee. I have not shared the experiences that Mr. Sisk 

has kad with regard to telephone calls and that sort of thing, | 

but I am concerned about that type of possible underlying 
F , . 

efforts by unnamed individuals or organizations to attack the | 

law enforcement facilities of this country. I have confidence 

that you as chairman if you are selected and the members of 

your committee are going to be vigilant in seeing that this 

sort of thing does not happen. Knowing you personally, 1 know 

that you would not yield to any such efforts on the part of. 

sinister groups that might have such things in mind. 

I will not belabor the point further except to state that 

it is ny present intention to support your resolution. | 

Mr. Gonzalez. Thank you very much, 

Chairman Delaney. Mr. Clawson? 

Mr. Clawson. Henry, you do support an open discussion, 

an open rule so called, on the floor of the House, don't ‘you? 

Mr. Gonzalez. If-that is the will of this committee, I _ 

would welcome it. I think I am like my colleagues, in the - 

a
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enough to accomplish the goals that you have set? 

Congress can go a long way in seeing the hunger that is 
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position of supplicants. Beggars can't be choosers.. 

So we will be guided by whatever decision is made on this 

level. 

Chairman Delaney. You put that in your statement at the 

beginning. I can't conceive of the committee doing it any 

differently. 

Mr. Clawson. Do you think that two years is going to be 

Mr. Gonzalez. It should be enough, sir, from the standpoint 

of the capabilities of a committee of this type to do the work 

that it has been charged to do, yes, sir. | , 

“Mr. Clawson. Woven throughout your prepared statement: has 

been this type of phrase, "Getting at the truth, prevent such. ) 

things from happening, the truth about these crimes against the’ 

people" and on page 5, and I assume this is probably your 

real goal, "should once and for all solve these assassinations 

and determine the truth." , . 4 

Now who is going to make that decision, this committee or 

is it going to be in the eyes of the public? Will the people 

decide whether or not you have resolved that question once and 

For all or would the committee make that decision? 

| Mr. Gonzalez. In the open society such as ours, the public 

opinion is a jury of last resort. What I meant by that is the i 

obviously reflected by the American people in wanting to know as 
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fully as possible the details of these crimes, Obviously, many 

of these evidentiary facts were wholly unknown until just within 

the last three years which in turn have compounded the questionsl 

I feel very certain that an efficient and an objective as ‘humanl) 

possible pursuit of this will very much wipe away these cobwebs 

that. have grown up. | 

Mr. Clawson. Thank you. 

On page 2 you came to the defense of the Chief Counsel 

or Staff Director indicating that "the stories that have been 

published were dredged frem the turgid and murky waters of 

big city politics." | . 

Given the beginnings of this committee and in the eyes of 

the public what has happened and apparently the public made a 

decision in Pennsylvania, if you can accept the New York Times 

article written by David Burnham. 

Mr. Gonzalez. That is what I had reference to. I 

considered that a hatchet job. 

Mr. Clawson. The public must have accepted the hatchet 

job because they defeated the man. 

Mr. Gonzalez. I don't believe Mr. Sprague held an elected 

office. He was an assistant. In the Yablonski case he was a 

special assistant to the Attorney General of the United States. 

Mr. Clawson. I was thinking of the things he mentioned. 

They were using Mr. Sprague as a target during the course of 

that campaign. Isn't that true? “According to Frank Mascara, / 
4 
4 
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was his criticism of his opponent who held the position for 

This is a quote. "Sprague wasn't very Careful with the money 

the newly elected Comprtoller in Washington County, Pennsylvania}, 

one reason he won the Democratic primary earlier this year 

20 years for approving the $440,000 expense of the trials." 

during the first trial and I raised hell about at." 

It went on to say, "They would say you can't put a price 

tag on justice and I-would say baloney, you can have justice in 

a frugal manner." He became a part of the campaign apparently. 

3 
La 
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NEW YORK. NEW YORK 
SATURDAY. JULY 9. 1977 

Ted Gandalfo 

Ted Gandolfo is Chairman of the Assassi- 
nation Information Committee, located at 
1214 First Ave., New York, N.Y., 10021, 
Phone (212) 288-1596, 

The Warren Report’s conclusion that 
Lee Harvey Oswald was the sole assassin 
of President John F. Kennedy was the 
result of a blatant misrepresentation of the 
known facts, evidence and until recently, 
Supressed Commission documents them- 
selves. 

According to earliest TV accounts from 
Dallas, which were truthful ones from on 
the scene reporters there, the Commis- 
sion’s conclusions subsequently reached 
bore no serious relationship to what 
actually occurred on Nov. 22, 1963. What 
follows is a small sampling of chronologi- 
cal verbatim accounts of media reportage 
derived from the actual NBC-TV tapés in 
my possession: 

1:50 p.m. (Dallas time-CST) “We 
know that Mr. Kennedy was hit in the | 
right temple.”" —Frank McGee, NBC 
newsman 

©3:09 p.m. *‘Mary (Moorman) started 
to take the picture as the president became 
tight even w:th us. Three shots—we 
looked at him and he was looking at the 
middie of the street—three shots rang out 

. and he grabbed his chest—and.a look of 
pain on his face and fell across towards 
Jackie and she—uh—fell over him and. 
said, ‘My God, he’s shot.” And—uh— 

| there was an interval and then three or - 
four more shots rang out.”’ (Question by 
reporter) ‘‘Did you see the person who— 
who fired the ... (Answer) “No, I- 
didn’t see any person fire the weapon.” 
(Question) ‘*You only heard it?” 
(Answer) “‘l only heard it and I looked up 
and saw a man running along the top of 
the hill.” —Jeanne Hill's statement to a 
Dallas reporter 

©8:04 p.m. “The Dallas Police reported 
a moment ago that a foreign-made rifle 
believed to have been used in the shooting 
of the president had no fingerprints on it. 
it has been sent here to the FBI laboratory 
in Washington for an analysis.” —David 
Brinkley report from Washington 

So much for earliest media reportage. ; 
Next, we turn to originally suppressed 
Warren Commission documents relaling 
to the case. Some relevant verbatim 
excerpts follow (emphasis added): 

®May 7, 1964—Under title ‘Probable 
Radius Within Which The First Two Shots 
Occurred.”* 

“The governor feels he was hit at 
approximately frame 230. some members 
of our staff feel that it could have. been as 
late as 240."" —Lener from Warren Com- 
mission counsel J. Lee Rankin to J. Edgar 
Hoover— FB/. . 
NOTE: Zapruder frame 225 shows JFK 

has already been hit at this point and Con- 
_ Kally has NOT, thereby demolishing the 
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“MEMORANDUM 

TO: Ted Gandolfo 

FROM: Ty Roberts, Public Informat: 

Pursuant to our telephone conversa 

are several news clippings about M 

Also enclosed is our statement in 

the front page of the NEW YORK TIM 

As soon as GPO has the March 16th 

send you a copy. I assure you, tk 

one to get it. BS 
Since the Select Committee 

and funded on April 28, the Commit 

limited number of investigators i: 

president Kennedy and Dr. King. 

In the Kennedy case, invesi 

persons named in the Warren Commi: 

"new" witnesses. In the case of |} 

interviewed witnesses who were at 

names nave come forth subsequent 

Earl Ray. 

I cannot comment on or cha: 

have told staff investigators, an 

reached since the investigations . 

But you must remember, our job wa. 

"prove" as many of the facts, sta 

come forth as possible. This is
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Richard A. Sprague became the first chief counsel of the Select Committee on November 
18, 1976. He was a tough prosecutor, having conducted perhaps the classic investigation, and 
later, conviction, of Tony Boyle. On the day he assumed the chief counsel position on the HSCA, 
he stated in his first press conference that,"Every single document and every single witness 
would be subpeoned from the FBI & CIA", and that "I do NOT intend to rely on the FBI or CIA in 
the investigation. It seems to me that one of the reasons that this investigation has come into 
being is because of the fact that those 2 agencies have covered up much of it's information in 
the pst. Now that does hot mean that I don't want access to what it is that they have." 
And then, the vicious media attacks on him began. David Burnham wrote EIGHT deragatory articles 
in ONE MONTH, Januarry, 1977 in the New York Times, which were followed by an editorial statement 
of CONGRATULATIONS for Mr. Burnham for having utilized his investigative skills in attacking 
Mr. Sprague. George Lardner, An admitted CIA propaganda asset wrote a desf{icable attack on him 
in the Washingtom Post on February 1, 1977. George McMillan, also an admitted CIA "Propaganda 
asset" wrote his deregatory slimy piece on February 5, 1977, also in the Washington Post. | 
Joseph Berger attacked Sprague TWICE..on January 2ist and 25th in the New York Post.And, most 
assuredly, Fime magazine got into the anti-Sprague act by publishing it's diatribe against him 
‘in it's February 14, 1977 edition. The theme of all these attacks were predicated on implica- 
tions that Sprague had, at least 7 years earlier, used incorrect prosecutorial methods to 
convict a man unjustly. These stories were absolutely UNTRUE!! But these attacks were absolutely 
essential promulgations by the CIA, through it's "assets", because they knew that Sprague, if 
allowed to remain in that most important position, would most assuredly condust a most thorough, 
all-encompassing, TRUTHFUL investigation, which obviously go into the depths of the evidence 
which ultimately prove CIA involvement in the murder of President Kennedy, beyond question, now, 
as well as discovering the FBI's involvement in the Martin Iuther King, Jr., slaying also. 
This could not be allowed. The CIA's and FBI's goal, therefore, was to have Sprague removed 
and replaced by their OWN man, Robert Blakey, whose assignment would be to put distance 
between both the Agency and the Bureau and the 2 murders under investigation. I thoroughly 
agree with my friend and colleague, Richard E. SEs that this was a quite ingenious 
strategy used by the intelligence community. And it completely succeeded! ! . 

It was determined that if Sprague remained as chief counsel, the Committee's 
continuance would be voted down and abolished when vote-time came soon, at which time, Sprague 
QUIT, saying , "I did not come here to PREVENT an investigation from taking place." A man 
hamed Ken Brooten was installed as éemporary chief counsel until June 20, 1977, at which time 
the CIA's master stroke was completed. G. Robert Blakey, who definitely was a FINK for the 
CIA & FBI was made the permanent chief counsel of the HSCA. The evidence, as well as documents 
which appear further on in this book absolutely PROOVE my assertions. Qn the very day Blakey 
took over HE held a press conference, which you may compare with Spragues earlier press 
conference for some important insight. Here, now, are the verbatim questions put to Blakey 
during his press conference and his answers to then: 

Q- Your description, Mr. Blakey, of the manner in which this investigation will be conducted, 
at least from a philosophic standpoint, is directly at odds from what we have been told 

up to this point. It has been reportedly told us that these are two murder investigations. 
You are telling us that this is NOT the case- that you are investigating as a legislative 

_ matter? 
B- That is correct. . . ; 
Q- You intend to restructure the investigation? As I understand it, in the beginning, the 

Committee was going to take a very broad-scope look at all of the evidence-all of the 
documents, etc. 

B- Those decisions will be reached, but frankly, I doubt they will be made public. 
Q- The Committee is staying on that course and intends to cover all the ground? ) 
B~ I'm not terribly sure that I understand...that we have a common understanding of what it's 

_ purpose is. It is my understanding that this is a legislative committee, pursuing a 
investigation, and NOT PURSUING TWO MURDER INVESTIGATIONS. During the course of that 
LEGISLATIVE INVESTIGATION, I would hope that all questions people might think relevant, 
IN THIS CONTEXT, will be answered. . 

Q- All questions relevant to the two murder investigations WHICH THEY ARE NOT INVESTIGATING? 
B- I THINK THAT IS FAIR TO SAY. 

. Rlakey concluded by saying, "The reason for this press conference is to-say that there 
will be no other press conferences. I would like the press to let us alone so that we can 
conduct this investigation in a QUIET, orderly manner."



And quiet 1t indeed was.../UU damned quiet!! Just like the star-—chamber pro- ‘1 
_ ceedings of the, also QUIET, Warren Commission, as I then alluded to during one of the many 
shows I appeared on at KGO-radio in San Francisco, with a really great host, Bob Trebor, who 
was very receptive to our side. Thereafter, with Blakey in control, what occurred was an 
absolute abomination, in many respects. Immediately after Blakey was installed as chief 
counsel, the CIA&® FBI issued out their infamous, NON-DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT, which, in effect, 
prohibited EVERYONE, including the congresspersons who comprised the Committee, fom divulging 
ANY evidence and/or information they learned about, to ANYONE!! This "agreement" is elsewhere 
in this book. To my knowledge, this is the very first time it has ever been published anywhere 
in it's entirety. Certainly, the ClA-laden media never published it ANYWHERE in this country!! 
Well, with this document, Blakey was in full control. He fired investigators and researchers 
alike, Donovan Gay and Bob lehner among them, the two top investigators on the Committee, 
telling Gay that, "The CIA would be more comfortable if you were removed", and the firing 
of Lehner was because he did not pass the FBI/CIA security test!! So here we had the 
situation, as Mark lane told me at the time, (elsewhere herein),"of the FBI and CIA invest- 
igating the House Select Committee on Assassinations, instead of the other way around." 

Tell me, you readers, have you ever pead about, or heard, of this development in 
ANY newspaper, or radio/TV news reportage? As one who confinually taped all news from EVERY 
radio and TV station, as well as subscribing to 15 newspapers around the country during the 
ENTIRE “investigation, I neither heard nor read about ANYTHING relating to all the above!! 

Can it be assumed that the ENTIRE media was uninformed about these corruptions? 
The answer to that question is NO, because I informed them ALL about it!! (I retain ALL 
tape-recordings of my phone calls to them in this regard.) 

It is all quite easy to figure out. The CIA murdered President Kennedy, covered-up 
this information by either destroying ALL evidence to this fact, LIES to the Warren Commission, 
MISLEADS the Warren Commission, TORPEDOES JIM GARRISON'S INVESTIGATION AND TRIAL OF CLAY 
L. SHAW, BY ALSO DEMEANING HIS REPUTATION,AS THEY DID TO RICHARD A SPRAGUE, BLAKEY RECELVES 
EVIDENCE OF DIRECT CIA INVOLVEMENT IN THE JFK MURDER FROM JIM GARRISON AND SUPPRESSES IT, 
etc,etc, ad nauseum!! 

Blakey also received absolute corroboration of conspiracy from the following: 
a)- Cyril H Wecht's BRILLIANT testimony during the Committee's Public Hearings, testimony 

which, in and of itself absolutely destroys the single-bullet/bullshit theory, so crucial 
to the "Ione Assassin" mythology- Blakey tells me Wecht's testimony was not accepted 
because, Blakey said to me, "BECAUSE WECHT WAS WRONG!" inferring that far less 
qualified forensic pathologist's were correctit 

b) Richard E Sprague's photographic presentation to the Committee and Blakey during it's 
"investigation" which absolutely PROVES CONSPIRACY, as well as proving that Oswald, nor 
anyone else was, or could have been firing shots from the window of the TSRBD building 
at the time of the assassination. Sprague's photographic evidence was COMPLETELY IGNORED 
by Blakey & company!! | 

c) Bob Groden's most revelatory testimony and photographic evidence ALSO was totally ignored 
by Blakey's Bastards as well. 

All went well until the acoustics panel rocked the coverup boat, proving that, at 
least 2, not one, personswas firing at JFK that infamous day. But, the CIA came to the rescue 
by informing Blakey that the shot fired from the grassy knoll MISSED JFK, although a 5-year- 
old could see, by viewing the Zapruder film, that the knoll shot did inceed strike Kennedy 
in the right templet! But the Committee disallowed Newton's 2nd & 3rd laws of motionby 
saying/concluding that, "The shot fired from the grassy knoll MISSED the president." Can 
ANYTHING OR ANYONE be more sickening or revulsive?? I think nott!t
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THE BeLOW IS THE MOST SIGNIFICANT PORTIONS OF THE HSCA'S "INTERIM REPORT" DATED MARCH 2c, 
1977, WHILE RICHARD A. SPRAGUE WAS THE CHIEF COUNSEL. THESE, (BELOW) AREAS OF INQUIRY 
WERE NOT PURSUED WHEN BLAKEY BECAME THE COMMITTEE'S CHIEF COUNSEL, AND WEREN'T EVEN 
MENTIONED AT ALL IN THE HSCAtS FINAL REPORT, NOR IN ANY OF THE 12 VOLUMES OF IT'S EVIDENCE 
DEALING WITH THE JFK CASE!! WHAT YOU WILL READ BELOW IS VERY SIGNIPICANT-ENVESTIGATIVE AREAS 
WHICH WERE COMPLETELY DISREGARDED UNDER BLAKEY'S LHADERSHTP!! THAT IS WEY, AS OPPCSED TO 
THE VICIOUS, UNERUTEEUL ATTACKS AGAINST SPRAGUE IN THE CIA-MEDITA, I NEVER READ BUEN ONS 
DISSENTING VI ABOUT BLAKEY IN ANY NEWSPAPER, NOR ON ANY RADIO OR TV STATION » NOT CNEIID 
THAT IS, OBVIOUSLY, BECAUSE THE CIA-MEDIA KNEW TEAT TREY HAD THEIR MAN IN TESRE NOW WHO 
WOULD "CONTROL" THE INVESTIGATION AND PROTECT THE CIA AND FBI IN THEIR ABSOLUTE INVOLVEMENTS 
IN THE- JFK, MLK MURDERS, THAT'S WHY!!! TELL ME, DID ANY OF YOU READERS EVER READ OR HEAR 

Cae ABOUT. WHAT IS BELOW, ANYWHERE IN THE MEDIA?? TUE ANSWER IS, OBVIOUSLY, Nott: 

TIL DEVELOPMENT OF THE INVESTIGATION INTO THE 
ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOUN FL KENNEDY 
Although the Committee is Initiating methodical uiVvesticntions to esiublish the basic facts surrounding the assassination of Pre adent Kennedy, it is, in wuldition, pursuing new ieads which have corms to the Conunittee’s uttention. Some of this information, if corroborated ud proved to be true, would indicate connectivis between Lee Harvey Oswald and the CIA and FBL. Furthermore, other sources of infer- Miuition allege that Oswald and Jack Ruby knew each other prior to the assassination aud that Jack Ruby was associated with organized crine figures who participated in CLA-spoasored plots against Fidel Castro. Much of the new evidence is of a highly sensitive nature and cannot be publicly disclosed at this the; however, what follows wre representative crutiples wich illustrate the leads the Com- 

knew Oswald and had never seen chim before November 22, 1963. The Conimittee staif fits spoken with a witness who has never been 

of the Cl.A-sponsored efforts to assassinate Fidel Castro. On March 16, 1977, Tratlicante appeared before the Select Committee on Assassinu- tions pursuant to a subpoona, fivoking his constitutional privileges, he refused to answer questions relating to his invelvement with the CIA, his participation in aati-Castro Yomiesliuitiun plots, knowledee he had prior to November 22, 1083, that President Kennedy was ollie 
(8)
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to be assassinated. and his association with Robert Muheu, who 
testified before the Sunate Select Committee on Intellivence te his ova 
participation in uuli-Castro assussinalion atlenipts. 

On January 27, 1964, members of the Warren (‘ommission met in 
Executive Session to discuss evidence which had surfaced indicuting 
that Lee llarvey Oswald was an undercover FBI informant at the 
time of the assassination. Speeifically, the evidence indicated that 
Oswald was employed by the FBI from September of 1962 up until 
the arsussination at a salary of $200 a month. Lis FBI number was 
allegedly either 172 or 179. The evidence came from two independent 
sources, but the Commission did not investigate the matter and 
simoly accepted a statement by Jd. Edgar Hoover that Oswald was not 
an tuformant for the FBI... 
Reeently, an FBO informant advised the Committee that he had 

scen an IBt agent und Lee Harvey’ Oswald meeting. together on 
humerous occasions im various New Orleans bars. ‘Phe mformant 
states that he had previously denied seeing Oswald and the agent 
together because he was threatened by the agent. The agent has 
denied the informant’s charge. 

A witness who was an FBI security code clerk in the New Orleans 
field office from 1961-1466 alleges that the PBL sent a teletype to all 
of its offices five days befure the assassination, Warning of a reported 
conspiracy to ussussinute President Kennedy on his proposed trip to 
Dallas on November 22-23, The witness further states thut the teletype 
disclosed that a militiuit revolutionary group was to be involved in the 
assusxination. The FBI has denied sending such a teletype. 

The Committee lias information which, if corroborated, establishes 
links between Lee tarvey Oswald and the CTA. Documents in the 
possession of the Bi, some of which are in the public domain, indicate 
that the Bureau destroyed rete cant evidence aml proffered inisleading 
Statements to the Warren Coimnission, Our analysis of the investiga- 
live procedures of Federal agencies isa potential subject of legislative - 
neta, by our Cuinnuttee and the Cunetess. 

AUTHOR'S NOTE: 

NOW THAT YOU HAVS READ THE ABOVE, ASK YOURSELF A QUESTION.(I.E.) 
: WHY DO YOU SUPPOSE THAT THESE AREAS OF INQUIRY WERE NEVER PUBLISHED OR 
BROAD/TELE-CASTED ANYWHERE?? CAN IT BE TRUTHFULLY SAID THAT THESE DEVELOP- 
MENTS WERE NOT NEWSWORTHY OR IMPORTANT?? CERTAINLY, THES WERE HIGHLY/MOST 
SIGNIFICANT DEVELOPMENTS WHICH THE MEDIA SHOULD HAVE REPORTED CUT! THAT THEY — 

: DID NCT,IS , IN A WCRD, DESPICABLE!!! BUT, Thi, THe ENTIRE MEDIA HAS BITES fe Pe 

' OUTRIGHT LIED, AND/OR SUPPRESSED THE TRUTH FROM THE GITTZENS OF TEIS COUNTRY 
SINCE THESE ASSASSINATIONS OCCURRED. THAT IS THE BASIC REASON I PRODUCED AND 
HOSTED MY OWN MANHATTAN CABLE-TV WEEKLY, HOURLY SHOW CALLED, "ASSASSINATION 
USA", WHICH FEATURED SEVERAL GUEST EXPERTS LIKE MARK LANE, CYRIL H. WECHT, 
RICHARD A. SPRAGUE, RICHARD E. SPRAGUE, RUSH HARP, SYLVIA MEAGHER, JERRY 
POLICOFF AND OTHERS, SO AS TO COUNTER THE MEDIA MYTHOLOGY BY PRESENTING THE 
TRUTHA ABOUT THESE CASES I HAVE 7 OF THESE MOST INFORMATIVE HOURLY SHOWS ON 
VIDEOTAPES AND AM SELLING ALL 7 SHOWS, (7 HOURLY SHOWS), FOR TH® LOW COST OF 
ONLY $105. many of my subscribers have ordered them and have Called them "THE 
BEST SHOWS EVER ON THESE CASES I IMMODESTLY AGREE WITH ‘THEIR ASSESSMENT. 
if ORDERING THESE 7 TV SHOWS, WRITE CHECK OR MONEY ORDER TO:TED GANDOIFO... 
4214 FIRST AVENUE...NEW YORK, N.Y...10021. Thank you very much. YOU WON'T, AT 

.. ALL, BE DISAPOINTED WITH THEM. 
T.G.AUTHOR-
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House Select Committee on Assassinations Nondisclosure agreemént 

I, Richirk & af prtgue, in consideration for being 
employed by or engaged by contract or otherwise to perform 
services for or at the request of the House Select Committee 
on Assassinations, or any Member thereof, do hereby make the 
representations and accept the obligations set forth below as 
conditions precedent for my employment or engagement, or for 
my continuing employment or engagement, with the Select Com- 

. “mittee, the United States House of Representatives, or the 
‘ United States Congress. 

1. %dI have read the Rules of the Select Committee, and I 
hereby agree to be bound by them and by the Rules of the House 

Aye of Representatives. eee pes ein 

AM ent = 2.41 hereby agree never to divulge, publish or reveal by 
ords, conduct or otherwise, any testimony given before the | 

Select Committee in executive session (including the name of any 
witness who appeared or was summoned to appear before the Select 
Committee in executive session), any classifiable and properly 

; _ classified information (as defined in 5 U.S.C. $552(b)(1)), or 
Le any information pertaining to intelligence sources or methods as 

f fdesignated by the Director of Central Intelligence, or any con- 
be tet! fidential information that is received by the Select Committee 

p} or that comes into my possession by virtue of my position with 
5 ij the Select Committee, to any person not a member of the Select 

Committee or its staff or the personal staff representative of 
ae a Committee Member unless authorized in writing by the Select 

Committee, or, after the Select Co mittee’s termination by 
LM fan efreh nannes SS" the Mouse SE REET eee ries may determine or, — 

jn the absence of a determination by the House, in sach munner 
Ss the Agency or Department from which the information origin- 

ated may determine. I further agree not to divulge, publish 
Or reveal by words, conduct or otherwise, any other information 
which is received by the Select Committee or which comes into 
my possession by virtue of my position with the Select Committee, 
for the duration of the Select Committee's existence. ] 

3. I hereby agree that any material that is based upon or 
may include information that I hereby pledge not to disclose, 
and that is contemplated for publication by me will, prior to 
discussing it with or showing it to any publishers, editors or 
literary agents, be submitted to the Select Committee to deter- 
mine whether said material contains any information that I 
hereby pledge not to disclose. fhe Chairman of the Select Com- 
mittee shall consult with the Director of Central Intelligence 
for the purpose of the Chairman's determination as to whether 
or not the material contains information that I pledge not to 
disclose. [I further agree to take no steps toward publication 
until authorized in writing by the Select Committee, or after | 
its termination, by such manner as the House of Representatives
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may determine, or in the absence of a determination by the 
House, in such manner as the Agency or Department from which 
the information originated may determine. 

4. I hereby agree to familiarize myself with the Select 
Committee’s security procedures, and provide at all times the 
required degree of protection against unauthorized disclosure 
for all information and materials that come into my possession 
by virtue of my position with the Select Committee. 

5. I hereby agree to immediately notify the Select Com- 
mittee of any attempt by any person: not a member of the Select 
Committee staff to solicit information from me that I pledge 
not to disclose. 

6. I hereby agree to immediately notify the Select 
Committee if I am called upon to testify or provide information 
to the proper authorities that I pledge not to disclose. {I 
will request that my obligation to respond is establish2d by the Select Committee, or after its termination, by such manner as the House of Representatives may determine, before I do so. 

7. I hereby agree to surrender to the Select Committee upon demand by the Chairman or upon my separation from the 
Select Committee staff, any material, including any classified 
information or information pertaining to intelligence sources 
or methods as designated by the Director of Central Intelligence, 
which comes into my possession by virtue of my position with the 
Select Committee. I hereby acknowledge that all documents 
acquired by me in the course of my employment are and remain the 
property of the United States. - 

8. I understand that any violation of the Select Committee’ Rules, security procedures or this agreement shall constitute 
grounds for dismissal from my current employment. 

9. I hereby assign to the United States Government all rights, title and interest in any and all royalties, remunera- 
tions and emoluments that have resulted or may result from any divulgence, publication or revelation in violation of this agreement. | 

10. I understand and agree that the United States Government 
may choose to apply, prior to any unauthorized disclosure by 
me, for a court order prohibiting disclosure. Nothing in this 
agreement constitutes a waiver on the part of the United States 
of the right to prosecute for any Statutory violation. Nothing 
in this agreement constitutes a waiver on my part of any defenses 
I may otherwise have in any civil or criminal proceedings.



ll. I have read the provisions of the Espionage Laws, 
Sections 793, 794 and 798, Title 18, United States Code, and 
of Section 783, Title 50, United States Code, and I am aware 
that unauthorized disclosure of certain classified information 
may subject me to prosecution. I have read Section 1001, Title 
18, United States Code, and I am aware that the making of a 
false statement herein is punishable as a felony. I have also 
read Executive Order 11652, and the implementing National 
Security Council directive of May 17, 1972, relating to the 
protection of classified information. 

12. Unless released in writing from this agreement or any 
portion thereof by the Select Committee, I recognize that all 
the conditions and obligations imposed on me by this agreement 
apply during my Committee employment or engagement and continue 
to apply after the relationship is terminated. 

; 12. No consultant shall indicate, divulge or acknowledge, 
without written permission of the Select Committee, the fact 
that the Select’ Committee has engaged him or her by contract 
as a consultant until after the Select Committee has terminated. 

14. In addition to any rights for criminal prosecution or 
for injunctive relief the United States Government may have for 
violation of this agreement, the United States Government may 
file a civil suit in an appropriate court for damages as a 
consequence of a breach of this agreement. The costs of any 
civil suit brought by the United States for breach of this 
agreement, including court costs, investigative expenses, and 
reasonable attorney fees, shall be borne by any defendant who 
loses such suit. In any civil suit for damages successfully 
brougkt by the United Stztes Government: for breach of this 
agreement, actual damages may be recovered, or, in the event 
that such actual damages may be impossible to calculate, liquidated 
damages in an amount of $5,000 shall be awarded as a reasonable 
estimate for damages to the credibility and effectiveness of the 
investigation. : | 

15. I hereby agree that in any suit by the United States 
Government for injunctive or monetary relief pursuant to the 
terms of this agreement, personal jurisdiction shall obtain and. 
venue shall lie in the United States District Court for the | 
District of Columbia, or in any other appropriate United States 
District Court in which the United States may elect to bring 
suit. I further agree that the law of the District of Columbia 
shall govern the interpretation and construction of this 
agreement. , 

16. Each provision of this agreement is severable. If a 
court should find any part of this agreement to be unenforceable, 
all other provisions of: this agreement shall remain in full force 
and effect. 

cf



J make this agreement without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion, and I agree that it may be used by the select Committee in carrying out its duty to protect the security Of information provided to it. Oo . | 

pate:__Juiy/9,/977 “Richard © Lpraqur. 
Bam subreting a Lek ap —_- 

trnwherdk nk snforrmedtion 

tuen A The tomrrttex, Lours STOKES, Chairman 
+ p . / 4 . va g t,- Select Committee on Assassinations | 

EDITORS NOTE: 

This insidieus, odious but very CLEVER decument is EXACTLY HOW the C.I.A. & F.B.I. concieved ef H OW they weuld ENTIRELY CONTROL AND SUPPRESS the mest crucially inportant evidence of massive conspiracys in both the JFK and MLK assassinatiens 
from being divulged te the citizens ef this country, by fercing EVERY SINGLE member of the Committee, their pete ae teres >T°BE , their staff, consultants, witnesses,ekc, etc; ne must a Sj that it was a cleverly devised scheme, although in it's wake /6WED it left many truthful questions regarding these twe cases Y unresolved and unanswered te the American people, indeed, THEM, people ef the world, e Our utmost thanks go to the CIA & PBI 
and especially toe chief ceunsel G. Robert Blakey fer this, . 
yet another, travesty ef justice and infermatien, and total - Suppressiens of same, : 
"THE TRUTH, THOUGH CRUSHED TO EARTH, SHALL RISE AGAIN.” 

, Martin Luther King, Jr. 

P.S. Our sincerest thanks te Richard &. Sprague, former consultant te the : t and 7 « We should all apppud his efforts te providing this decumen 
ink ROTH to the peeple pe eur land,....fed Gandelfe:Editer.



Mr, Robert Blakey — 
Chief Counsel | | : 
Select Committee On Assassinations ° 
House Of Representatives — 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Ted Gandolfo 
Chairman: Assassination 
Information Committee 
1214-Ist Avenue | 

_ New York, N.Y. 10021 
Phone 212-288 1596 

July 29, 1977 

Dear Mr. Blakey, 

. AS you requested during our phone conversation yesterday, I am sending you this letter, to futthur inform you of my offer to the Setect Committee On Assassinations. As a private researcher since November 22, 1963 on the JFK assassination, I have personally compiled what is generally acknowleged to be the most _ éll—inclusive, chronologically listed tape-recorded library in the These include ALL aspects of everything related to this case, witness testimony, earliest media reportage, subsequent media reportage, all aspects of prior investigations such as Warren Commission, Garrison's, Senate/Congressional hearings, personal interviews conducted by myself of crucial personages, etc, etc, in | short, everything related to the JFK assassination. These tapes number more than four thousand (4,000) hours in all. I also have an extensive printed file on this case as well. I know these would prove to be an invaluable asset to you and your committee in your quest for truth in this investigation you have undertaken, an investigation I have continuously urged be initiated to the many people I have spoken to . through the years on more than 240 radio and TV shows I have appeared on across this country. At my request, I have received many letters in support of the original constitution of your committee and, subsequently, for the reconstitution and adequate funding and have sent these to various Congressmen across the country to influence their voting for it. I think it not too immodest to suggest that I have been, and remain,one of the best friends your committee has ever had. In this spirit, I am offering any or all of my material to the Select Committee to assist in securing the truth you are seeking. I will be awaiting your reply. Also enclosed find a recent article by myself, 

Respectfully, 
ao? Mod ” a 

7 ‘ LEA CE ele ia | 

' Ted Gandolfo, Qhairman: AIC 

-SEE NEXT PAGE~



LOWS STOKES, OHIO, CHAIMMAN 

MICHAROBON PRLYER, H.C. SAMUEL L. DEWINE, OFO 
WALTEM £. FAUNTROY, D.C, STCWART B. MC KINNEY, Conn. 
YVONNE BRATHWAITE BURKE, CALIF, CHARLES THONE, NEGA. 
CHRISTOPHER J. DODD, CONN, HAROLD 3. SAWYER, MICH. ; ; ; 

PLOvD J. PITMAN: Oe ——-: Select Committee on Assassinations 
ROBERT W. EDGAR, PA. 

@L.&. Bouse of Representatives 
3331 HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING, ANNEX 2° 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 26515 

(202) 225-4624 

August 2, 1977 

Mr. Ted Gandolfo 
Chairman: AIC | 
1214--ist Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10021 

Dear Mr. Gandolfo: 

Professor G. Robert Blakey, Chief Counsel and Director for the Select Committee on Assassinations, has asked me to respond to your recent letter to him concerning your offer of assistance to our Committee, — 

It is very kjnd and generous of you to offer to our staff all materials you have compiled over the years which relate to the assassination of President John F. Kennedy. I assure you that we are indeed interes- ted in the many tape recordings to which you refer in your correspondence, and I anticipate that in the near future, my Deputy Chief Researcher for the Kennedy Task Force, will be in touch with you to arrange for an appropriate meeting. ) 

Again, we sincerely appreciate your support and inter- est in these investigations. : 

Best regard 

DONOV. . 

Chief Researcher 

P.S. I never was communicated with in ANY way after this, regarding my tapes, although 
I asked Blakey, by phone about it, he declined to answer my question af whether 
or not the Committee wanted any/or all of them,etc. ad-nauseum. 7.G. 

oe | March 10, 1987
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PLOVD 3. PITHIAM. WO  * Select Committee on Seeagsinations 
ROSLNT W. EDGAR, PA. . . 

«202) @.S. Bouse of Representatives 

3331 HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING, ANNEX 2 . 

WASHINGTON, D.C, 205185 

August 2, 1977 

Larry Strawderman 

Information and Privacy Coordinator 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington,D.C. 20505 

Dear Mr. Strawderman: 

This is in response to your letter of 26 July 1977 
wherein you informed me of the Agency's willingness and 
intention to furnish the Committee with any and all 
documents pertaining to the assaaination of President 
John F. Kennedy which reside in Agency files upon the | 

conditions specified by you,i.e. that "sanitized" materials. 
remain as such and that any and all contents of said documents 
labled as Top Secret and Eyes. Only remain classified. I can 
assure you that the Agency's requests will be etrictly 
adhered to. 

ae 

I know I speak for the entire Committee in expressing 
our gratitude for your cooperation in this matter. 

“Very. truly yours, 

$ 

G. Robert Blakey 

Chief Counsel and Director 

Select Committee on Assassinations 

GRB : jwc
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Central intelligence Agenc 

July 27, 1977 

G. Robert Blakey . 
Chief Counsel and Director , ‘ 
Select Committee on Assassinations | 

Dear Mr. Blakey: ' 

In response to your letter of inquiry dated July 24, 1977, it is 
the Agency's considered opinion that the areas of inquiry relating to 
the assassination of President John F. Kennedywhich were pursued by your 
predecessor, Richard A. Sprague, as stated in the Select Committee's 
Interim Report dated March 28, 1977, should be entirely disregarded based 
upon our contention that they are without any merit or corroboration. 

Please feel free to consult the Agency at anytime should you 
feel indecisive regarding anything that will come into your possession 
during your investigations, The Agency will be only too happy to correctly 
advise you on "substance and procedure" of your probe. 

. very best regards, 

larry Strawdetman 
Information and Privacy Coordinator 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505



. On December 12, 1977, Richard A. Sprague, Richard E. Sprague anc Rush Harp hon 
guested on my cable-TV show, "Assassination USA." Near the conclusion of the show, I asked 
fie former chief counsel, &. Sprague, "Is there anything of your own personal knowledge, . 
while you were chief counsel of the Committee, or perhaps now, that leads you to the belief. 
that they"(the ESCA) "have already reached conclusions, whether now or long ago, which are 
synonomous with the governmental, we maintain fraudulent, conclusions relating to these two 
cases? oo oS - Se - 
‘A- "It is clear to me that there are tremendous areas that merit a thorough, full, impartial 

investigation. To answer your question specifically, Ted, I have been told by a number of 
people that the present investigation doss have already...shas indicated, that they intend | 
to come out with a conclusion that there is no conspiracy involved in the Président | 
Kennedy assassination and the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr., and they are 
going through the motions of trying to fortify a final statement that says that. Now, 
whether in fact that is so or not, I do not know. All I can do is say that that is what 
I have been told by a number of people." 

Now, with the knowledge that Mr. Sprague was FORCED to resign, due mainly by the 
CIA controlled news media, in April, 1977, which was only 7 months after the Committee was 
established, and FIFTEEN MONTHS before it had completed it's "investigations", then one can 
obviously see that the HSCA's probe practically began, as did the Warren Commission, with the 
pre-conception of Lee Oswald's sole guil$. Ad nauseum. How, then, would they have been able to. 
conduct a full, complete and honest investigation of the case, even were they so inclined? 
Of course, they were not, and DID NOT, as this tome adequately proves. It was NEVER their intenti 
intention to divulge the truth to the péople of this céuntry. It really is all very dimple: 
The CIA and President Kennedy were on a direct collision course for several reasons.Firstly, 
and most importantly, JFK had begun the process of dismantling the WAR MACHINE, by initially 
seeking a normalization of relationships with, not only Russia but Cuba as well. Quite 
obviously, this would have inexorably resulted in the loss of trillions of dollars spent on 
armaments of every conceivable kind. That was the PRIMARY reason for his execution.Secondly, 
he had incurred the wrath of the anti-Castro Cubans, when he refused to provide air-cover in | 
the Bay Of Pigs fiasco, inflaming them to action against Kennedy on November 22, 1963, as Jiz 
Garrison's evidence proves, since it is a fact that one of these men, Emilio Santana, has 
admitted to a New Orleans Grand Jury that he fired one of the shots at JFK that day. This, of 
course, was never mentioned in ANY newspaper or TV/radio station. Thirdly, Kennedy had come 
to recognize the total immorality of the CIA and told his personal aide, Kenneth O'Donnell 
that he was going to, "get the CIA and break it into a million pieces and scatter the pieces 
to the winds." Those are the primary reasons he was killed..BY THE CIA, which, naturally, 
covered up the crime by destroying evidence, manufacturing false evidence, and withholding 
the truthful evidence it had from both the Warren Commission and, later, from the House Select 
Committee on Assassinations. Of course, the HSCA bad obtained evidence, especially from Jim 
Garrison, PROVING CIA direct involvement in the crime, but, through their employee, chief | 
counsel Robert Blakey, completely suppressed ALL of it, which is disclosed in this book for the 
first time ever. As you will later read, I call for the complete abolishment of the CIA. 
Certainly we do need an intelligence~gathering organization in this country. But we dodb't 
nedd MURDER SQUADS who find it feasabile to kill not only foreign leaders who oppose their 
views and. policies, but also, proveably now, kill the President of the United States. For it 
remains an odious fact that, in our name, the CIA supports dictatorships all across the world. . 
There is not a fascistic government in this world who could survive for a single moment 
without the direct assistance of the CIA. And there is not a peoples of this world, yearning 
to be free who are not suffering from the abuses inflicted upon them by the CIA, who, as I | 
mentioned, in our name, commit some of the most despicable illegalities, including murder, 
all across the globet! The HSCA found it necessary, I strongly feel by direct instructions of . 
the CLA, to classify much of the information it obtained, for noless than 50 years. Remember, 
the charter of the Committee was to DIVULGE, NOT SUPPRESS, everything it learned relating to 
the JFK & MLK assassinations. They opted NOT to do so, quite obviously now because of the 
conclusive evidence it had of direct CIA involvement in the JFK assassination and, 1 have also 
learned, direct involvement of the FBI in the murder of Martin luther King, Jr. Obviously, 
the classic question remains:"Why hide ANYTHING if there's nothing to hide'(with apologies 
to Ed Tatro).So the totally uncontrolable power of the CIA, which murdered the President Of 
The United States, as well as foreign leaders, which completely thwarted Jim Garrison's 
investigation of the crime, which controls, on a most massive scale, the ENTIRE news media 
of this country which, through the CIA, has fed us lie after lie concerning these murders 
for more than 23 years in the JFK case and 19 years in the King case, contimes to thrive 
end remains totally unacountable for it's heinous atrocities.
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; Today, Mark Lane called me Ep and told me very disheartening news he had just learned 
about. The most relevant dialogue follows: 

ML- The Select Committee is hopelessly deatroyed. 
TG- Is hopelessly destroyed? 
ML- Taken over by the FBI and CIA. 
TG- They are taken over by the FRI and CIA? 
ML- Is that true? | | 
MI- Yes, I mean it's just,..they just fired Bob Lehner-that wes the final blow. 
TG- Robert Iehner was fired today? 

ML- Well, very recently. 
TG- What leads you to the belief that they have been taken over? 
ML- They fired Donovan Gay, the chief researcher of both the Kennedy and King cases, and the 

reason given to him was the CIA would prefer that he longer be there. They fired Bob. 
no 

Lehner and they're replacing him with a Department Of Justice lawyer who has passed an - 
FBI and CIA loyalty test. All the employees are being screened by the FBI and the CIA. 
In other words, the FBI and the CIA are investigating the Select Committee instead of the 
other way around. I can tell you this. They (HSCA) have not subpeoned & single document 
from the FBI and the CIA, not one document has been subpeoned, and Blakey is involved in, 
i'm convinced, in a major sellout. 

TG- But how can they go against what Garrison has told me twice, that they just can't do it 
because there's too many investigators there who will scream out... 

Mie I'l] tell you about those investigators. They have uncovered absolutely incredibly — 
information on their own. incredible stuff, and if anybody reveals it they go to jail. 

TG- Why? 
ML- Because of the statement (non-disclosure agreenent ) they signed. That's how they're 

silencing them. 

_ The next day, Lane held a press conference at the Los Angeles Free Press with this 
information. Not one word was ever published or mentioned anywhere, predictably, in the 
entire news media. The following day, February 5th, I did 3 radio shows about this. (KGO, 
WMCA, and WOR). I also called CBS radio news, CBS-TV news, NBC TV & radio news, and ABC-TV 
and radio news. By using 3 TVs, 3 radios and 6 recorders, I was able to determine that, 
again, as with the case of Lane, not a single WORD was broadcast or televised on any of the 
above-mentioned network stations, not one!! Need I say more about the media of this country? 
There was, however, ample news reportage of rigged bullfights, the skiing conditions in 
Vermont, . and assorted, varied trivia which the media found worthy of reportage. 

~Again, ad nauseunl-
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I called the Select Comittee asking to speak to Blakey. He wasn't available, a4 
I left my name and phone number, and 2 hours later, he called. The verbatin talk follows: 

B- Hi, this is Robert Hiakey. | 
rG- Hello, how are, you? 
B- Fine. 
TG- Allright, I did a TV show with Richard A Sprague, former chief counsel of your Committee 

: and he told me and fellow guests Richard E. Sprague and Rush Harp, he told me something 
rather startling-that he had been told that the Committee had long ago concluded , reached 
conclusions which were to be that there was no conspiracy involved in either case under 
investigation. Is that true, Mr. Hlakey? ) 

B- I have no comment to make on anything he said. 
TG- You have no comment to make even on that? : 
B~ Nope. 
TG- Uh-huh- will you be releasing a report at the end of this year on the Committee's work | 

or evidence thus far? 
B- The resolution requires us to do it as soon as practical. 

““TG- Yeah- Mr. Hlakey, I just want to mention something. As far as I'm concerned, T' ye heard 
stories that there is evidence that there WERE conspiracies in BOTH the JFK and King 
cases. I won't say who said that to me, but I've heard that you're going to suppress ALL 
of that information and that you will conclude NO CONSPIRACY reports. is that true? | 

B- No comment to make on that also. 
TG- Again, no comment, right? 

B- Nope. 
TG- Uh-huh, well, allright, look, um, I also heard that you're firing some of the staff members , 

and you fired Bob Lehner and Donovan Gay because of their disagreements with you in respect 
to the evidence in these cases, is THAT true? 

B- I can't comment on that either. , . | 
TG- Uh huh, 0,K., I also heard that you brought over to the CIA a top secret memo ‘that you 

promised not to divulge to ANY intelligence agency, and you made copies and sent them 
_ right over to the Central Intelligence Agency. Is THAT true? 

B- I can't comment on that either.look, I signed a non-disclosure agreement that means I 
cannot say anything. 

TG- No comment all the way down the line, right? ra tell you. something. You know, you're 
um, you're, you're, I, I'm going to expose your ass everywhere in this country, and I'm 
going to alert everyone about what you're dokng, that you're a coverup artist par-excell- 
ence, and you're not going to get away with it because we're going to get the truth no 
matter WHAT you're doing there, end I just want you to know that we know that you're a 
low-life, son-of-a-bitch. Goodbyet! . ‘ 

Well, I trust that I have kept my word to Hlakey by the facts contained herein.



February 6, 1978: a = | On 425 

) Jim Garrison calls me up today. The relevant verbatim conversation follows: 

TG What's happening now is the complete takeover of the Congress by the intelligence agencies. 
_dIM- Yes, exactly. 

| ‘TG- Exactly, and nothing short of that. But what Hlakey is also soles Jim, he is not ‘going 
_ to ask for further fundings. | 

Jim- Gi, that's a..he's a sinister son-of-a-bitch. 
TG- Ch he's a bastard. o | 
Jim- Their investigators have made progress beyond their wildest dreams. 
PG- Well, I called Stokes's office- he's supposed to get hack to me.. 
Jim- Stokes is supposed to be allright... 
TG= Yep, and Fauntroy too. | 
Jim~ Has Blakey fooled them? 
TG- I don't know, that's why I left the message with Stokes's secretary, the whole message of 

what Hlakey's doing, and I told her that on several radio shows I've done now, I have allready 
called for the immediate firing of Hlakey as a coverup artist, par excellence, on that _ 
Committee who is suppressing the basic evidence for which he was assigned to investigate, and - 
sccure, and provide to the American people. : 

Jim- You can tell those Congressmen you talk to that while I cidn't feel free to be quoted, as 
far as the newspapers are concerned, that in your conversations with me I made it clear 

that the investigators that have been down here have made tremendous progress and they | 
have long since confirmed the involvement of a conspiracy, and I have not understood why > 
Blakey grew more and more silent, but they are welcome to call me if they want me to give 
them some examples of conspiracy, of the kind of evidence that I've turned over to them, 
to their investigators. 

i 

Whereupon, I called Congresswoman Yvonne Burke, a member of the Committes: 

Hello- 
Hello, Ms. Burke? 
How are you? © 
Fine, nice to talk to you. I'm calling from New York city. } My name is Ted ‘Gandolfo. I'm 
a 1h year researcher. First, may I commend you for what I've just heard about in reference 

to your being one of only 3 people who are dissenting from what chief counsel Robert . 
Blakey is insidiously and nefariously doing there. 

e
e
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YB- What's that °.7 
TG- That he is concealing the evidence which has been accrued... . 
YB- I don't know anything about that. ' 
TG- Well, I do. I've talked to Mark Lane and Jim Garrison, former New Orleans District Attorney, 

and to several other researchers. I've done, also, a few radio shows on this and I'm going 
to do another one tonight. 

YB- I know nothing about this. 
TG- Then may I just...I understand that..I'd just like to discuss something with you. I spoke 

to Mark Lane Saturday night, who told me what Robert Hlakey is doing. 
YB~ Did what? 
TG- He's fired Several investigators there because they were disagreeing with what he is doing. 
YB- You better tell me who they are before you Bet.re 
TG- Well, Bob Lehner is one of them, who headed the King task force. Donovan Gay resigned 

- because of his... 
YBe- You better be careful about that one. And who's the other one? 
TG- Donovan Gay resignedlt! 

Who's the third person? If it's those 2 people, be very careful because they were not 
terminated by Blakey. 
Who were they terminated by, the intelligence agenciest! 
No - . 

Well , that's what I heard. 
Somebody's feeding you some bad information. 
Well, look, the point is that Blakey is covering up the evidence which has been gleaned by 
that Committee , OK? 
What I'd like you to do is if you will get to me... 
The point is that we know that evidence has been turned over to the Committee which proves 
beyond any question that there were conspiracies in the King and Kennedy assassinations 

A:
 
e
e
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and we know that Blakey is simply covering it up and will come out with a conclusion of NO~ 
conspiracies because of the fact that he is an intelligence man who has been infiltrated into 
the Committee by the intelligence agencies,he is turning over documents to the CIA- 
YB- What did he turn over? 
TG- He turned over a top secret document which proves that Oswald had intelligence ties. | 
YB- Why did he turn it over? 
fG- You'll have to ask him that question. He turned it over to the CIA. 
YB- Was the document in Fnglish? . . 
TG- I don't know, I just... ) : | 
YB- Let me tell you-there are some vicious nisrepresentations that are being circulated. Let | 

_ me tell you about Bob Lehner. Many of us had serious questions of Bob lehner's competence. . 
We've had questions all along. Now, I don't want to say anything against Bob Lehner. , 

TG- You just DID! 
YB- But the whole question about Bob Lehner has been fally aired by the Committee. Now, let me 

tell you something about Donovan Gay. Donovan is a personal friend of mine. r would never 
allow. Donovan to be the victim of any circumstance ,oe. 

TG- I just talked to Jim Garrison. He said that as a result of the Committee investigators 
who have securec his information and evidence, he said that they were overwhelmed with 
their feelings that there was definitely a conspiracy in the JFK assassination. That 
information, from what he said, and from what other sources told me, will be suppressed, 
suppressed by Robert Blakey! Don't you think it's incumbent upon you to find out if this | 
is true or not?- 
You know that every time we come up for funding, someone feeds something in for someone 
to make an attack, did you notice that? I hope you're not a part of that. 
Well, you can't meah me because I've attempted to secure the truth for 14 years now. 
Would you like to discuss the evidence Blakey has received, proving CIA involvement to 
kill Kennedy, that he received from Jim Garrison? 
Yes, I'd like to do that. 
OK, good- I'l] give you Garrison's phone number. It's 
after he tells you of this evidence that Blakey is suppressing, then I call upon you to 
let your colleagues on the Committee know about this evidence, and then you should. 
immediately fire Blakey!! 

YB- Allright, I'll call Mr. Garrison soon. 
TG- Hopefully, very soon. 
YB- Yes, well, I will. I've got to catch a plane now. 
TG- Thank you very much, Miss Burke, goodbye. 

et 
e
e
 

As you might guess by 2 now, Garrison never received any call from Yvonne Burke, or other 
members of the Committee T talked to about this at the time. Since that is so, can there be 
ANY doubt that this was, indeed, a coverup Committee at work?? Enough saidt!



MORE INFORMATION RE THE BSCOA COVERUPS...BY TED GANDOLFO, EDTROR. | Tes 
ON FEBRUARY 10,1978, Jim GARRISON,RY PHONE, TOLD ME OF SOME_OF THE MASSIVE _ 
EVIDENCE OF AN ENORMOUS.CONSPIRACY IN THE JFK. ASSASSINATION, (QUOTES FROM MIS” 
CONVERSATION WERE PRINTED IN A PREVIOUS ISSUE..ARTICLE BY MYSELF ENTITLED, THE 
HSCOA COVERUP). UPON HEARING THIS EVIDENCE FROM GARRISON, I CALLED CHIEF COUNSEL 
ROBERT RLAKEY ABOUT IT. WE HAD A IS MINUTE PHONE CONVERSATION, WHICH I TAPED, 
DURING WHICK I ASKED MIM IF MR. GARRISON AND/OR MYSELF WERE SCHEDULED TO APPEAR 
THERE AS WITNESSES. MB SAID WE WEREN'T. I ASKED MIM FOR MIS PERMISSION TO ALLOW 
Mi AKD GARRISOR TO DO SO, ME SAID,"WRITE ME A LETTER", I IMMEDIATELY DID SO AND. 
WROTE TO GARRISON TO DO THE SAME. KE SINCE HAS TOLD MB ME MAD DONE SO THEN. MY LETTER IS REPRODUCED BELOW: 

Rebert Blekey,Chief Counsel _ TED GANDOLPO , CHAIRMAN, ASSASSINATION Mouse Select Committee On Assassinations INFORMA TION. COMMITTER — 
U.S, Mouse Of Representatives T2th First Avenue. 
Weshington,D.Cc. — . New York, N.Y. LO002TI 
20515 | Phone t (22 288-1596 

February 10, 1978 

| _ _A8S you instructed me te do during our phone cenversatien earlier teday, I am writing you requesting that I appear befere your . Committee, aleng with Jim Garrison, te present you and the Committee, 
personally, evidence in printed and eral form, which belsters my/eur , evidence that we fe&l proves that President Jehn F. Kennedy was murdered 
by elements and personages cennected with the Central Intelligence Agency of the United States. All I ask is that you/ the Committee pay fer my round 

.trip flight te and from Washingten, D,C. as I cannet afferd it at the presnt 
time. I am sure that Jim Garrisen can and will pay fer his trip himself, 

, | May I assure yeu beferehand that the evidence I will present 
is, at the very least, prime facie, and will command yeur attentien se that 
yeu will then subpeene cerreberating materials and decuments frem the C.I.A. which, I feel strengly, will attest te the Validity ef my/eur assertiens in 
this matter. Meping te hear fren yeu seen, I remain, ) 

espectfu eurs, 

Files 
KEBDLESS TO SAY, THIS LETTER, WOR GARRISON'S, WASNEVER ANSWERED RY BLAKEY & CO. YET ANOTHER COVERUP OF FACTUAL EVIDENCE TRUTMFULLY IMPLICATING THE C.I.A. IN THE ASSASSIWATION OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY. IF NOT MINE, THEY KNEW WMAT GARRISON'S 
EVIDENCE WAS TO THIS EFFECT AND WERE APRAID TO CALL IM, ESPECIALLY,AS A WITNESS BEFORE THEM. TO HAVE DONE 30 WOULD, OF COURSE, HAVE BURST THEIR COVERUP BALLOOW!! 

_ TED GANDOLFO?EDITOR.
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193 Pinewood Road — 
Hartsdale, NY 10530 

February 10, 1978 

Mr. Louis Stokes ee So | 
Chairman, Select Committee on Assassinations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 | 

Dear Louis: 

As I am sure you know, I signed a non disclosure agreement for the 
Select Committee, given to me on July 19, 1977 by Robert Blakey. Not 
being a lawyer, I did not really appreciate some of the provisions of 
that agreement at the time I signed it, even though some things in it. 
seemed strange to me. 

In the last few months I have gone over the agreement several times, 
with particular attention to those strange portions. The more I re- 
read the agreement, the more puzzled I have become. 

i was finally triggerad into writing you this letter by a conversation 
I had with Richard A. Sprague. As you May recall I helped him and Bob 
Tanenbaum from November 1976 forward with the photographic evidence in | 
the JFK case, and several other areas derived from my relationship with 
Jim Garrison and the Committee to Investigate Assassinations. I had no 
written agreement with the Committee at that time and did not ask for 
compensation for the work I had been doing. I had signed no non dis= 

| Glosure agreement and such an agreement had never been mentioned. 

The first time I had any idea that: the Committee would want to pay me 
for my assistance was some time after Dick Sprague resigned, when Mr. 

Blakey approached me about it through Bob Tanenbaum, shortly before 
Bob resigned. My recent meeting with Dick Sprague naturally led to 
discussion about my continuing work for the Committee. He raised the 
subject of the non disclosure agreement signed by each staff member, 
saying that he would never have enforced such a document while he was 
chief counsel because he believes it gives the CIA and other agencies 
too much power to control the activities of the Committee. It was. 
because of that statement that I read the agreement again in the 
light of what he said. oe 

I know that you had a lot of faith in Richard A. Sprague and did not 
personally want him to resign. For that reason I'm writing to you 
rather than Mr. Blakey, seeking answers to my questions. 

Enclosed is a copy of the agreement with my signature. I have circled 
on it the paragraphs in question, and underlined the key words. My 
questions, Mr. Stokes are as follows: | 

1. Are paragraphs 2, 3 and 7 inserted for the purpose of giving the 
CLA power over the Select Committee to investigate the CIA's



cy
 

role in the assassinations or the cover up crimes following the assassinations of President Xennedy or Dr. King? I believe those paragraphs could be so interpreted, especially if aach committee member and each staff mamber signed a similar agreement. 

2. %&If the purposes of paragraphs 2, 3 and 7 are not as questioned © above, then how can the Select Committee, its staff or its con~ Sultants, aver discover whether the CIA was involved in the ~ assassinations or whether the CIA, as I maintain, is still involved in covering up the conspiracias? a : 

Assuming that all committee staff people signed that paragraph, it would seem to me that you would really be hamstrung in investi- gating the CIA's possible role. Your staff could not be working with any documents or other materials pointing toward CIA agents’ involvement in the assassinations, without you personally having to show those documents to the Director of Cantral Intelligence and to obtain his agreement to disclose the information to the 
public. i oo ) . 

The CIA Director has the power of judging what can be released. Gbvicusly, anything incriminating t the CIA, especially higher level people who may have been involved, would be judged unreleas- 

None of this would take on the significance that it does, were it not for my belief that the CIA itself has continued to cover up the original conspiracy and that several CTA agents or contract exployees carried out the murder. : 

3. Is paragraph 12 really legical, or even legal? Can an agreement with a body be extended ad infinitum after the body has dissolved? 

4. Paragraph 14 bothers me. It seams to say that I agree to allow the government to sue me and to bear the expenses of such a suit. Is it really legal to ask me to agree to be sued as a condition. of my consulting contract? Couldn't the government sue me and collect expenses anyway if I did something wrong, without such a clause? Paragraph 16 seams to anticipate that Paragraph 14 may Bot stand up in court. (Or some other paragraph.) 

I want to make it clear that my concerns in this matter are not related to any obligation I may have. Rather, I am concerned about the . purposes of those clauses in the agreement, as they affact the investigations. I believe every staff member signed then. 

I would appreciate hearing directly from you on these questions Mr.. Stokes, rather. than referring this letter to xr. Blakey. 

Yours sincerely, 

Richard Z. Sprague



LOUFS STOKES, OHIO, CHAIRMAN 

RICHARDSON FPREYER, N.C. SAMUEL L. DEVINE, OHIG 

ROBERT W. EDGAR, FA, 

WALTER £, FAUNTMOY, D.C. . STEWART B. MC KINNEY, CONAN 
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‘3331 HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING, ANNEX z 

' WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515 

(202) 225-4824 

March 2, 1978 

Mr. Robert Trubey 
2336 Divisadero Street 
San Francisco, CA 94115 

Dear Mr. Trubey : 

Chairman Stokes has requested that I respond to 
your letter concerning the non-disclosure agreement in. 
effect for the staff of the Select Committee. 

It is not nor has it ever been the intent of the 
Select Committee to withhold evidence from the public 

| pertaining to its investigations. The non-disclosure 
agreement does rot prevent information from being dis- 
closed. It does provide that the timing of any dis- 
cicsure of infor.aztion be determined by ti. & Select 
Committee, or after the Select Committee's terminaticn 
by the House of Representatives, or if the House should 
fail to act, by the agency, or department from which 
the information originated. | 

The types of information which are subject to 
these release provisions include: (1) Testimony given 
in executive session, (2) Any classifiable and properly 
Classified information, (3) Informatior pertaining te 
intelligence sources or methods as designated by the 
Director of Central Intelligence and (4) Confidential 
(sensitive) information received by the Select Committee. 

—_ 

7 While other information which a staff member 

x 
receives may net be divulged for the duration of the 
Select Committee's existence, it may be divulged at 
any subsequent time. 

i —_— —— . - 
i 
t ——" 

* THIS STATEMENT IS FALSE!t SEE PAGE 144, PARAGRAPH # 2- T.G., AUTHOR. 
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March 7, 1978 

Ms. Leona R. Willis 
345 Arguello Blvd., #302 
San Francisco, CA 94118 

Dear Ms. Willis: | 

Chairman Stokes has asked that I reply to your 
letter concerning the public release of information 
developed during the Select Committee's investigations. 

Please be advised that it is the Committee's 
intention that once the preliminary evidence-gathering 
phase of the investigations has been completed, a 
public presentation will be made of all the evidence 
which has been gathered and which has been corroborated 
and which is felt is credible and in no way defames any 
person. This evidence will be presented in open public 
hearings. 

At the completion of its work, the Committee 
intends to present to the American people the type 
of credible, responsible, and professional report to 
which they are entitled. : a 

When I took this job, I had a reputation for inde- 
pendence and integrity. Nothing is worth losing the reality 
behind that reputation. I do not know from what source you 
obtained the information on which your comments are based, 
but I can assure you that the work of the Committee, too, 
will be characterized by independence and integrity. 

Thank you for your interest in the work of the Select 
Committee. 

Sincerely, 

G. Robert Blakey 
Chief Counsel and Director 

GRB: thn 
PS THIS IS A COPY OF ONE OF HUNDREDS OF LETTERS SENT TO ME AFTER T IMPLORED ATI MY LISTENERS TO WRITE TO BLAKEY & CO., CHARGING HIM WITH A COVERUP ON ONE LETTER, IN MY ARCHIVES IN WISCONSIN, BLAKEY WROTS,"NO COVERUP IS IN PROGRESS". HE HAS NO CONCIENCE!! 

¥ 

?
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MAR 2 83978 
MARCH 16, 1978-T.G. 

, Mr. Richard E. Sprague 
193 Pinewood Road 
Hartsdale, New York 10530 

Dear Mr. Sprague: 

In response to your letter of February 10, 1978 concerning the non-disclosure agreement which you signed with the Committee, I wish to first remind you that the agreement was explicitly explained to you provision by provision by Mr. Blakey, and that you were given the opportunity td ask any questions that you desired prior to your Signing the agreement. I want to assure you that the intent of the agreement is not to prevent information. 
to the American public. 

disclosure of information to the public. In response to your specific questions: 

I. Paragraphs 2, 3 and 7 obviously are not for . 
CIA power over the Select Committee | to investigate the CIA's role in the assassination. If you read these paragraphs carefully, they clearly provide that the Select Committee, during its existence, will be in | full control and have access to all information. The paragraphs do prevent you from disclosing the information, without the authorization of the Select Committee. | 

Paragraph 3 does state that I,as Chairman,will consult with the Director of Central Intelligence to determine whether or not material contains information which you pledge not to disclose. I, however, retain ultimate authority and - I only consult with the Director of Central Intelligence - I am not bound by his opinion. 

II. Paragraphs 12 and 14 are indeed legal. Should you have any specific questions concerning the legality of any of the provisions, I Suggest you consult your own attorney.
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I assure you that the very purpose of the non- 
disclosure agreement is to give the Select Committee full 
control over the conduct of the investigation, including 
the ultimate disclosure of information to the American | 
public. In no manner should it be construed as the Committee 
being restricted in its investigation by the CIA or any other 
federal agency or department. . 

In closing, I remind you of paragraph 13 of the 
non-disclosure agreement which provides that you may not 
"indicate, divulge or acknowledge" the fact that you have 
been retained as a consultant until after the Select Committee 
has been terminated. I have seen a press release concerning 
yourself issued by Mr. Altmans in conjunction with a new article 

_ in Gallery magazine. I note that while you technically did 
not violate the non-disclosure agreement which you signed, 
by carefully wording the release to describe the work you 
had done for the Committee ih the past, this is the exact 
kind of exploitation of a consultant relationship that the 
Committee desires to avoid during its existence. 

| If you have any other questions or comments on the 
non-disclosure agreement, they should be addressed to Mr. 
Blakey as Chief Counsel. : 

ouis Stokes 
Chairman 

LS: jwe



133 Pinewood Road 43h 
Hartsdale, NY 10530 

April 5, 1978 

Representative Louis Stokes 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Rayburn House Office Building 

Dear Louis: 

‘Thank you for your most reassuring letter of March 16, 1978. As you know I have great faith in your own personal integrity | and your goals as discussed with you at lunch nearly a year ago. TI understand the necessity for non disclosure and 
sensitive discretion in the way the Select Committee is pro- ceeding. I believe I understand it more than most researchers because of my close working relationship with the staff and the committee ever since it started... 

You. can rest assured that it is my intention to continue to _ assist you and to support your efforts right up to the finish line. Tt want to avoid as much as you do any exploitation of my rela- tionship to the committee that would cause problems for you or for me, especially with the media. 7 : 

In this regard, the press release you mentioned in your letter from Gallary magazine was initially prepared by their public 

_ able to get them to modify the statement to apply to the past _ work for Richard A. Sprague and Henry Gonzalez. 

There will be another article in the June 1978 issue using this | sre statement. I believe I mentioned the article to you several months ago. It is about the CIA weapon system developed by Charles Senseney at Fort Detrick, Maryland using rocket propelled flechettes carrying paralyzing poison launched by an umbrella. I describe in the article the evidence pointing toward the use of this weapons system in Dealey Plaza. The article will appear On Hay 2 on the newsstands. = 

I read your March 16 letter, on March 22, upon my return from a trip to Japan and a vacation, I contacted Gallery asking them to delete entirely the statement about me and the Select Comittee. They told me it was too late, that the issue had already gone to 
Press. However, they did agree to delete the statement from any
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ARTICLE BY T2D GANDOLFO-~ 1214 FIRST AVENUE -NEW YORK, N.Y. 

PAGE ONE 

“Tere: | ASSASSTNATION COLPITTEE SURRENDERS TO a TSLIIGEICE PORCES 

TaD GATDOLFO CALES CHIEF COUNSEL "LEGAL HIT KAN FOR ORGANIZED CRIFE! 
a, 

CHARGES GOMITTSE HAS BEEN "CAPPURED BY FSI AND CTA" 
~ ~ 

Ted Gandolfo, the chairman of the Assassination Information 

Committee, says that the Chief Counsel of the Rouse Select Committee On 

Assassinations, G. Robert Blaxey, is a "legal hit man for organized crime" 

and that he had permitted the Committee to be "captured by the FBI and CIA." 

Gandolfo added that the Committee had recently abused a key Witness in the 

Keanedy assassination inquiry so severely that the Witaess, an elderly man, 

"had broken down aud was reduced to tears in the Committee's hearing room." ° 

"A reason," said Gandolfo, "that the Committee questions witnesses behind ° 

closed doors is that the American people would not stand for their abusive 

questioning in public." Gandolfo added that "witnesses have been denied 

counsel of their choice by the Committee and denied an opportunity to- 

testify in public, ""The Select Committee has combined the worst of two eras. 

Unlike the Warren Commission of the 1360" s which permitted witnesses to 

testify in public if they insisted ‘upon that right, the Select Committee 

adheres to its policy of secrecy. Unlixe Joe KeCarthy of the 1950's, the 

Committee dees not permit witnesses to be represented by counsel of their 

choice, I moW understand how Dr. Frankenstein felt whea he looked up ome 

day and saw the monster begin a rampage.” 

The key figure in the surrender of the Select Committee On 

Assassinations to the intelligeace interests is Robert Blakey, its present 

Chief Counsel, Charging that Blakey had "odd and recent connections" with 

Organized crime characters, Gandolfo said: 

"On February 4, 1976, Robery Blakey associated himself 

With Moe Dalitz, one of the early activists with organized crime in Americas



Qi that date, Blakey, for a substantial sum of moneys SOiGd his "expertise! 

to Dalitz as an texpert! in the area of organized crime. Blakey refuses 

to disclose how mich money he was paid le,ving only that question in doubt. 

Blakey refers all questions regarding his service to Dalitz to his attorney, 

louis Nizer. Nizer is also the attorney for Moe Dalitz, Nizer also wrote 

the introduction to the Warren Conumission Report in which he stated that 

only "neurotics" clinging to a "sordid interest" would believe that the 
eens Ca ae a 

en 

Warren Commission Report could ‘be doubted « or should. be investigated. 

Blakey, his client, is OSTENSIBLY investigating the Warren Commission 

Report. Nizer wrote in his Warren Report preface that the issue of the 

SISK assassination was now closed and that only "meurotices" clinging to 

oe: 

"pride Or a more sordid interest would refuse to accept the Report findings. 
~ 

Blak ey was recommended for his position on the Select Committee 

by Assassination Committee member Congressman Christopher Dodd, who had 

been a law partner With indicted former FBI Director, L. Patrick Gray. 

- Kany of the most frightening and recurring questions which the Keanedy, 

and later the King assassinations presented were those dealing With the 

roles of the intelligence organizations. The Church Committee has revealed 

the criminal excesses of our intelligence agencies, and their close 

cooperation with organized crime, The original chief counsel for the 

Assassination Committee, Richard A. Sprague, told me when he guested on 

ty cable TV, "Assassination U. S. A," show recently, that he refused to 

yield to the demand of the intelligence agencies that he and his staff 

sign "non-disclosure agreements! Those agreements would have given the 

FBI and the CIA the authority to decide What the Select Committee could 

disclose, Blakey quickly entered into those agreements and then required 

Committee personnel to eign the agreements which prohibited each of shen, 

himself included, from releasing or commenting upon ANY information 

relating to "substance or procedure" that was learned through contact 

With the Committee, 
- 

The Report of the Select Committee oa Assassinations of 
January 25, 1978, submitted with the budget request, states, "All etaff



members on the Committee have received or are in the process of receiving 137" 
‘top secret! security clearance. The FBI, as an accoumoda tion — to the 

Committee, conducts the ‘backround investigations for these security 
clearances. The CIA then reviews the backround investigations done by the 

FBI. After consultation with the FRI and CIA, the full Committee makes 

the devermina tion regarding an individual's security clearance." 

Those very police agencies Which have participated ina 
COVERUP of the facts in these assassinations as shom by the Church 

‘ Committee, are now charged With passing on the eligibility of those who 
would judge their eir conduct. Blakey said to one charter staff member, of the — several he recently | fired: "The CIA would be more comfortable if you were — 

_g0ne." The CIA has not explained how this activity does not violate its 
charter prohibition against domestic actitities, | 

‘The Rules of ‘the Committee, formulated With the assistance 
of Congressman Don Edwards of the Constitutional Civil Liberties ‘Committee, 
have been flagrantly Violated wider the leadership of Chairman Iouis Stokes 
and: Counsel Blakey, Subpeonaed Witness Robert McKeown was not allowed to 
have his attormey present, Was abused, insulted, and threatened, was not 
allowed a recording or transcript of his testimony, and was not permitted 
@ public hearing. Witness Jerry Ray and James marl Ray have been told that 
they may not have an attorney of their choice, Their sister has been told 
that although she cannot afford an attorney, she will not be provided with 
counsel, | 

_ The House Select Committee On Assassinations must be freed 
from the stranglehold of the intelligence agencies; it must deal with the 
CONPLICT OF INTEREST presented by Counsel Blakey's ties with organized 
crime and Touis Nizer, defender of the Warren Report, and with its om 
violation of the Rules, before it can pursue THE TRUTH about the assassinations 
Of President John F. Keniedy and Dr. Martin futher King, ir. Ond/— ZY.
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May 15, 1978 

Mr. Richard Sprague 
193 Pinewood Road 
Hartsdale, NY 10530 

Dear Mr. Sprague: 

Thank you. for your thoughtful letter of April 5 . and I hope that you will excuse my delay in responding. 

I appreciate your expression of confidence in me and your reassurance of your continued support. With regard to the matter of the press release, I understand your situation and it was most thoughtful of you to advise me in advance about the article in the June issue of Gallery magazine. ] 

Your letter has been sent on to the Committee staff in order that they might share your recommendations about Richard Case Nagell. 

Thank you again for your continuing support. 

Sincerely, 

LS: thn
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SELECT COMMITTEE TO HOLD OPEN PUBLIC 
HEARINGS - FULL MEDIA COVERAGE DOURTFUL by Ted Gandolfo 

The House Select Committee on Assassinations Chairman, Louis Stokes, 
went to the floor of the House of Representatives on June 26,1978 to - 
announce the schedule of open public hearings to be held by the Select 
Committee to (in his words) "in which the Committee intends to examine 
the evidence it has uncovered in both investigations". 

Upon being apprised of this information, I personally contacted by 
phone, various news networks including CBS, NBC, ABC and others, 
iucluding the. Public Broadcasting Station in New York and Washington. . 
They all said the same thing, that they did NOT intend to provide "live’ 
coverage, as with Watergate, to the people, but that they merely‘ 
intended to cover the proceedings as "straight" news stories in their 
network news brosadcasts/telecasts. 

As a direct result, the very same media outlets whick have lied 
continuously about these murders for more than fourteen years will again 
be involved in the same kinds of 5uppressions of the relevant 
information and will again be a party to continued rapings of the rights of the people of the USA to.know the TRUTH. For, it was the voices of 
millions upon millions of the people of this country, across the land, 
that demanded there be a Congressional Investigation of the assassinations 
of John F.Kennedy and Martin Luther King,Jr. And now, the major media - 
has decided that there be no coverage of this most important event. I 
think it is therefore incumbent that these millions of. people DEMAND 
from these networks that they reverse this odious decision of non-coverags. 

Based on very recent and numerous conversations I had with Mark Lane, 
I am of the firm conviction that the Select Committee will sustain and 
perpetuate the cover-up which was first instilled and propagated by the 
Warren Commission. Lane told me that inside sources had told him that the 
Committee had already reached its conclusions: they are that Oswald was 
the lone assassin, but that he fired only TWO shots, not three, and that. 
James Earl Ray WAS the assassin of King, but that he was aided and 
abetted financially by his brother, Jerry Ray. 

With the contemptuous Robert Blakey as Chief Counsel, the Committee 
will closely adhere to the so~called "investigations" of the past, and 
therefore, there may be little hope of the truth in these cases being . 
made known to the people. But the public should be granted the opportunity 
of watching and hearing everything that transpires when the Select 
Committee goes public, so that they will be fully informed of the 
deceptions and obfuscations of truth which emanate from its chambers! 

Therefore, I am calling upon EVERYONE to write to their representatives 
in Congress, and to the major media network stations, demanding that there 
be coverage of ALL of these hearings. 

Only if and when the voices of the people rise and are heard can we 
avert the contemplated "BLANKET OF SILENCE" by the establishment media. 
The right to know is an all-consuming one and should permeate our entire 
society. - , 

Remember - Watergate was just the tip of the iceberg!
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193 Pinewood Road’ 

Hartsdale, NY 10530 

August 3, 1978 — 

Mr. Robert Blakey : 
Select Committee on Assassinations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 : 

Dear Bob: 

Following our. telephone conversation on Tuesday August 1, 
I checked with Bob Cutler, my co~author on the Umbrella 
Weapon System article in Gallery June 1978. Bob told me 
he left with tr. Preyer and with you, photographic material showing that The Umbrella Man (TUM) was quite probably 
J. Gordon Novel. | , 

Your news photo of him reinforces that belief for both of us. I did not have that portion of the Couch film from 
WPAA and so had never seen TUM's face as clearly as it 
appears there. The Bothun photo of him has a light 
reflection around his nose, as I'm sure you know. 

We have a 1962-3 photo of Novel taken from the same angle — 
as the Couch, film of TUM and a photo comparison convinces | 
us more than ever that Novel is TUM. Mr. Preyer no doubt 
told you back in April that Novel is in a jail in Georgia, | 
framed for a crime he and Jim Garrison, his former lawyer, 
both claim he didn't commit. : 

i 

‘Best regards, 

Dick Sprague © 

DS fac , 

P.S. I am still waiting for a response to my letters to 
, Louis Stokes about attending the hearings beginning 

August 14. 

cc: L. Stokes 

R. Cutler



PORTION OF BALLISTICS EXPERT, DR. GUINN'S TSS TIMONY PEPORE THE HSCOA 9/8/78 bh 
_ BY TED GANDOLFO,EDITOR 

\S EVERYONE KNOWS,.THE SINE GE NON OF THE WARREN COMMISSION'S, AND HSCOA'S “INDINGS THAT ONE AND ONLY ONE RULLET (C.E.#399) WAS RESPONSIRLE FOP ALL OF THE NON-FATAL WOUNDS INFLICTED ON PRESIDENT KENNEDY AND GOVERNOR CONNALLY WES ‘QaSTIFIED TO DR. THOMAS GUINN BEFORE THE HSCOA ON SEPTEVEER 8, 1978. HIS ANSWER VAS, IN AND OF ITSELF, DESTRUCTIVE TO THETR FINDINGS ON THIS MATTER. I WILL Now «UOTE FROM THE TAPE RECORDING OF THAT TESTIMONY, QUESTIONED RY STAFFER... . 2- "AND I CLOSE WITH THIS QUESTION, DR GUINN. SINCE THERE WERE NO FRAGMENTS FROM © PRESIDENT KENNEDY OTHER THAW SKULL SHOTS (PLURAL), IN ACTUAL FACT, USING YOUR | SCIENTIFIC METHODS, YOUCANNOT SHED ANY LIGHT ON WHETHER OR NOT THE BULLET THAT PASSED THROUGH GOVERNOR CONNALLY ALSO PASSED THROUGH THE PRESIDENT. IS THAT A SORRECT STATEMENT? oe | t-" THAT'S CORRECT! THESE RESULTS ONLY SHOW THAT THE 399 PRISTINE RULLET, SO CALLE! 3UCH A BULLET MATCHES THE FRAGMENTS IN HIS (CONNALLY'S) WRIST. THEY GIVE YOU NO INFORMATION WHATSOEVER AROUT WHETHER THAT PULLET WENT THROUGH PRESIDENT KEN EDY SINCE IT LEFT NO TRACKS AND, FOR THAT MATTER, IT DOESN'T EVEN SAY THAT IT WENT THROUGH GOVERNOR CONNALLY, BECAUSE IT LEFT NO TRACKS THERE EITHER.” 

TEIS ALARMING TESTIMONY, BY A QUALIFIED EXPERT ON PALLISTICS, ABSOLUTELY PROVES CHAT THERE EXISTS NO EVIDENCE WHATSOEVER THAT THE "SINGLE BULLET THEORY" IS ‘TABLE, CORRECT OR SUBSTANTIATED!) THIS TESTIMONY, IN AND OF ITSELF, COMPLETELY JESTROYS NOT ONLY THE WARREN COMMISSIONS FINDING BUT ALSO THE MSCGOA'tS AS WELL! 

THIS TESTIMONY BY DR. GUINN WAS UTTERED AFTER DR. GUINN ASSURED TME HOUSE : 7OMMITTEE THAT HE PERSONALLY EMPLOYED THE USE OF, NOT ONLY SPECTOGRAPHY, BUT ALSO 
{ORE DEFINITIVE TESTING AND ANALYSIS/RESULTS THAN THAT OBTAINED BY NEUTRON ~_ 
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193 Pinewood Road 
Hartsdale, New York 10530 

September 22, 1978 

Representative Yvonne Burke 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 © 

Dear Mrs. Burke: 

I don't know whether you recall our meeting on 
July 21, 1977 when Jack White, Robert Groden and I 
made presentations to the J.F.K. subcommittee of the 
Select Committee on Assassinations. You may. 
remember my showing a summary of photographic evidence 
of conspiracy in the Kennedy assassination, You asked 
some very pertinent questions which I answered about 
how to obtain films and photos from media organizations 
that were stonewalling at the time, | 

i am truly sorry that you have missed the first 
three weeks of the J.F.K. Mearings because I feel that 
your presence would have created at least a minority 
Of one against the carefully orchestrated cover up that 
is now taking place. I had great faith in the committee, 
especially after a luncheon meeting with Louis Stokes 
in 1977 and after the presentation to you. 

I want you personally to know that I have now lost 
all of that faith. The farce that is going on is really 
almost unbelievable to an honest researcher. All 
witnesses (except Cyril Wecht), all panels employed by 
the committee, the staff and the committee members: doing 
the questioning, obviously made up their minds a long 
time ago that Lee Harvey Oswald was the lone assassin, 
that there was no conspiracy and that the Warren 
Commission was right. © 

I cannot understand how this came about. As the 
most likely committee member to still keep an open mind, 
I would like to ask your opinion, 

Yarns denerrely, 

pick tprage 

(TURN PAGE 
Copy to L. Stokes - Sept 23/978 
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WASHINGTON. D.C. 20515 | 

October 10, 1978 

Mr. Richard Sprague 
193 Pinewood Road 
Hartsdale, New York 10530 

Dear Mr. Sprague: 

___Iwas greatly disturbed by your letter of September 23, 1978 in which you stated that, "I' have one last hope that what we are witnessing in your hearings is a charade © meant to fool. the FBI and the CIA. If it is, you have fooled me. If it is' not, your statements to me over the past year about. getting at the truth were all meaningless. I have lost all faith in you and the committee." : 

I must say that I deeply regret the fact that you have lost faith in the performance of my committee. We 
have attempted to do a thorough, competent and professional Job which would be a source of pride for you and other 
concerned Americans. 

I should state here for the record, Mr. Sprague, that I find nothing inconsistent in my statements to you over the year indicating that the committee would be seeking the truth. and nothing but the truth during the course of the investigation and the testimony that the committee has received during its 
public hearings. Perhaps you are confused because TI did not explicitly state that the truth the committee is seeking is 
not your truth or my truth, but truth Supported by the weight of the evidence. 

Thanks again for your past and current concerns. rT assure you that the committee will make every effort to tell the whole story to the American people. 

OUIS STOKES 
wv Chairman y 

LS :icmj /
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193 Pinewood Road 
Hartedale, KY 10530 

October 30, 1978 

Representative Louis Stokes | 
Select Comnittee on Assassinations 
D. 8. Bouse of Representatives 
3369 Bouse Office Building, Annex 2 
Mashingtoan, D.C, 20515 , o 

Dear Louis: | 

I appreciate your responding to my September 23 letter. 
I am truly sorry to be so Aisturbing to you concerning 
the committee's hearings. X wish I Could be more 
complimentary and positive about your work. 

z could not agree with you more that the “truth supported 
by the weight cf the evidencse® is what we are all after. 

i'm enclosing for your information one nore Copy of the 
Gocument I gave to Henry Gonsalez, Richard A. Bprague, 
Bod Tanenbaum, and you in 1976 and 1977. 

‘Unless you call the witnesses listed on pages é-6 of this 
document, Louis, you have not dealt with the most impor- 

_ tant evidence of all. How can you possibly claim to have 
unearthed anything approximating the truth, unless you 

"and the rest of the acomittee interrogate with strength, 
the following important witnesses that you missed: | 

Richard Case Ragell, James P. Hosty, Louis Ivon, Victor 
Marchetti, Gordon Novel, Ronald Augustinovich, Mary Hope, 
Manvel Garcia Gonzalez, Willian Seymour, Emilio Santana, 
Guy Gabaldin, Major L.M. Bloomfield, Harry Williams, - 
Sylvia Odio and Jim Garrison. 

The document explains how each of these witnesses was 
involved in the assassination or investigations of it. 
It is based, not just on my research, but on painful , 
bours of investigative efforts by many, many people, 
including Jim Garrison's professional staff, the 
Committee to Investigate Assassinations and others. 

I understand that James P, Hosty is finally ready to 
tell his real story, at the risk of physical harm to - ., - 4 i : | 

2



himself ané his family, You have not called him, Richard Case Magell has been ready to testify for a 

zf you will pardon my saying 90 Louis scmething about > mention all of 
just those two fail ures stinks, not to men 

It is not too late to save your reputations. You can — still call those witnesses in December. I hope you do. 

Yours sincerely, 

‘Dick Sprague



193 Pinewood Rosd 
Hartsdale, WY 10530 . 

. Movember 24, 1978 

Richard Case Nagell, Janes Kosty and Warren de . dn particular may go the same way that Regis Kennedy, Willian Sullivan, and e de Mohrenschildt went. You really 

Regis Kennedy reportedly died of natural causes the Gay > befcare you were to talk with hin. ido not believe that. Bow many more key witnesses: have to die befors you would | be convinced? Kennedy, éx Boueys and Bosty were Oswald's points of contact in the Pal, receiving his reports on the conspiratorial group planning JFK's assassination. I have 

Nagell and Novel are in even greater danger. Nagell may 
now be safe. He fled the country recently. However, the 
CIA has tentacles everywhere, so he will not really be safe 

146
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ES, Bouse of Representatives 

3369 HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING, ANNEX 2 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20813 

(202) 225-4624 

December 4, 1978 

Mr. Dick Sprague 
193 Pinewood Raad 

you for your letter of November 24, 1978. 

I am aware of the amount of time you have spent 
analyzing the assassination of President John F. Kennedy 
and your interest in the work of the Select Committee on 
Assassinations since its inception. oo 

However, I regret that under our Rules, it is 
impossible for us to respond to your letter in a manner 
which would reveal the substance or procedure of our 
investigation, or the names of those persons who will be 
called to testify before the committee. | : 

The committee is, of course, gratéful for your 
suggestions and those of the many other concerned citizens 
who have taken the time to write. 

‘ IS STOKES 

y7Chairman 

LS:jl , ,
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if the two photographs below, which were published in the 
15 January 1979 issue of Newswe-k, depict Mesirs Blakey and Stokes 
a3 somewhat dumbfoinded and nonplussed, it is provably because they 
were as surprised as the rest of us, including the critical aad 

_Pesearch comeunity, were, when the House Committee announced a 
conspiracy verdict in their Interim Report on the JFK and Martin 
Luther King assassinaticns?! 

Blakey. Stokes: A case for conspiracy At this stage we cannot coment too 
st twee much on this temushell aad must await 

the Final Reparct. The G00-page Report 
and up to 49(i!) volumes of evidence, 
exhibits and scientific snalysis is 
due to be published about 30 March. 
We will include all details, ordering 
information and costs ‘etc. just as 
502n as we are advised. 

It is impossible to delieve that last- 
minute evidence by acoustic éxperts 
Weiss and Aschkenasy turned the Committee 
around. We were informed by reliable 
sources that, even as late as mid- 

~ December that they were headed towards a lone~assassin conclusion to 
their two-year probe and that massive segments of their Final Report . 
had, in fact even been written BEFORE their Public Hearings into the 
JFK assassination commenced last September. What changed their minds 
to such a radical extent? , 

Ed Tatro's following article is an excellent examination but bear in 
mind two important points before becoming too estatic at the recent 
news. (1) The Committee have recommended that the inquiry into the true 
facts behind the Dallas murder now be handed over to the U.S. Justice 
Department for their action. If Robert Blakey is "rewarded" for his 
recent efforts as Chief Counsel to HSCA as the successor to Griffin Bell 
as Attorney-General he will AGAIN be in charge of any new official 
investigation. How about that?? (2) as the Committee have seemingly 
cleared of implication in the JFK assassination, any government agencies, 
the Soviet and Cuban governmen.s, Organized Crime and anti-Castro Cuban 
groups, just who does that leave as the possible assassins? 

Of course, as Richardson Preyer (Chairman of the JFK Subcommittee) 
and the (London) Observer columnist Laurence Marks have pointed out - 
the Dealey Plaza ambush could "be a conspiracy of two lone nuts." 

Enough said - for the momenti! 

AN OVERVIEW OF THE HSCA PUBLIC HEARINGS by Edgar F.Tatro 

Although my occupation has not allowed me to keep as vigilant a watch 
on the House Select Committee on Assassinations as I would hare liked,
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acoustical experts, Dr Weiss, Ernest Aschkenasy and Dr Barger, and their 

Jd saw, heard, and read 

Adn't like it,/If it were not for the di and meticulous 

efforts, the Warren Commission would have been almost. totally reincarnated, 
give or take a few lies. At any rate, ali members of the "critics", big 
and small contributors, deserve an apology from the government, the media 
and all those closed-minded, allegedly patriotic, but actually gullible 
and blind individuals who derided us and threatened us by various means 
for years. Since little has been truly developed that various critics 
hadn't already determined before, I, for one, wouldn't ascept it anyway, 
but out of a burning, self-righteous pride, I'd like to hear a mass apology. 

Where to begin a diatribe directed at the HSCA is difficul » Since there 
is so much to criticize (even _befonetheje_eopert-te pubbiebal). The 
cursory examination of Commander James J,Humes, who conducted a medical 
"fiasco" which was politely termed an "autopsy" and the lack of extensive 
ballistics tests to demonstrate that CE399, the magic bullet of the even 
more mythical and absurd single bullet theory, was even remotely possible, 
is absolutely inexcusable and unforgiveable for all time. ‘ 

The friendly treatment of Commander Humes was an indication of another 
Warren Commission trend into which HSCA would trap itself. As its 
predecessor, the Congressional investigators, whether conscious of it or 
not, divided witnesses into friendly and unfriendly camps. Humes was 
merely toyed with for ten minutes wheras individuals such as Dr Cyril 
Wecht and Dr Mark Weiss, whose testimony indicated conspiracy, were 
relentlessly interrogated for hours. Dr Wecht, who in HY opinion was 
treated more like a criminal than a Forensic Pathologist, didn't crack 
under the pressure, so he was merely ignored. Instead of allowing logic 
and common sense to prevail over the medical evidence, s popularity vote 
of eight to one decided the issue for the Committee. The Acoustical 
experts, fortunately, couldn't be ignored or dismissed, although a 
Chicago firm gave it their best effort to challenge those findings, but 
failed to do so, 

On the other hand, "The Umbrella Man" - allegedly, L.Stephen witt - 
was trusted beyond belief. The Committee believed, in fact, that he was 
“The Umbrella Mant, believed that the umbrella he presented to them was 
the same one in question, and believed his far-fetched, albeit possible | 
explanation for his actions apparently without any substantiation to 
support any of his contentions. Now, I have no opinion as to the guilt of 
innocence of "The Umbrella Man", but I do not appreciate the superficial 
manner with which he was treated. I found Representative Stokes' feeble 
attempt at humour when he suggested that the umbrelia be pointed away from 
himself when it was opened for display as distasteful. If Witt had 
employed an umbrella gun on November 22,1963, would he have been stupid 
enough to bring it with him to Washington? If the umbrella was ® visual 
coordination signal to others, what would opening it now prove? This was 
intended to be a mature investigation into the assassination of the 
‘President of the United States, not a cartoon carnival. 

If the parading of the alleged "Umbrella Man before the public wae an 
attempt to "get the critics", such a practice is also distasteful, and 
downright disgraceful. Robert Cutler, key author of the umbrella research, 
has steadfastly analyzed and researched this case for many years. The 
"critical community" should be applauded for turning over every rock and 
inppecting every scintilla of evidence, not ridiculed if one concept does 
not hit paydirt. Would it have been wise to ignore the possible 
ramifications of such an odd character with an umbrella in 65° weather on 
a sunny day? Finally, I vehemently deplored Stokes’ praising of Witt as if 
he had performed w great duty for his country and contributed to the 
investigation when just sinutes before he had candidly admitted that he 
would not have voluntarily atepped foward even if he had known they were 

4p
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looking for him. Stokes' praising of a man for cbeying a legal subpoena 
can only be compared to the plastic compliments dished out every day on 
Hollywood's bland TV talk shows. 

The one aspect of the "Jmbrella Man” scenario of which I did approve 
was his photograph being published by the mass media as a last ditch 
effort to identify and subsequently subpoena him. As a rule of thumb, 
such a method might be dangerous, but fifteen years have passed us by so 
it was a "nothing ventured, nothing gained" proposal. I don't understand 
why photos of other potentially key unidentified figures were not 
published for the same purpose. Why weren’t all the unknown mystery men, 
some arrested, some not, of that day, published along with the "Umbrella 
Man's" photo? Unless there are some solid leads privately available } 
-Qi-do_knew-ef—two-seh_casest) - I can't comprehend why only the 

"Umbrella Man" along with another. photo and oné composite drawing were. / 
isolated. Was that just s propaganda game? 

who essentialy support the Warren Report were selected and how they 
could legitimately support those conclusions. I do know that some of | 
these men have close associations with previous government panel medical | | 

i 

| 

My I don't understand how the eight forensic pathologists | 

judges. Regardleps of their motives, Dp Cyril Wecht made a shambles of 
.the single bullet theory and properly chastised the Committee for the 
absence of new ballistics tests, properly performed thie time. I don’t 
understand how forensic pathologists, Dr John Nichols and Dr Charles ' 
Wilber, who/have both published irrefutable medical evidence citing 
conspiracy,| cover-up and possible fabrication of medical materials, 
could be ignored. 

_ Likewise I question why I should trust the ballistics experts brought 
ig, when I know other experts, who are equally qualified, who adasantly 
djsagree with these officials who were allowed to testify. I question the 
validity of the Neutron Activation Analysis by Dr Vincent Guinn. Harold 
Weisberg's cricicisms of Guinn's previous connection to the original 
investigation are sound. I also question if it is convenient that the 
Tague curb scar, which bas long been suspected as another assassin's 
responsibilit no longer possesses sufficent metal for testing. SP 

he old ploy of stacking the deck was displayed. in full 
force again. 

I am curious to know why Sylvia Duran, the key witness as to whether 
Oswald ever visited the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City, did not testify. | 
We now know that the Mexico City phone tape was NOT Oswald's voice. We 
have known since the beginning that the Mexico City photos were NOT 
Oswald's mug, but the face of a still-unidentified man. Critics have 
reasonably questioned the possibility of an Oswald impersonator or 
impersonators. The fingerprint, body scars and height discrepancies, . 
and even Hoover's documented suspicion mandatefthat Sylvia Duran er 5 HOULD 

: orn > Ao a 5 gfe s 7—-t- figs 

TE can't believe that the HSCA can rule out any organization as 
conspiring to kill President Kennedy, particularly since they can't name 1 
another gunman. Such reasoning is absurd. The intricate labyrinth of 
names anfassocciations pertaining to this case and other political crises 
exposed by Peter Dale Scott, George M.Evica, Robert Sam Anson and others 
is overwhelming. How could any committee make such a naive stetement and 
consider itself honest and rational? Stokes admits that the CIA, the FBI 
and the Secret Service did a lousy job, but that there was no deliberate 

cover-up. Will someone please define “deliberate” for me? Orwell's 
"two plus two is five™ has come home to roost! 

A few other points of wonder come to mind. I wonder why the Committee 
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felt the motorcyclist "accidentaly" left on his Channel One button. I 
wonder if the wayward Police motorcyclist who left the motorcade route °: 

' has been ignored. I found GrtefGowneet Blakey's hypothetical conclusion, 
based upon not even a shread of evidence or testimony, that Robert 
Kennedy destroyed his brother's brain and brain tissue slides, absolutely 
incredible. It's amazing how these people only accuse the dead} 

I wonder how any sane member of that Committee thinks they have 
satisfactorily answered all the questions pertaining to all the untimely 
deaths of the last decade and a half by showing that the 100,000 trillion 
to one odds that these deaths were of an innocent nature was an inaccurate 
compilation. That waa the greatest piece of statistical gobbledygook I have 
ever heard in my lifetime. Either investigate the particular murders in 

- question or just plain shut up. Numerical fallacious arguments prove 
- nothing and waste. valuaple time, money and manpower, 

I wonder if all the materials cubmitted to either Representative Gonzalez 
and/or former Chief Counsel Richard A.Sprague, who both resigned, made it 
to the appropriate hands when Blakey took command, assuming one might 

. call him "appropriate". I wonder if Image Enhancement was performed on the 
photo and blow-ups showing a man-like figure holding a rifle-like object 
on the grassy Se south, the knoll across from the famous one, (Hae 

The figure was discovered by diligent - 
researcher Emory Brown. I wonder how the Committee can still justify their 
case against Lee Harvey Oswald, if they have carefully inspected the 
palmprint,! the paperbag, the curtain reds photos, the perch photos, the 
ammunition source, the postal receipt discrepancies, the Givens’ story, 
the Riva modification rifle source, the notorious Oswald photos, ad nauseum. — 
Was the dedicated and prolific work of Harold eet Sit retereens: tert 
Mark Lane, Josiah Thompson, Fred Newcomb pnd others simply buried at the 
outset? FiAyeos IR icky E. SRAGUE 

I realise thats : rare—tine government. Leon 
Jaworski is three time losing proof of that. However, I shiver at the 
possible depths of this committee's conflict of interest. Mark Lane 

tated on Radio that Representative Dodd was a law partner of 
the former FBI Head, L.Patrick Gray, of notorious Watergate fame. I have 

‘read published reports that G.Robert Blakey had previous. legal associations 
not only with Louis Nizer, the Warren Report preface writer, but also with 
Moe Dalitz who is reputed to be the Head of the Syndicate in Cleveland. 
Carl Oglesby reminds us that a Dalitz associate's mame was discovered in 
Jack Ruby's address book. If true, what a | mess . 

Maybe much of wha bos . ye ean itewissed when the 
ESCA Final Report is published, but I seriously doubt it. I hope that they 
will make everything available to those of us concerned, but I doubt that 
too. There is something quite twisted in the fact that we have to pay out 
money to purchase myach sho = 
diddledg with agains cK Dsl atmoeh will be accomplished 

e Iwith the material which ends up in 
their hands, After all, they are part of the disease, not the curet Justice 
Department spokesmen busine RA yA ssed yA a jack of desire 
to pursue the case. Thus,the Lifer oe 

li once again, as if they AE Hvar stopped am 

LOE Por p2 anes Pfracaghay Sadie. Dian Ses Lat aay 
o whos wil Seed ef devote our Kee on. 

Oteee oe eeesaeasekeereeteerenvbhee 

Weundene Creacent RaveabiiiBelTEat Bt6 BT6é ODB. 

yell tert 
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‘Kennedy Probably Assassinated 
As Result of A Conspiracy!’ 

Assassinations Committee report 

takes world by surprise 

he report by the House Assassi- 
nations Committee, released at the 

end of the year, concluded that Lee 

Harvey Oswald was probably not alone 
in the responsibility for the murder of 

John F. Kennedy in Dallas on November 
22, 1963. 

' The $5.8 million investigation also 
differed with the FBI and other govern- 
ment agencies in their conclusion that . 
James Earl Ray was alone in the murder 
of Dr. Martin Luther King, April 4, 1968. 

Although the committee had been 
leaning toward the conspiracy theory, it 
was the acoustical evidence presented by 
the same firm which exposed the 18- 
second gap in the infamous Watergate 

tape, which apparently tipped the scales. 
Two experts from the firm testified at the 
committee's final hearing on Thursday, 
December 28, on their analysis of a 

recording made from an open police 
microphone on Dealy Plaza. The experts 
swore with a 95 percent certainty that 
there were not three but four shots fired 
that day, and that the fourth may have 
come from the famous grassy knoll! 

In our last issue of JILE we reported 
- on the dissenting testimony of Doctor 

Cyril H. Wecht, Coroner at Pittsburg, 
and head of the Pittsburg Pathology and 

- Toxicology Laboratory. While the 
national media made light of Wecht’s 
dissenting testimony and exhibits, JILE 
chose to present his views because to us 

they represented logical answers to the 
perplexing unanswered questions. 

Perhaps now Doctor Wecht's thinking 
will be better received. 

The interim report calls upon the 
Justice Department to consider re- 
opening the two murder cases, and to 
re-evaluate its procedures for handling 
assassinations. Specifically it calls upon 
the Justice Department to make full use 

of the resources of other governmental 
agencies and of technological and 
scientific evidence. . 

“The Committee believes, on the 
basis of the evidence available to it, that 

President John F. Kennedy was probably 
assassinated as a result of a conspiracy. 

The committee is unable to identify the 
other gunman, or the extent of the con- 

spiracy,” said the panel known officially 
as the House Select Committee on Assas- 
sinations. | , 

The committee did say that it believe 
: that neither the Soviet or Cuban govern- 

ments were involved in the Kennedy 
murder but, “the available evidence does ° 
not preclude the possibility that indivi- 
dual members, (Cubans), may have been 
involved.” 

Oswald, Ruby, and New Orleans 
Crime Czar Carlos Marcello 
Linked? 

The final report of the committee will 
say thal it cannot resolve testimony 
which indicated that Oswald and Ruby 
were somehow linked to the New Orleans 

crime chief. In the final report the 
committee will assert that a number of 

“respected citizens” of Clinton, 
Louisiana testified before the committee 
that they were certain of associations and 
meetings between Oswald and one David 
Ferrie, a known employee and associate 

of Marcello. 
The Clinton residents first testified at 

a trial which generally discredited former 
New Orleans District Attorney Jim 
Garnson. Garrison was perhaps the first 
public official to go pubhc with the 
theory of Cuban/organized crime 
involvement in the Kennedy murder. 

The committee said it did not believe 

Cuban groups opposed to the govern- 
ment of Fidei Castro were involved in the 
Kennedy murder, “but the available 
evidence does not preclude the possi- 
bility that individual members may have 
been involved.” 

Similarly, the committee said it did 
not believe that “the national crime 

syndicate of organized crime was 
involved as a group, although individual 
members might have been.” 

The panel stated flatly that the Secret 
Service, FBI, and the CIA were not 
involved. in the murder. It did point 
out that in its opinion, the Secret Service 

“was deficient in the performance of its 
duties.” 

Specifically, the committee said their 
investigation showed the Secret Service 

‘failed to properly analyze information 
which was available to it in connection 
with Kennedy's tnp to Dallas. It also 
pointed out that the Secret Service agents 
in the motorcade “were inadequately 
prepared to protect the president froma 

sniper.” The report also scores the Justice 
Department for “failng to exercise 
initiative” in assuming control of the 
FBI's work in investigating the murder. It 
also scored the FBI for “performing with 
varying degrees of competency.” 

The panel said the FBI adequately 
investigated Oswald both before and 
after the murder, but that “it failed to 

investigate adequately the possibility ofa 
conspiracy to assassinate the president.” 

The committee scored the FBI for not 
sharing information more freely with 
other concerned government agencies. 

The committee report also gave 
failing marks to the Warren Com- 
mission, appointed by President Johnson 
and headed by Chief Justice Earl 
Warren. The report allows that the 
Warren Commission conducted a 
thorough investigation of Oswald, but 
failed to thoroughly investigate the 

possibility of a conspiracy. 
“This deficiency was attributable, in 

part, to the failure of the Commission to 

receive al] the relevant information that 
was in the possession of other agencies 

and departments of the government,” the 
panel said. This would refer to the fact. 
brought out in testimony before the 
House Committee that the CIA had been 
aware of assassination plots against 
Castro at the time Oswald visited the- 
Cuban embassy in Mexico City. Fhe CIA 
failed to tell the Warren Commission 

about it. 
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UPI AION DA 

UPI ON 
BULLETIN 

LST LEAD SHOOTING 
DALLAS, NOV. 22 (UPI)-- PRESIDENT KENNEDY AND GOV. JOHN 
B. CONNALLY OF TEXAS WERE CUTDOWN BY AN ASSASIN'S BULLETS 
AS THEY TOURED DOWNTOWN DALLAS IN AN OPEN AUTOMOBILE TODAY. 

MORE JT L241PCS 

LST ADD IST LEAD SHOOTING DALLAS (9N DALLAS XX 
TODAY. THE PRESIDENT, HIS LIMP BODY CRADLED IN THE ARMS OF 
HIS WIFE, WAS RUSHED TO PARKLAND HOSPITAL. THE GOVERNOR 
ALSO WAS. TAKEN TO PARKLAND. | . 

CLINT HILL» A SECRET SERVICE AGENT ASSIGNED TO MRS. 
KENNEDY, SAID "HE'S DEAD," AS THE PRESIDENT WAS LIFTED 
FROM THE REAR OF THE. WHITE HOUSE TOURING CAR, THE FAMOUS 
"BUBBLETOP" FROM WASHINGTON. HE WAS RUSHED TO AN EMERGENCY 
ROOM IN THE HOSPITAL. 

OTHER WHITE HOUSE OFFICIALS WERE IN DOUBT AS THE CORR- 
IDORS OF THE HOSPITAL ERUPTED IN PANDEMONIUM. 

THE INCIDENT OCCURRED JUST EAST OF THE TRIPPLE UNDERPASS 
FACING A PARK IN DOWNTOWN DALLAS. 

REPORTERS ABOUT FIVE CAR LENGTHS BEHIND THE CHIEF 
EXECUTIVE HEAR 

MORE 144PES 

UPI ALIN DA | | - : } 
2ND ASS 1ST LEAD SHOOTING. (9N DALLAS) XXX DALLAS. 

REPORTERS ABOUT FIVE CAR LENGTHS BEHIND THE CHIEF : 
EXECUTIVE HEARD WHAT WOUNDED LIKE THREE BURST OF GUNFIRE. 

SECRET SERVICE AGENTS IN A FOLLOW-UP CAR QUICKLY UN~ = 
LIMBERED THEIR AUTOMATIC RIFLES. 

THEY DREW THEIR PISTOLS, BUT THE DAMAGE WAS DONE. - 
THE PRESIDENT WAS SLUMPED OVER IN THE BACKSEAT OF THE 

CAR FACE DOWN. CONNALLY LAY ON THE FLOOR OF THE REAR SEAT. | 
IT WAS IMPOSSIBLE TO TELL AT 

MORE 145PES 

UPI AL2N DA 

IT WAS IMPOSSIBLE TO TELL AT ONCE WHERE KENNEDY WAS HIT, 
BUT BULLET WOUNDS IN CONNALLY'S CHEST WERE PLAINLY VISIBLE, 
INDICATING THE GUNFIRE MIGHT POSSIBLY HAVE COME FROM AN 
AUTOMATIC WEAPON. 

THERE WERE THREE LOUD BURSTS. 
DALLAS MOTORCYCLE OFFICERS ESCORTING THE PRESIDENT QUICKLY 

LEAPED FROM THEIR BIKES AND RACED UP A GRASSY HILL. 

4/INDIANA LAW ENFORCEMENT 
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A Challenge for America 

From the House Assassinations Committee probe 

By U. S. Congressman Floyd J. Fithian 

[ has been more than 15 years since the 
murder of President John F. Kennedy 

in Dallas. Because of its impact on the 
course of world history, the assassination 

has been viewed by many as the most 

heinous crime of recent time. 
Yet we cannot say today with any 

degree of certainty that we know why 
John Kennedy was killed. Evidence - 

proves beyond a reasonable doubt that 
shots fired by Lee Harvey Oswald from 
the sixth floor of the Texas School Book 
Depository were responsible for the 
president’s death, but we cannot name 
any other individuals involved with 
Oswald in the apparent conspiracy to 
commit the murder. 

As a member of the House Select. 
Committee on Assassinations, I believe 

the remaining questions pose a challenge 
to this nation — a challenge which results 
from what we learned during our two- 
year probe of the deaths of President 
Kennedy and the Reverend Martin 
‘Luther King, Jr. 

Until 1976, 1 was one of the citizens 

who resisted the notion of re-examining 
the Kennedy assassination. As an 
historian, I knew that every generation 
formulates conspiracy theories to explain 
the assassinations of prior generations. I. 

. told those who questioned me about the 

issue that although the Warren Commis- 
sion may not have gone far enough in its 
investigation, reopening the probe at this 

time seemed likely to be unproductive. 
But when I-was pressed by some 

young constituents — students at Purdue 

University who had studied the “critical 
literature” and viewed. the Zapruder film 

— I realized that many unanswered 
questions deserved further scrutiny. A 
Gallup Poll released in December 1976 

indicated that 81 percent of the American 
people believed that individuals other 
than Lee Harvey Oswald, whom the 

Warren Commission identified as the 
lone assassin, were involved in the 

slaying. So when the House faced a vote 

on whether or not to establish a select 

committee with a charge to investigate 

the Kennedy and King killings, 1 voted 
with the majority in favor of the new 
panel. At the opening of the 95th 

Congress, I was appointed as one of the 
committee’s 12 members, perhaps 

because of my prior professional 
experience as a historian and archival 
researcher. 

staff worked quietly outside the public. — 
‘view. Our meetings, almost always in 
executive session, enabled the committee 

to function much as a grand jury would. 
We received testimony behind closed 

doors, we counseled among ourselves, 
but our work was not yet to the stage 
where public attention would be appro- 
priate. 

Once the bulk of evidence had been 
assembled, the committee began public 
hearings. In August and mid-November, 

we focused on the murder of Dr. King. 

We questioned James Earl Ray, who has 
recanted his murder confession and now 

seeks a new trial, and we investigated his 
family and known associates. Through 

Fithian served for two years as a 
member of the House Select Commit- 
tee on Assassinations, charged with 
investigating the murders of Presi- 
dent John F. Kennedy and _ the 
Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 

A professional historian before his 
election to Congress in 1974, Fithian 
brought a solid background in 

research and analytical ability to the 
committee. His skills in cross-exami- 

nation opened areas of understand- 
ing in both the Kennedy and King 
cases, and he is credited with playing a 
key role in convincing the committee 
to pursue acoustical tests which 
proved the existence of.a second 
gunman in Dealy Plaza. 

Fithian is a member of the House 
Committees 
Government Operations. He is a 20- 
year veteran of the Navy and Naval 

‘Indiana Congressman Floyd J.. 

‘Representative Floyd Fithian 
on Agriculture and Reserve and has lived on a farm most 

of his life. He still owns farmland near 

Buck Creek in Tippecanoe County. 

After some initial fireworks resulting 
from a personal dispute between the 

committee chairman and chief counsel — 
both of whom subsequently resigned — 

the committee assembled a staff of 
investigators, attorneys, and researchers 

and began months of painstaking work. 

Hundreds of volumes of agency files 
were carefully scrutinized. Thousands of 
witnesses were interviewed around the 
world, and sworn testimony was taken 
from many of them (including some who 
were unwilling to cooperate). Physical 

evidence was minutely examined with 

sophisticated equipment and tech- 

niques, 

available. 

Throughout 1977 and into the 

summer of 1978, the committee and its 

the most advanced currently 

extensive field investigation, the 

committee was able to destroy Ray’s 

alibis and provide evidence that he had, 

in fact, stalked Dr. King across the 
country in the weeks prior to August 8, 

1968, the day Dr. King was shot and 
killed in Memphis. We concluded that 
Ray was involved in a conspiracy to kill 

Dr. King, but that the lone assassin on 

that day in Memphis was. in fact, James 
Earl Ray. The evidence is so complete as 
to make this conclusion irrefutable. 

We pursued a similar course in 
investigating the Kennedy assassination. 

Our work was largely behind the scenes 
until the public hearings began. Over the 
two-year investigation, the. committee 
received testimony from the witnesses of 

all character: former, President Gerald 
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Ford, who was a member of the Warren 
Commission; Cuban Premier © Fidel 

Castro; powerful and minor figures in 
organized crime; Marina Oswald Porter, 
who was married to the alleged assassin; 

John Connally, who rode in the 
limousine with the president and was also 
hit by gunfire in Dealy Piaza; and teams 
of scientific experts in such fields as 
ballistics, pathology, acoustics, photo 
analysis, and neutron activation analysis. 

The public hearings were only a part 
of the. wide-ranging work of the 
committee. What began to emerge from 
the hearings on the Kennedy murder was 
the outline of a report similar in con- 
clusion to that of the ‘Warren Com-- 
mission: that the available evidence could 
not prove the involvement of. anyone 
other than Lee Harvey Oswald in the 
assassination, and that he, acting alone, 
had killed President Kennedy. 

in the final days of the committee's . 
a. startling | statutory life, however, 

scientific finding emerged. Acoustical 
tests of a tape recording made at the time 
of the assassination pointed to. a 95 
percent probability that four shots had 
been fired at the presidential motorcade 
in Dealy Plaza — not three, as the 
Warren.Commission had concluded. The 
tests fixed the third of the four shots as 
coming not from Oswald's perch in the 

Texas School Book Depository, but 
from a grassy knoll in front of the 
president's limousine. That shot did not 
hit the president, the experts testified, but 
the evidence that the shot had, in fact, 

been fired appeared uncontrovertible. 
None of the committee’s other 

evidence precluded the possibility of a 
conspiracy. With this new evidence based 
on acoustical science, we were able to 
conclude that John Kennedy probably 
had been the victim of a conspiracy to 
commit murder — although participants 

in the conspiracy other than Lee Harvey 
Oswald cannot be determined. 

Assassination “buffs” over the years 
have speculated on a variety of 
conspiracy theories. This speculation has 
led to lucrative book contracts and 
lecture tours for more than a few 
individuals. 

Some have claimed that - President 
Kennedy was. killed by anti-Castro 
Cubans, whose motive might have been 
their anger over the United States’ failure 
to support the invasion force which 
resulted in the Bay of Pigs tragedy. Some 
have seen conspirators in the govern- 
ments of the Soviet Union or Cuba or in 
U.S. government entities such as the 
CIA, the Secret Service or the FBI. Some 
have argued that Kennedy was killed by 

elements of organized crime who were 

feeling the impact of toughened Justice 
Department investigation and prose- 
cution under Attorney General Robert 
Kennedy. 

Based on one of the most extensive 
criminal investigations in. modern 
history, the committee concluded that 
the governments of Cuba and the Soviet 
Union were “not involved” in the assassi- 
nation, according to the official findings; 
nor were U.S. government agencies. 

But the possibility of involvement in 
the conspiracy by individuals in anti- 
Castro Cuban groups was not ruled out. 

- And in the I7-page summary of findings 
released on December 31, 1978; the 
committee concluded: 

The Committee believes, on the basis 
of the evidence available to it, that the 
national syndicate of organized crime, 
as a group, was not involved in the 

assassination of President Kennedy, 
but the available evidence does not 

preclude the possibility that 
individual members may have been 
included. 
As an individual member of the 

- committee, | am convinced that our best 
chance of discovering who was behind 
the conspiracy to kill President Kennedy 
rests in a continued investigation of 
organized crime. The question of 
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involved in the plot to kill the president is 
no longer academic, as a result of the cir- 
cumstantial evidence developed. by the 
committee during its probe. 

The evidence, all of which will be 
released this spring. in the committee’s 
multiple-volume final report, includes a 
great deal of troubling material pointing 
to possible involvement in the murder by 
organized crime figures. Although asso- 
ciation by itself does not imply con- 
spiracy, the evidence now available raises 
some questions which merit further 
investigation by the Justice Department: 

— Largely unnoticed by the Warren 
Commission is a significant amount of 
evidence linking Oswald to known 
figures in organized crime, particularly 
during the time he spent in New Orleans. 

— Jack Ruby, Oswald’s murderer, 
was deeply involved with organized 
crime, and he had significant contact 
with 

Oswald. 
— La Cosa Nostra’s plans to kill Fidel 

Castro, with the cooperation of the CIA, 
establish the fact that organized crime 

figures would not hesitate to kill a 
political leader — even a chief of state — 
to further their objectives. | 

— Organized crime had a practical 
motive to seek a quick énd to the 
Kennedy administration. An exami- 
nation of Justice Department statistics 
indicates a dramatic increase in 
successful government efforts against 
organized crime: from 1961 to 1964 —a 
trend which dropped off sharply after the 
end of the Kennedy presidency. 

Organized crime had the means to kill 
John Kennedy. It had a motive. And it 
had the opportunity. 

When: the committee set out to 
investigate organized crime, it 
established a crack task force within the 
staff. Field investigators were dis- 
patched throughout the country and, in 
some Cases, to other parts of the world. 
Some of the investigators were 
employees of local police departments 
temporarily detailed to the HSCA 
investigation. As a special consultant, we 

hired Ralph Salerno, who had been the 
chief investigator of organized crime for. 
the New York City Police Department. 
In fact, on the day of Salerno’s retire- 
ment from his post as NYPD Supervisor 

of Detectives, the New York Times 
commented that he perhaps knew more 

about La Cosa Nostra than any 
nonmember in the United States. His 
research for the committee was of vital 
importance. 

Most traditional investigative tech- 
niques — such as following leads and 
obtaining voluntary testimony from 

individuals acquainted with | 

witnesses — yielded little in this phase of 
the investigation. 

Skillful interrogation elicited only the 
most meager information from 
witnesses, who understandably feared | 
retahation if they talked too much. I’m 
sure many potential witnesses recalled 
the fate of Johnny Roselli, the reputed 
associate of Chicago Mafia boss Sam 
Giancana. On the eve of his testimony 
before the Senate's Church Committee in 
1975, where he was to testify about 
Mafia-CIA operations, Roselli dis- 
appeared. It wasn’t until several months 
later that his body was found, cut into 

pieces and stuffed in an oil drum, floating 
in a Florida canal. 

The traditional committee hearing 
produced little valuable information 

from organized crime figures. Carlos 
Marcello, alleged to be the second most 

~ powerful organized crime leader in the 
listed his occupation . United States, 

before the committee as a “vegetable 
merchant.” Santos Trafficante, probably 
number three in the current LCN pecking 
order nationwide, told us that he was 
retired, and pleaded ignorance of 
answers to all but the most innocuous 
questions. . 

But the committee could use a 
number of investigative tools which are 
not ordinarily available to law enforce- 
ment agencies or prosecutors. Since our 
investigation was a legislative fact- 
gathering probe rather than a criminal 
investigation aimed at prosecuting 
someone, we could use some valuable 
and perhaps unusual techniques. 

Court-accepted rules of evidence did 

not apply to the committee’s work. 

Material which for one reason or another 
would have been supressed in a court of 
law was vital to our probe, and it was 
introduced into the record. This imposed 
on the committee a unique responsibility 
to screen and carefully weigh. the 
evidence presented to it for its credi- 
bility. Although some “bum” evidence 
was received, the overall result was a 
more complete picture of organized 
crime as a whole. For example, we were 
able to make extensive use of transcripts 
of wiretaps made before and after the 
assassination, some involving key crime 
figures. 

We found the congressional 
subpoena an especially valuable tool to 

obtain the testimony of figures such as 
‘Trafficante, the reputed crime boss from 
Florida. We used the threat of a 
contempt of Congress citation to compel 
more than one witness to answer 
questions which we posed in closed-door 
sessions. 

We also made extensive use of so- 

called “use immunity” — a practice made 
possible through the Organized Crime 
Control Act of 1970. Federal legislation 
to authorize “use immunity,” inci- 
dentally, was originally proposed by 
Attorney General Robert Kennedy in 
1963. 

“Use immunity” promotes witness 
cooperation by offering a_ built-in 
incentive for the witness to testify with as 
much detail as possible. Unlike the 
common “transactional immunity,” 
through which witnesses are immunized 
from prosecution on cnmes about which 
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they testify, “use immunity” blocks a 
prosecutor from using any of the specific 
evidence cited by the witness in any sub- 
sequent prosecution of that witness. 
AS HSCA Chief Counsel Robert 

Blakey observed: “Since use immunity 
imposes a burden on the prosecution to 
demonstrate that all of the evidence it 
introduces against an immunized witness 
was obtained independently of the 
immunized testimony, the witness vastly 
increases the prosecutor's burden by 
including more and more information in 
his testimony. In. short, a witness’ 

protection under use immunity is only as 
good as his testimony is. detailed.” 

The committee found especially 
valuable the transcripts of wiretaps from 
an i8-month period surrounding the 
Kennedy assassination, which were 
reviewed and analyzed by Ralph Salerno. . 

During a break in the committee hearing, Representative Fithian (center) confers with the 

by informants for the first time. Wire- 
taps had been placed on key crime leaders 
nationwide. Prosecution of figures in La 
Cosa. Nostra was increasing drama- 
tically. As Ralph Salerno observed: “The 
end of an era had come, and they recog- 
nized it. A tremendous financial empire 
was being very seriously threatened.” 

And those involved in organized — 
crime — from family leaders on the 
national “commission” to hoodlums on 
the street — were aware of how badly 
they were being hurt by the Kennedy 
push against organized crime. 

Wiretap transcripts provide insight 
into that recognition. New York crime 
leader Michelino Clemente told friends 
on May 2, 1962: 

Bob Kennedy won't stop today until 

he puts us all in jail all over the 
country. Until the Commission meets ' 

chairman of the House Select Committee on Assassinations, Representative Louis Stokes 
of Ohio (left), as special counsel |. Charles Mathews (between Stokes and Fithian} and G. 

Robert Blakely (right), chief counsel and director of the committee investigation listen in. 

These transcripts provide the best inside 
look at LaCosa Nostra since the con- 
gressional testimony of mafioso Joe 
Valachi shortly before the Kennedy 

assassination. And they offer evidence of — 
organized crime’s motive to kill John 
Kennedy. 

Organized crime was being hurt by 
the Kennedy Administration — badly. 
Under Attorney General Robert 
Kennedy, who operated with the full 
confidence of his brother in the White 
House, the Justice Department had 
launched a massive battle against 
organized crime. 

The organization had been penetrated 
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and puts its foot down, things will be 
at a standstill. , 
A few months earlier, the organized 

crime kingpin of Philadelphia had told a 
business, associate: 

See what Kennedy done. With 
Kennedy, a guy should take a knife, 
like one of them other guys, and stab 
and kill the (obscenity), where he is 
now. Somebody should kill the 
(obscenity). | mean it. This is true. 

Honest to God. It's about time to go. 

But I tell you something. Lhope I geia 
week's notice. I'll kill. Right in the 

(obscenity) White House. Some- 
body’s got to get rid of this 

ry 

(obscenity)... . .Do you know what 
this man is going to do? He ain't going 
to leave nobody alone. 

Journalist Jack Anderson con- 
cluded, rightly, in January of 1962: 
“Organized crime is under attack. For the 
first time¢ the full forces of the federal 
government have been thrown into the 
battle against it.” 

And it appeared that things would get 
worse for La Cosa Nostra. Just a month 
before his brother's assassination, Attor- 
ney General Kennedy had gone before — 
Congress to ask for more legislative tools 
to fight organized crime. He had asked 
Congress to authorize an electronic 
surveillance law, and he wanted an 
immunity statute which would compel 
testimony (which we finally got in 1970, 
after both brothers were dead). 

- Soin November of 1963 — with John 
Kennedy in the White House and his 
brother running the Justice Department 
-— the picture for organized crime was 
very bleak, indeed. Bleak enough, in my 
opinion, for individual members of 
organized crime to seriously consider 
killing the president. - 

For if John Kennedy no longer sat in | 
the Oval Office, it would only be a matter 
of time before his brother would leave the 
Justice Department: The enmity between _ 
Bobby Kennedy and Vice President 
Lyndon Johnson was well-known. 

So organized crime had a motive to 
assassinate the president. Other evidence 
developed by the committee and by the 
critical community points to the means 
that could have been used, and prove that 

the opportunity was available. 
But as with many investigations of 

organized crime, the evidence available is 
circumstantial, And many of the indivi- 
duals whose knowledge might provide 
the missing links in the investigation are 
now dead. Who knows what the 
committee may have been able to piece 
together if men such as John Roselli, or — 
Sam Giancana, or Jimmy Hoffa, or even 
J. Edgar Hoover, were still alive? The 
remaining questions may never de 
resolved, and historians doubtless will 
debate the issue for years to come. 

But anyone who examines the 
' evidence accumulated by the committee, 

including all of the scientific data in our 
final report, cannot seriously doubt that 

the bullets which killed John Kennedy 
. were fired by Lee Harvey Oswald from 
that warehouse window. Those who 
claim otherwise either do not under- 
stand the scientific data or, as in the case 

of pathologist Cyril Wecht, choose to 
ignore it for personal reasons. Most of 
the questions which have troubled these 
assassination “buffs” for many years



House Assassinations Probe 

have been answered by our investi- 

gation. _ 
In. light of our findings, a larger 

question looms before us as concerned 
American citizens. Whether or not La 
Cosa Nostra plotted to kill President 
Kennedy to end the federal govern- 
ment’s stranglehold on organized crime, 
the ultimate goal was accomplished 
shortly after Kennedy's death. Statistics 
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demonstrate what law enforcement 

officers who worked on organized crime 
during that period recall so weil: after the 
Kennedy administration, the war on 
organized crime was reduced to a 
skirmish. The number of personnel 
working in the Justice Department's 

organized crime program was reduced, as 
was the effectiveness of their prose- 
cution and investigation. 

Ralph Salerno was leading the 
NYPD organized crime strike force at the 
time of the president's death, and his 

testimony before our committee shed 
light on what happened after that dark 
day in Dallas: 

Following the death of the president, 
my unit in the New York City Police 

Department was not reduced. FBI 
men were not transferred en masse to 
do something else. But the leadership 

was not there. The driving force was 
not there, and the commitment in 
government at a very high level was 
not there. | believe that is reflected in 

. those (Statistics) more than anything 
else. 

Since the mid-1960s, organized crime 
has been free to operate in the United 
States in an atmosphere which, when 

compared to that in the Kennedy 

Representative Floyd Fithian at House Select Committee on As. 

Administration, is nothing short of 
public and official apathy. . 

Our question today, then, is whether 

or not we are willing to pick up the 
banner which fell 15 years ago in Dallas. 
Our challenge is to renew the war on 
organized crime, at whatever cost, to 

eliminate this cancer from our society. 
And cach of us has a role to play. 

First, we must develop. citizen 

} 

Sassinations hearings. 

support for the war on crime. Especially 
in light of present budget constraints, any 
move to upgrade the effort against 
organized crime must begin at the grass- 
roots level. Only. an energized and - 
involved citizenry can propel national 
leaders into action on this matter. 

Second, we need to have better 
cooperation among various federal 
agencies and among federal, state, and 
local units of government. That was one 
key to Kennedy's success in the fight 
against organized crime. When the 
Attorney General sought cooperation 

among federal agencies to fight 
organized crime in 1962, people 
responded in part because they knew that 
he was acting with the support of his 
brother in the White House. But that 
degree of cooperation is. still possible to 
achieve, if the will is there. 

And third, we must have leadership 

for this fight and a commitment to it at 
the very top level of government. Even 
‘beyond the Justice Department, this 
commitment must emanate from the 
White House. 

We actually have better statutes on 
the books for this fight than we had in the 
early 1960s, including the wiretap and 
immunity laws which Robert Kennedy 

fought for. We have more sophisticated 
scientific techniques which could be used, 
and we have a better basic under- 
standing of La Cosa Nostra from which 
to begin. All that we lack is the 
commitment to get the job done. 

If organized crime posed a challenge 
to our society in the early 1960s, it is an 
even greater threat today. It remains the 
“private government” which Attorney 
General. Kennedy warned us about. It 
remains unaccountable for its actions. It 
still rests, as Robert Kennedy said, “ona 

Are we willing to. 
pick up the banner 

which fell 15 years 

ago in Dallas? 

base of human suffering and moral. 
corruption.” : 
If organized crime was involved in the 
conspiracy to assassinate the president of 
the United States, then this “private 

government” may indeed be more 
successful than we have ever believed in 
imposing its will on our most cherished 
public institutions. 

But whether or not John Kennedy 
died as the result of a Mafia-inspired 
conspiracy, the challenge facing us today 
remains: to marshal public will behind a 
national commitment to fight organized 
crime, and to win that fight! 
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Testimony— 

Doctor Wecht Testifies = a 
Before House Assassinations Committee 
Testimony now may be most insightful 

assessment of assassination 
Doctor Cyril H. Wecht, Coroner of 

Allegheney County, Pennsylvania, 
(Pittsburgh), a practicing forensic 
pathologist, law degree recipient and 
Fellow, College of American Path-. 
ologists, gave what may well prove to be 
the most insightful and correct assess- 
ment of the events of the murder of John 
F. Kennedy. - . 

Doctor Wecht was the first to voice 
the opinion that as many as four shots 
had been fired. Subsequent acoustié 
analysis of a recording made from the 

_ Open microphone on a Dallas Police 
motorcycle have proven Doctor Wecht 
to be correct. . 

This same acoustic analysis has esta- 
blished the irrefutable fact that the 
second shot took place exactly 1.6 
seconds following the first shot! Of 
particular interest to this case is the 
question of the possibility that a fess than 
expert marksman using a bolt action rifle 
fitted with a scope, could have fired the 
first shot, operated the bolt, aimed and 
squeezed off the second shot within 1.6 
seconds. Oswald was rated by all 
lestimony as being less than an average 
marksman, and the Mannlicher Carcano - 
rifle he used was fitted with a scope. 
Experts have attempted to rapid fire this 
rifle in a vain attempt to prove that 
Oswald could have fired all the shots in 

Doctor Cyril H. Wecht, sole dissenter on 
the nine-member pane! of pathologists. 
Once vilitied for his attack on the single 
bullet theory, he may now well be vin- 
dicated. 

the known time frame. One was able to 
come very close to the 1.6sccond interval 
but the scope had been removed from the 
rifle! . 

As you read Doctor Wecht's testi- 
mony pay careful attention to the case he 

makes for the trajectory of the shots, the 
angle at which the fest shot passed 
through President Kennedy's upper back 
and neck. Then consider where Governor 
‘Connally was sitting in relation to 
President Kennedy. Pay attention to the 
entrance wound in Governor Connally, 
(Gust next to his right arm pit), and ask 
yourself if it is possible for one bullet to 
perform the damage as ascribed to it in 
the Warren Commission Report, and 
reaffirmed by the other “experts” of the 
House Assassinations Committee panel 
on pathology. 

We have just learned from a highly 
reliable source that the timing between 
the first shot and the second when syn- 
chronized with the now famous Zapruder 
motion picture film of the assassination, 
fits perfectly with the facts as Doctor 
Wecht saw them. The acoustic evidence 
has proved to be the straw which broke 
the camel's back. 

We spoke with Doctor Wecht by - 
phone concerning the above matters. His 
Statement concerning the timing of the 
film and the acoustic evidence when 
synchronized was: “Hell, this blows the 
casc open! It completely discredits the 
single bullet theory. When you take into 
consideration the 1.6 seconds between 
shots. you have to believe that there wasa 
second gunman.” 

o
m
 

a)



161 

Testimony 

EDITOR'S NOTE: 

What follows is the tesumony of Doctor Cyrit H. Wecht 
before the House Committee on Assassinations. It has been 
edited to delete repetitive questions and answers. In a few 
instances words or phrases have been added in order to help 
the reader to more easily understand the meaning of the 
sentence. When such editorial insertions appear they are 

. indicated by { ] which set out the added words and or | 
phrases. Le 

Doctor Wecht was kind enough to furnish JILE with an 
official transcript of his testimony before the House Com- 
mittee. He was also generous enough to include photos made 
from the famous Zapruder film, and his schematic illustra- 
tions of the bullet trajectory based on the angics established 
by the previous investigators in the. employ of the Warren 
Commission and other responsible investigative bodics. 

In the opinion of this writer Doctor Wecht's testimony 
when taken together with the acoustic evidence. clearly puts 
the Jie to the Warren Commission’s single bullet theory. It 
should come as no surprise to any of our readers that Doctor 
Wecht has had an extremely difficult time getting his 
testimony before the public, the national news media, etc. As 
many of you are detectives with your police agency, some of 
you are coroners, and a few are eyen forensic pathologists, 
Nd be most interested in your views after you have read and 
carefully considered the facts as presented by Doctor Wecht. 

‘Chairman Stokes. The Chair recognizes Professor Blakey. 
Mr. Blakey. Thank you, Mrs. Chairman. 
Our next witness, the one dissenting member of the autopsy 

panel, Dr. Cyril Wecht, currently serves as coroner of 
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. He holds numcrous editorial 
positions on the boards of medical and legal publications, and 
he has written on a wide variety of medical and legal subjects, 
and in particular, the assassination of President Kennedy. 

Chairman Stokes. The committee calls Dr. Wecht. Will you 
please stand and raise your right hand to be sworn? You 

solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this 
committee is the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Dr. Wecht. | do. . 
Chairman Stokes. Thank you. You may be seated. The 

Chair recognizes Staff Counsel Andrew Purdy. 
Mr. Purdy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. __ 

_ Dr. Wecht, did you request to testify today? 
Dr. Wecht. Yes, I did. 
Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, what are the major conclusions of 

the forensic pathology panel with which you are in dis- 
agreement? . 

Dr. Wecht. The major disagreement is the single bullet 
theory which I deem to be the very essence of the Warren 
Commission report's conclusions and all the other corro- 
borating panels and groups since that time. 

ft is the sine qua non of the Warren Commission report's 
conclusions vis-a-vis a sole assassin. Without the single bullet 
theory, there cannot be a single assassin, whether it is Oswald or 
anybody else. 

1 am in disagreement with various other conclusions of the 
panel. | am most unhappy and have becn extremely dismayed 
by their failure to insist upon the performance of appropriate 
experiments, which | believe could have been undertaken witha 
reasonable degree of expenditure of time, energy and moncy to 
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once and for all show whether a bullet 6.5 millimeter, copper- 
jacketed, lead core picce of military-type ammunition could 
indeed strike a rib and a radius in a human being and-emerge in 
the condition which Commission Exhibit 399 is today. 

lam extremely unhappy about the fact that a greater and 
more intensive effort was not made to locate the missing pieces 

of very important medical evidence in this case, which I pointed 
out back in the summer of 1972. Not that I was the firsttolearn - 
of this, but amazingly, nobody had made public disclosure prior 
to that time. I have raiscd some questions concerning the head 
wound {to the President] and the possibility, albeit remote, ofa 
second shot fired in synchronized fashion from the right side of 
the lower-right rear, synchronized with the head shot that 

struck the president in the back of the head. 
And this is related to a few pieces of evidence and, again. 

The infamous “pristine bullet,” Warren Commission Exhibit 399 
and JFK Exhibit F-95. Note that it is only scarred by the rifling in 
the barrel of the Manniicher Carcano used by Lee Harvey 
Oswald, . 

" emphasizes the necessity of having the brain to examine. These 
are the major areas. . 

There are, of course, numerous facets ofall of these dis- 

agreements that are related to the so-called single bullet theory. 
Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, is it your opinion that no bullet 

could have caused all of the wounds to President Kennedy and 
Governor Connally, or that C.E. 399 could not have caused all 
of the wounds to both men? 

Dr. Wecht. Based upon the findings in this case, it is my 
opinion that no bullet could have caused all these wounds; not 
only 399, but no other bullet that we know about, or any 
fragment of any bullet that we know about in this case. 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, at this time, | would ask you to 
examine what has been entered into evidence as JFK Exhibit 
No. F-95, which is the bullet C.E. 399. I would also like to ask . 
that Exhibits F-102 through D, which are photographic 
enlargements of this bullet, be entered into evidence at this time. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered 
into the record. 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, is it correct that you asked to use this 
particular exhibit in your presentation today? . 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, I did. I submitted slides. These are blow-ups 

of those slides. : OO 
Mr. Purdy. Could you please explain why you feel this 

exhibit supports your contention that C.E. 399 could not have 

caused all of the wounds to both men? 
Dr. Wecht. Commission Exhibit 399 is demonstrated witha 

side view. It shows the copper jacket to be completely intact, 
“unscathed with no deformity, mutilations or markings. [Here 
is] another side view. The small defect at the tip is where a piece 
of metal was properly taken by the FBI for spectographic 
analysts. 

The third photograph shows the nose, the penetrating
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Portion of the missile which is completely unmarked and They are bullets selected by the Warren Commission. I can only 
without any scathing at all. . assume that, for their purposes, since the Single bullet theory 

The fourth photograph shows the base of the bullet which was their creation, they chose the bullets they felt would be best 
shows the only area of deformity, what I would refertoas some for their vested interests. flattening with indentation of the metaPrim and focal extrusion I now come back to Commission Exhibit 399 and I ask 
of the inner lead core, Those are the only deformities. anybody - forensic pathologist, ballistics expert. criminal 
- - .L will not engage in semantical quibbling with my friend attorne), investigator. to look at 399 which. under the single 
and colleague, Dr. Baden, Whether you can be near “pristine” or bullet theory, is aHeged to have broken both a rib and a radius 
fully “pristine.” It is a near pristine bullet, again, with the only bone and contrast it with the bullet which was fired through the 
deformity being demonstrated at the base. as we Saw on F-102. carcass of a goat breaking only a rib, or the bullet which was 

. Commission Exhibit 572 represents two bullets of identical fired through the wrist of a human cadaver breaking only a 
ammunition to 399, 6.5 millimeter, copper-jackcted, lead core radius bone. ! military-type ammunition which were fired under the auspices This is the dramatic evidence which was produced and 
of the Warren ommission, ! believe. at the Edgewood Arsenal. developed under the auspices of the Warren C ommission, and it 
sometime in 1964, 

| is this kind of evidence that | wanted to have reproduced by 
These. two bullets in C.E. 572 were fired INlo cotton other experiments, | strongly disagree with the statement that 

wadding, striking nothing, coming to-rest in that soft material. has been made by my colleague, Dr. Baden, that perhaps it 
Please note'that at the base of those two bullets, one secs, in couldn't be done, it might be too much trouble, and so on -- | 

my opinion, even more extrusionand deformity of the lead core don't know how much he emphasized that today, it was 
than one sees in 399, from the impact of the firing mechanism. discussed in the past with members of the staff and in Our group 

Commission Exhibit 583 represents a bullet that was fired ~> and what he did discuss today, that this [test] could not be 
through the carcass of a goat. It broke one rib of the goat, a simulated, : smaller bone than that of a gentleman, Governor Connally's I take strong exception to this. We are now in 1978 with 
size, six-foot-four, 

technological advancements and greater armamentarium than 
] want to emphasize this because } realize this learned body could be simulated in 1964; I have great wonderment as to what 

has studied these, but many people. miss;the fact that it issub- the problem is 14 years later. . 
stantially different. They think maybe it is a visual distortion. Mr. Purdy. So Dr. Wecht, it is your opinion, that were tests 
The reason this bullet looks bigger is because it is flattened. Not to be conducted to simulate these wounds, such tests could be. 
Only is there significant extrusion at the base, but this done sufficiently similar to the wounds in question to have an 
apparently larger bullet is deformed due to its flattening, the accurate illustration? . . bullet which broke one rib in the goat carcass. And Commis- Dr. Wecht. Let me point out, these tests fam referring to, 
sion Exhibit 856 represents a bullet that went through the wrist have been performed, in fact, by a pathologist. Professor John 
of a human cadaver breaking the distal end of the radius. _ Nichols, University of Kansas School of Medicine, a full-time 

1 would like to emphasize that these are not my selections. academician, who shot through ribs and wrists. | know Dr. Nichols. He is not an independently wealthy man. He was able to do this; he was able to ect the materials; he was able to set up the experiments and follow through. 
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View of the nose, taken from above. Note the removal of a small View taken of the base of the Projectile. According to the experts, 
oit of the case (at 9 Oclock). This was taken by the FBi for it is delormed because of the force of the propellant blast. 
examination. 

This bullet is, under the Warran Commission's findings, responsible for passing through President Kennedy's neck, through Connally’s 
back, shattering live inches of rib, then exsting to fragment the distal radius bone in his wrist, ricocheting from there and lodging in his 
thigh — all unscathed! 
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Why our panel of distinguished experts with all our 
expertise and his staff representing a very prominent committee 
which, in turn, represents the House of Representatives of the 
United States Congress, why such tests could not be perlormed 
is beyond me. | feel constrained to say that they were not 
performed because people knew full well what the results would 

1.also want to take strong exception with the statement that 
if one were to shoot through bones that are not innervated and 
vascularized as they are in living human beings, one cannot be 
Sure that one is getting similar reactions. Here, we are not 
talking about how the president's body would have reacted to 
the head wound. No. We are talking only about whether a 
bullet, [so test fired]. . .what the condition of that bullet would 
be if it went through these’ bones, 

There is no problem in setting up such an experiment. 
Mir. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, is it' your opinion, then, not only the 

conclusion of the forensic pathology panel that C.E. 399 is 
inconsistent with the head wound, you {cel it is demonstrably 
false, is that correct? 

Dr. Wecht. It is absolutely false. 
Dr. Wecht. | got involved back in ‘65 with the American 

Academy of Forensic Sciences. For the past 12 or 13 years, | 
have repeatedly, limited to the context of the forensic 
pathologist, numerous times implored, beseeched, urged, in 
writing, orally, privately, collectively, my colleagues, to come 
up with one bullet, that has done this. | am not talking about 50 
percent of the time plus one, five percent or one percent — just 
one bullet that could have done this. 

Jalso heard reference today by Dr. Baden that, yes, we have 
seen such bullets, not in the military setting, but we have seen 
them in civilian life. | can only say to you asa member of the 
panel, at no time did any of my colleagues ever bring in a bullet 
from 2 documented case of the commonwealth of such and such 

_or the state of such and such versus Jones or Smith and say, 
“here is a bullet in.a documented case, there is the crime lab’s 
report, it-broke two bones in some human being, and look at it, 
its condition is pristine.” oO . 

I stand here today, and | wonder where the bullet is? Maybe 
it will be presented by the next member of the majority who has 
conveniently been sandwiched on the other side of me sometime 
tomorrow. , , 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, what is the basis for your opinion 
that the positions of President Kennedy and Governor 
Connally in the limousine are inconsistent with the single bullet 
passing through both men? 

Dr. Wecht. The physical relationship of the two men cicarly 
demonstrates the physical impossibility of the trajectory attn- 
buted to Commission Exhibit 399: specifically the horizontal 
angles with which it would have. had {in order to Strike] the © 
president and Governor Connally. Absolutely impossible. 

Mr. Purdy. Mr. Chairman, | would ask at this time that 
Exhibits marked JFK Exhibits numbers 229, 272, and 244 be 
placed up on the board and admitted into evidence. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered 
at this. point. 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, at what point along the film do you 
feel corresponds with the time when President Kennedy and 
Governor Connally were supposed to have been hit, according 
10 the single bullet theory? 

Dr. Wecht. Commission Exhibit of — | am sorry — an 
exhibit of this panel, of this Committee, of 229, which isa blow- 
up of Zapruder frame 193, demonstrates the president and 
Governor Connally just before they goin behind the Stemmons 
Freeway sign. Both gentlemen arc turned to the right facing the 
crowd and their night arms are extended ina wave of grecting or 
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These photos mace from the Zapruder 8mm motion picture taken 
in Dallas show the progression of events as they happened. 

(Top) President Kennedy can be seen waving fo the crowd as the 
limousine is about to pass the Stemmens Freeway sign. 

{Middle} Kennedy and Connally with raised hands waving to the 
crowds as the car begins {0 disappear behind the sign. 

(Bottom) 9/10s of a second later Governor. Connally emerges, 
unhurt, from behind the sign. . ,
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(Top) Two frames tater, Kennedy's hands begin to rise toward his throat while Connally is stil! unhurt. 

(Middle) Kennedy's hands both raised to his throat while Connally is unaware of the event in the rear seat. Note that Connally is stilt holding his hat, and where his wrist iS iN relation to his chest. if appears that he is resting his forearm against the padded side of the door — the distal end of the radius bone in his forearm appears to be on a level with the lower aspect of his night arm pit, 

(Bottom) From the opposite side of the car, the Connallys and the Kennedys seconds before they reached the Stemmens Freeway Sign. . 

— re ed 

recognition. This exhibit, 272. is g blowup of Zapruder frame 222 and shows Governor Connally ‘alter emergence from behind the Stemmons Freeway sign, and F-244, which is a blowup of Zapruder frame 225. shows the .president and Governor Connaily. 
in my opinion, Zapruder frame 193 clearly demonstrates that neither gentleman had been shot. — re Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, if 1 might ask you, based on F-229 what is the basis for your opinion that neither man had been Struck by a bullet in that photograph? . Dr. Wecht. There is absolutely no external physical mani- festation. No reaction of any kind on their part of a voluntary or involuntary nature which would even Suggest they have been struck by a missile, 
Mr. Purdy. Is it possible that either or both men have been Struck by bullets but are not yet manifesting a reaction? Dr. Wecht. In my opinion, without any. question, no. Mr. Purdy, Referring to 1-272, which corresponds with Zapruder frame 222, is it your opinion that Governor Connally is indicating a reaction to being struck in that photograph? Dr. Wecht. No, absolutely not. BS 
Mr. Purdy. Referring to F-244, is there any indication on that photograph that cither or both men have been struck by a bullet? 
Dr. Wecht. Yes. President John F. Kennedy has definitely been struck, as seen on F-244, Zapruder frame 225. Governor Connally, in my opinion, has not yet been struck, as of that frame. ) 
Mr. Purdy. Referring again to F-244, what is the ‘earliest, prior to that point, that President Kennedy would have to have been struck? 
Dr. Wecht. I would say probably somewhere, based upon the timing of the Zapruder film, and counting the frames, I would put it back somewhere about a halfa second, maybe even a litte bit more, somewhere along there. . 
I do want to point out at this tume, if | may, because there is some confusion on this, sometimes there has been deliberate misrepresentation of the period of time during which the two gentlemen are behind the Stemmons Freeway sign. What is a period of 0.9 seconds. I emphasize that because we see in F-229 that indeed Governor Connally is sitting directly in front of the President. We sce in F-244.that Governor Connally is still seated directly in front of the president. 

. When we bring up the question of the trajectory, that hopefully we will get into later, they say, “ah. but we cannot know what happened when they were behind the Stemmons Freeway sign.” § just think it is important for the record to reflect upon the fact that what, presumably, they are asking us to speculate upon is that in that 0.9 second interval, the president bent down to tie his shoelace or fix his sock. He was shot then and then sat back up. Ido not mean to be flippant, this is a Very serious matter. but | would suggestitisa movement the most skilled athlete, knowing what he is going to do, could not perform in that period of time. 
This is very important to understand, because we sec their Positions before and immediately afterward. I think it is pure 

Poppycock, an insult to this committee, for anybody to suggest 
we can't really determine trajectory because we don't know the physical relationship between the two men when the president 
was shot, and when they say, under the single bullet theory, John Connally had also been shot. 
_ Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht. what was the nature of the wound through President Kennedy that indicates to you that he would have reacted as quickly as you indicate to being, struck? Dr. Wecht. He was struck in the back. There are a variety of 
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nerves that intervate the skin, the musculature, blood vessels, 
- and so on, He, as indeed Governor Connally, were both 

healthy, aduh males, in a very vibrant, dynamic sensitive 
situation, tuned very much to their environment, and there is no 
“question in my mind that the reaction would have occurred 
immediately, in an infinitesimal moment. 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, you have already gone into the issue - 
of trajectory and [spoken about] the photography, to some 
extent, why do you believe the president and the governor were 
not lined up in such a way that a bullet could have passed 
between them. 

_ How certain are you that they could not have been lined up 
behind the sign when they were out of the view of the camera? 

Dr. Wecht. | am absolutely certain for the reasons | have 
already given as demonstrated on these films. There is simply no 
way in the world that the kinds of changes of positions of these 
two men under the single bullet theory could have been 
accomplished. There is no physiological way in which it could 
have been performed. So there is no basis to speculate on why 
such a movement would have occurred. | 

‘Quite fiterally, John Connally would have had to have 
‘moved a foot or more to his left and then moved back, and/or 
the president would have had to have almost leaned out of the 
car and then to have come back to his position. And 1 am not 
being the least bit facetious. That is what would have had to | } 
have occurred in that 9; fOths of a second interval if we are to 
assume that this bullet went through the two men in the fashion 
attributed to it in the single bullet theory. 

_ Mr. Purdy. | would like to ask at this time that the two items 
marked JFK Exhibits F-320 and F-273 be entered into the 
record. : 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered 
into the record. 

Mr. Purdy. If we could keep those photographs up also. Dr. 
Wecht, is it correct that you asked that these diagrams be used 
during this questioning? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, I did... 
Mr. Purdy. For the purposes of the formulation of these 

diagrams, how was it determined where the men were seated in 
the car and the angle the bullet would have struck President 

. Kennedy on? » , 
Dr. Wecht. The positions of the two men were formulated in 

this schematic representation based upon my review of the 
Zapruder film, originally at Life Magazine Headquarters in 
1966, at the National Archives in 1972. and repeated under the 
auspices of this forensic pathology panel last year and this. 
year. Also based upon my review of the Nixo and Muchmore 
films, my review of the testimony and accounts of numerous 
people involved, including Governor and Mrs. C onnally, Mrs. 
Kennedy and other eye witnesses. All of these things together, 
Plus the discussion that we have just been through, would 
indicate to me'that this is a far and most reasonably accurate 
representation of the positions of the Kennedys, the Connallys 
and the two Secret Service Agents, Greer and Kellerman, who 
were sitting in the front seat. 

Mr. Purdy. What is it about the normal paths of bullets 
which leads you to the conclusion that these two diagrams 
illustrating the photographs permit you to conclude that the 
bullet did not pass through both men? 

Dr. Wecht. The inescapable fact that unless a bullet, 
especially one fired from a high speed weapon, reasonably high 
specd. approximately 2000 feet per second muzzle velocity — 
untess it strikes something of firm substance, such as bone or 
something else, that bullet will travel in a straight line. 

Mr. Purdy. Mr. Chairman, | would ask at this time that the 
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item marked JFK Exhibit F-245, which is a blowup of frame 
230 of the. Zapruder film, been entered into the record. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into 
the record. 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, in your opinion, could Governor 
_ Connally have incurred the damage to his wrist which is 
described in medical reports and still be holding the hat as 
shown in this photograph? ce 

Dr. Wecht. No, absolutely not. In F-245, which is a blowup 
of Zapruder frame 230, we are told under the single bullet 
theory that Governor Connally, for a period of approximately 
one and a half seconds, has already been shot through the right 
chest with the right lung pierced and collapsed, through the 
right wrist, with the distal end of the radius comminuted, and 
the radia nerve partially severed. , 

| heard some vague reference to a nerve in the prior 
testimony but I didn't hear the follow-through discussion } was 
waiting for about nerve damage. There was nerve damage, yes, 
to the radial nerve. And the thumb, which holds this large Texas 
white Stetson, is required to be in apposition with the index or 
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Top view: Impossible path of the pristene bullet, crux of the single 
bullet theory. , 

index and middle fingers to hold the hat, [is still normal and the 
hat} is still being held, and Governor Connally is nor reacting. 

This is again a very alert individual, under special circum- 
stance, and I do not believe or accept for one moment the story, 
we must accept under the single bullet theory. that this 
gentleman, at this point. one and half seconds previously, has 
clearly been shot through his chest. through his wrist, and into 
his left thigh. 

Mr, Purdy. fs it, your opinion, based on this exhibit. JFK F- 
245, that Governor Connally has not been injured in any way? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, that is my opinion. 
Mr. Purdy, Is it possible that he had been injured prior to 

this frame but has not yet manifested a reaction? 
Dr. Wecht. No, I do not believe so, not giten the nature and 
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extent of his wounds, and the multiplicity of the areas damaged. 
I do not believe that. a 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, given the nature of his wounds, how 
long after the time that he is struck is the earliest-he would 
manifest a reaction? . 

Dr. Wecht. Well, a fraction of a second, again, an 
infinitesimal moment. It is possible that a fraction of a second 
earlier he could have been shot, although | do not believe it. 

Please keep in mind that now we must correlate that with the 
governor's own version, and remembering that this bullet was 
traveling 2000 feet per second muzzle velocity, much faster than 
thespeedofsound. 

Please keep in mind that it does not seem at all likely. | 
doubt that it is possible he had already been struck. 

Mr. Purdy. Mr. Chairman, I would ask at this time that 
items marked JFK Exhibits F-246 and F-247, which 
correspond with Zapruder frame numbers 236 and 237. be 
entered into the record. 

Chairman Stokes. Without objection they may be entered 
into the record. | 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, from your examination of these 
Photographs, do you conclude that Governor Connally has 
been struck? : 

Dr. Wecht.’ Yes, | believe F-246, which is a blowup of 
. Zapruder frame 237, demonstrates that Governor Connally has 
now been struck. i 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, what is it about his actions which 
lead you to the conclusion he has been struck? : 

Dr. Wecht. The body is turning, the cheeks are puffing out, , 
there is a noticable grimace on his face. In contrast, for instance. 
10 F-245, Z-frame 230; and there seems to be some dislevelment 
of his hair. These features can be seen very d ramatically also one 
frame later, F-247, or Zapruder frame 238, which I remind you 
is only a one-cighteenth of a second interval, and you can sec the 
hair movement, the twisting of the body. There is no question in 
my mind that the governor has now been hit. 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, referring again to the Exhibits F- 
229, F-272 and F-244, which are the frames immediately before 
and the frames after the sign, you discussed the fact that the men 
did not line up in a horizontal trajectory. Could you say why, in 
your opinion, they did not line up in a vertical trajectory? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes. The panel, to the best of my recollection, 
was in unanimous agreement that there was a slightly upward 
trajectory of the bullet through President John F. Kennedy. 
That is to say, the bullet wound of entrance on the president's 
back, lined up with the bullet wound of exit in the front of the 
president's neck, drawing a straight line, shows that the bullet 
had traveled slightly upward, vertically, slightly, but upward. 

This is extremely important for two reasons. One, under the 
single bullet theory ~— with Oswald as the sole assassin, or 
anybody else, in the sixth Noor window, southeast corner of the 
Texas School Book Depository Building, you have the bullet 
coming down at a downward angle of around 2010 25 degrees, 
something like that, maybe a little bit Jess. it had originally been 
postulated, } think, by the autopsy team, and the initial 
investigators, at considerably more — how in the world cana 
bullet be fired from the sixth floor window, strike the president 
in the back, and yet have a slightly upward dircction? 

There was nothing to cause it to change its course, And then 
with the slightly upward direction. outside the president’s neck, 
the bullet then embarked upon a rollercoaster ride witha major 
dip, because it then proceeded (under the single bullct theory), 
through Governor Connally at a 25 degree angle of declination. 

To my knowledge, there has never been any disagreement 
among the proponents and defenders of the Warren Commis- 
sion report or the critics, about the angle of declination in John 

Connally = mavbe a degree or two. We have that bullet going 
through the governor at about 25 degrees downward, How does 
a bullet that is moving slightly upward in the president exit and 
then proceed to move downward 25 degrees in John Connally. 
This is what Ecannot understand. oS 

My colicagues on the parel. are aware of this. We discussed 
it, and what they keep coming back to is, “well, we don't know 
how the two men were scated in relationship to each other.” 1 
don't care what happened behind the Stemmons Freeway sign, 
there ts no way in the world that they can put that together, and 
likewise on the horizontal plane, the bullet, please keep in mind, 

Side view: Path of the “magic” bullet. Warren Commission's 
tindings labeled “impossible.” 

entered in the president's right back, ! agree; exited in the 
anterior midline of the president's neck, 1 agree: and was 
‘moving thence by definition, by know facts, ona straight fine 
from entrance to exit, from right to left. 

And so, with that bullet moving ina leftward fashion, itthen ° 
somchow made an acute angular turn, came back almost two 
feet, stopped, made a second turn, and slammed into Governor 
Connally behind the right armpit, referred to (medically) as the 
right posterior axillary arca. . 

The vertical trajectory of this bullet, 399, under the single 
bullet theory is absolutely unfathomable, indefensible, incre- 
dible. 

Mr. Purdy. | would like to examine JFK Exhibit 84, which 
has already been entered into the record, which is an x-ray of 
Governor Connally’s wrist, and, Dr. Wecht, could you tell us 

~ whether you believe that CE-399 could have caused the injuries 
to the wrist of Governor Connally? 

Dr. Wecht. No, i do not. f would like to emphasize that this 
is what referred to medically as a comminuted fracture. I have 
been negatively impressed by repeated efforts on the part of my 
fellow panelists, and others, to minimize the nature of the 
severity of this fracture. They imply it was really a slight linear 
nondisplaced facture. 

It was a comminuted fracture with substantial displace- 
ment — and comminuted means fragmented. 

Also, again, despite the testimony of my colleague, my 
predecessor here today, | must take strong exception. He has 
indicated the radius apparently is just not that big a bone. As 
this distinguished committec and members of the staff saw 
yesterday, Governor Connally, is t think, about six foot four, 
his weight. 200 pounds, approximately. He is a big man. That is 
the distal end of the radius where you can sce the bone begins to 

SPRING, 1979/23



167 

fan out. It (is) indeed a heavy bone. To suggest that it is no 
thicker than a phalanx, a finger bone, ina 10-year-old child, is 
not fair. It is not an accurate representation. . ; 

_[say thata bullet striking the distal radius the region above 
the eight, small wrist bones [it is one of the two large bones coming down from the elbow to the wrist}a bullet striking and 
causing that damage, and which had previously damaged and 
destroyed, pulverized, five inches of the right fifth rib, could not 
have emerged in the near pristine condition of Commission 
Exhibit 399. 

In that relationship. I also want to point out | heard 
testimony here today, as I heard discussed previously by our 
panel to the effect that we don't really know if the right fifth rib 
was damaged. exactly and how much, and whether it was struck 
directly, or whether the fracture might have been caused by 
implosion, or whatever. | know indeed what the operating 
surgeon on Friday, November 22, 1963. at Parkland Hospital 
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rear of the head, as has been presented here today. 
Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht. what evidence is there which - 

supports the possibility that there was a shot from the side or 
from the lower right rear? . OS 

Dr. Wecht. Very meager: and the possibility based upon the 
existing evidence is extremely remote, There is a small piece of 
some material present at the base of the external scalp, just 

above the hairline, which has never been commented on before 
except by me following the '72 investigation of the material at the Archives, and later commented upon by this forensic 
pathology panel. , 

There is a total deformation of the right side of the cranial vault with extensive fractures of the calvarium, the 10p portion 
of the skull, and extensive scalp lacerations and loss of soft 
tissue, so that we. cannot know exactly where the exit wound 
was. It is, therefore. possible that the extensive delurmity of the 
scalp, underlying palea. underlying bene calvarium. could also 
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“I think four shots were fired!” 
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_ Said he found when he explored Governor Connally’s chest. He 
found five inches of that bone Jiterully pulverized. —_ 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, is it your opinion that CE-399 could 
not have caused the wounds other than the wrist of Governor 
Connally? | take it from what you have just stated about the 
damage to the rib, that you do not believe that CE-399 could 

have caused the damage to Governor Connaily's rib, is that 
correct? 

Dr. Wecht. Let me make sure | understand your question. 
Are you asking me could 399 have caused the damage to the rib 
alone, if one were to assume it struck no other bone? 

Mr. Purdy. Correct. 
_ Dr. Wecht. That is a possibility that 1 would accept, that | 

cannot rule out — if it struck the rib alone.’ 
Mr. Purdy. Is it possible that CE-399 could have caused all 

of the wounds of Governor Connally. other than the wrist? 
Dr. Wecht. Only the rib and then a f ragment of a portion of 

the left thigh, yes, that is another possibility that. | cannot 
exclude. 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, earlier today Dr. Baden testified on 
behalf of the forensic pathology’ panel that the wound in 
Governor Connally’s back was such as to lead the majority of 
the panel to conclude that the bullet which struck him had 
struck something else first. Do you agrce with that interpre- 
tation? 

Dr. Wecht. No. I.do not feel that there is any such definitive 
evidence. although there is a posstbility the bullet might have 
struck a small branch or some leaves coming in, | cannot rule 
that out, but 1 think the fact that the scar on Governor 
Connaily’s back is ina horizontal plane is more consistent with 
the shot having been fired from the right side, the right rear, 
entering with some degree of a tangenual nature. 

Mr. Purdy. You stated earlier that you have a disagreement 
with the certainty of the forensic pathology panel's conclusion 
that the president was struck in the head with only one bullet. If 
the president was struck by a second bullet in the head. how 
close in time to the first bullet do you think the other one came? 

Dr. Wecht. If the president had been struck in the head with 
a second bullet then it would have been fired in synchronized 
fashion simultaneous with the shot that did strike him in the 
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be the Jocus of the: second shot of some kind of frangible 
ammunition which would not have penetrated deeply or at all 
through the calvarium, 

| want to emphasize this is extremely remote but | have 
pointed it out because it is a possibility. The question of the 
president's movement after he was struck in the head makes us: 
direct our attention toward sucha possibility and, of course, the 
absence of the brain and the failure of the original pathologists 
to have conducted (studies that are) routine; perfunctory in any 
kind of autopsy. The brain is fixed in formalin. in order to 
serially section the brain !0 to 14 days iater. The absence of the» 
president's brain and the inability, or the failure, of the staff to 
obtain [the brain}, all of these things, believe, make it 
important to just raise the possibility, remote as it may be, thata 
Second shot might have struck the president in the head in 
synchronized or simultancous fashion. 

Mr. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, to what extent would having access 
to the brain itself have enabled a final determination as to 
whether or not the remote possibility of a shot from the side is 
supported or refuted by the evidence? © . 

Dr. Wecht. Well. exumination of the brain would help a 
great deal. Of course. if the bullet had not penetrated through 
the calvarium then there would be ne evidence of a sccond 
bullet track in the sott brain tissue. ; . 

It it had penetrated partly, or even a fragment or two, then 
certainly at that time, and even today, if the brain had been 
properly preserved and fixed and the formalin solution changed 
every so otten, one would be abie. | believe. to tell whether there 
were only one bullet track. thatis. from the right upper occipital 
region down to the lower right temporal parietal area. The brain 
would be extremely important to help us determine whether 
more than one missile had penetrated of a fragment of a second 
missile might have penetrated the brain along with the one that 
we do know definitely penctrated, Lam in agreement with the 
deseription presented here today regarding the shot through the 
head. ; . 

Mir. Purdy. Dr. Wecht, does the present state of availuble 
evidence permit the conclusion, to a reasonable degree of 
medical certainty, that there was neta shot from the side which 
struck the president? . .
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Dr. Wecht. Yes, with reasonable medica! certainty }] would 
have to say that the evidence is not there. | have alrcady said it is: 

reasonable medical certainty. 
The Chair will recognize Counsel Gary Cornwell, 
Mr. Cornwell, Dr. Wecht, first. so that we might understand 

the reasons for the disagreement about the single bullet theory 
between you and the rest of the medical panel, let me ask you 
whether you have had access to any data or information that the 
rest of the medical panel members have not had access to? 

Dr. Wecht. The only thing that | am personally know- 
ledgeable of was the frame by frame study in blown-up fashion 
of what I was informed then was the primary copy of the 
Zapruder film on huge lighted tables at Life Magaz7ine head- 
quarters in 1966. Aside from that. I do not know of anything 
that | have seen that they have not seen. 

Mr. Cornwell. And do you feel that your expertise in 
the field of forensic pathology differs ina substantial way from 
the expertise of the other panel members in that field? 

Ds. Wecht. Insofar as professional scientific expertise 
related to formal training in forensic pathology. and practice in 
the field of forensic pathology in a medical-legal investigative 
facility are concerned, | would say 1 am not aware of any major 
or substantial difference. 

a remote possibility and { certainly cannot equate that with 

i 
Mr. Cornwell. Then would it be fair to State that the - 

difference of opinion between you and the other panel 
members, as again to principally the single bullet theory, is 
based strictly or derived strictly from a difference of opinion 
based on the same evidence from persons of similar 
backgrounds and training? — 

. Dr. Wecht. Yes, clearly, Mr. Cornwell, it is a difference of 
opinion. However, ! should like to supplement that answer by 

. Saying that J believe this is not in the realm of interpretive or 
speculative or conjectural opinion jut is related to things which 
I truly believe do not even require the expertise of a forensic 
Pathologist to see and interpret. 7 

Mr. Cornwell. Just so we understand for sure what your 
testimony is as to the possibility of a head shot on the right; you 
have called it a remote possibility — 

Dr. Wecht. Remote possibility. 
Mr. Cornwell. In a court of law, what would be the normal 

role of opinions to only thar degree of certainty? 
Dr. Wecht. You are more of an expert than Ff. Mr. 

Cornwell, however, 1] won't take the easy way out and evade 
your question in that fashion. | am sure that every judge I have 
been involved with would not permit such lestimony to go in, 

But. of course, there are other differences. too. As you 
know, they work the other way involving the fact that this is not 
a court of law. 

Mr. Cornwell. So, just again to understand that part of your 
testimony, would it be fairly accurate to state that what you 
have suggested basically is that this is not a normal case and 
that, therefore, it is sort of because it was the president who was 
killed that. we would like to know as much as absolutely 
possible, and if we had had more data. such as the brain, we 
might even been able to do away with all speculation on the 
subject; is that correct? 

Dr. Wecht. | am not sure if t completely follaw you. Let me 
say, and please stop me if lam not being responsive, that had | 
been involved in the original investigation, then | certainly 
would have done those things that | have talked about the 
examination of the brain in its formalin fixed state. aPproxi- 
matcly two weeks afterwards, which incidentally they started to 
do on December 6, 1963, but which they then aborted. The last 
sentence of that supplemental report is something like, “No 

ee ee eee ee 

sagittal sections of the brain were made in order to preserve the 
specimen.” Quote, unquote. Were this case brought to me in 
consultation as a medical legal expert, not involving the 
president. but just somebody who was able to retain an 
independent forensic pathologist, 1 would (indecd) ratse the 
same points to the attorney, whichever side. the District 
Attorney or the defense attorney, and ask them to look into it. 

You see, what | would be permitted to testify to 
subsequently at a trial would be one thing. but | would raise 
these things investigatively in advance of the trial. It would 
make no difference, were it the president, you, me, Mr. Jones or 
Mr. Smith. . 

Mr. Cornwell, Directing your attention, next. to the single 
bullet theory. As Fundetstand your testimony, 1615 not that one 
bullet of the Mannlicher Carcuno type, would not have been 
powerful enough to go through the neck, the chest. the wrists 
and tmbed itself in the thigh, is that correct, as a matter of mere 
power? - 

Dr. Wecht. 1 believe that it is possible for that kind of 
ammunition to go through those several portions of a human 
body. 

Mr. Cornwell. And if the single bullet theory ts not correct. 
how many bullets, in your view, did strike the two occupants of 
the car? . 

Dr. Wecht. 1 believe the president was struck definitely 
twice, one bullet entering in the back, and one bullet entering in 
the back of the head. I believe Governor John Connally was 
Struck by a bullet: and ! believe another bullet completely 
missed the car. l think there were four shots most probably 
fired. | cagerly await the results of the consulting firm your 
committee has retained concerning their interpretative studies 
of the motorcycle policeman’s tape [recording] from that day, 
as to whether or not they have defi initely found evidence of four 
shots having been fired. —_ 

But. your question was, “how many bullets struck the 
occupants,” | believe there is definite evidence for three, There is 
a possibility of more, but Ican't really introduce evidence which 
would corroborate more than three. . 

Mr. Comwell. if | could direct your attention again to, J 
believe it was Exhibit 294 showed deformations on various 
bullets, and simultancously | would like tu ask if we could show 
the witness 399, the actual bullet. Have you had a chance to 
look at the exhibit? . 

Dr. Wecht, Yes, sir. 
Mr. Cornwell. Vhe question | would like to direct your 

attention to is under what circumstances does deformation of a 
bullet occur? 

Dr. Weeht. ) believe that a bullet striking a dense object, 
such as the distal end of a radius in an adult male. like John 
Connally, there wouk! be deformation of a measurable degrec. 

Mr. Cornwell. Then. using the example of the wrist you just 
used. would it be accurate to state that such a bullet perhaps . 
could hase gone through the neck without experiencing 
substantial deformation if it went through the neck of the 
president alone? : 

In other words, that's not where you would expect 
substantial deformation? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, that’s correct, There would not have been 
deformation of a substantial degree. As a matter of fact, based 
upon the description which we have by documented record and 
testimony of the physicians who examined the president at 
Parkland Hospital emergency room, the small even-cdped, 
round symmetrical wound they thought at that time, mistakenly, 
was an entrance wound, I would say that the bullet was not 
deformed, it was not wobbling or tumbling and it had not 
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Straighiened out from a wobbling course only to start wobbling 
again. : 

Mr. Cornwell. Let's again use the hypothetical of just going | 
through the governor's chest. Could it have gone through the 
chest alone, nothing else, and suffered no more deformation, in 
your opinion, than 399? 

Dr. Wecht. You mean after emerging from the president's. 
neck? - , . 

_ Mr. Cornwell. Either way, or both. if the hypothetical 
carries, tell me both ways. 

Dr. Wecht. / do not believe it could have gone throurh 
Governor Connally’s chest because the horizontal and vertical 
trajectories would not have permitted that course for that 
bullet. 

Mr. Cornwell. Iam not asking about trajectories, | am just 
talking about if a bullet went through the chest alone. 

Dr. Wecht. Ina hypothetical situation” 
Mr. Cornwell. Yes. sir. . 
Dr. Wecht. Doing what we believe the bullet did in 

President Kennedy's upper chest and neck area, and then doing 
what we know the bullet to have done in Governor Connally’s 
chest; is.that your question? . 

Mr. Cornwell. Let's assume the trajectory is lined up for 
purposes of discussion. . 

Dr. Wecht. The answer is, I think it would be possible fora 
_ bullet to have emerged with a relatively minimal degree of 
deformity having gone through those two parts of the human 
anatomy of two human beings. . 

Mr. Cornwell. All right. Then, tet’s skip the wrist for a 
moment. Could it also have embedded itself to the degree that it 
did in Governor Connalily’s thigh or that some bullet apparently 
did and suffer no great deformity in that process? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, that would be possible. 
Mr. Cornwell. So, it is the wrist that-is primarily the 

problem? 
Dr. Wecht. Well, when you put the wrist on top, it isa 

cumulative thing, yes, because the rib cannot be totally ignored 
in a cumulative sense with the wrist. It is rib and wrist together. 
Rib alone, J recognize the possibility of a bullet doing that 
damage and emerging in this condition. 

__ Mr. Cornwell. Let me then rephrase it, it is the wrist which is 
primarily the problem, that’s the one that you would expect the 
greatest deformation to occur in? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, especially with rib and wrist combined. The 
wrist alone, as I have already said, | believe, would have 
produced more deformation than we see here. ) 

I just want to say that [a hit on] the rib, followed by (a hit on] 
the wrist would place greater physical stress on the bullet than 
wrist alone. . 

Mr. Cornwell. Even though the two of them were probably 

Dr. Wecht. No. 
Chairman Stokes. Now, with all of vou being men of your 

profession in which you are certainly jealous of your reputation 
in the ficld, is there any reason why these other eight men would 
take the position they have taken based upon anything other 

. than medical certification? 
Dr. Wecht. Mr. Chairman. you would have to ask them that 

question. I do not mean to be either evasive and certainly not 
disrespectful, but it would be presumptuous of me to speculate 
on that. 

There are some things Involving some Present and former 
Professional relationships and things between some of them, 
and some people wha have served on Previous panels. In fact, 
mcof theamembers of this panel have heen previously involved. 
One under the auspices of CBS with the governments unplied 
Permission and dehght. af not expressed sponsorship, and 
another one with the Rockefeller Commission. 

_Vhere are things of this nature, but you would have to ask 
them about whatever particular motivations or thoughts they 

“It simply boils down to the 
proposition that 399 could not 
have gone through the wrist 
and remained in that condition.” 

may have. I can only du my very best, sir, to present to you the 
evidence as | have interpreted it and give you my conclusions 
and opinions therefrom. - 

Chairman Stokes. Perhaps you can help me in this respect. 
Assuming | am the average American citizen who has been 
sitting out here today and listening to these hearings and 
viewing it on television as they are across the country, and when 
they hear the testimony as it has been reflected through Dr. 
Baden of the eight other forensic pathologists, as related to your 
testimony, tell me, what should the average American beheve in 
terms of the medical evidence that has been presented here 
today? Should they believe them or should they believe you? 

Dr. Wecht. Weil, | would give anything within reason to be 
able to find out what people who have been able to take the 
afternoon off and observe these hearings believe. [ know thatas 
of 1975, in a national poll conducted by CBS. certainly an 
agency which has not heen particularly sympathetic to the 
critics of this business, wbout ¥$ percent of the American public 
was found to disagree to reject one or more major conclusions separated by some air between the two. is that correct? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, it is a cumulative effect. 
Mr. Cornwell. It then simply boils down to, the Proposition 

that 399 could not-have gone through the wrist and remained in 
that good a condition? 

Dr. Wecht. | don't know what you mean by “simply” 
because I am also including — if you are limiting it to that, the 
answer is yes, but my criticism of the single bullet theory 
includes much more than just deformation, 

Mr. Stokes. Dr. Wecht. you were one of a panel of nine 
eminently qualified forensic pathologists; is that correct? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, sir. | was one of nine. 
Chairman Stokes. And you do not quarrel] with my categor- 

ization of them, the other eight, as being eminently qualified. do 
you? 
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of the Warren Commission report, 
famalso mindjul of the dact thatin numerous other national 

surveys conducted by top poilsters in the past 12,15 years. more 
than 50 pereent of the American public has always expressed 
negative fechngs concerning the Warren Commission report. 

As Lam aware of your distinguished professional reputation — 
pnor to becoming a meniber of Congress, as a trial attorney, the 
idea. the reality of forensic scientists disagreeing tn a court of 
law is, of course. nothing that is foreign to you. 

I have witnessed it and participated in it many times. The 
numerical superiority that my eight colleagues have over me is 
something that I cannot reflect upon. It is in your hands. Ihave 
becn in that position. | can only hope (you will excuse the 
Possible sceming lack of modesty) that just maybe, and the 
number tits anyway with nine people, that just maybe this might
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be analogous to a Supreme Court Justice who sometime in the past expressed a dissent which in 10, 20 or 30 years became the law of the land. ) -I can only hope, sir, that might be the case here today. — Chairman Stokes. | have some other questions, but my time is expiring. | . 

The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Devine. 
Mr. Devine. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | ‘have no questions. | just say to Dr. Wecht, I think you would probably ~ " agree that reasonable men of credibility on the same set of facts can reach different conclusions without questioning the motives of the others; isn't that true? ) 
Dr. Wecht. Yes, sir, 1 do when there are reasonable differences of facts based upon interpretations. When things relate to hard, physical reality. then, sir. | cannot go along with that statement. oo. / 
Mr. Devine. You don't say this is an exact science what we are talking about, do you? 
Dr. Wecht. 1 believe, sir. such things as straight lines in relationship to horizontal and vertical trajectories, positions of two human beings, measurements of the Zapruder film. the liming of it, the timing of the test-firing of the Mannlicher 

Carcano weapon, I believe, sir, these fall very much into the. realm of the hard physical sciences as opposed to the kind of things that we, as physicians, are often involved in — did the heart attack follow the emotional or Physiological distress: did the cancer come about after the blow to the breast — those are in the realm of speculation and reasonable differences. 
In my opinion, | think the evidence discussed today, the physical measurements, the laws of mathmatics of physics, and 

$0 on, I believe, sir, that these do not fall within the realm of reasonable differences of opinion. . 
"Mr. Devine. Lam sure the other members of your panel | would disagree with your conclusion. 
Dr. Wecht. Yes, sir, 1 am sure they would. - 
Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd. 
Mr. Dodd. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Dr. Wecht. Thank you for your testimony. You ceftainly " articulated the issue before us today rather well. I would like to pursue one area of questioning with you, if | could, in the time allotted to me. ) 
Your expertise is as a pathologist. That is your area of expertise. What f am getting at is, you don't have an expertise in Photo analysis, it is really as a Pathologist; isn't that correct? Dr. Wecht. Yes, sir, except to the extent that photography, studying of wounds, and things of that nature, are related tothe practice of forensic pathology. 
Mr. Dodd. Aside from the condition of C.E. 399, the bullet, I gathered from your testimony that many of your conclusions ; regarding the single bullet theory rests to a large extent on the Zapruder film; is that a fair assessment? 
Dr. Wecht. Yes, T would say the Zapruder film is very important. 

. Mr. Dodd. For instance, as to the Positions of both President Kennedy and Governor Connally in the car, the appearances of both President Kennedy and Governor Connally at various frames in the film footage, and so forth. 
Dr. Wecht. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Dodd. What I am trying to sugpest by this line of questioning is that your expertise, using photographs and so forth, rests on making assessments of cadavers of after-the-fact circumstances, looking at wounds or photographs of wounds after a shooting, a killing has occurred, is that correct, generally speaking? 

a Dr. Wecht. Generally Speaking, it so happens that 1 do a great deal of medical-legal consultation work in all kinds of 

personal injury actions, medica} malpractice, products lia bility, workmen's compensation, thousands of cases in the past decade and a half, and | have had an opportunity and am called upon - quite frequently te become involved in matters of medical-legal, forensic scientific nature which may not necessarily be related to a dead body. 
Mr. Dodd. | wonder if you might refresh my memory as to the vatious frames in the Zapruder film. You seem to have a very good working knowledge of the various numbers of frames. The frame ] want to gct at is the frame where you see, first. of all, Governor Connally showing appearances of being Shot. what frame was that? 
Dr. Wecht. That was frame Zapruder 237, I believe. Mr. Dodd. And how many frames after that was the first appearances of President Kennedy showing evidence of being shot? 

Dr. Wecht. Well. inthe head wou nd, that was Zapruder film 313, the earlier one of the president emerging from behind the Stemmons Freeway sign. | think that was 225. So that is then- about 12 frames earlier that we see the president's reaction. _ Mr. Dodd. What Iam geting at here is given the fact there is a very limited amount of medical knowledge with regard’ to body movements, predictable body movements when an individual is shot, given the fact that there are apparently one or two or three or four instances where you have had the opportunity to actually see film footage of someone being shot, given the fact that your expertise is as a pathologist and notasa Photo analyst, how can you state conclusively as you do, aside from the appearance of 399 and others, that, in fact, there was not a single bullet theory. given the fact there is this limited amount of knowledgc? . : . 
Dr. Wecht. That is very easy, sir, in this case. The fact, the pattern that you set forth, would indeed be extremely applicable, for instance, to the head wound. What about the president, did he move back wards, how could he have moved backwards, should he have moved forward, and so on? That is indeed something that [ have always said } can't be sure of, whether it is opisthotonos, a neuromuscular reaction or whatever. 

; 
But given the wound, Mr. Dodd, in the president's back, and knowing its trajectory, knowing it did not strike bone, and knowing it was moving slightly upward, doesn’t make any 

difference, sir, what we may postulate about Mr. Kennedy's or Mr. Connally’s movements. We know in looking at the pictures and from their eyewitness testimony, and from all of the bystanders and everybody, we know that there is Just no way in the world that — 
Mr. Dodd. Did ! understand your statement, it doesn't 

make any difference? 
ee echt, No sir, nol in this case. Not in this case because 

_-w€ have the bullet moving upward through President Kennedy 
- lexiting) and then moving downward at.a 25 depree angle of declination. There is just no way in the world the bullct could 
have donc that. } have never heard an explanation from my colleagues, they just come back to the plausability and 
argument — 

Mr. Dodd. You misunderstood me. | was using your testimony those various frames of body movements were part of | the evidence to indicate that it would be impossible for a single bullet to pass through both individuals. 
Chairman Stokes. Time of the gentleman has expired but the witness can finish his answer. 
Dr. Wecht. Thank you, Mr. Dodd. | apologize for not understanding your question. | agree with what you just said, and that is evidence that clea rly demonstrates to me that it was impossible for 399 to have done what is attributed [to it] under the single bullet theory. 
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_ Chairman Stokes. The gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. 
Ford. . - 

Mir. Ford. | have but one question. Doctor, in supporting . 
your theory, somewhat different from the panel, the 
spokesman, Dr. Baden, made the point that their findings were. 
based upon the lack of any evidence to support any other 
possible alternative. ; 

Tell me, have you been privy to any other information 
outside of the information that this panel has been reviewing for 
sometime? . ; 

Dr. Wecht. No sir, other than what Mr. Stokes had asked 
me about before that, examination of the primary copy of the 
Zapruder film at Life Magazine in 1966, nothing else. I also 
hope that I have kept more of an open mind and have also 
recognized that it is not my responsibility, I do not mean that } 
am disinterested or unmindful of the significance. but it is not 

y 

_ Mr. MeKinney. On the trajectory point, then; it is your 
opinion that there is no way the president could have been in 
any kind of position when he was behind that sign which would 
have allowed the bullet to go through low to high, rear to the 
front, and still have it in line to hit Governor Connally? 

Dr. Wecht. No sir, not at the point where it struck Governor 
Connaily, not with the angie of declination that it proceeded on 

..through the governor. | . 
May I just add very briefly, Mr. McKinney, of course, 

something that we all realize, but | would like to have on the 
record, that for all practical purposes, when the bullet struck 
President Kennedy, it was striking Governor Connally, At 2000 
feet per second it is incalculable, it is the kind of time that you 
and f with our reflexes and our speech and our watches can't | 
even measure. So all of that happened in an infinitesimal 
moment, 
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my responsibility to retroactively justify and defend the 
investigation that was done, which ] think was extremely super- 
ficial and sloppy, inept, incomplete, incompetent in many 
respects, not only on the part of the pathologists who did this 
horribly inadequate medical-legal autopsy but on the part of 
many other people. . 

This is the kind of examination that would not be tolerated 
in @ routine murder case by a good crew of homicide detectives 
in: most major cities of America on anybody just a plain 
ordinary citizen, let alone a president. So | don't get blocked, 
Mr. Ford, by the fact that I can’t answer everything. 1am fast to 
admit that I can’t answer everything, although on one of the 
photos which we then didn't have a chance to get into, one that I 
requested Mr. Purdy to enlarge, I show that the bullet that went 
through President Kennedy's neck could have continued on 
over the left side of the car, and I would like to say, sir, that that 
diagram was made years ago, before I knew for certain that 
there was an upward trajectory from the back to the neck with 
an upward trajectory. That suggestion that | made years ago 
now in my mind assumes much greater reality. 

Mr. Ford. | don't have any further questions, Mr. 
“Chairman. | yield back my time. 

Chairman Stokes. Time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney. 
Mir. McKinney. Doctor, this committee has obviously got to 

sit here and evaluate two. very extremely different positions, so 
in looking at your conclusions, if you were to take the three 
elements, the trajectory of the bullet, the condition of the bullet, 
or the film, which would you say. in your hypothesis, is the most 
important part of that picture: the most important issue? 

Dr. Wecht. Well, Mr. McKinney, the trajectory is to some 
degree related to the Zapruder film. H I had to list those in 
priority. sir, | probably would say the trajectory would be 
number one, because these are to me straight line measurement 
calculauions. 

The condition of the bullet, number two, and the Zapruder 
film, which | must tie in back to the trajectories as number three. 

This is hard to do, but on the spur of the moment. | would 
st them in that order. . 
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The bullet is through the president and through John - 
Connally. I cannot possibly imagine anything, and J have never 
heard anybody who was there in the car, behind the car or the 
motorcycle policemen, and:so on, ever: Sugecs! that something 
of a dramatic nature — and it would have had to have been 
dramatic - occurred vis-a-vis the physical relationship of these 
two men at that precise fraction of a second behind the 
Stemmons Freeway sipn. 

Mr. McKinney. Were you aware of the fact that the radio- 
Jogists for the Committee that examined the x-rays of the 
President and the x-rays of Governor Connally, didn't find any 
metal chips or fragments in President Kennedy's neck or 
Governor Connally’s chest? 

Dr. Wecht. | am aware of the former, sir, and I believe the 
latter. too, insofar 4s the radiologist is concerned. With regard © 
to the latter, a metal fragment in Governor Connally’s chest. | 
am mindful of the information that | do not recall from our 
panel but which fam aware of. I think, from Earl Golz’ column, 
a reporter in Dallas, and from other news media, that a bullet 
fragment supposedly was removed from Governor Connally’s 
chest. given by the nurse to a Dallas policeman standing 
outside, who then gave it to an FBI agent. , 

Mr. McKinney. Have you ever seen any proof of this’ 
Dr. Wecht. [seem to recall. Mr. McKinney, and it is vague 

that there was some testimony, if not some kind of documenta- 
tion on the receipt that was given to the policeman by the FBI 
agent, but | am vague on that, sir. 

Mr. McKinney. If it were true that there were no traces of 
metal found in either one of these areas. that could explain the 
condition of the bullet. couldn't it? 

Dr. Wecht. No sir, because then after emerging from the 
chest it would have had to have struck the wrist, and as | have 
already explained, I could not believe that it would have been 
Possible to produce comminuted fracture and to have emerged 
in the pristine condition. Then, of course, | must again come 
back to the trajectory, that even with the absence of metalin the 
president's neck and the governor's chest, there is no way that 
that same bullet could have gone through those two portions of 
the anatomy of the two gentlemen. 

Mr. McKinney. Thank you very much,’ Doctor.
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Chairman Stokes, The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Fithian. . 
Mr. Fithian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Doctor, if the acoustical tests were to set up the exact time of the shots, and if it were possible to determine through photoanalysis the precise alignment of the bodies, and these two things turned out to be consistent with the single bullet theory, would you change your views? = Lo 
Dr. Wecht. If the acoustics test.and more knowledge of the physical relationship of the two men, both of which, if | understand your question, sir, would permit physically — the passage of the bullet in the fashion that is attributed to it, | would say that such information would go a long way in making me doubt my long held beliefs, and it is all that | would ask, beyond a couple of simple experimental Studies with the shooting of this kind of ammunition through some bones, and that would do it for me, 
Mr. Fithian. And, finally, the bullet itself that pentrates Governor Connally’s wrist, would it have to have gone through the bone to fracture it? 
Dr. Wecht. I believe with this kind of comminuted fracture, yes, it would have had to have gone through the bone. ] have heard arguments advanced in our discussions and prior to that, that the bullet just traversing near the soft tissues of the wrist would have produced that kind of fracture. 1 do not accept that at all. ; j 
Mr. Fithian. lam not very good at medical analysis. That is why we have you. If the bullet went through the bone, wouldn't there have to be some sort of a hole where it went through, or the fracture itself would have to be wide enough to let the bullet go through? Unless it was a glancing blow? 
Dr. Wecht. Yes sir. If the bullet went through more or less in _ the middie of the bone then there might be a hole, but the bullet would not have had to have gone through directly through the mid-portion. A Passageway with the bullet Striking some portion of the bone could produce that kind of comminuted fracture. It would not have to leave a hole. As a matter of fact, very often they will not leave precise holes but will cause — shattering of bones. 1 do not believe such shattering would occur by aproximal Passage of the bullet without some direct contact with the bone. 
Mr. Fithian. Finally, Mr. Chairman, J didn’t quite understand your response to Congressman Dodd, but 1 believe I understood the gist of it, and that is, that your interpretation presented here today is really based on other than forensic pathological evidence. Isn't that generally true? Because we arc talking about photographic alignment of bodies and thingsthat have really nothing to do with the actual physical evidence laken, either photos of the body or medical examinations of the body? 
Dr. Wecht. | would not be able to accept that charac- terization because, in fact, the kinds of things that we arc dealing with here arise in many homicide investigations: the study of photographs, the Study of wounds, the study of the physical relationship of bodies to inanimate objects and to other people, eye witness testimony, direct interviews with people, and so on. , 
Mr. Fithian. But these are not medical things, are they? Dr. Wecht. What lam trying to say, is they all fall within the purview, indeed, of a functioning, practical forensic patho- logist, and we would consider them, yes, within my realm and within the realm of any other forensic pathologist's overall review and evaluation of the case. The kind of thing that I have done many times and I am sure my colleagues have, too. Mr. Fithian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. } have no further questions. 
Chairman Stokes. The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Sawyer. 

_ Mr. Sawyer. Justa few questions. | was going to ask you — what your theory was as to what happened to the other bullet that hit one of these people if it wasn't found in the car and no place that was hit. I deduced from an answer you gave to one of the other questions that your view is that it passed over the top of the car after going through the president's back and neck? Dr. Wecht. I think. sir that that is a very real possrbility. Mr. Sawyer. Then your theory is it must have been fired from the street? 
Dr. Wecht. No sir, from 2 position much fower than the — sixth floor. If it were in the Texas School Book Depository Building, and that is a Possibility | do consider, it would have been from a lower floor. You would sce, sir, if you had the entire Physical terrain laid out for you, that you would be able to get that kind of a trajectory. a 
Mr. Sawyer. Do you feel if you were to eliminate President Kennedy from this bullet. and assume that itis other than a single bullet, now we have just a bullet striking. to begin with, Governor ‘Connally, and going through him, as it did, and through his wrist, would you accept that the bullet, number 339, could be in its present condition? ; ) Dr. Wecht. No sir, not having fractured the fifth right rib and the distal end of the radius, I do not agree that by excluding President Kennedy, would be able to accept 399 as the subject missile. 

) Mr. Sawyer. Then what would you conclude happened to that bullet? 
) Dr. Wecht. Well, as you know, sir, there were two large fragments of bullets found on the floor of the car in the front area, | think the Warren Commission Ex hibits $67 and 569, and then there are other Possibilities that one can get into specu- latively about fragments or a fragment from the head, fragments from the governor's chest. There are different POssi- bilities that one can consider. . Mr, Sawyer. But if the bullet that Passed through the president's head shows from rather multiple fragments of that ‘that are available to match those two major fragments on the _ floor, it would be the same bullet, then what would be your idea whatever happened to the bullet that hit Governor Connally, if it is not 399? 

Dr. Wecht. Well, the bullct that struck Governor Connally in the chest and into the thigh might be 399, or the bullet that Struck the governor in the wrist and then in the thigh could be 399, but I do not believe that 399 would be the bullet that caused all the wounds. ; 
Mr. Sawyer. Just come back fora minute. | asked you inthe first place if we were to climinate the president from 399 and just assume that it isthe bullet which hit Governor Connally and did all the damage to Governor Connally could you then accept that 399 would be that bullet? . 
Dr. Wecht. No sir. 
Mr. Sawyer. You could not? 
Dr. Wecht. No sir. 
Mr. Sawyer. And you can't. other than claiming that it could be the two particles that were found on the floor, two major particles, you wouldn't have any idea what did happen to the bullet then that hit Governor Connally? 
Dr. Wecht. No sir; but I would like to point out, if 1 may reflect back to what I said before, | assume no responsibility for the investigation that was conducted. 
Mr. Sawyer. I totally understand that. 
Dr. Wecht. When one considers all the things that happened and did not happen, Missing pieces of evidence and documents that were destroyed, and so on, | have no idea what might have happened in Dallas that day. . Mr. Sawyer. Coming to one of the two things that bothers me the most, this bullet apparcntly struck the Governor's wrist or the distal end of his arm with sufficient force to comminute 
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the bones, or for people that don't understand maybe 
comminuted or maybe I don't, | understand ito be shattering it 
into multiple: pieces. 

Dr. Wecht. Yes sir, fragmentation. 
Mr. Sawyer. | have heard t it described as a bag of bones. in 

effect, by doctors. 
Dr. Wecht. Yes sir. — 
Mir. Sawyer. Why that fierce an impact on something as free 

and as relatively light as an arm and hand wouldn't have itself 

knocked that away from the hat, that seemingly held without 
moving. Do you have any explanation for that? . . 

Dr. Wecht. That is why I say. sir, that as we look at 

Zapruder film [frame] 230, which. according to the Warren 
- Commission report, is a moment in time approximately one 

and a half seconds after the governor ts alleged to have already 
. 
rane 

+ se 
ay

 ; | “Common se sense tells us” 
_ that no. ‘bullet can fed ge 

been shot through, the wrist and continues to hold his hat. | 
cannot accept that. I find it incongruous, and J do not consider 

i, as my colleague who testified earlier, said something. 
whatever his words, not unusual. | consider it very unusual. 

"Mr. Sawyer. Laying aside the nerve question, just the 

impact on something as free swinging and yet as solid as an.arm 
bone, and with now a reduced velocity significantly below the 

muzzie velocity at that point, it just appears to me unreasonable 
that that in itself would not have knocked that hand. just by the 
force of it, without regard to nerves. So it wouldn't be holding 
that hat just like it was. 

Dr. Wecht. | agree, then, he would have lost his hat some 
point Jater on. He has the hat in 230. | agree with you. 

Mr. Sawyer. Well, fine, that is all. 
Mr. Preyer. |} just have one question. } understood you 

earlier in your testimony, to say something to the effect that 
your fellow panelists refused to conduct experiments because 
they knew what the result would be. Did | misunderstand you? 

Dr. Wecht. That essentially is correct, they refused to go 
along with me pressing for the performance of these tests, and 
now | am speculating. because I feel that as they considered the 
evidence of the bullets fired at Edgewood Arsenal in 1964, they 
were pretty certain that in their own experience they could not 
look forward to coming out with another 399. 

Yes sir. }-did say that, and that 1s exactly what | meant. 
Mr. Preyer. Well, you have testified that they are emminent 

pathologists, forensic pathologists. Are vou accusing them of 
bad faith in refusing to conduct experiments? 

Dr. Wecht. Professional emminence and competency. sir. | 
believe ure not exclusionary of some preconceived biases and 

prejudices, and vice versa. T recognize their competency, | will 
not apply any derogatory comments to them. | would prefer to 

let the: facts speak for themselves. and the facts are, Judge 
Preyer, that they have not been at all interested, and you heard, 
sir, the testimony from my colleague, Dr. Baden, in pursuing 

this because they are not sure that they would be the same; for 

example the bone of adead person is not the same as the bone of 
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a live person, and what would it mean, and then Dr. Baden. 
talked about machine gun fire, etc. 

We are not talking about movements of bodies: we are 

talking here about the shooting of bullets through inanimate 
objects, namely bones, recovery af thuse bullets to see whether 
they can even begin to compare to Commission Exhibit 399. 

And I] frankly must say that I do not see the relevance of the 

comments that my friend and colleague, Dr. Baden, had made 
before in response to those questions about machine guns, and 
soon and so forth. | have scen no reason why it poses a great 

problem for people to be retained by this committee, this staff 
functioning at the pleasure and. discretion of the committee, to 
have such experiments arranged. 

Mr. Preyer. Listing all of the evidence that we have heard 

here today on the behavior of bullets, | must say it impresses on 

me once avain the limits of common sense. Common sense tells 
us that no bullet can do anything like that; but common sense 

tells us the world is Mat, too, and we know the world is round, 
and so | think there are limits to how rationally we can think 
about the course of this bullet under such circumstances. 

Mr. Fithian, In Congressman Edgar's absence, we talked 
earlier about a question, let me ask it for him, since he 15 not 
back from voting, Doctor. - 

Your testimony that the bullet that exited the throat on a 
rising plane: is that determined by the bullet path through the 
body? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes sir, and the study of the panel of all the 
information, pictures, materials, photographic enhancements, 
X-ray report. of the president and so on. 

Mr. Fithian. Now, if the body. therefore, were in some 
position other than you thought it was, that is, with a forward 
lean, would that alter where you expected the bullet to continue 
to go? . / | 

Dr. Wecht. If the body were in a substantial forward lean it 
could alter it somewhat in terms of the vertical angle, but that 

lean would have to be very substantial to fit in with the 25 degree 
angle of declination, and | repeat, forgive me for being 

redundant, but {i think the pictures just rule out to the 
reasonable person such an absolutely unexpected movement - 
Ido not mean to be Mippant - - but clearly the president had 
no way of knowing he was going to be shot and he wasn’t trying 
to dodge a bullet, He was sitting there, waving to the crowd, and 
then the car went behind the Stemmons Freeway sign. He 

wasn’t familiar with — in terms of his blocking Mr. Zapruder’s 
picture - He didn't know he was being blocked out from Mr. 
Zapruder’s camera, he was just waving to the crowd, and he was 
sitting in that position in 225, Zapruder frame 225. There is just 

“mo way to account for, or speculate on, such a dramauc 

movement in less than one second. 
Then, of course, we have the horivontal angle z as well as the 

vertical] angle to contend with. 

Chairman Stokes. Time of the gentleman has expired. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Edgar. 

Mr. Edgar. Doctor, at the beginning of your testimony, you 

talked about the interest thatyou have in obtaining the brain for 
further analysis, and some criticism of our committee and its 

staff for not doing enough to secure that brain, Is that correct? 
Dr. Wecht. Yes sir, whoever it is that is responsible, | have 

rarsed the question and have put in writing, that jfan eminent 
group ol House of Representatives inembers. a bipartisan 
group, does not have the authonty. then [ask the question, who 

does? 
Mr. Edgar. Are you aware of all the steps that our 

committee has taken to secure the brain tissue? 

Dr. Wecht. Only what I have been told by Professor Blakey. 
by members of the staff. | have not spoken with any member of



the House, any member of your committee, 
Mr. Edgar. What would you have done mare than the listing 

that we have provided you of the actions that we have taken in 
order to secure the missing brain? 

Dr. Wecht. 1 would get the best trained investigators, 
homicide detectives, or their equivalent and with an attorney 

‘for proper legal guidance and so on. | would do this under the 
imprimatur of the honorable chairman of this committee. 1 
would go back to day one, and work up with Admiral Berkley 
and then over to the National Archives on April 26, 1965, I 
would get the people who were in charge of the Archives. / 
would depose them under oath. } would follow tight through 
with Mrs. Lincoln, Senator Robert Kennedy's then secretary, 
who is supposed to have been involved in some way. / would 
follow through with evervbody under vath, and | would. please - 
correct me if lam wrong, | would use the power of subpoena, 
which I think your committee has. Maybe 1 am wrong about 
that. 

Mr, Edgar: If ail those actions were taken and the missing 
brain was still not made available to the committee, what then 
would you do? , 

Dr. Wecht. Well, then, of course, 1 do not suggest that 
anybody be put in jail, but I do suggest, Mr. Edgar, that at that 
point it would be a matter of record, we would know what had 
happened to that information, to that evidence, and we would 
know who is responsible for it and that would be the end of it. 

I certainly do not ask anything superhuman and I do not 
suggest that somebody necessarily be fined or incarcerated, but 

- if this has happened, then I would readily stand corrected. If it 
has not been done in that kind of intensive fashion. then I must 
with all due respect, say that something is Missing. 

I reject and find it personally insulting when comments are 
made like, those expressed by Mr. Burke Marshall in the past, 
that it is ghoulish, and so on. To ask where the president's 
missing brain is, and who removed it from the National 
Archives. 

Even one of the forensic pathologists, before he became a 
member of this panel, a forensic pathologist, had made a similar 
statement, when J was an earlier cntic — They have all come 
around now to recognizing that it was a horrible autopsy. For 
10 years you must understand they felt 1 was being unduly 
critical, now they understand what a ridiculous job was done. 
He said, (this forensic pathologist), that | was being a ghoul in 
trying to pursue the brain's location. 

I am not suggesting it be made the cover of Time: or 
Newsweek magazine. The examination would be performed in 
the most private, discreet circumstances by a competent neuro- 
pathologist or forensic pathologist. That is all | am talking 
about. 

Mr. Edgar. ] appreciate your concern and I don't think that 
in my question ] was indicating that it was alla problem of being 
ghoulish. 

Dr. Wecht. Not you, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you, Dr. Wecht. | think ] have 
one, maybe two more questions. 

As a forensic pathologist, are you automatically qualified 
also as a ballistics expert? 

Dr. Wecht. No, sir, except with regard to the impact, 
damage, trajectories and relationships of bullets to the human | 
body. As a separate, distinct science. not related to human 
wounds, the answer would be no, | am not a criminalist or a 
ballistics specialist. 

As a forensic pathologist, | am involved very frequently in 
the evaluation of gunshot wounds, different kinds of 
ammunition, weaponry, ctc., in its relationships to wounds 
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inflicted upon the human body, angles, degree, mortality, 
ability of the victim to have moved, walked, talked, direction of 
fire, sequence of shooting and things like that. 

Chairman Stokes, And would it be fair to suy, also, that 
most of your experience in terms of the wounds has been with 
gunshot wounds as opposed to rifle wounds? 

Dr. Wecht. Yes, sir. by far, many more handguns but a fair 
number through the last 20 years J have been in pathology, since 
I started my training, have involved rifles, carbines and. of 
course, shotguns, but predominantly, as | am sure in every 
jurisdiction in this country, the great percentage of gunshot 
wounds in murders, suicides and accidents involve handguns. 

Chairman Stokes. Dr. Wecht, at the conclusion of any 
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ey have all come to 

' horrible autopsy. . .that a 
f-  “idiculous Job was done.” 

witness’ testimony before this committee, he is entitled to five 
minutes in which to explain his testimony or to in any Way 
amplify or expand uponit. On behalf of the committee. J extend 
to you at this time the five minutes, if you so desire. 

Dr. Wecht. | would like to thank you, Mr. Chairman, and 
the Members of the House Select Committec on Assassinations 
for having afforded me this opportunity to meet. 

1 am particularly grateful of the fact that you gentlemen 
have seen fit to stay here for this time, and I am deeply 
appreciative of the personal courtesy that has been extended to 
me. ‘ , 

1 should like to thank Professor Blakey for having 
recommended to the committee that 1 be permitted to testify, 
something certainly that he did not have to do. | have enjoyed 
working with all the members of the committee and especially 
with Mr. Andy Purdy. who has been most helpful, extremely 
cooperative and who was, I think, extremely adroit in handling 
of the elicitation of my direct testimony today. 

1 would want to say that | am pleased that hearings of this 
nature are being conducted. | am very sorry that they were not 
conducted back in 1963 or 1964 when more people were around 
and more fresh evidence could have been obtained. 

I think that whatever the truth may be, and hopefully, we 
will ulumately come to know it, that there is much that must; as 
a matter of record, be pointed out with regard to the manner in 
which these things have been handled. F think that. for instance. 
our panel was charged with addressing ourselves to the 
performance of the autopsy in this case and in the words, I 
think, of Professor Blakey, to set forth in our final report, as 
part of everything else, a protocol, a modus operandi in cases of 
this nature that would stand for all times for the foreseeable 
future in forensic pathology (which 1 wholeheartedly agree 
with). 7 - 

I believe this has not been done thus far, although | have not 
scen the final draft of the proposal. | do not feel that this should 
be done because of any ad hominem criticism of the three 
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pathologists who were involved in the autopsy, but because it 1s 
important to have such a protocol should any case like this 
ever arise in the future. 

] believe that the federal government should address itself to 
this question of what will happen if any particular figures, be 
they congressmen, senators, judges, cabinet officers. vice 
president. so on. are assassinated. God forbid it should ever 
happen again, but it is not an impossibility certainly. What 
would happen in that kind of a case, where would the post- 
mortem examination be performed, what would be the conduct 
of the medical-legal investigation? 

1 would like to say there have been ail kinds of speculations 
in this case through the years and all kinds of input from many 
people. I believe that I would be less than candid if I did not 

expert on that, Just some general beliefs that are. indeed, 
related to my. politica! biases, } am sure. But 1 think that it is 
Most important that this scientific evidence. not to denigrate the 
significance or importance of any other evidence and the 

~ competeney of all the people and the tremendous work that 
other panels. individuals tn this committee and stuff, may have 
done and that will be deliberated upon, reviewed and analyzed 
and discussed in the days and weeks ahead, but | must sav that 
this is the foundation. hecuuse as long as the single bullet theory 
is clung to, then whether people consciously or subscon- 
sciously realize it, they are able to hold on to the sote assassin 
theory. Everything else at that point becomes either academic or specuhitne did Oswald know Ruby, was Oswald going to 
the Ruby home, what was 41). Tippit doing there. important 
things probably that this group of human beings, given the 
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government of this country. 
I think that this is recognized by many people and I think it 

is a step that many individuals find some difficulty in 
considering. 

The president is gone, beloved as he may have been. We 
cannot bring him back. This would be of such a nature, the - 
concept of political assassination. in effect, a political coup 
d'etat, that we simply cannot consider it ever occurring in this 
country. It can happen in the totalitarian nations of Eastern 
Europe. it might happen in the emerging nations of Asia and 
Africa, it certainly can be expected to happen in the banana 
republics of Central America, it might even happen in a 
Western democracy, but never, never in Our country. I think 
that it can happen. Whether it did or not. | do not know. 

Obviously, | have no personal knowledge of who the 
assassins were and what their motivations were. | am not an 
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absence of the major actors in this drama today, will never be 
able to answer. 

| very much hope that this evidence will be thoroughly 
reviewed, The fact that it is an cight to one decision, soto speak, 
of this forensic pathology panel, hopefully will not sway the 
members of this committee. especially those of you who are 
attorneys, and Judge Preyer, who has been both an attorney 
and a member of the judiciary, and that you will consider the’ 
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evidence on its own merits. 
I hope that it will be possible for definitive evidence to 

emanate from the tests being conducted by the Boston firm, that 
more investigation will be permitted, that Professor Blakey’s 
commitiee and staff will continue to be funded through your 
committee. . 

| thank you, sir, for your courtesy. And |} hope that 
somcthing of a definitive nature will emanate in the weeks 
ahead. ) 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you, Dr. Wecht, very much, 
personally for being a member of this very distinguished panel 
of medical experts. 

We thank you for the time you have.expanded on behaif of 
this committee working with that panel of experts and certainly 
for the point of view vou have ex pressed here today. We are 
indeed grateful to you for that, also. 

So. we think you certainly have performed a service, and we 
thank you for having heen a witness here today. 

Dr. Wecht. Thank yon, sir. 

Chairman Stokes. Thank you. 
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new paragraph: - 
“(3) Under the suthority of subsection 

(mn) (4) (B) (1), tho Secretary shall provide for 

demonstration projects. In at least three 

States and at lenst ono of which Is focated 
in & rural area, which relate lo the provision 

of preventive health services: (including 
basic health sereening, referral, and health 

education) to the elderly throughout the 

State through traveling health enre practi- 
tioners (other than physicians, but Includ- 

ing public health nurses} who provide such 

services im cr through diffcrent public and 
private nonprofit facilities (including 

churches, schools, and sentor citizen cen- 
ters). The Seeretary shall repore to Congress 
on the results of such demonstration proj- 
ects not Inter than tnree vears after the date 

of the enactment of this paragraph."96 
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UNAUTHORIZED EXARTIINATION OY 
SELECT COMBIIUCYVEM ON ASSAS- 
ory ATIONE STATO AL Ss 
waa ted ee ad 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 

man from Ohio (Mr. Sroxes) is recog- 
nized for 30 minutes. 

Mr, STOKES. Lr. Speaker, recent 
newspaper and other media accounts 
have ecarried the story that materials jn 
the possession of the former Select Com- 
mittee on Assassinations were examined 
in an unauthorized fashion last summer. 
As the former chairman of the Select 
committee, I am making these remarks 
to report ta my colleagues the facts of 
the matter. 

The Select Committee on Assassina- 
tions faced an important and complcx 
task. The House mandated the commit- 
tee to look into the facts and circum- 
stances surrounding the deaths of two 
of our Nation’s greatest leaders, Presi- 
dent John F. Kennedy and Dr. Martin 
Luther Eing, Jr. 

Death is not a pleasant subject, and 
its details can be gruesome. One of the 
least pleasant of the tasks that faced the 
committee was the examination of the 
yhotographs made during the autopsies 
of these two men. Anyone who knew 

them in life would be disturbed viewing 
tneir photographs in death. 

The photographs that were made in 
connection with the autopsies of Presi- 

cent Kennedy and Dr. King have never 
acen made public. Good taste dictates 
that they never pe. The Warren Com- 
mission that examined President Ken- 
nedy’s death in 1964 did mot publish 
them, and the select commiittee’s finial 
report on tne deaths of President Ken- 
nedy and Dr. King will also not make the 
photographs of either of them public. 

Mr. Speaker, the Select Committee on 
Assassinations took extraordinary care 
that the autopsy photographs were not 
used in an unauthorized fashion. 
There are segments of the press that 

are so lacking in good taste that they 
might well have published them if they 

could have obtained access to them. The 

sclect committee made every effort to 
employ only the most trustworthy per- 
sons, but even then, only those with a 
need to use the autopsy photographs in 
their work were given access to them. 

The autopsy materials were kept in a 
separate safe in the security room of 

the offices of the select committee. The 
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by adding after paregraph (2) the folowing — committee's classified files were kept in 

the same room, but in separate safes. The 

meneral files of the cammittee were 
housed In another area entirely, It was 
necessary toosien Ino and out on a lon- 
book to scctire access to classified files. 
Access to the autopsy materials could 

only oe secured by the personal permis- 
sion of the chief counsel given sepa- 

ratcly every timo access was sought. 
Each notebook that contained a set of 

the autopsy phographs was separstely 
numbered and the use of each book was 
recorded on 3 log every time it was exam- 

ined. 
In July of last year the stall of the se- 

lect committee dise overed that a Cen- 

tral Intelligence Agency employee had 
obtained unatitherized acerss to the au- 
topsy photocraphs of President Nennedy. 
i he stalf made this discovery with Ghe 

se bce of the 

tion, ond the ‘Central TnteHigency Agen- 

cy. The facts are as follows: 
A researcher on the AssiassinaGons 

Committee shal secured pemmission of 
the chief counsel to cet access to the 

Kennedy autopsy materials, Access was 
obtained in the morning. The materials 

were taken from the safe, and the safe 
dsor was closed bub not locked. Vhey were 
Lo be used in another room by the com- 

mittee’s medical artist to prepare draw- 
ings of the President's wounds. 
When ho returned later that day to 

return the photographs, he found that 
the safe had been opened and another 
notebook had been taken out of the safe. 
‘One photograph of the President that 
was enclosed in a plastic cover had been 
ripped out of the notebook and the 
photograph taken out of its cover. 

The chief counsel of the committee 
was immediately notified and he ordered 
the staff to undertake an investigation 
to determine who had obtained unau- 
thorized access to the materials. The fin- 

gerprints of eacl»-member of the stail 
who had authorized access to the safe 
were matched against fingerprints that 
were lifted from the books that had been 

removed from the safd, the plastie cov- 
ers in the books, and the inside of the 
safe door. None of the staff fingerprints 
matched the lifted fincerprints. The fin- 
‘cerprints of a Central Intelligence 
Aveney employe? were then matched ta 

the lifted primts. 
The inatch was made by the District 

of Columbia Police and double checked 

by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
Mr. Speaker, this. matter was han- 

dled by the District of Columbia Police 
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation 

in a competent and confidential fashion 

and the committce is grateful to them 

for their assistance. 
To understand how the Central Intel- 

ligence Agency employee ohtained access 
Lo the safe it is necessary to understand 
the role he plnyed with the committee. 

The select committee had access at the 
Central Intelligence Agency to the 
agency's classified filles. Notes were taken 
by the staff on the files. Those notes 
wero brought by an agency couricr un- 

‘der sea} to a special arca in the commit- 
tee’s offices where they were locked in o 

safe to which only the Central Intclli- 

Gtw WSS Necessary to use the Agency 

_DI: trict at Celmbiy 
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gence Arency had the combination.- 
Nothing else was kept in that room. A 

: “> — 
areney employee was available during oe 
wording hours in the room to pive the Corn 
stall secers ta the notes. The safe coud ~ 
on ly Le opened in the presenee of the 7 
Agency employee and a stafy member. If 

notes f Zz 

in connection with a remular file of the 

committee, the regular file was hrous nt CR: 
to the special nrea. IC it was necessary to 
une the earmmittee’s classined flesincon- 

nection with the stafY notes e:ther the 
classified fle would be brought to the 

special areca or the stam motes were /Vit 
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brournht ta the classified files in the R 3 

security recom, The Aeney employee ale "7 

ays Aeceinparicd the Sint ened iethey OF. 

Were removed from the special area. But bed 

tha Ameney employee w a8 netauthorincd '"y: 

to be outer the special area uiilenss he was Nez 

berotnpaied by sontadtoenpner. Phe was 

hue auiiociced to have ageses fa fhe Vat 

autopsy materints. ts. 

When the Agency emplaree’s finger- * 

prints were matehed to uie Hited finger- Lf. 

prints, permission was obtained from th 

Agency to interview the Ageney empioyeec. 

The employee's permission was obtained 

to record the interview. Tne enmuoyec 

denied having access to the autopsy ma- 
terinis when he was intervie. ed on one 

day. He was then interviewed a second 
time on a succeeding day. He did not 

admit any wrongdoing. He refused ta be 

interviewed any mere. 

The Central Intelligence Agency con- 

ducted an investigation of the matter. 

Its investigation began after the com- 

mittee asked permission to talk to the 

employee and before the committce 

brought the details of the tnauty horized 

action, including the flurerprints, to the 

Arency’s attention. The Agency's investi- 

gation included interviews and the use of 

pnotoxraphs. 

Additional photozraphs were taken 

after the details of the comunittce’s in- 

yestimntion were brounht to the aticn- 

tion of the Agency. The commuttce WAS | 

viven necess to everything that the 

Agency Obtained in its investigation and 

certain additional materinis that the 

committee requested. 

ee 

The commiltee staf mmemers wo 

“conducted the investication ar2 caucnen 

that there was mo evidernst uncovers 

that the Agency direeted the erinia cia 
tv obtain aeecss to (he auto. YOmAateriis. 

They also bclHeve on the casis of w iat 

they know that the Agency Cid not ai- 

rect the activity of the Agency employ ce 

in this regard. The Agency employee 
who conducted the Agency's investica. 
tion are satisfied that the motive for 
obtaining unauthorized access was mere 

curiosity. The committee staff members 
are not satisfied that the motive has 
been established: they belicve mere cu- 
riosity is not consistent with the finger- 
print evidence. But in the absence of a 

full and truthful confession by the 
Agency employee or the others, if any, 
who were in learue with him--or sub- 

stantial new evidence all recognize that 

the matter of motive cannot be ulti- 
mately resolved. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to emphasis scVv- 

eral points:
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First. No evidence was uncovered that 
anything wos taken: 
' Second. No evidence was uncovered 
that anything was misused, other than 
in the unauthorized examination itscif: 

Third. No evidence was uncovered thint 
anyone hus prefited froin these wets: 

Fourth. No evidence was wunrovered 
that anyone other than the employee 
himself was involved In what he did: 

Fifth. The employee has been dis- 
charged from tne Agency: anil 

Sixth. To my knowledge, nu disciphi- 
nary action has been thought necessary 
or taken ngainst any other Agency em- 
ployees in connection with the incident. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know what acdcds- 
tlonal action can be taken in this miat- 
ter. T considered it closed in Jule 1973 
after the conunittez and the Arenaoy did 
all they rensonabiy could be expected tu 
do. I consider it closed now. Neverthe- 
less, If the Mouse or any of its redevant 
coromitiiers vores to bmauire inte lye ere 
ter further, I will assist in any way pos- 
sible. It is enough to add that specwa- 
tion about the matter beyord the evi- 
dence at hand !s unjust to all concerned. 
No one wishes to know the truth more 
than Ido. But the irresponsibie circula- 
tien of rumor and myth oniy. feed 
paranoia: they do not quench the thirst 
for knowledze. 

At this point I include the following: 
[Prom the Washington Post, June 18, 1979} 
CIA Orricen RIFten Fires or Hitt Paner 

(By George Lardner, Jr.) 
The House Assassinetions Commilttve dls- 

covered lant summer that its most sensitive 
files had been ritied, and then traced finger- 
prints on them to an officer of the CLA, ac- 
cording to Informed sources. 

The incident tnvolved Surreptitious entry 
of a combination safe at the congressional 
committee's offices, the sources SHid. The sale 
was reserved for physical evidence of Presi. 
dent Kennedy's assassination, Including the Butopsy photes, X-rays and other Qrticies, 
such as the so-called “magic bullet that 
wounded both Kennedy and Texas Gov. John 
B. Connalty, . 

Apparently nothine had been taken, but, 
the sources said, there was no doubt that the filles in the safe kad been tampered with. For imstance, they said the Autopsy photos of the head shot that killed Kennedy had been 
taken out of their sUp cases and were ler: tu diuarray insida the tnree-drawer safe. 

“It locked as though-’someone hau Just run 
out.” ane souree said. . 

Afver several inguirtes b 
wa 

1 

Y¥ 2 Yrerorter thig 
ea, the CLA Sckmowlodged that is has dig- missed the individual tn ouestion, Dut indl- 

cated thas if pinns no Murther action, 
“We're satisfed that tt wag Just a omiacter 

of curiosity fon the Individual CIA olfleer’s 
part], satd Cra spokesman Herbert Het. 
Asxed whether it might have been a matter 

of consctous CIA Spying on a conperessional 
committce, Fetu replied, “Gond lord, na™ 

‘The unauthorized eotry was discovered 
when committee staders arrived at work early 
one morning last summer, probably in July 
Sources said, : . 

“Binkey [tha House committee's chiet counsel, G. Robert Blakey} was told righe _ WWway.” one source recounted, "Only three or 
four people were Supposed to have access to that safe. And I understand that one of them said he'd locked it the night before,” 
Piogerprint experts from the D.C. police department, where several committee starters had old friends, were eniled in, By then, some- ona had thouphtiessly had the dvcuments 

rearranged neatly, so that there were other 
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prints on them and ou tho snfe. Dut the secu. 
risy-canscious cominittee reportiv had din- 

kerprint records of everyone who worked 
there, both those with access to the safa and 
these who had mo business belo there. 

Seurces said the only unauthosiced set of 

Pring: che pellce found belonged to Hepa TP. 

Wiahul, w CIA Halson oicer wha hac been 

detalied ta assist the committee witn the 

CIA records it needed for its tmrestigaticns, 

“Hils fitsgerorints were all orer the place,” 

ono source reported. “On the photoes, tiside 
the safe, and on all sorts of dlYerent pack- 
mye" . 

Particularly tellin. another source Indl- 

ented. was the fact that some of the prints | 
were found on autopsy photos themscives 
rather than the plastic siceves in which they 
had heen emetic. 

Vhe epbeside reportedly produce a preat 
wase Of anvtety within the CTA, which has 
veen cCihaimitni, for cevernb years thas it ha. 

poirnedd ['s lessons and that its domestle spv- 

Yast Agd otlideeds ant na relle of the pust. In 
any case, the aseney Inunched an intensive 

tutercnad Gaveatterstton. Eneludinma polvcraph 

waadipino ilar ag BU e and seriape soppy. 
ber of hls superiors. ; ; 

In a brief teteshone Interview with The 
Washington Pest, Bishut dented any vromes- 
doting, He scknowledted that his ineerprints 

had been found on the documents In ques- 

tion, but -imsisted that there was an Inno- 
cent explanation. Herefused, however, ta say 
what that was, “ae 

“There's other things that are inroivd 
that are detrimental to other thines," he 
sald, Asked what he meant by that, he re- 
fused to elaborate, 

“t signed an onth of secrecy [with the’ 
CIAI,.” he sald. 
further.” 
Sources quoted Blakey, who was kept in- 

formed of the CIA's in-house tnquiry, as 
having stated on several occasions thac 

“I cannot discuss It any 

‘Blahut had been given three POlyyraph ex- 
aminations in all and that he had falled 
them in tmportant respects. 

“He denied ne did tt, and he flunked that," 
one source sald. “They also asked him 
whether anyone ordered him to do it. He 
said no one, sod he rhunked that.” 

Blanut, wao said he worked for the CYA 

office of security, insisted that he had come 
through the tests with his credibility un-- 
Diemilsiedt, . 

“Pye nirenady defended myself ta my em- 
ployers,” he satd when asked about the in- 
cident. “As fur as Fm concerned, that's ull 
clenred up."* , . 

Blakey, who hns teen Working on the now 
moribund: Assassination Committce’s final 
report in rocent weeds, refused to comment. 
Sources Suid he seized on the Incident Jase 
year and used it as leverape to ret the CLA 
TQ ccucn up A niunicer of documents te had 
seen holdin Lack foam the cemmittce, Some 
OC the records recortedly nertained ta Lee 
Harvey Onwatd's visit to Mexico ity In sep. 
Teinber L9G, 

“Thero Was womarked bnprevement.” one 
former sta:fer reenlied. “All of a sudden. tney 
were giving us eversthing we wanted. Blakey 
Kept suring he wanted to co slow, to let them 
[the CIA] conduct the tnvestigation. ... But 
[thing he'd linve to admit we wanted better 
cooperntion.”* 

Asked ona questiun after another about 
the incident. Inctudins the tdentincation of 
the CIA oflicer’s tinverprints, Binkoy kept say- 
ing: “T won't discuss the matter.” Asked if he 
would deny tt. he said, “No.” , 
‘Most meinbers of the House committee ape 

parently were Kept In the dare. Even the 
chairman of the subcommittee that investt- 
gated the Kenncdy assassination, Rep. Rich- 
ardson Preyer (D-NC,}. said he was unaware 
of tt when queried by a reporter. Later, after 
checking with Chairman Louls Stokes (D- 
Ohio}, Preyer declined to comment beyond 
saying: . 
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“Blakey and Low fStokes| wera haodling 

the CIA stuf, I don't have my nasa out cr 
‘joint about it. Talk to Lou.”* 

Stokes declined to talk. “The matter was 
terminated,” he wud. “There's no need for ms 
to comment.” 

Ik was not clear whnt other CLA omcia.-- 

Hid ht have been given pulyuranht tests hefors 
tre toquiry was dropped aithough sources 

said that one of Bishut’s superiors, Seat 
Breckinridce of the CIA inspector generals 
Ones, had been expected to be given ome. 

There were nino reports that CIA Deputy 
Director Frank Cartucct had offered “in 3 

moaAcnwnimous way’ to take one, 
Breckbirldpe Is a veteran CIA oficial wka 

Served as the agency's chief Maison officer 
with the Senate Intellirpence Committee dur- 

frye Eta 1975-708 Investheationa of tha Intctii- 
neitee community, Te aio wrote the top- 
fevres CES insrector peterala report ba ide?) 

em CIA ar thioinaliun mich agatust Cub en 
Dromier Sidel Ca.tto. 

Brecsimridce retired cetentiy, He could 27t 

he reached fer comment. CLA spokerimacs 
Petia oatub dats retircracat liwt mothise Cad 
eEUIY tive Dubtiosns. 

tees s 

As for Carluecel, Hutu told a reporter, “ls 
‘doesn't remember having as:id what you said 

he said." 

[From the Washington Pait, June 19, 15979] 

CLA Paocy INTo Rirtss Pres CALLED 
SCPenrvIcuuL, Sx. r-ScrvIne 

(By George Lardner, Jr.) 

The Central Intelllyence Ayeacy’s lnve..ci- 

EAuon Of bie rifling inst year of a conpres- 
Slonal committee's tiles by ona of its of- 

cers was aimed primarily at petting the CTA 
om the hook, according to informed sources. 

“They investigated lt to get out of it them- 
sclves, not to Gnd out whether somebody 

else was Involved.” said one xnovwledgeabic 
sourca. : , 

The Washlagton Post reported yesterday 
that the most sensitive idles of the House 
Assassinations Comunittee had “been rifed 
Inst suminer by a CIA Hatson omcer-who hac 
been asslened to heip the commuttee. 

The CLA responded By saying that the 

Officer in question, Regis T. Biahut, had been 
dismissed. CIA spokesman Mersers Hetu satd 

the ogency waa “satisfied” that the incident 
hid been simply “a matter of curtosity’ on 
Uiahut’s part. . 

Sources. close to the committee sharply 

disputed the CLA’s asnertions. One said “the 
Clreunwtantial fevidence} ss oversnelming” 

Bhat imore than “curtousity’’ wus invotved. 

inte n room where he waso't supposed to te 
without one of our aiicers being present.’ 

Tnrere, the source sald: 

“Re opened 2 safe, amd pulled cut 3 
Uriwer, 

“Ha E20 & Timu-oinoews moitice<. out cf 
fhe drawer, he ripped a tiawiis rice out of 

(he noteboux umd be woes 2 rigture oul of 
Che pinstie cane. 

“He Sed when he heard 2 moive, and thea 
he lIted about tt,”* 

According to this source, both CIA Dt- 
rector Stnansdeld Turner and CIA Deputy 
Director Frank Caritiecl! were Loformed 
bluntly by the committee's chief counsel. G. 
Robert Biakey, of what the commictee re- 

girded as the shortcomings of the CLA 
ingulry, 

Hetu donied this. In a telephone interview 
yesterday. he also dented that the CIA had 

conducted a shortsighted. eel{-protective la- 

vestigation. “We did check outside sod inside 

{the agency],” be sata. 
Hetu also maintained that Blahut had 

every right to be tn the room whero the safe 
was located. 

The rifled 4afe was recerved for phystcal 
evidence from the Hennmedy assassination 

and, at the time. contained at least the 
grisly autopsy photos. The safe containing 

™
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cIA records and other materinis that Blahut 
was eupposed to safeguard was in another 
room, sources said. 

Committee staffers discovered the Incident 
oné afternoon last July after a committes 
lawyer had gone into the room, with Blakey's 

permission, to Inspect some of the autopsy 
photos, He icft the room briefly to spenk with 

Iakey ond returned to discover that ono of 

the notcbooks he had not touched was oust 
of place. 

If it were just curtosity, why should you 
hove to take photos out of an unused book 

in order to ece them? Why not Just look at 
them?” ono source said. 

As for Binkey, sources said, he had always 

been “paranold” about the posstbility that 
some of tho gruesome Kennedy autopsy 

photos might get out and destroy the com- 
mittco’s. reputation. 

“No ong who hns seen those photos would 

hive ony doubt that they should not bo 
made public,” one source said. “The one 
thing that would have done us [the House 
snassinations Committec] in would have 

been for those photos to be publicly reicased. 
We wero never natisned that someone else 
want's Involved.” 

Cf the CIA's investipation, one source 

said, “alk they investigated was whether he 
{[Blanut}] had any connection with the 

‘meeney lin doing what he did] ... They 
a.ked [Blahut] on a polygraph {examina- 
tion] whether he hod any connection with 
the agency In doling what he did. And he 
passed when he sald he didn’t have any con- 
nection. But they didn't ask whether some. 
one else had authorized him to do It.” 

Turner enunciated the agency's view yos~ 
terday afternoon in one of his “Director‘’s 
Notes" to all CIA employees: “A medin report 
today suggests that there wos something 
sinister involving the agency and the files 
of the House Assassinations Committee. I 
want to assure you that this is simply not 
the case. Our Investigations revealed an 
error in Judgment by & contract employee a3 
@ custodian for CIA material with the comi- 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 

he dented any wrongdoing, citing a CIA "oath 
of secrecy” in declining to cluborate, tho 
hewzpaper aaid. . 

[From the Washington Post, June 28, 1979} 

HMotuss Provine CIA "BanrStrrer’ Wiro Ririurp 
FIurs. oN JRE , 

(Oy Oeorgo Larduer, Jr.) 

Tne House Intelilsence Committee has 

Btarted an investigation of a CIA officer's 
snooping last sear in the offices of another 
congressional comniutice. 

“Members. of the Inteillgence. Caommittesc, 
which has oversight authority over the CIA, 
were Iiformed of the biquiry Inst week by 

Chatrinau Edward Boland (D-Mass.}. Com- 

-Mittee ataifers Bad already Interviewed the 

CIA’s director of security, Robert Gambino, 

nhout tho Incident following a report in The 
Washlirton Pont. . 

The Post, quoting lifermed sources, re- 

ported that the most sensitive files of the 

' Mouse Assassinations Committee nad been 
Titled last summier and tinemerprints on them 

traced to n CIA Halson omleer assigned to the 
cannimlttes, 

The nmenment. bo has since been learned, 

Was tnade under a CIA provcram code-named 

“Mi/Child,” which sources described as en- 

compassing a variety of so-called “babysit- 

tlhe” chores. | 

The agency dismissed tho Malson officer In 
question, Regis T, Binhut, last August and 

then dropped the matter. In n memo to all 
CIA employes last week, CLA Director Stans- 
peld Turner took the positton that Blahut 
had “acted alone and out of curtosity,** 

Since then, the CTA _has also been insisting 
that Biahut, who had been employed by tho 
agency’s Olce of Security, did not rifle the 

Assassinations Committee's Miles and did not 
even enter the safe where the flies were kept. 

However, the agency has refused to say 
what it thinks did happen. beyond describing 
lt ag—in the words of CIA spokesman Her- 
bert Hetu-——"“something dumb," 

According to informed sources, the tnci- 
mittee. He acted alone and out of. curtosity dent took place one afternoon Inst July after and wes dismissed.” 

[From the Washington Star, June 13, 1979] 
CIA Pres Orricrr WHo RIFLED FILES 

__ A CIA security officer, found to have sorted 
through sensitive files of the House Assasst- 
nitions Committee, has been dred, an agency 
spokesman said last night. 

an Assassinations Committee staffer had 
started inspecting some of the materials tn a | 
combination safe reserved for physical evi- 
dence of the 1963 assassination of President 
Kennedy. 

. Sources said he took what he wnnted and 
left the room. According to one version, he. 
left the safe door closed but unlocked: ace 

The security oificer, Regis Blahut, was as-4/C0Fding to another, the gate door might have 
signed to guard CLA documentg being used 
by the committee tn its Investigation of the 
assassination of President John Kennedy, 
Said spokesman Herbert Hetu. “He saw the 
committee's files and picked them up, which 
was dumb.” Hetu said. 

after an internal CIA investigation, he said, 
“we were totally convinced” Blahus was not 
encouraged “from outside or inside the CLA" 
*O Cxaiming private committee dtcuments. 

“That would be the tmmediate question, 
Dut swe felt certain tt was Just a mutter of 
curiosity and poor judgement,” Hetu sald. 
“We dismissed the guy and that was It." 

A Washington Post story in today’s editions 
quoted unnamed sources as saylng the tnel- 
dent involved “surreptitious entry of a com- 
bination safe at the committee's offices,” but 
Hetu said no safe was Involved os far a3 he 
knew, 

The Post said the safe was reserved for 
physical evidence of the Kennedy assassina- 
tion, Including autopsy photos, X-rays and 
the bullct sald to have hit Kennedy and Texas 
Goy. John B. Connally. , 
There are no allegations that anything 

Was taken, . 

Blahut could not be reeched for comment) 
‘last night, hut The Post quoted him as 

” acknowledging that his fingerprints had been 
found on some of the documents. However, 

been left slightly ajar. In.any case, sources 

said, when he returned, he found a book of 

Kennedy autopsy photos inside the safe in 
obvious disarray. , 

Binhut's fAngerprints were found on the 
{Inside door of the safe. They were also found 

om one of the gruesome autopsy photos, 
which had been taken out of Its plastic case, 
sources sald. The plastic case tiselfy had been 
torn fron. its notebook binder, 

Tra CLAS Hetu. however, declares 

Diahut “did mot enter the safe to set 
noteboor.” 

-sked how It wes then that Blabut’s 
fingerprints were found on the inside of the 

sife door, Hetu said this must have hropenecd 
when Binhut was “putting it [the book of 
Photos| back in the safe." 

Asked why Blahut would do that if he 

that 
Th wee 

hadn't taken the book from tho safe to begin | 
with, the CIA spokesmnn said, “I don’t know. 

ASK Blahut.” . 
Hetu also declined to give the CIA's ver- 

Sion of what happened, insisting thst 1t 
would serve “no purpose.” 

' Blahut, who reportedly falled CIA poly- 
graph tests In several important respects 
concerning the incident, declined te com- 

ment. He has sald there lf an innocent ex- 
Planation, but he has refused to say what 
that ta. 

Sources sotd there were at least three 

* . 
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personnel shifts and changes within the 

CIA's Omce of Security following the incident 
last Bummer and the recent publicity over it, 
affecting, among others, Blahut's immediate 
supervisor. Hetu sald there was no conmnec- 

tion. 
“We're raticsfed that what he [Piashut] 

did, he diteon his own.” the CIA spekecman 
teld a reporter, “None of the things [per 

June 

. sonnel shifts and resignations] you've de- 
scribed had enytniing to do with that... 
We're satisfied the guy did something Gumb. 

He jooked nt n book be wasn’t surpoted fo 

look at..And we fired him after we assured 
ourfelyes that he whsn't tasked [to do what 

he did] by anyone either linide or outside 

the agency.” 
Sources close to the committee maintinecd 

that the CIA's investization was aimed pri- 

miirlly at petting: the apeney off the houk snd 
wis not therouh clounh to eliminate suse 

Picions thant mere than “curiosiey’ might 

have been tnvolyel. | 
Binhut had been sestimed to het 

Assassinntions Commitice with the CIA ties 

It needed in tts Lacuiries. Bources dencrined 
the MH/Chikel- project, under wihilelr the une 

chenmicnt came. as ow rort cf “babysittine’ 
function that aleo inenices euterting visitors 

t the CIA neadquarters building as 
wa 

Langley. 

22350 ; 

NRTA-AARP SETS LEGISLATIVE 
PRIORITIES FOR 1979 ° 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 2 
previous order of the House, the gentle~ 

man from Florida (Mr. Peprer) is recop- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

® Mr. PEPPER. Mr, Speaker, the Na- 
tional Retired Teachers Association and 

the American Association of Retired 
Persons are widely recognized oreaniza- 
tions concerned with the welfare of older 
Americans. These organizations have re- 
cently published their 1979 lezislative 
policy and 1979-80 joint State lezislative 
committee policy guidelines. This year's 
Program emphasizes the importance of 

the demographic, economic and emyplsy- 
ment trends in terms of legislative palicy 
for current and future retirees and the 
Government programs which assist 
them. The National Retired Teachers 
Association and the American Assecia- 
tion of Retired Persons represent over 

12 milllon members and emphasize that 
as the older population expands and 

changes, Federal programs must respond, 
Because I would like to share some 

highlights of their national legislative 
objectives with my fellow Congressmen, 
I would asis that th img ariici2 m2 
inserted in {ts entirety at this point in 
the Recerp: 

Tire 1979 NARTASAARD Lecistative 

PRIORITIZES 

ECONOMIC POLICY 

As Inflation Is our major cconemic prob- 

lem, steps must be taken to reduce drastically 

Pay lamceeden oe ners 
a de ee 

_ tha annual rate and provide the elderly with 
an increased measure of compensation for 
the inflation losses they suffer, 

To these ends, the federal government 
should coordinate monetary and fszal poll- 

cles, reduce government spending, balnnece 
the federal budget, strongly enforce anti- 
trust policy, dereguiate those economic sec- 

‘tora where price competition would bn im- 
proved, promote competition and preductiv- 
ity, use economic “controls” where necersary 

(a3 in the henith sector) and develop inno- 
vative “tools” to uso in the fight against 

infiation.
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CHAPTER THREE 

_ AFTERMATH



XT. 22, doctors at Parkland Hospital 

980 who saw the body, and their 
‘death certificate. Their. 

.RTICLE testimony says that the back of 

wilh tne leslimony ol aii of ine 

the head was -blown away, 
where an entry wound is now 

“Wee Were coached. 

says of the expert consultants 
to the Committee. “We were: 

not allowed to talk about cer- 
tain things, about what we 
wanted to talk about."’ Con- 
gressman Fauntroy, in one in- | 
stance, had begun to ask 

REAM E EL 

_ photographs), 

wTOOoen Gucsuons aBooul the 

gunman on the Grassy Knoll 
(who appears in films and 

but the Con- 
gressman was interrupted and 
silenced by the Chairman. 

This is how the Warren Com- 
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placed by Dr. Fisher. mission conducted its inquiry, also. 

NEUTRON ACTIVATION ANALYSIS UPDATE 

The HSCA's most convincing scientific evidence 
to substantiate the single bullet theory was 
developed by means of neutron activation 
anatysis conducted by a leading authority in 
this field, Dr. Vincent P. Guinn, Professor 
of Chemistry at the University of California. 
Or. Guinn's dramatic expert testimony re- 
vealed that his new N.A.A. tests indicated 
that there was evidence of only two bullets 
in the assassination and that fragments from 
Governor Connally's wrist originated from 
CE399, the magic bullet. The lower jaws of 
many Warren Commission critics must have hit 
the floor with this latter bombshell of in- 
formation. However, this apparently com- 
pelling, blockbuster testimony, as is so often 
the case, tends to fizzle considérably upon 
a closer inspection. 

Because of the complexity and scarcity of 
JFK. assassination N.A.A. information, perhaps 
a brief history would be appropriate. On 
Nov. 23, 1963 the FBI conducted spectrographic 
tests on Selected bullet fragments and speci- 
mens recovered that day, but the boys of 
Efrem Zimbalist Jr. fame would only state that 
the metallic remnants were only "similar" in 
metallic composition. Such evasive wording 
led most critics to suspect that different 

_ bullets had been detected. 

The Atomic Energy Commission became the next 
place of business. In May, 1964 the AEC con- 
ducted N.A.A. tests on these bullet fragments 
with three specimens inexplicably excluded, 

one large auto fragment, windshield scraping, 
and the Tague curb scar. For years the fact 
that such tests had been conducted was a 

guarded secret. Still more years would pass 
us by before we would receive a suspicious 
little Hoover document indicating. “minor 
variations" did exist. Finally, through the 
diligent legal efforts of Harold Weisberg, 
the fifty-seven pages of N.A.A. handwritten 
notes were released, but the grapevine 
whispered that the results were "inconclusive." 

Enter my friend and fellow colleague, Emory 
Brown; who had the determination, foresight, 
intelligence, and fortitude to muddle through | 

---by Edgar F. Tatro, Braintree, Mass. 

the data and make sense of it all. Mr. Brown 
wrote a superb article about his findings in 
the November, 1976 issue of The Continuing 
Inquiry. Ironically, he had contacted Dr. 
Guinn to obtain the necessary education for 
his own research findings which opened a mas- 
Sive can of worms. One of Dr. Guinn's reports 
entitled, "forensic neutron activation analysis 
of bullet lead specimens," stated that antimony 
concentrations are very uniform in bullet lead 
specimens within individual bullets, within 
individual boxes of bullets, and within indivi- 
dual lots of bullets; that. antimony was the © 
chief focus of his work; and that bullet lead 
specimens with antimony standard deviations 
greater than three percent apart clearly 
indicated that those bullets or fragments 
in question derived from different lots. 

For years critics have reasonably questioned 
where could Oswald have obtained only four 
bullets with no evidence of any others in sight. 
What if the N.A.A. results indicated that the 
fragments came from at least different lots and 
perhaps completely different types of commercial 
ammunition altogether which Emory Brown had 
readily considered. Well, my friend toiled over 
the data and the N.A.A. results confirmed his 
suspicions. CE399 and the "alleged" Connally 
wrist fragments did not exactly equate, but 
were within the allowed three percent differen- 
tial for antimony. Brown deduced that CE399 
and the wrist fragments may have originated from 

similar type bullets, but not the same bullet. 
A similar three percent equating was determined 
to exist between one large auto fragment, the 
three small auto fragments, and two fragments 
removed from the president's head. However the 
two groups would not match each other. In one 
instance the distinction in antimony concentra-. 
tion differed as much as seventeen percent. 

Therefore a second gunmen seemed an assu-ity. 

Of course most of Brown's theorizing he-ein was 
based upon the assumption that Dr. Guinn's: 
research paper was accurate and all inclusive, 
that is, all bullet Icad specimens, inclucing 
Carcano bullets, had been considered. 

In 1978. I received a Guinn Research Document 

wet a 

ee :



from Dr. John Nichols, forensic pathologist 
From the University of Kansas Medical Center, 
which emphatically stated that Mannlicher-Car- 
cano bullets had tremendous hetrogeneous con- 
centrations of antimony. (This document can be 
found in HSCA, Volume one, Appendix C, page 543). 
Such is the irony of life that the exception to 
tne rule would be these bullets. Although I 
have reasons to question the veracity of Dr. 
Guinn, who conducted this wor: with materials 
Provided to him by Or. Nicho’s, I :1ve no reason 
to doubt the integrity of Dr. Nichols. who 
deserves only praise for his contributions to 
unraveling this fiascc. At any rate, if 
Mannlicher-Carcano bullets do not cossess 
nomogeneous strains of antimony, Guinn's 1970 
research 1s grossly invalid and “fortunately 
sO is much of Emory Brown's: dedicatac effort as 
a result of Dr. Guinn's mistaxe. (Cn2 can only 
wonder if Guinn made any other errors as a con- 
Sultant for the HSCA). | 

Guinn's N.A.A. testimony confirmed what Dr. 
Nichels had sent to me months prior, the hetero- 
geneous nature of antimony in Carcano bullet 
lead specimens. 
findings to the panel. His new N.A.A. 
do correspond with the 1964 AEC tests, 
serious problems have surfaced. 

but some 

First, Dr. Guinn denied any previous association 
with the Warren Commission. Pernaps technically 
this is an accurate statement. However, Guinn 
did perform an N.A.A. test on the casts of 
Oswald's cheeks to determine if any nitrates, 
not found by the routine paraffin test, could 
be detected. Guinn's permission tc borrow such 
crucial physical evidence in the ™ystery of the 
century obviously was not a low level decision. 
Common sense dicates that at least high echelon 
F3i administrators with close ties to Warren 
Commission personnel allowed this scenavio 
to take place. In August, 1964 Guinn said, 
“I cannot say what we found out about Gswaid 
tecause it is secret until the publication 
of the Warren Commission Report.” Dessite 
tne fact that his findings were not p 
lished in the Warren Report, which is fishy 

unto itself, does the above cuote cite: 
From the New York World-Telegram and Sun 
of August 23, 1964 sound like a ran totally 
disassociated from the Warren Commissicy? 

fS
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Secondly, Guinn explained that he was unable 
to perform any analysis on tr same three 
Specimens which had been exciucec by the AEC 
in 1964. Guinn claimed tnat tne case enclos- 
ing the windshield scrapings was simpiy - : 

He then announéed his historical 
Statistics 

, 7s 
devoid of metal; that CE569, a larce auto 
fragment, was merely a bullet's cooper. jacket 
and finally, that the scrapings from the 

_ Tague curb scar were worthless cement parti - 
cles he deduced that the FBI"s spectregrearnic 
tests had consumed the valuabie metal from 
the windshield and the curb. Why didn't 
the AEC cite these explanations in 1964 if 
such was ‘the case? 

In tne January, 19739 issue of Tne JFK 
_ Assassination Forum, I questioned whether the 
absence ef metal from the Tague curb was the 
truth or a governmental convenience since the 
lack of copper allowed only two possible 
alternative explanations for its existence 
one, a head snot fragment which improbably 
Flew approximately 280 feet off its course 
Or twc, a non-copper jacketed bullet which 
missed its target completely and that would 
spell conspiracy. The solution to the myster 
is lost without neutron activation analysis 
and the HSCA had no idea how James Tague 
had been shot. 

Another oddity which Guinn admitted to re- 
porters, regretably after his testimony, was 
the inexplicable mystery as to why the tested 
fragments in 1978 do not match the tested 
Fragments in 1964 in either weight, size, or 
number. Frankly, how the hell can that be? 
Of particular interest are the discrepancies 
in the number of fragments removed from 
Governor Connally's wrist which has been a 
source of controversy for some time now. 
Several years ago Dr. Nicnols published thre 
separate photos of CE842, the wrist fragment 
one taken in 1964, one in 1967, and one in 
1968, and the difference in fragments per- 
celved of the same exhibit is spelled out 
in sinister photegraphic black and white. 

fa = 

$ 

Finally Guinn testified that the wrist Trag- 
ments came from CE399. He was told that the 
wrist fragments were the wrist frecments, but 
could he be the witting or unwitting victim 
Of a Switch? In 1964, metal was rancvea 
from the nos2 and base of CE3S9 for tne 1964 
tests. In fact Dr. Nichols has puslished 
articles indicating that CE39° was weistad 
prior to the removal of these pieces, trat | 
the weights of these amcunts wera not divulge 
that a flake fell of? C£359 in Jenuary. 1967, 

re “used 
fur nim. 

he fect tn 

Ss has nev 

t fragment 

to weigh the flake or reweizth CE3 
However, the key pe:nt te cite is 
the metal recovered fron CE39S's 
been accounted for. Mayoe the wri
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_ . Vis drer't. the wrist fraorerts,. Maybe they're wrist. In her own words, Nurse Pej] wrote, CE399 fragments hidden away for sixteen years. “the fragmerts we removed in SUPYery were more Even the chain of transfer of CE399 is totally — than was needed to Support the ‘one bu'let' unreitable; a few fragments would be Simple theory." If her perceptions are honest and enough to put aside.. Frankly. at this point, accurate, my head swirls with the possible anytning is possible. deceptions that lave been perpetrated upon all . | Of us all these years. No matter haw dramatic, One last addendum was recently sent tome by compelling, or convincing the “hard” scientific fellow researcher, Peter Erbe, who corresponded evidence appears to be. I have learned in life With nvrse Atdry Bell, who drew for him the tO assume nothing except perhaps that tne | approximate number and size of the fragments government cannot investigate the government. SHE claims were removed from Governor Connally's 

Reprinted below is Nurse Bell's response to Erbe's question about the Connally fragments. 

14. I believe you were present during surgery on Governor. 
p is Connaly in Operating Room 5 at Parkland Hospital beginning 
na eround 1:00p.m.. Could you please tell me Ms.Bell the number, 
KE WED size, and shape of the lead fragments removed from the 
F OR Governor's body during the course of surgery by doctors 

“LAR (TY Shaw and Gregory? Again, did any of them possess any 
VAP oSses distinct color? , ) Ny MYSELF on 
° GANPOLFo, 
DKIGINAL. frrtrvede Prov) ; 
E owe | - LenT To tau tga. 9 
CAP — aw deg 

—_———F | C - TUT YPED , GO 7 7D -- 
WRIT? . oT ' 

ETE? Pir meh recat wig t 6 
. 

Fok CLARITY- dna bhe epigtien 4 poe 
eriennliyyg, sand 

- a ee | Oe ee | 
And then we have this portion of a photograph from page 88 of Chief Curry's book, which the Chief captioned, "3. A metal fragment from the arm of Governor Connally." The fragment is much too large to have come from bullet 399! Was Chief Curry mistaken? Or was he trying ~ to tell us something? |
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THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON ASSASSINATIONS 

COVERUP. 

SEPTEMBER 8,1982 
The House Select Committee. 

On Assassinations was established 
on September 17, 1976 by an 
overwhelming vote of the House 

_ Of Representatives by a vote of 
280 to 65. The Committee’s marr 
date was to fully investigate all of 
the circumstances surrounding 
the assassinations of President 
John F. Kennedy and Dr. Martin 
Luther King, Jr. Very shortly there- © 
after, | sent to each member of the 
Committee copies of 35 hours of 
Crucial tape-recordings including 
CBS-TV and NBC-TV reportage of 
the entire date of November 22, 
1963, beginning 14 minutes after 

. the first bulletin was announced 
that shots had been fired at Presk- 
dent Kennedy in Dallas Up until 
the day the House Committee On 
Assassinations was established, | 
‘had compiled what is acknowledged 
to be the largest tape-recorded 
Library in the world relating to the 
JFK ‘assassination, nearly 4,000 
hours total.) tn late 1976, Richard 
A. Sprague was chosen to be the 
Chief Counsel of the Committee, 
and at that time, a number of us 
researchers indicated that we 

_ were very pleased with his selec 
tion. We felt that Mr. Sprague was 
the very best choice to be the 
Chief Counsel! of that Committee. 
Some people disagreed, however, 

especially after the first press 
conference that he held in Wast- 
ington upon assuming that pos 
tion when he said, “Every single 

- document from the files of the FBI 
and the CIA that was relevant to 
either murder would be sub- 
peoned”, and that “Every single 
witness would be called who was 
within the continent of the United 
States, or Hawaii, or Alaska who 
had information relevant to either 
of the two murders.” Mr. Sprague 
fully intended to interview in 
depth every competant research. - 
er and to use their information in 
his investigations. He also in- 

Se ee oa ee ee ee 

tended to obtain and study the 
evidence of Jim Garrison's invest- 
igation conducted in 1967. 
Sprague's idea was to investigate 

the possible involvement of the 
CIA and the FBI in the two assass- 

_inations. and in the subsequent 
coverups. During the time that Mr. 
Sprague was the Chief Counsel, 
the Select Committee OnAssassi- 
nations issued an Interim Report 
dated March 28, 1977. On pages _ 
8 and 9 of that report, under the 
title “Development Of The Invest 
igation Into The Assassination Of 
President John F. Kennedy”, here 
are some of the published state- 
ments made. . . 

1) “The Select Committee is 
actively pursuing several new 
leads which indicate that Lee 
Harvey Oswald was associated 
with CIA suppported Ant+Castro 
groups and which suggest that his 
reported Pro-Castro activities and 
possibly his alleged trip to Mexico 
City may have been deliberately 
designed to mask those associa- 
tions.” - 

' 2)“The WarrenCommission had 
concluded that Jack Ruby never 
knew Oswald and had never seen 
him before Nov. 22, 1963. The 
Committee staff has spoken with 
a witness who has never been 
previously interviewed and’ who 
stated that in Novemter of 1963, 
prior to the assassination of Pres- 
ident Kennedy, the witness was 
dersonally introduced to Lee Har- . 
vey Oswald by Jack Ruby.” 

3) “On January 27, 1964, mem- 
bers of the Warren Commission 
met in Executive session to dis- 
cuss evidence which had surfaced 
indicating that Lee Harvey Oswald 
was an undercover FBI informant at 
the time of assassination. Specifi 
cally,the evidence indicated that 
Oswald was employed by the FBI 
from September of 1962 up until 
the assassination at a Salary of 
$200 a month. His FBI number 
os ge ee 

was allegedly either 172 or 179. 1S 
The evidence came from two 

sources, but the Commission did 
not investigate the matter, and 
simply accepted a statement by J. 
Edgar Hoover, that Oswaid was 
not an informant for the FBI.” _ 

’ 4)"Recently, an FBI informant. 
anivised the Committee that he 

_ had seen an FBI agent and Lee 
Harvey Oswald meeting together 
on numerous occassions in var- 
ous New Orleans bars. The infor 
mant states that he had previously 
denied. seeing Oswald and the 
agent together because he was 
threatened by the agent. The a 

_ gent has denied the informants 
charge.” (The informant was Orest 
Pena, and the agent who threat- 
ened him was said to be FBI agent 
Warren Dubreys,) | 

5) “A witness, who was an FBI 
Security Code Clerk in the New 
Orleans Field Office from 1961 to 
1966 alleges that the FBI agent 
sent a teletype to all of it's offices 
S days before the assassination’ ~ 
warning of a reported conspiracy 
to assassinate President Kennedy- ' 
on his proposed trip to Dallas on 
Nov. 22, 1963. The witness fur- 
ther states that the teletype dis- — 
close that a militant revolutionary 
group was to be involved in the 
assassination. The FBI has de- 
nied sending such a teletype.” 

_ 6) “The Committee has informa- 
tion which, if corroborated, estab- 

. lishes links between Lee Harvey. 
Oswald and the CIA. Documents 
in the possession of the FBI, some 
_of which are in the public domain, 
indicate that the Bureau destroy 
ed relevant evidence and proffered 
misleading stateménts to the 
Warren Commission. Our analysis 
of the investigative procedures of 
Federal Agencies is a potential 
Subject of action by our Commit- 
tee and the Congress.” 
These are some of the areas of 

investigation that the Committee, 
under the leadership of Richard A. 
Sprague were pursuing. And in .. . 
that same month of March, 1977, 
the campaign against Mr. Sprague 
began and | think that, as we look 
back onit now, we can see that the 
campaign was coordinated by the 
Intellegence organizations of this 
country. The first clue that was 
true was that Jeremiah O’Leary 
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TIE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON ASSASSINATIONS | 

COVERUP. 

BY ‘LED GANDOLFO 

sober € 1982 
The House Select Committee 

On Assassinations was established 
On September 17, 1976 by an 
Overwheiming vote of the House 
Of Representatives by a vote of 
280 to 65. The Committee's man- 
date was to fully investigate all of 
the circumstances surrounding 

the assassinations of President 

Jonn F. <ennedy and Or. Martin 
Luther Kiny, Jr. Very shortly there- 

after, | sent to each member of the 

Committee copies of 35 hours of 
Crucial! tape-recordings including 

CBS-TV and NBC-TV reportage of 
the entire date of November 22, 
1963, beginning 14 minutes after 
the first bulletin was announced 
that shots had been fired at Presi- 
dent Kennedy in Dallas. Up until 
the day the House Committee On 
Assassinations was established, | 

had compiled what is acknowledged 
to be the largest tape-recorded 
Library in the world relating to the 

JFK assassination, nearly 4,000 
hours total.) in late 1976, Richard 
A. Sprague was chosen to be the 
Chief Counsel of the Committee, 
and at that time, a number of us 
researchers indicated that we 

were very pleased with his selec- 

tion. We felt that Mr. Sprague was 

the very best choice to be the 
Chief Counsel of that Committee. 
Some people disagreed, however, 

especially after the first press 

conference that he held in Wash- 

ington upon assuming that posi- 
tion when he said, “Every single 

document from the files of the FBI 

and the CIA that was relevant to 
either murder would be = sub- 

peoned”,. and that “Every single 

witness would be called wno was 

within the continent of the United 
States, or Hawaii, or Alaska who 
had information relevant to either 

of the two murders.” Mr. Sprague 

fully intended to interview in 
depth every competant research- 

er and to use their information in 

his investigations. He also in- 

tended to obtain and study the 
evidence of Jim Garrison's invest- 
igation conducted in 1967. - 
Sprague’s idea was to investigate 

the possible involvement of the 
CIA and the FBI in the two assass- 
inations and in the subsequent 
coverups. During the time that Mr. 
Sprague was the Chief Counsel, 
the Select Committee On Assassi- 
nations issued an Interim Report 
dated March 28, 1977. On pages 
8 and 9 of that report, under the 
title “Development Of The Invest- 
igation Into The Assassination Of 
President John F. Kennedy”, here 
are some of the published state- 
ments made. 

1) “The Select Committee is 
actively pursuing several new 
leads which indicate that Lee 
Harvey Oswaid was associated 
with CIA suppported Anti-Castro 
groups and which suggest that his 
reported Pro-Castro activities and 
possibly his alleged trip to Mexico 
City may have been deliberately 
designed to mask those associa- 
tions.” 
2)“The Warren Commission had 

concluded that Jack Ruby never 
knew Oswald and had never seen - 
him before Nov. 22, 1963. The 
Committee staff has spoken with 
a witness who has never been 
previously interviewed and who 
Stated that in Noveméer of 1963, 
prior to the assassination of Pres- 

_ ident Kennedy, the witness was 
personally introduced to Lee Har- 

_vey Oswaid by Jack Ruby.” 
3) “On January 27, 1964, mem: 

bers of the Warren Commission 

met in Executive session to dis- 

cuss evidence which had suffaced 

indicating that Lee Harvey Oswaid 

was an undercover FBI informant at 

the time of assassination. Specift 
cally,the evidence indicated that 
Oswald was employed by the FBI 
from September of 1962 up until 
the assassination at a salary of 

$200 a month. His FB! number 

The evidence came from two 

sources, but the Commission did 
not investigate the matter, and 
simply accepted a statement by J. 

Edgar Hoover, that Oswald was 

not an informant for the FBI.” 
4)“"Recently, an FBI informant 

avvised the Committee -that he 
had seen an FBI agent and Lee 

Harvey Oswald meeting together 
on numerous occassions in vari- 

ous New Orieans bars. The infor- 
mant states that he had previously 

denied seeing Oswald and the 
agent together because he was © 

threatened by the agent. The a- 
gent has denied the informant's 
charge.” (Theinformant was Orest 
Pena, and the agent who threat- 

ened him was said to be FBI agent 
Warren Dubreys.) 

5) “A witness, who was an FBI © 

Security Code Clerk in the New 
Orleans Field Office from 1961 to 

1966 alleges that the FBI agent 
sent a teletype to ali of it’s offices 
5 days before the assassination 
warning of a reported conspiracy 
to assassinate President Kennedy 
on his proposed trip to Dalias on 
Nov. 22, 1963. The witness fur- 

ther states that the teletype dis- 
close that a militant revolutionary 

group was to be involved in the 
assassination. The FBI has de 
nied sending such a teletype.” 

6) “The Committee has informa- 
tion which, if corroborated, estab- 
lishes links between Lee Harvey 

Oswald and the CIA. Documents 
in the possession of the FBI, some 

of which are in the public domain, 

indicate that the Bureau destroy 

ed relevant evidence and proftered 

misleading statements to the 
Warren Commission. Our anaiysis 
of the investigative procedures of 

Federal Agencies is a potential 

subject of action by our Commit- 
tee and the Congress.” 
These are some of the areas of 

investigation that the Committee, 

under the leadership of Richard A. 

Sprague were pursuing. And in 
that same month of March, 1977, 

the campaign against Mr. Sprague 
began and | think that, as we look 

.back.on it now, we can see that the 
campaign was coordinated by the 
Intellegence organizations of this 

country. The first clue that was 
true was that Jeremiah O’Leary 
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of the Washington Star newspea- 
per played a leading part in the 
campaign. The Church Commit- 

tee Report in 1976 revealed Mr. - 
O’ Leary to have been listed by 
the CIA in it’s own files as a “Pro- 
paganda Asset” of the CIA. The 
Church Committee also revealed 
that Mr. O’ Leary was listed by J. 
Edgar Hoover as a man who would, 

and DID, publish false material 
about the death of Dr. King at the 
request of the FBi, something he 
had done regularly in the past, 
and something which he bégan 
doing AGAIN in terms of the co- 
ordinated attacks of Mr. Sprague. 
And they were coordinated. David 
Burnham of the New York Times 
was also brought in, from Philadek 
phia, and he launched a series of 

attacks on Mr. Sprague aiso. All of 
this was CRUCIAL to the takeover 
of the House Select Committee 
because Sprague HAD to be re- 
moved. And Burnham wrote 5 
stories in the N.Y. Times. One of 
them was placed on the FRONT 

_ PAGE of the Times. The most re- 
cent article that he relied upon 
dealt with a story written seven 
years ago, and he went to the 
morgue of the Philadelphia news- 
papers to get it. Mr. Bumham stat- 
ed in these articles that Mr. Sprague 
used Incorrect prosecutorial pro 
cedures to convict a person un — 
justly. The story was absolutely 
untrue. After these stories by 
Burnham were written, they were 

followed by an editorial statement 
of congratulations for Mr. Burr 
ham for having utilized his investi 
gative skills in attacking Mr. Sprague. 
The campaign against Sprague 
continued and, because of it, it 
was determined that if Sprague 
remained as. Chief Counsel, the _ 
Committee’s continuance would 
be voted down and abolished urr 
less Sprague quit, at which point, 
Sprague quit, saying that he did 
not come there to PREVENT an 
investigation from taking place. A 
man named Robert Blakey came 
in as the new Chief Counsel, a 
man APPROVED OF by the FBI 

and CIA. Mr. Blakey's background 
had been as an attorney for the 
U.S. Department Of Justice. He 
immediately made it clear that NO 
files would be secured from the 
FBI! or the CIA about Lee Harney 

Oswald or anyone else, and | can 
state authoritatively that although 
the Committee was empowered 
to subpoena ALL of the docu 
ments which it thought relevant by 

_ an Act Of Congress, in 1976, not _ 
one single page has been sub 
peoned from the FBI or the CIA 
under Blakey's leadership, NOT 
ONE SINGLE PAGE. Aresearcher 
on the Committee named Dono 
van Gay, who was the Chief re- 
searcher for 16 months, the man - 
who was the keeper of the most 
important secrets in Washington, 

D.C. the evidence which had 
come in about the deaths of Pres 

JFK 
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ident Kennedy and Dr. King, was 
fired from his position by Mr. Blak- 
ey. Blakey told him, “You can no 
longer be here because the CIA 
said that we would have a better 
relationship with the Committee if 
you were removed.” And so, Mr. 

Gay was fired. 
On March 10, 1978, Bob Lehner 

was fired also. He was the attorn- 
‘ay in charge of the King case. 
Blakey explained that he was be- 

bring in someone from the Dept. 
Of Justice who would be AP- 
PROVED OF by the CIA and the 
FBI. 
When this congressional invest 

igation first began, we all thought 
the Select Committee was going 
to investigate the circumstances 
surrounding the murders of Presk 
dent Kennedy and Dr. King. Part 
of the circumstances were exanr 
ined by the Church Committee of - 
the U.S. Senate which in 1976 
issued a report saying that the FBI 
and the CIA, at the very highest 
levels, starting with the Director of 

each organization conspired to 
lie to the Warren Commission, to 
MISLEAD the Warren Commis- 
sion. And part of the job of the 
House Select Committee was to 
investigate the COVERUP of the 
facts surrounding the twoassassi+ 
nations, the COVERUP perpetrat- 
ed by both the FBI and CIA Now, it 
had all been reversed. Instead, 
the FBI and CIA are investigating 

nations and determining for 
THEM who can be hired and fired. 
Mr. Blakey made it plain. NO ONE 
was hired or retained who had not 
been CLEARED FIRST by the FBI 
and the CIA, and, | suppose the 
bottom line of all of this is, even 
the investigators in the field, some 
of whom were the very bestinvest- 
igators in this country on the sub 
ject who did uncover crucially inr 
portant information were compro. 
mised by the conduct of the chief 
counsel, Robert Blakey. | will give 
you but one example. One invest 
igator named Gaeton Fonzi ur 
coved a document related to the 
JFK assassination that was so 

’ potentially explosive that it may 
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be the single most important dis 
covery since the Committee was 

established. It is called “The 
Spanish Document’, the code 

- name for it Mr. Fonzi, who ur 
covered it, gave that document to 
Mr. Blakey with the understanding 
that it could only be shown to a 
very small group of people with 

the “need to know’ within the 
Committee and to no-one else. 
Mr. Blakey AGREED. After the im — 
vestigator left his office, Mr. Biak- 
ey had many copies of the doc 
ument made and then sent one- 
over immediately to the offices of 
the CIA in Langley, Virginia, there- 

_ by forever compromising the irr 
: tegrity of that investigator. There 
were early indications of what 
Robert Blakey would do. His pro- 
féssional experience included the 
fact that he worked for the U.S. 
Dept Of Justice from 1960 to 
1964, and on the very day that 
Blakey was hired to be Chief 
Counsel of the Select Committee, 
he held a press conference, The 

date was June 20, 1977. During 
that press conference, he gave 
indications of what he was going 
to do, and what he was NOT going 

to do. Here are some quotes of 
questions put to him by the news 

reporters there and his answers to 
them. 

Question: “Your description, 

Mr. Blakey, of the manner in which 

this investigation will be cor 

ducted, atleast from a philosophic 

standpoint, is directly at odds 

from which we have been told up 

to this point by your predecessor 

the House Committee On Assasst _ a Mr. Sprague. He told us that these 
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are 2 murder investigations. You 
are telling us that this is NOT the 
case, that you are investigating as 
a LEGISLATIVE matter?” 

Blakey: “That's correct” __ 
Question: “You intend to re- 

structure the investigation? As | 
understand it, in the beginning, 
the Committee was going to take 
a very broad scope look at all of 
the evidence, all of the documents, 
etc. Are you going to restructure 
this investigation?” 

Blakey. “Those decisions will be 
reached, but frankly, | doubt they — 
will be made public.” 

Question: “So the Committee is 
staying on that course and in- 
tends to cover all the ground?” 

Blakey. “I'm not terribly sure that 
we have a common understand 
ing of what it's purpose is. It is my 
understanding that this is a legis 
lative committee pursuing a legis- 
lative investigation, and NOT pur 
suing 2 murder investigations. 
During the course of that ilegis- 
lative investigation, | would hope 
that all the questions people 
might think relevant iN THIS 
CONTEXT will be answered.” 

Question: “All questions rele- 
vant to the 2 murder investiga 
tions which they are NOT inves- | 
tigating?” : 

Blakey-“I think that is fair to 
say.” 

At no time since he gave that 
press conference has Mr. Blakey 
indicated that there is any reason 
at all to doubt the truthfuliness of 
what he said then. Nowhere has 
he violated his original prejudices 
and original statements he made 
that day. A survey was conducted 
on February 5th and 6th, 1978, of 
the thirteen people who were on 
the Select Committee from the 
outset of their work there. Each of 
them has said that they had seen 
massive evidence which proved 
beyond question that there were 
definite conspiracies in the mur- 
ders of JFK and Dr. King, but that 
what had occurred was the ab 
solute CIA and FB! takeover of 
that Committee. 

On January 25, 1978, the 
Committee issued a ten page in- 
terim report on their procedures. 
In a chapter entitled, “Security 
Considerations,” on page 7 they 
state: 

ee 

“Security breaches could urr 
dermine the Committee's ongoing 
relationship with Executive Agen- 
cies which furnish information to 
the Committee only upon the 
condition that the information BE 
KEPT SECURE. As a result, the 
Committee has adopted stringent 
security procedures, 

All staff members on the Com- 
mittee have received or are in the 
process of receiving TOP SEC- 
RET SECURITY CLEARANCE. 
The FBI, as an accomodation to 

the Committee, conducts the 
background 
these security clearances. The 
CIA then reviews the background 
investigations done by the FBI. 
After consultation with the FBI. 
and CIA, the full Commitee makes - 
a determination regarding an in 
dividuals security clearance.” A 
COMPLETE TAKEOVER of that 
Committee by the CIA and FBI, 
and NOWHERE was this deve- 
lopment reported by the news 
media So we began to see a 
continuation BY CONGRESS of 
the coverup which originated with 
the Warren Commission Report in 
1964, which was immediately - 
proclaimed by all segments of the 
media as being “The greatest in- 

investigations for 

S . 

vestigation in the history of crimé- 
nology.” 

The media said that BEFORE 
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they had read one single word of - 
allegedly “supportive evidence” 
contained in the 26 volumes. 
During two of many shows! did on — 
KGO radio in San Francisco, in 
1978, | informed the large lis- 
tening audience of the suppres 

sions of crucial information by 
Robert Blakey. | requested the 
listeners write letters to Blakey 

asking him to respond to two 
things in particular. Number one 

was an appeal! to him to abolish 
the “Nor Disclosure Agreement” 
perpetrated by the CIA and FBI 
and secondly, to answer the 
charges made by myself and other 
researchers that he was covering 
up vital Information which resided. 
in the Committee's files. 

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE 
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Editor! s&s Note: 

The dialogue, below, between Judge 

Jim Garrison and myself has been confirmed by 

Robert Hlakey, himself, during a conversation 

I had with him on September 20, this year during 

which he admitted, for the first time EVER that 
there was, indeed, a Clifford Fenton Report re 

Garrison's evidence of direct C.I.A. involvement 

in the JFK assassination. But Blakey lied to me when 

he said that Garrison's evidence, given to Fenton, 

was published in both the 12 HSCA JFK volumes and in 

the Committee's Final Report. More about this later. 

Onacopy of a letter sent by Mr. 

Blakey to one listener, who senta 
copy to me, dated Feb. 16, 1978, 
Mr. Blakey wrote, “No coverup is 

in progress.” On another copy ofa 
jetter to another listener dated 
March 2, 1978,. Blakey wrote,’ 
“While other information which a 
staff member receives may not be 
divulged for the duration of the 
Select Committee’s existence, it 
MAY be divulged AT ANY SUB- 
SEQUENT TIME.” Both of these 
Statements are provably false. 
The “Non-Disclosure Agreement” 
is for LIFE, and secondly, there 
exists in my personal files (taped 
and printed) ample evidence of a 
gigantic coverup of the facts, 

primarily orchestrated) by Mr. 

Blakey. On Feb. 11, 1978, the 

former New Orleans District 

Attorney, now Judge, Jim Gar 
- rison, who had conducted his own 

investigation of the JFK murder in 

1967, called me onthe phone. We 
talked for half an hour. 

Here are some quotes, from 
listening to the tape of that cor- 
versation, from Mr. Garrison. 
“Since | last talked to you, Ted, I’ve 

talked to the investigatorsthatare | 
based here in New Orleans that 
have just come back here from 
Washington, and they are very 
enthusiastic and they have been 
Stimulated by the attitude up 
there in Washington in the in- 
creased interest in the New 

Orleans scenario and the new 

assignments they have been 
given. In the last 2 weeks, the 
interest in New Orleans which has 

been mounting in recent months 
has absolutely doubled, and some 

of the top people who were here 
last month are coming back again 
in the next ten days or so. Theyare 
especially interested in Clinton, 
Louisiana, where we found Clay 
Shaw and David Ferrie with 

Oswald, and they are coming back 
here to go on their second trip to 
Clinton. These are the top inves- 
tigators and legal people from 
Washington. They are satisfied 
now that they feel that there is so 
much momentum, and especiaily 

enthusiasm about the New 
Orleans developments, that there 

would be an EXPLOSION.” Later 
in the conversation: 

Garrison said, “They (the Conr 

mittee) have TAPE RECORDED 
MEETINGS IN WHICH THEY ARE 

SPECIFICALLY DISCUSSING 

THE ASSASSINATION WITH 
CLAY SHAW AND DAVID FERRIE 

PRESENT...DETAIL + asked 

Garrison, “You're talking about 

what Perry Raymond Russo 
said?” ‘ 

Garrison answers, “No, no, 

SINCE THEN. They have gone 
beyond that, into NEW AREAS we 
hadn't reached yet. We had the 

right people but we didn’t have 

ALL THEIR MEETINGS...PEOPLE 

PRESENT AT THE MEETINGS. 1 
wish | could tell you’ of the 
progress they have made. ITS 
PAST CONSPIRACY, ITS PAST . 
PRIMA FACIE, ITS SOLID EvI- 
DENCE ON TAPE. | mean there’s 
NO QUESTION ABOUT HIT, but it 

doesn't seem to be reaching... 
Biakey seems to have cotton in 
his ears ON PURPOSE.” 

| then told Garrison that | had 
called Congressman Louis Stokes, 

Chairman of the Committee, and 
also Congresswoman Yvonne 
Burke, a member of the Com- 
mittee, informing them of the 
nefarious Coverup practices being 
employed by Mr. Blakey, and that 
they both strongly denied that he 
was doing this. | also told Garrison 
that | had also called Congress- 
man Christopher Dodd, also a 

member of the Committee, and 
that Mr. Dodd had told me that he 
hadn't seen ANY evidence of a 
conspiracy in the JFK case. 
Garrison replied, “Ted, the next 

time you talk toa Congressperson. 

on the Committee who says 
theyve seen no evidence of a 
conspiracy, why don’t you tell 
them to do something like this. 

Why don’t you say, without 
warning to Blakey, why don't you 

just call the Chief Investigator on 
the JFK case and ask him if there 

has been any evidence of a 
conspiracy. By the time Clifford 

' Fenton finishes speaking, it will 
be about 6 hours later. That will be 
the end of Blakey.” There were’ 
other things discussed that day 
between Garrison and myself, but 
the above will provide a small 
indication of some of the corr 
clusive evidence of a massive 

conspiracy, involving persons 
affiliated with the CIA. 

This evidence was totally sup 
pressed and NONE of it was ever 

published in the twelve volumes: 

of the HSCOA Final Report re- 
lating to the JFK assassination. 
Recently, on July 25, 1982, |hada 

phone conversation with Clifford 

Fenton during which | told him of 

some of the above statements 
made to me by Mr. Garrison, and! 

asked Mr. Fenton if these state- 
ments were true. Mr. Fenton 

vehemently REFUSED to confirm 

or deny or even to discuss the 
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matter, stating to me that, “all of 
the evidence which the Com- 
mittee had was in their Final 
Report.” When | told him that 
arrison’s evidence was definitely 
NOT iNCLUDED in the Report, 
and when i again asked him if he 

personally saw and heard the 

conclusive evidence, in Garrison's 
office and elsewhere, of a CIA 
conspiracy to kill JFK, he became 
livid with rage and hung up the 
phone on me. 

For another indication of the 
coverup which was conducted by _ 
Mr. Blakey and the Committee, | 
return again to the January 25, 
1978 Interim Report of the Select 
Committee, page 8-it states, “In 
both the Kennedy and King in 

vestigations, a careful analysis of 
all the ballistic evidence available 
is being conducted both to 
evaluate the investigations that. 
were performed regarding each 

assassination, as well as enable 
the Committee to reach an im 
dependent conclusion concerning 
the identity of the assassin or 

assassins. Ballistics tests serve to 
identify the rifles that fired bullets 
found at the scene of a shooting. 
The Committee has assembled a 
panel of ballistics and firearms 

experts to perform such an 
analysis.” 

Shortly before this Interim Re- 
port was issued, | had a phone 
conversation with a member of 
the investigative staff on the 
Committee. He will remain name- 
less because of the secrecy oath 
agreement which he signed, but 

he is an unimpeachable source of 

information, and during that corr 
versation he toid me that the 

Committee had ALREADY con- 
ducted precise neutron activation 
analysis and spectrographic 
analysis of the complete bullet 
and the fragments of a bullet, or 

_ bullets, found in the presidential 
limosine and also of the slug 

which was recovered from Or. 
King’s body. 

He told me that these tests | 

proved conclusively that they 
were fired from at least 2 different 
rifles in the JFK assassination, 
and that the slug removed from 

Dr. King’s body was proven to 

NOT have come from the rifle’ 

allegedly fired by James Earl Ray. 

This crucial evidence also is 
nowhere to be found in the 
Committee’s Final Report. It was 
completely suppressed by that 
Committee. 

in June, 1978, | wrote in my 

personal notebook, the following 
information. The title is “Assas- 
sination Committee Surrenders 

To Intelligence Forces.” | will 
quote a brief portion of what | 
wrote that day. “The Chief Counsel 
Of the House Select Committee 
On Assassinations, G. Robert 
Blakey, is a ‘legal hit man for ; 

organized crime’ and he has per- 
mitted the Committee to be ‘cap- 
tured by the FBI andCIA' The key 

figure in the surrender of the 
Select Committee to the InteF 
ligence interests is Robert Blakey, 
it's present Chief Counsel. 

in charging that Blakey had odd 
and recent connections with — 
organized crime characters, itisa 
fact that on February 4, 1976, 
Blakey associated himself with 
Moe Dalitz, one of the early 
activists with organized crime in 
America. On that date, for a 
substantial sum of money, he sold 
his expertise to Dalitz as an 
‘expert’ in the area of organized 

- crime. Blakey refused to disclose 
how much money he was paid, 

leaving only that question in 
doubt. He refers all questions 
regarding his services to Dalitz to 
his attorney, Louis Nizer. Nizer is 
also the attorney for Dalitz. Nizer 
wrote in his preface to an edition 

of the Warren Report that the 
issue of the JFK assassination 

was now closed and that only 
“neurotics” clinging to “pride or a 

more sordid interest” would re- 
fuse to accept the Reports. 
findings. 

Now, Blakey, his client, is 
OSTENSIBLY investigating the 
Warren Commission Report. 
Blakey was recommended for his 
position by Committee member, 
Congressman Christopher Dodd, 

who had been a Jaw partner with 
indicted former FBI director L. 
Patrick Gray. Many of the most 
frightening and recurring ques- — 
tions presented by the JFK and 
King assassinations are those 
dealing with the roles of the 

Intelligence Agencies. The Church 
_ Committee has revealed their 

criminal excesses and their close 
cooperation with organized crime. 

When the original Chief Coun 
sel, Richard A. Sprague guested 

‘on my weekly cable TV show 

entitled “Assassination U.S.A”, 

along with researcher Richard E. 
Sprague, Richard A. Sprague told 

us that he refused to yield to the 
intelligence Agency's demands 
that he and his staff sign “Non 
Disclosure Agreements” as this 

~ would have given the FBI and CIA. 
the authority to decide what the 

Committee,could disclose. Blakey 
quickly entered into these agree- 

ments and then required Commit- 
tee personnel to sign agreements 
which prohibited each of them, 
including himself, from releasing 
or commenting upon any informa- 
tion relating to “Substance Or 
Procedure” that was learned 
through Committee contact. Thus, 
those very police agencies which 
have participated in a coverup of 
the facts in these assassinations 
were now charged with passing 
on the eligibility of those who 
would judge their conduct. Blakey 
Said to one charter staff member, 
of the several he fired, “The CIA 
would be more comfortable if you 
were gone.” The CIA has not ex- 
plained how this activity does not 
violate its charter prohibition 
against domestic activities. 
The HSCOA should have been 

‘freed from the stranglehold of the 
intelligence Agencies. It should 

have dealt with the CONFLICT OF . 
INTEREST presented by Blakey's 

ties with organized crime and 
Louis Nizer, defender of the War- 

ren Report, and with it’s own viola- 
tion of the rules, before it could 
have pursued the truth about the 
assassinations of King and Ker 
nedy. Other evidence of the 
Committee's coverup include the 
following: 

Undoubtedly, the most eminent 
forensic pathologist in this courr 
try is Dr. Cyril H. Wecht of Pennsyt 
vania. He was past president of 
the American Academy Of Forer- 
sic Sciences and has personally 

conducted more that 20,000 au- 
topsies in his illustrious career. 
Dr. Wecht testified before the Se-



fect Committee in open public 
hearings in 1978 about what he 
had observed when he viewed the . 

secret autopsy photographs and 
X-rays of President Kennedy's 
body in 1972 at the National 
Archives. 

Dr. Wecht stated that it was 
his firm opinion, as a result of 
viewing and studying this mat- 

erial, that shots had to have 
been fired and had to have 
struck the President from at 
least 2 different locations in 

'Dealy Plaza that day. His most 
expert testimony was com- 

pletely disregarded by the 

Committee. 
When | recently called Robert 

. Blakey, | asked him why the 

Committee chose not to believe 
Dr. Wecht’s testimony. His answer 
to me was "Because Wecht was 
WRONG.” Undoubtedly, a more 
truthful answer would have been 
that Dr. Wecht’s testimony, Com- 

pletely demolishes both the War- 
ren Reports and the Souse Select 
Committee’s basic conclusions... 

that both shots which struck the 
President were fired from above 

~ and behind him. Richard E. Sprague, 
the photographic genius of. the 
JFK case, the only man who owns 

every photograph and film taken 

of the JFK murder that day, and 
who was, in fact, paid consultant 

for the Committee, and also Ro- 

bert Groden, also a photo analist, 
both presented showings of all 
these photos and films taken that 
day in Dallas, including the fa- 
mous “Zapruder film”, and based 

solely on this photographic evi- 

dence alone, they proved beyond 
question that there was indeed a 
conspriracy in the presidential 
assassination. This evidence was 

also completely disregarded by 
the Committee. 

The whole series of Hearings 
was like a rehearsed play, a 
Blakey extravaganza. 

That is, until a little bit of scien- 
tifically based evidence came 
along to spoint it all. That is the 
acoustical evidence proving at 

least one shot from the grassy 
knoll was fired. Professors Mark 
Weiss and Ernest Aschkenasy in 

swom statements made to the 

Committee in open public hear- 
_ ings stated that as a result of 

highly scientific acoustical tests 
performed on a tape recording 

which was made on an open mic- 
rophone on a motorcycle of a 
Dallas policeman in Dealy Plaza 
that day, that they both were 95% 
certain, or better, that at least 4 
shots had been fired at President 

Kennedy, the 3rd of which was 

identified as having been fired 
from the grassy knoll behind a 

wooden fence located to the right- 
front of the presidential limosine 
in Dallas on Nov. 22, 1963, ex- 
actly where two-thirds of the wit- 
nesses were never called to tes- 
tify before the Warren Commis- 
sion or, for that matter, before the 
House Select Committee either, 

as to what they had heard or what 
they saw. But the House Com- 

mittee concluded in it's Final Re- 

port that one shot fired from the - 
Knoll “completely missed striking 

the President.” One wonders how 

they were able to make that de- 
termination, since it is a known 
fact that approximately one hour 
after JFK was pronounced dead in 
Parkland Hospital? two doctors. 

who observed and attended the 
president's wounds called a press 
conference. These two doctors 
were Malcolm. Perry and James 
McLelland. 

Dr. Perry stated that the wound 
at the front of JFK's throat was“an 
ENTRANCE wound.” Dr. McLek | 

land stated that the cause of 
death was “the result of a bullet 

- which struck the president IN THE 
RIGHT TEMPLE.” During the 
aforementioned telephone con- 
versation | had with Robert Blakey 
recently, | asked him to explain 

why these two doctors were not 
called to testify before the House 

Select Committee. His answer 
was that he didn’t intend to an- 
swer any further questions from 
me, and he hung up the phone on 
me at that point. 

As a result of the aforemer- 
tioned acoustical evidence of a 

shot fired from the right-front of 

JFK, several meetings in the 
basement of the Pentagon and in 

Langley, Virginia must have been 
required. The net result Admit a 

simpie conspiracy of just two 
people. That is what the Conr 
mittee and Blakey have done. 
The Congress is finished. The 
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CIA and FBI and Blakey saw to 
that. The field is wide open to the 
Intelligence Agencies, Blakey and 
their lackies to establish for once 
and for all that only 2 people were 
involved in the assassination of 
President John F. Kennedy. No 
organization or group in America 
has the power to stop the CIA/FBI, 

Blakey and Company from doing 
this The Congress, The Justice 
Department, The Courts, The 

Media, The Executive Branch in 

toto, NONE of them can combat 
the power of the CIA/FBI. This has 

been demonstrated over and over. 
again since 1963. The only per- 
son | know of who served in any 
capacity with the House Select 

Committee On Assassinations 
and who is courageous enough to 
discuss the matter at allisa man| 
am proud to call a friend and cok 

league. That man is researcher . 
Richard E. Sprague. | heartily 
commend Mr. Sprague for that alt 

too-rare courage and for his belief 
in the RIGHT of the people to 
know the TRUTH about the mur- 
der of our beloved President John 

F. Kennedy on November 22, 

1963. 

The only way that the people of 
this country will ever learn the 
complete truth about these 2 as- 
sassinations would be if other 

people who were employed by the 
HSCOA would also come forward, 

‘and tell the people about the 
evidence which they saw or heard 

about during the Committee's 

existence. 

| am of the firm conviction that 

this country will remain a nation 
of, by and for the people, as our 
heritage so proudly proclaims, if, 
and only if, we find out, finally, the 
truth about who killed John and 
Robert Kennedy and Martin - 

Luther King, Jr. Then, and only 

then, can we be successful in the. 
prevention of future assassina- 

tions of the great political leaders 

of our times. Only then can we 

TRULY be free. 

TELL YOUR FRIENDS © 

ABOUT THIS NEWSLETTER 

ee eee 



G. Robert Blakey , Ted Gandolfo, Chairmn; 188 
Former Chief Counsel Assasseaination Information 
mouse Seleét Committee On Assassinations — Committee 
I34I Kast Yayne North Teq4 First Aveaue 
Soutn Senc, Indiana | New Yors, 1.Y. Il02I 

Phone:(2T2) 282 1596 
| 7 Sept. IO, 1952 
AN OFEM LETTER TO G, ROBERT BLANEY 

Dear Wr, Blarey, 

At the outset, let me inform you tunt many copies of this 
letiexz are being seni all ecross this country to fellow long—tine 
researchers, radio and TY stations I have adj»,eared on as guest expert m 
the JPx assassingtion, neWspapers, magazines, newsletters, and also to 
many people across this comtry who still write me inquiring es to the ~ 
mammoth coverup of evidence perpetrated by the HSCMA and especially by 
yourself. : | 

When I recently spore to you by phone on August 21, 1982, 
I aske~ you several questions, auong them the following, and your answers; 
Ii— Jim Garrison, former New Orleans District Attorney, now Judge, told 
me in 1978, that a team of 5 investigtors. headed by Clifford Fenton were 
sent to Garrison's office in New Orleans and elso to Ciinton, Louisiana 
on several occassions and that, among other things, tney secured tape- 
recorded conversations in which the assassination of President Kennedy 
Was being discussed hy, amoig others, voices identified as being contratt 
eliployees of the Central Intelligence Agency, and that those tapes had 
been turned over to the HSCOA (yourself included), Your answer to me was 
that that information was not true, implying that ir. Garrison was lying. 
NO, kr, Blaxey, it is you who is lying about this crucial information. 
YOU suppressed it. 
2—- I asked you why you allowed the infamous "Non=Disclosure Agreement" to 
be forced to be signed by everyone who served in any capacity ou the - 
Committee, and I told you that, since it was mdouhtedly a CIA/FRI 
document, that that resulted in the ABSOLUTE TAKEOVER of that Committee 
by the very agencies which ThecChurch Committee, in I976, concluded, 
at the very highest levels of each agency, LIED to the Warren Commission, 
KISLEAD the Warren Commission, and failed to provide much crucial 
information to the Warren Commission. Your answer was that the GIA and 
FBI DID NOT issue that secrecy cath but that the members of Congress 
Woo comprisi:d the HSCOA issued it. That was another LIE by yourself to 
he, i have cbhtained qa camplete copy of that document and it is, beyond 
question, a CIA/FBI document, . 
2 I asied you why the most brilliant and expert Forensic Pathologist 
in this country, Dr. Cyril H. Wecht's testimony, given in open public 
hearings before you and the Committee, was not believed and relied upon. 
Your answer to this. was simply the following, and I quote you, Because 
Wecht was: WROVG. I woader on what basis you were able to maze that 
judgment and evaluation, since; im ANY TRUTEFUL INVESTIGATION, the VERY 
BEST expert/s should be relied upon. Woulou't a more trutaorul auswer vy 
yourself have been that Dr. Yecht's testimony, if believed end relied 
upon, totally destroyed the Tarren Report's, and ultiuately the FSCOA 
conclusions. that all the shots which were firea ¥¢/¢/f/f ‘tuat day which 
Struck the president aad Governor Connally were fired by Lee Harvey 
OsWald and him alone? 

. I will now as you the following questions which are izperative: 
_ I) Since it is a fact that the Committee aad you summoned aca called to appear before the Comnrittee ten researchers/critics of 

tae warren Report, why did you exclude tae two most prodigious compilers 
Or toe public data on the two uurders mder investigation? I refer to 
lae Brussel, who has accumulated the largest PRT'TED files on tnese cases,



aia 1 reler VO uwySei. Ge wes, 2 tee ere e-n . 

be w.douvotedly tue largest, chronologically listea, tape-recorueu 489 

licrery in the world relatiny to the JFL assassinetion, besinnias 14 

minutes after the first bulletin was ammouncec that spots nad veen fired 

at “resident Mennedy in Dallas, and couitinuing to tne present tine. If 

you'll recall, one of tne iavestigators you fired, Donovan Gay, told you 

I was willing to provide you ana tae Committee with very iszportant tape 

copies and, kf you'll also recall, I spoie to you on the phone about 

this very soon after you became Cuiel Counsel, You refused to tell me 

why you did not want to secure Ly tapes (approximately 4,000 nours at the 

tines, or woy I was not iaciuded among the otner researcners to apvear 

perore your Comittee. | | 

2) Since it is a fact that about one nour after JH. wes 

pronounced dead, Doctors Kelecoln Perry and James tictlellana helcé a press 

coufereace ct Fari:iend sospital. Dr. srerry stateé tuct tae wound in tne 
MD TAD WATT TT ee ey ee ee a : Te ~ ee eee Et 

Sroat of JE i's nec: Was A aANTRi.es wus. Dr, Lethelland statec tun y tne 

cause of death was the result of"A BULLET WOUND OF Tos PIGET TaNvPLE.". 

wby Gidn't you call these two doctors to testify before your Committee? 

3) Since it is a fact that MiO-T TRDS of the witnesses in Dealy 

Pleze stated that eat least one shot hac been firec from behind 2 wooden. 

ren tod & grassy in ituatec fa Lchterrout,of the presigentig) 

ifmosines wayoweren't oe eee sesses gne Fighles Toh Pee “Sever “G2 TIEL tO 

testify before your Committee, especially & Woman nazied Jeanne Hill woo 

atziea to a revorter at tue scene at 5:09 9.U. the following: ".ary 

(Loorzan) started to tace tie picture as tne presiceit became right even 

with us. Taree shots- We loozeu at nin ané he was Lloozing at tue micdle 

of the street-three shots rang out and he grabbed his chest- ana a Loox 

of pain on his face and fell across towards Jacrie and sne-un-fell over 

nim and said, Ly God, he's show." Ande-ub— there was an interval ana then 

tnree or four uore suots rang out." (Question by reporter) "Did you see 

the person who- who fired the... (Answer) "No, I didn't see any person 

fire the weapon." (Question) "You only heard it?” (Answer) "I only heard 

st and I loosed up and SAY A MAN RUINING LLOYG TEE TOP OF THe EILL." 

P.S. 1 nave this on tape-recording from NBC TV. ~ 

4) Since it is a self-admitted fact that pathologist Commaader 

James J, Htimes "destroyed by. burning in uyf fireplace certain preliminary 

Graft notes relating to the autopsy of President Kennedy", why is it that 

when he Was questioned about this pefore your Committee, -you blindly 

accepted his feeble (and obviously utrue) explanation that he aid this 

because "There were smudges sf blood on this paper (notes). Why wasa't 

he questioned further about this in a more probing fashion? , 

: 5) Why was it necessary to, at the last moment, concede to the 

fact that at least one sho} had been fired from the grassy knoll area 

(based on the acousticall evidence), when the photographic evidence 

supplied to you and the Committee by, among others, Richard E. Sprague 

and Robert Groden PROVES BEYOND QUESTION that at least one shot eminated 

from that exact area? And on what possible basis did your Final Report 

state and conclude that the shot fired from the knoll missed the president 

when the photographic evidence ALONE proves the contrary? 
6) Why wasn¢t the information contained in the following books 

relied upon and furthur igvestigated in all aspects: 

2) "Rush To Judgment" by Hark Lane. 

bs "Accessories After The Fact" by Sylvia Heagher. 

c) The "Whitewash"’’series of books by Harold Weisberg. 

a) "six Seconds In Dallas" br Josiah Thompsoa,(In this boar, 

ir. Thompson proves conclusively that the violent backward and to the Left 

movement of JIK's head and body was entirely too fast to bef attributed 

to any "neuromuscular sgzasm" that has continually been asserted by the 

Warren Report apologists. To refuse to accept li. Thompson's expert | 

analysis is also tantamomt to a refusal to accept the validity of Newton's 

_gecond Jaw of motion, i.e. CAUSE AND EFTECT. ) 
e) As did the Warren Commission, you and your Committee 

completely accepted the veracity of the SINGLE BULLET THEORY. Why didn't 

you and the Comittee attempt to attempt to duplicate identical conditions 
using simJated boes and flesh comparable to those which were penetrated 

~



£3 aetermine if ANY BULLET would remain in the almost pristine condition 
as #399? ; 190 

f) Since it is a fact that NOONE, ineludins rifiemea rated 
as. LASTSR by the FST have ever been able to accowplish the seat oz 
maremanshio attriouted to Oswald, (3 shots with 2 hits in 5.6 seconds), 
end Since it is also a fact that in his last end final shootiag tests 
Woile serving in tne tarine Corps, Oswald, ierine records statea, that 
he Was regarded as A RATHER POOR SHOT. How was it possible for you and the Committee, as did the Warren Comission before you, to recoucile these 
two aspects truthfully? 

, &) Why werea't the following persons (who we feel had a vast 
anount of information to give relating to the J assassination) called to 
testify hefore your Couzittee: EB. Howard Hunt, Richara frelus, James 
Angleton, Gerald Ford and, of course, why wasn't Jim Gerrison called 
either, among several others? 

&) Why did you deny larx Lane the right to represeat Jerry 
Ray oefore your Comulttee, callijg it a "conflict of interest" if he did 
So, waen, in fact, the RSAL conflict of interest is your appointment to 
be Chief Counsel, since it is a fact taat you arecrepresented by your 
personal attorney, Louis Nizer, wno has been, and remnins, one of the 
stauachest defenders of the Warren Peport's conclusions, as he hiuself 
stated/wrote in an early edition preface to the Report, 

h) Isn't it odd that allthoush the CIA controlled News lLiedia 
combined to completely discredit your predecessor as Chie? Counsel, Richard 
A. Sprague, which ultimately led to his being forced to resin, isat it 
odd to2t not one faction of that same media ever found or published 
anything at all derozatory about you durin,; tue entire tine you were the 
Chief Caumsel? They were very happy to have you there servinz; in thet most 
inbortant capacity, weren't they? , 

In conclusion, let me state ny oDinion, shared by many, that you are wiquestionably A COVERUPS ARTIS? without equal. In view of woat is written here and also tne fact toast, as you yourself told me on the phone, the testimony taken in =xecutive Sessions is being sudoressed 
froz the citizens of this coultry for 50 years, at least, it is odiously 
clear that the COVERUP of the factual evidence by you and tne 2Sct0n far 
surpasses the original one perpetrated by the Varren Comission ia 1964. It too: us researchers/critics many years to coivince over 90 per ceat 
of tne people of tue complete fraudulence and inaccuracies of the Yerren report's conclusions, It may very well take a considerable amount of tine to completely reveal your COMPLETE coverup as well, but other researchers aid historians will follow us in the future. They also will be dissatig&ied With what you and the HSCOA have perpetrated, and I feel confident that this Will come to pass eventually because, as Hartin Luther Ming used to oftentimes say, "The truth, though crushed to the earth, Will rise again." 4S I've previously mentioned, topies of this letter are in the process of. being sent to many peovle and organizations throughout this country. I can Well imagine that you will he receiving a lot of mil in the very near future. Although I think itcis safe to say that as you will not, and in fact CANNOT answer me truthfully as to the questions and charges I have here submitted to you, I feel equally certain that you will not answer the many letters you will be receiving soon on this subject. I would personally LOVE to deoate this issue with you in any public forum you may choose to do so in. But, alas, I'n heing a bit naive, aren't I? You'll’not do that either. So, I'll simply close by saying that eventually, despite your ertorts to the contrary, TIS "Qyer VItT OUT. 

Contenptuously yours, 

Tae. Banaoge.



191 
fi U.S. Department of Justice — _ 

ms 5S isi 
am 

™ TVISION RECEIVED 

983 EN -5 PH 300 
Sore e Ar 

a
.
 

F
o
 

ee 
e
y
 

o
e
 w
e
e
n
 

oe
 

F 
Li

na
? 

m
y
 

a
y
 

w
o
s
 

e
t
e
 

hh
 

Le
de

 
4 

e
r
 

~ 

SFFICE-GF CONGRESSMAN BLL GAEL, 
Assistant Attorney General , Washington, D.C. 20530 

January 3, 1983 

The Honorable Bill Green 
U.S.. House of Representatives © 
Washington, D.c. 20515 

Dear Congressman Green: 

Reference is made to your recent referral to the Depart- 

ment of Justice of a letter from Mr. Gandolfo, Chai 

the Assassination Informati 

rT Gandolfo indicated that "suppressed information” connects | 

contract employees’ of the Central Intelligence Agenc with the 

asSassination Of President Jonn Fs Kennedy. — oo 

The U.S. House of Representatives Select Committee on 

Assassinations (HSCA) reported its conclusion in a 1979 final 

report that the assassination of John F. Kennedy was probably 

the result of a conspiracy. That conclusion was based upon the 

opinions of experts hired by the Committee who reported a 95 

percent probability that noises on a police communications dicta- 

belt were caused by gunshots originating at two different locations 

almost simultaneously. 

The HSCA conducted extensive hearings and financed expert 

“yesearch addressing numerous assassination conspiracy theories. 

It appears that the conspiracy theory raised by Mr. Gandolfo was 

“tOnsidered by the HSCA and was expressly found to be without. 

meri y a ongressiona ody. @ HSCA final report explains 

n etal e reasons or e e rmination a was 

“hot involved in the assassination. . 
— Y 

The Department was asked by the Committee, in its final 

report, to reevaluate the acoustical evidence, which was the 

basis of the Committee's assasSination conspiracy theory. There 

was some concern regarding the accuracy of the Committee's acousti- 

cal research because of the severe time constraints imposed upon 

the researchers performing that work. The Department arranged 

for a review of the methodology of the HSCA experts, but not of 

the evidence itself, by the FBI Technical Services Division. 

The Department also contracted for a much broader National 

Research Council (part of the National Academy of Sciences) study 

of the acoustical evidence. In order to assure independence from 

Department of Justice control of the National Academy of Sciences 

study, the National Science Foundation was asked to oversee the



Study. In this manner, the Department. was able to avoid all 192 
involvement in decisions regarding the scope of the study and 
composition of the scientific panel. 

The FBI released a report on December 1, 1980, which con- 
cluded that the HSCA experts had not scientifically proven their 
conclusion that gunshots were fired from two different locations 

.at the time of the assassination. In May, 1982, the National 
Academy of Sciences panel completed its work. Its 96-page report 
included an analysis of the actual acoustical evidence, the 
previous HSCA work, and the FBI report. While it was critical 
of aspects of both the HSCA and FBI studies which preceded it, . 
its primary conclusion was that the HSCA acoustics research 
methodology was flawed. The Academy determined that the HSCA 
acoustical analyses did not demonstrate that there waS a grassy 

_ knoll shot and that the sounds evaluated by the HSCA experts 
actually occurred one minute after the President was shot and the 
motorcade had been instructed to go to the hospital. Further, 
the National Academy of Sciences report discouraged undertaking 
additional expensive studies of this evidence on the grounds 
that the strength of the demonstration that the HSCA conclusion 
was invalid was so great that the likely results of further 
Study would not justify the cost of such research. It should 
be noted that the National Academy of Sciences questioned both 
the HSCA experts and the FBI experts during the course of its 
two-year study, and that it confronted both groups with its 
intended conclusions before they were finalized. The National 
Academy of Sciences has advised the Department that neither group 
of experts provided any contradictory explanation for the findings 
of the National Academy of Sciences. Since the May, 1982, pub- 
lication of the report, neither the FBI nor HSCA experts have 
contacted the Criminal Division of the Department of Justice with 
any alternative explanation for the findings of the National 
Academy of Sciences. 

In_view of the HSCA request that the Department review 
the scientific evidence in the assassination investigation, and 
in view of the preliminary results of that review, the Department 
has not expanded its. current investigation to encompass theories 
found to be without merit by the HSCA. Absent additional requests 
from the Congress, similar to the referrals in the HSCA final 
report, and absent the discovery of new evidence, the Department 
does not intend to further explore allegations of C.I.A. involve- 
ment in the assassination. | 

The Department is now reviewing the results of all inves- 
tigative activity in this matter, including the HSCA hearings 
and final report, acoustical study. results, and FBI reports. It 
is our intention to make a full report to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, since the HSCA no longer exists, early 
next year. I have requested that a copy of that report be pro- 
vided to your office. 

Your interest in this matter of mutual concern is gppreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Powel) Senotn. 
D. Lowell Jerisen 

Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 
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U.S. Department of Justice | Ted Gandolfo, Chairman! 
Criminal Division oo Assassination Information Washington,D.C. 20530 Committes - re ; | I2th First. Ayanue_ 
ATT: D. Lowell Jensen | . ) New York, YY. T00ce 
Assistant Attorney General (2I2) 288-1596 

January I2, 1983 

Dear Mr. Jensen, 

: [am responding to your letter to Congressman Bill Green dated Jenuary 3, 1983 relating to my assertion thet the Central Intelligence Agency was deeply involved and directly responsible in the assassination of President John F. Kennedy on November 22, 1963 in Dallas, Texas. 

In your afore-mentioned letter, you state, "It appears that the conspiracy theory raised by Mr. Gandolfo was considered by the HSCA _ end was expressly found to be WITHOUT MERIT by that Congressional body. The HSCA final report explains in detail the reasons for the HSCA determination that the CIA was NOT involved in the assassination." After this statement _ by you, you devote the entire following statements to the acoustical evidence adduced by the HSCA, and NEVER AGAIN return to my charges. In a masterful display of unrelated gobbledegook, and I cannot believe it yet, you entirely FAIL to ask ANY releted RELEVANT questions pertaining to my assertions. Even a moron would see through the thinly vieled obfuscations of ANY interest at all in my assertions, to wit: If your Injustice Depart- ment was truly interested in the ressons for my charges, wouldn't you have asked something like, "What evidence does Mr. Gandolfo have to substantiate the validity of his assertions?" I cen tell you are really interested in what I may say in this regard, aren't you? But I must confess that this latest unconcern by you was and is entirely predictable by me, knowing of the Injustice Department's long-time dedication to suppress the truth in this matter. A classic example is the illegal tactics you employed against Jim Garrison to thwart his truthful investigation and findings re the Clay Shaw trial in I969. 
Getting back to your "answer" relating to my assertions, lét's analize them now. In refutation to your "answer" relating to the HSCA 

"clearing and absolving" the Cia of the crime, some comments are necessary: oe I) The HSCA, in general, and chief counsel Robert Blakey in particular, perpetrated the greatest FRAUD ever witnessed. I have PROOF that Blakey definitely suppressed KNOWNCIA complicity in the crime, to wit: a) He completely suppressed the Cliff Fenton Report, obtsined ¥7 from Jim Garrison, which PROVES REYOND QUESTION CIA direct involvement in the crime, and I mean OVERWHELMING EVIDENCE OF THATI! Blakey, a Company man beyond question, was sent there to the HSCA to put distance between the CIA end the crime. I have documents in my personal files which PROVE THIS FACT)! Therefore, your statement about the HSCA absolving the CIA is entirely and absolutely MEANINGLESS. Blakey's appointment to that most important position on the HSCA is comparable to Nelson Rockefeller's appointment to the Rockefeller Commission "to investigate intelligence agencies possible involvement in the JFK mrder". (turn) ,



194 

page 2 
nary 

Blakey's and Rockefeller's appointments are synonomous with "the ogs guarding the sheep", oo | 
I have it on unimpeachable authori y from several persons 

mployed by the HSCA, who will remain nameless because they, through Plakey, 
cre FORCED to sign CIA and FBI originated "Non-Disclosurexagreements", an 
nsidious, illegal document which, never-the-less CONTROLLED ALL INFORMA TION 
elating to the CIA complicity, as well as FRI complicity in the King murder, his was an ingenious move by the Agency and Bureau which resulted in the 
any odious suppressions of the Known evidence of Intelligence Agencies 
irect involvements in the 2 crimes under "investigation". So, despite your 
ouble-talk wherin you citethe HSCA conclusions, as though it was a TRUTHFUL 
investigation", is totally subterfugeous and mesningless to me, and others, 

4 

Therefore, I am now asking for your consent to have me appear 
efore your department of "Justice", and, if allowed to do so, I will offer 
nd present absolute PROOF of CIA involvement in the JFK assassination, and lso, absolute proof that the HSCA, directed by Robert Blakey, issued a 
ompletely erroneous report to the American people in 1979. 

Therefore, if, for the first time in my memory concerning the 
FK assassination, the Injustice Department is interested in, and willing 
hereafter to inform the public of these, my, disclosures, I will see you 
n Washington, pending approval from you and the Department. 

Hoping to hear from you very soon, I remain, 

| , Very truly yours, 

/ AO ebiee 
Ted Gandolfo, Chairman:A 

— 

% The date is now August I7, 1983. I STILL have never received ANY answer 
to this letter sent more that 7 months ago to the Injustice Dept. 

Ad-nanseum, eT.G .
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Who -~-~--— if Ron Rosenbaum? 

preserce of eight to ten military intelligence agents in Dealey Plaza. Also military intellisence rersanne] on farntn harile! varisue asrects of the — ae’ 
Met 

TI rorMe? 

transiation of Marina's testimony into English and let's not forget the "routine" destruction of Oswald's military intelli- gence file either. : 

If a redsonable individual considers all.of these unaccounted “-" for secret service-military types swarming about Dealey Plaza, the preponderance of earwitness, eyewitness and even nesewitness testimony, (nine people mostly in the parade smelled gunpowder and the wind was blowing counter to the motorcade which discounts the Oswaid window, Suggesting a frontal shot, and if one adds the research of Fred Newcomb's unpublished Murder From Within and David lifton's Best Evidence, both of which Cleariy substantiate a secret service-military coup d'etat, Rosenbaum is a fool to belittle the military accusations of Penn Jones. : 

Rosenbaum concludes his condemnation of Jones by stating that "all Penn offers is the despair and futility of mourning one lost witness after another", that he is a mourner, unable to stop grieving like the rest of "us". Spezk for yourself! ner 

Have you looked at America since 1208 1 eRe The — deterioration of quality education? The breakdowro tne family unit? The abuses ofpower by federal agencies, large and small? The insanity of legal interpretations? The disappearance of the puritan work ethic? Assassinations? Cover ups? The mishandling of sex, drugs, rock and roll, television and Atari clones? Inflation-Recession? Our constant involvement with little wars all over the globe? The threat of annihilation by MX missiles? The inability to walk the streets alone? The threat of nuke puke - China syndromes from nuclear reactors? The invesion of privacy \ throug’ domestic mail and phone esplonage? Tre dominance of _ Tri-leteral Commission economy end their puppets - Mondale, Glenn Crancten, Bush, Anderson, Carter? Fake energy shortascs? The Yreéeinscernations of Ford, Nixon and Jaworski? In essence, the emeree.ce Of Orwell's 1S8£9 Took ercurd Poser? s 
~~

 

2 x eee 
aren 

toor TT ra) 
=a ‘ di Joh: Nennedys hed surfaced, the rocring for @ broken Anerice Might not have beer mecescery. Tnere is muck reezon te g:1eéeve | but net for the ceath of just one mar:. 

remr JOnes is not a loser. True cynics commit suicide ane Jones, despite his chortcomings, is a fighter and he is pevtly recponsitie for 82% of America's nat acceptin the Cowale-dic-it monsermrve. Criticize if you must, tut "dertack-4 avmusesc  t™ is | repulsive anc clesslecs. 

Aclce fror beoser sun's criee Cisrespect for men vile kaye © Gevated their lives 22 uvhetcie- Tertein precious wotuc. ene Eso. "patriotic ¢linfty erg getie fre: Fi: cle 2.2? Serse oF black comedy, taertious?, Juplying thes the @csassire tian



Who —~—--—- is Ron Rosenbaum? 

might have been the handiwork of the Beatles, whose principal architect, the stain John tennon. also werked for world neace, his prime wesker.zs is Mis irability t9 tiestegcich tatwane wnat 
c 

oe = eo OL ~e- & . - « aT me Ey tt ee ~~ - ~~ aoe “* is Significant to unraveling the mystery and what is simply intriguing, but leads. to nothing definitive. 

| Rosenbaum desires scientific proofs. Well, don't we all, . but he demands a smoking gun vid eotape be brought to -his.front. ga. pe: ess -door Via certified mail. “He constantly writes of Twilisnt Zone eerieness in his essay, but he app tly wants Mett Hoyston television-simplicity- fora s tio There -{S a Subtle veties | In his writing that indicates his faith in the Ramsey Acoustics Panel which disputes the HSCA findings, but the Ramsey Panel was created by government fixtures, namely, the Justice Depertment and the Nationa) Academy of Sciences (who ignored my Cancellare requests), and everyone knows or should know that to trust tne i government's investigation of the government is foolhardy. 

Subsequently, if the four shots are a minute late, what are, those sounds? Dr. Mark Weiss and mnest Aschkenasy, who impressed the Hell out of me as I watched the hearings, are positive that the sounds are supersonic in nature and that they originated from Dealey Plaza or a duplicate Dealey Plaza. Now I'm not going to drown in what Rosenbaum accurately depicts as an "endless Swemp of dispute” which Orwell warned was a major weapen of Big Brother, but once again, what are these Supersonic sounds? Or are Barger and his associates totally out to lunch? 

Rosenbaum also leans toward the mafia connection which | Means he trusts G. Robert Blakey, another naive acceptance of ; blind faith. Rosenbaum writes that the “committee took a i ' Yot of time painstakingly and convincingly corroborating the circumstantia) details of the Story,” but the story is first, just that, "circumstantial", anda Secondly, tne crecit belongs - to Robert Sam Anson's They've Killed The President ané other t earlier researchers who first discovered the mafia cornne-tion, not the HSCA. . 

The organized crime link is a powerful, tut Somewha Superficial one in one respect. tet's face it. Marcell EFoffa, Trafficante and the tors did not confurt th=+ eut hor did they cortrol the chains of transfer of th mi bullet, the lip-cented cercar.> shell, the que:ticnsst 
paper bag, the rifle palmprint, e@ nauseum. Did Cer} Marcello contro? the secret servire entourage en. the i naval crew? Lid Jimmy Hoff Cestroy JFK's brain, trate tissue slides end chest X-rayo? Rosenbaum aryurertty 2 the perspective to See that the escessinaiion ves © * . .- 

maccr mob nit. 

Jir.'t it also fair te eek why tue con-ituce €fi nes poureue 
4 

» 
— ke Y¥ oF . ! bd a rr AK rytoids a ~. * . : 
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“nentYon~these- subjests still being ignored? / Why doesn't Rosenbaum 
mention 

Thus Rosenbaum—is-tempted a 

| government" neve US 

Who The Hell is Ron Rosenbaum? 

Lifton's accusations in the Same manner as they did the mob theory 
instead of incredibly assuming that since the Secret Service was 
in possession of JFX's bocy that all was safe and sound? Lifton 
is carrect in bis prenis e teat the best evit mkysical erciterse is the 
evidence and not Ruby's phone calis which are obviously of immense 

. interest, but they are not the quintessence of the myStery before 
us. 

senbaum attempts—to—demean the experimental photographic 
OW up work conducted by researcher? ut has he forgotten tha 

the HSCA's forensic photographers emphatically State that Willis. | 
#5 depicts a man at the grassy knoll wall possessing 
distinct straight lined feature”. Do you think he's 
the knoll with a broom, Ron? Isn't that a mantle of 
Scientific proof? You still want the videotape? 

Wa very 

sweeping | 
some kind of 

Why is the i Moorman figure still being_ignored? Why is the 

ects jects instead ~of- toying _ with the hypothetical . 
Badge Man Nhy does he ignore the committee’sS photographic 
peneiusion that the boxes of the TSBD perch were moved within 
two minutes after the shooting, an impossible feat for Tee 
Harvey Oswald who must be confronted by Officer Baker and Roy 

Truly on the. sccond floor in approximately rinety seconds or | 

Jess? Either he hasn' t done his homework or he would just rather 
ridicule Gary “Mack's Black Dog “an and Badge Man instead of 

establishing some truths. 

In the end Rosch pam comni ts..the cardinal sin of ait ~~ 
He tends”¥o accept the sing alishit theory based upon Dr > 
Vincent P. Guinn's neutron activation analysis that Connally's 

wrist fragments origineted from CE the miracle bullet. 
“the Tarren Report in toto, 

but he end JOsiah Thompson, who ha ~obviously not nee aetei yl 

th the of us, must be _ynaware or my artic Snecifying 

the misting CE 399 r ats the @rawings of Connally'’s frepments 

by Rurse Audrey Bell sent to me by researcher reter Frbe, the 

unreliability of Guinn's credibility enc the discrepancies in 

tre size, weight, and rumber of the fragmerits tetwean. th: FEI‘s 

N.A.A. tests and Guinn's. Again “covernment invertigating ins 

Therefore Rosenbaum has n> rignt to procisic: hirseTf FE 

Frigente. He's. too igvorant ci the ongoing recearer tO jucee 

any of us. The most important quote in his ten. ces Pron 

Thompson who believes in the theory of evi Sdertiary mutilation, 

that “som € pieces of tne puzzle have ts .eir edges gurve2 off or 

pieces never in the puzzle have been brought in” @:- 4 agree 

wholeheartedly. 

* > wo ms 
Rosenbaum wis ely acce;.ts this premise, tier ecichex foolishly, 

* ote Warren Peport firs < bet ms 
r DL Ae i” migc-alry, I ecist ws tac Tom 
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evaluation by playing agnostic. the Demanding One tskes no Stand. Fearing, at he might leap into the absurc, he makes no leap at all. With 2 hat ow, WeSiberg's GéeTatsified  — a docuren S, -ifton's two coffins, Shaw ana Harris’ arrestcd Suspects and mysterious license Plates, Meagher's meticulous Gissection \ of all the physical evidence, Jones* domino theory, Earl Gotz's diligent, investigative reports, Cutier's architectural tracts, Fvica's tracking down of tne riflets origin counted with ry own research cf the bylletes Origin frase a-nnpeeete. 4b: , i, 
~ oe 

, 

ede Ce stvoy ed evicence, tne ipnorec witnesses, the media a of ini how could any human bei t 
i ' y hum ein other th (_ Geraid Ford, be that stupid? a I 5. ™ — ee ee 

\ Eighty percent of adult America believe in conspiracy. Twenty 4, percent, believe The. Warren Report .. si -:and-then there is the 1o wo: ‘ ~ insufferable Ron Rosenbaum . - + + the vacillating choke wha | Sells magazine articles, but accomplishes nothing except hurting people who have worked so very hard for twenty years. Roo! ° 

Sd oo mh ew = TAN pA A 
owe 

— Scientific proof", that magical, mystical “cangerous knowledge" 

Have no fear, Ron. If you stumble onto the "mantle of 
of your Hardy Boys fantasy, I trust you won't cven recognize it. FNS : eet a . ; : . See eS EL ETS See SPC eT eee Ts RRM ORE Re x eee 

_. We are proud to count Edgar Tatro as a friend, and grateful to him for ~ his answer to Ron Rosenbdaun, We hare long known this is an impossi>le fight, \ Tatro knows it too. But we loved this derocracy; we hated to see i. die, We , continue to try to tell the truth as ve see it--ani as the evidence indicates- \ ;} There has never bean a shortage of prostitutes---both those vho use beds, and | the more deadly ones who use typewriters, 
The first ones can be avoided, but if you publish off the chosen line, Pa yor must expect to encounter the second kind, And it is the second kind who oa inthis Cates pcapie te, Ithink-it is safe7to say Roi Rosentaum falls ~~ in this category >t G/e HUPLES Toy) ! ELF; RAM srt . In this fast ait dae fot Ay ee ae ee e” braves LI are the | za who choose to tell the truth, Our decaden oclety must surely reach its peak soon, and we owe it all to likes of sold-out traitors to democracy such as Samay. KoP ERT BLA KY | So we_thank you, Edga fatro for 6. fine factual article n this built on lies-="ve are hapfy to present some truth, __ HEREC HERRERO NN EE NOESAAR ESET EASTSARE YR EN AENSED FUSES A NERS ER UESE ERT O ERED 

es a | Genera? Ownby was announcea RULED SUICIDE: The bizarre hanging of The death of Genera wnby at mad Maj. Gen. Rob:rt G. Oanby, 48, who was with 3 differant stories, he statement made 
found dead last week with his hands tied was that he had blood on his face, and it anda “terrorist” note pinned to his sweater; appearei he had been beeten, Leter this fact roto, oeney medical examince in San An. - wes net mntioned in televisisa reports, Ara tO, Pexas, Jan. 19. Investivarars t8$CO v~ wt : r > uo. +3 eh blag t ered that the Anny Reserve g=neral was the MOS ctvious 9 <a teme ial the fas v RAG the heavily in debt and that the note had been Genera) hed bound his hands benint his task typed on a machine traceable to Ownby. with = military bett. Acyore who has ev.> worn 

A militery belt knows that di: ie difficclt 
enoush to fasten it in front with one hent - 
mucr. less fasten it in beck with one hand, 
Just how the General did this -—- remains to 
be seen, a 

The final ruling wee suicide, 15 prass 
made « tig build-up over the fact that Gwnby 
head been deeply ir debt and the nots on his 
bedy Pai bees traces te his own tp pwlter. 
Yet nce one evar exrlaired Owrh:'s feit cf 
faste:irs his han’: bettnd his b--% with a 
Militar: beli, I g:ess the press e: 2 macie 
stiil believe in Sintra Claus, 
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. Mirror Mirror on The Wall , se 
Who's The Dumbest of Them All? 

By Edgar F. Tatro 

Americans have always been fascinated with statistics. In | 
recent years we have been deluged with compilations of every sort - . 
The Guinness Book of World Records, The Book of Lists, Blackwell's 
worst dressed personalities, the top ten films of yesteryear and 
the top one hundred hits of rock history to mention only 4 few. 

Even Johnny Carson gets into the act. Ed-Mecifahon will 
mockingly thank Johnny for citing every show which faited to air 
on tetevision this year for obvious weeknesses and Fd is thankful 
for now knowing "everything there is to know about null and void 
TV shows", but Carson interjects, "Not so, Camel poreatn”, and proceeds 
to review 2 parocy of fabricated shows designed’ to split our sides 
in hysterical laughter. 

In keeping with this trend, r figured it was time to compile 
a "JFE Assassination Stupid: Documents List” just for the Hell 
of it. Of course, any educated student knows that such 4 list 
coule fill up twenty-six volumes with ease, so I decided to cetail 
a small list of “My Favorite House Select Committee on AssessSinations 
Absurdity Documents Iist". Unfortunately, when it comes to 
historical laughter rather than hysterical laughter, the American 
people rem2in the butt of the jokes. 

1. The Blakey Mannlicher-Carcano. Firing Test Docunent 
(HSCA Volume VIII p-p. 183 - 185) 

Have you ever seen a little kid try to jam a puzzle piece into 
a place which appears appropriate, but just won't fit? The kid 
becomes persistent and shoves the damn edge in place anyway 
which bends the jigsaw piece beyond repair, buckles the whole 
Side of the puzzle and ultimately wrecks the complete enterprise. 

Tn the world of propaganda this conceptual fallacy is known 
as selected preference which essentially means to select only 
evidence which substantiates a previously established hypothesis 
or desired result. Fred Newcomb, my friend, and author of Murder 
From “Within often referred to selected preference as the process of 
the lawyer-trained mind, that is, having a preconceivec answer 
before one starts and omitting any evidence which repudiates the 
original claim. Winning, not justice, is all that counts. 

ww
 

ow
 

Chief Counsel and Director of the House Select Committee on 
Assassinations, G. Robert. Blakey, supplied us with what I consider 
to be a classic example of selected preference and the most idiotic 
document of the congress iorial investigation to date. : 

Since the. acoustic tests had mandated that the time differential | 
between shots #1 and #2 was only 1.66 seconds and since the FBI | — 
carcano tests in 1964 had stipulated that Oswald's rifle could not zs 
be fired twice in less than 2.3 seconds, then, assuming that the ; 

an _ ConTINUED —>
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Mirror Mirror (cont*'d) 

acoustics tests were valid, the only way to salvage the sacred 
single bullshit theory and the sole assassin from behind nonsense 

was to discover a flaw in the FBI's original premise. Otherwise,..--7 
two killers fromthe rear flank would be undeniably confirmed. .. 

Blakey issued a mémorandum dated March 22, 1979 which detailed ..- 
the result of firing a carcano but employing iron sights rather 
than a telesconic sight in an attempt to lessen the time to fire 
two shots in succession. Blakey had theorized that using iron 
Sights and not the scope would save valuable time and condemn | 
Oswald forever as.the lone TSBD assassin or lone rear assassin. 

It's bad enough that Blakey's ego deceived him into thinking 
that he had- discerned "The" piece of ballistica? magic that the 
FBI experts had overlooked, which is preposterous because Hoover 

‘wanted to nail Oswald as much as anyone did, but his foreshadowing 
exposition includes the following gem; "From knowledge of the diff- | 
iculty involved in so shooting, it may be possible indirectly 
to infer something about the probability, as opposed to the possibility ° 
that Oswald did so. Nevertheless even the most improbable event 
may have occurred”. . -. 

Now what the Hell does that mean! The "G" in G. Robert Blakey 
must stand for gobbledygook. Now if I decipher my Orwellian News peak 
carefully, Plakey is saying that Oswald -"probably" used the iron 
sights instead of "possibly" using them and even if Blakey can't 
prove Osweleé cid use the iron sights because Blakey Simply can't 
prove it and/or because there is no reasonable motivation for 
Oswaid to use the iron sights, maybe Oswald did anyway. 

Of course, his rationale (and 1 am being kind in calling it 
that), proves nothing. Blakey is utilizing a fallacy known as 
appeal to ignorance which maintains that a statement is true because 
it cannot be disproven, which is utterly illogical. I can take off - 
my shoe and pound on..the podium of the United Nations and declare 
that a chocolate cake is floating in the Martian atmosphere because 
you can’t prove otherwise, but that doesn't make it a verity. 
unfortunately, more doublespeak follows. 

Blakey informs us that the Oswald rifle is in such a deteriorated 
State that a similer weapon was used for the tests. ‘Well, doesn't 
that end that? What is the purpose of this insanity? Blakey's 
charade was invalid from the start. 

Then (get this now!) the shots were fired at stationary targets 
. from a twenty foot tower. The TSBD perch was three times that 
height and President Kennedy was not posing for an.artist in 
Dealey Plaza: But it gets worse. "uch worse. Ulcer victims 
Should stop reading at this point. : 

Four rifle experts fired shots and we are told that by using 
iron sights, they reduced the time considerably. In fact Officer 

\ 
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Mirror Nirror (cont'd) | 

B.L.-Miller and Officer Joe Masson only took 1.9 seconds between shots #1 and #2 which is impressive, Blakey, but it's not good 
enough? -—-- : 

m
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The four experts could not accomplish the necessary task and - need I. dare cite Oswald's last mediocre USMC rifle proficiency 
evaluetion, a 1¢], one point fro- failure, a ccore which the ‘ head of USMC records in Washington, D.C., USMC It. Col. Allison. - G. Folsom felt relegated Oswald to the status of "a rather poor 
‘shot".. 

: 

—
 

If all this madness doesn't surpass a rubber room in Eedlam,. Blakey outdoes even himself in the following sentence, HSCA, volume VIII, p. 185, item (2), which is a pitiful matter of congressional record - "It is apparently difficult, but not impossible -- at 
least with only minimal practice with the firearm used -- to fire 3 shots, at least’two of which score "kills", with an elapsed time 
of 1.7 seconds or less between any two shots, even though, in the “limited testing conducted, no shooter achieved this degree of 
proficiency". | 

I've read andanalyzed thousands of gfovernment documents for two decades, but that sentence is the quintessence of Stupidity. 
Please give Blakey the Buffoon Award of the tecade for that brainchild. 

: . Are we to assume that further tests would accomp)ish the feat? . ° i. After all, the shooter in the TSBD would have only had one opportunity. 
What horse manure! Yes sir, cran that puzzle piece in there _ 
Blakey, just like a pre-school toddler. 

a
i
 

Finally Blakey and reputy Chief Counse? Gary Cornwell, both 
inexperienced riflemen, fired two consecutive shots within 1.5 
Seconds and 1.2. seconds respectively, but only by “point aiming" 
the rifle. .Yow see! They finally 23d it! So there, skeptics! 

Now if anyone out there believes that Tee Harvey Oswald, 
“a rather poor shot" sporting what is known in rifle circles 2s 

the Italian "humanitarian rifle", accurately "point aimed" from 
a sixty foot perch at a moving target, under extreme pressure, 
from an awkward angle with a tree partially obstructing his view, 
and fired three shots at the Fresident of the United States, twice © hitting his target, within a minimum of 1.66 seconds between the 
first two shots, you've been ingesting iSD for too long. 

. . 2. The CIA Oswald 2C1 File Caper 
(HSCA Report pp. 26C - 204) 

. : Did you ever ask someone a straight forward question and 
. their reply was "not necessarily"? Wasn't that that infuriating? 

) Well, the HSCA's handling of Oswald's 201 file is a master lesson 
ane of alternative choices, not necessarilies, we-don't-knows,. and no 

. proofs either way. 
* - 
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Mirror Mirror (cont'd) 

The CIA officially opened a 2C1 file on Lee Oswald on Dec. G, : 

196C. Over the years all kinds of oddities and discrepancies 

about this file heweled to some mightYheavy allegations, but the 

most serious declarations originated from former CIA agents them- 

selves. In a national tabloid, approximately 1977, CIA persomnel 

Bradley Ayers, Patrick Mecarvey and Victor Marchetti, famous author 

of the The CIA and The Cult of Intelligence, all accused Oswald 

of being a CIA intelligence operative. Ayers sald, "Oswald was 

either 2 contract agent, working for them full time or he was 

on some kind of assignment for the CIA". ‘icSarvey ctatec, “If 

a guy has a 2Cl file, that means he's @ professional staff employee 

of the Organization". “Marchetti concluded, "Basically, if Oswald 

had a 2°01 file, hé wes an agent.” | : 

Around this time I was utilizing the Freedom of Information 

Act to obtain from:the CIA certain documents unrelated to the 2Ci 

file, but I very nicely asked if the three former agents were correct 

about their: assertions and what was the CIA's position on this ) 

matter. Sometimes if a researcher is very gentle, the cloak-and 

dagger boys answer a question. . . sort of. 

I had to write twice, but Gene Wilson, the CIA‘S Information 

and Privacy Coordinator wrote to me on February 13, 1978 and said, 7 

“In answer to your question, please be advised that the fact that 

the CiA maintained a 2C1 file on lee Harvey Oswald does not at all 

signify that he had any relationship with this agency. Contrary to | 

any such reports you may have heard, 201 files in the CIA are 

merely collections of biographic information about separate in- 

dividuals, and their relationship with the Agency or lack of such, 

plays no part in the assignment of a 2C1 number". 

‘i 

First, the reports were not “heard” by me. I read them. 

Secondly, what Wilson was essentially saying was that a 2Cl file 

does not necessarily indicate a CIA relationship. Of course, 

he never denied that Oswald was an agent either so the answer 

was somewhat helpful, but not a total commitment to clarity by 

any stretch of the imagination. 

Meanwhile the HSCA made a weak effort to find solutions to 

various anomalies in-the Oswald 20] file. The congressional sleuths 

Claimed that Oswald's file having been posted as “restricted” and 

the thirteen month delay of the opening of this file after his 

October 31, 1959 alleged defection were “not uncommon”. How . 

reassuring. The Committee. also found no evidence of a dual filing 

system. How impressive. -They accept the Lee ‘tenry* Oswald 

miscue aS a Simple bureaucratic error and were incredibly unabte to 

fathom the true significance of the notation, "AG", which could \ 

either indicate an “actual or potential defector to the Fast or the 

Sino/Soviet Block including Cuba,” the acceptable solution or a 

code used to aid inpreparing computer listings of occupational 

groupings or intelligence affiliations, the ugly answer. How 

such a discrepancy could be left dangling as such boggles my
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mind. AlSo various documents dated improperly such as “radar 
operator, U.S. Marine Corps, as of 60" were considered trivial 
errors or. ignored. a : : 

| The one issue brought into the open for which the Committee 
Geserves some applause involved the CiA's use of a faked 2C1 file 

complete with forged documents, cleverly backdated, to cover up 
the employment of the 7R/Rifle Project, a code name for the asse- 
ssination of foreign political leaders, also known euphsmistically 
as “Executive action". Therefore, if such @ scheme can te per- 
petrated once, it could have occurred more than once and any 
statements written by the CIA or HSCA stating that “the existence 
of a 2Cl file does not necessarily connote any actual relationshio 
oer contact with the C1lA" will not alleviate too many fears. 

However, in the HSCA nitty gritty land of stupidity, the 2:1 
file's whopper revolves around the magical question, "Vere 37 . 
documents missing from Oswald’s 2C]l file?" We are never assured 
of anything. . 

The CIA wants us to “assume” that the Oswald file is "up-to-date" 
anc that one of the periodical update machine listings was inaccurate, 
but even the Committee was unsatisfied with swallowing that assumption. 
They felt that explanation “incomplete”. How quaint? 

Eut they- did accept as "plausible" the explanation that the 
37 documents were placed in a special sensitivity file elsewhere 
or were presently in the hands of some CIA analysts. Ah, here it 
comes reader, The Wacko Award of the 201 file mystery belongs 
to the following sentence of pure dribble - "...the yo documents were, 

in fact, available, but they were not located in the file at the 
time.” Pardon my skepticism, but as Dirty Harry would say, "Swell?" 
How can the HSCA‘bé so naive as to trust the CIA? . 

Considering Lee Harvey Oswald’s mysterious CC7-type history 
and considering the many controversial mysteries previously cited 
such as the "AG" notation and the fake ZR/Rifle files for assassination 

capabilities, the accepting of the CIA's innocent explanation for 
37 missing Oswald documents as “plausible” without explicit confir- 
mation and substantiation is the sign of a gutless, naive, and/or 
Stupid committee. Shouldn't the CIA have produced the 37 documents 
to allay the suspicions? If the documents were elsewhere, where 
is elsewhere? If CIA analysts were perusing them, who are these 
men and why are these documents under examination now? 

Maybe they're in a legitimate holding tank. Maybe everything 
is business as usual. Then again they might be visiting JFK's 
brain and Nixon's 18} minute tape extravaganza in an Orwellian 
memory hole. Thanks for six million dollars of maybe-maybe nots. 
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3. The Incomplete Autopsy 
(HSCA Volume VII pp. 14-15) 

One of the blockbusters of the Kennedy Assassination night- 
Mare occurred atthe trial of Clay Shaw in New Orleans in 1969 during 
the testimony of Colone? Pierre Finck, who had been one of the 
attending pathologists at the autopsy. During the legal proceedings, 
Alvin Oser, Executive Assistant District Attorney, was attempting 
to ascertain why the wound which allegedly entered the President's 
beck and allegedly traversed his body ahd allegedly exited his 
throat was not dissected to vrove that the first chapter of the single 
bullet theory was a fact. Since it is the-sine qua non of forensic 
pathology that a bullet always Jeaves a traversing path, the laying 
open of the track would have been the most obvious and irrefutable 
means of substantiating or ridiculing the one shot controversy. 

Oser cleverly and persistently hounded Colonel Finck until 
he cracked. .-Tike Lucy trying to evade Ricky Ricardo's wrath for 
an obvious wrong doing, Finck avoided answering the question, 
“Why didn’t you dissect the track of the bullet wound in President 
Kennedy's neck?” But omthe seventh attempt, Oser, an insightful 
lawyer who hed impressed me during my private conversations 
with him at various court,intermissions, coupled with the authoritative 
pressure of Jucge Edward Haggerty hovering above him, Colonel 
Finck finally admitted, "As I recall, 1 was told not to, but = 
don*t remember by whom.” | 

Colonel Finck had finally succumbed and told the jury that 
someone whom he couldn't recall had instructed him not to complete 
the autopsy of the President of the United States of America. Whew! 
The critical means of clarifying the direction and number of bullets 
which had penetrated the President's body had been conveniently 
aborted by some individual in an autopsy room dominated by Pentagon 
generals and admirals. 

The implications of Colonel Finck'’s admission are suspicious 
and gargantuan and Finck, under possible penalty of perjury, had 
not offered his information readily, but only when pressured to do 
so by a competent lawyer and an honest judge. Failure to examine 
the missile track in’President Kennedy on orders from a high ranking 
military official was evidence of conspiratorial whitewash of the 
highest degree. 

Ah, but almost a decade later here come the congressional : 
investigators to the rescue. George Orwell must have turned over . 1. 
in his grave like a spin-and-dry washer when the HSCA decided to | -. 
investigate the matter and determined that “it was Dr. Humes | 
and not any Army general or other person who made the decision 
not to dissect the back entry wound." 

Essentially the HSCA came to the dubious conclusion that the 
neck wound was innocently left unexamined based upon Dr. Michael 
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Baden's rhetorical question, “Now that was your decision as opposed to somebody else's decision?" and Humes" sheepish surrender, “Yes, it was mine." - 

Congressmen in Washington expect us to believe the word of Commander Humes, a shell of a man who speaks in riddles, a man who hes had to live with the shame of this medical mockery for years, 2 man who had Dr. George Burkley overseeing all of his _ written autopsy work as evidenced by Burkley’s initials of approvel which were hidden from us for a decade, a man whom we are told made a four inch error in the location of the head wound, 2 man who burned certain preliminary draft notes, a man whose creditility hes more holes in it then a moth -riddled wool sweater. 

How can the HSCA: mental midgets expect us to accept that Humes made the decision? Finck makes it clear that although he . could not pinpoint the origin of the order, that Humes certainly was excluded from the Source. ~ 

Remember Finck had reluctantly given this information in thet 196$ courtroom. Yhy ‘would he fabricate a story like that which Surely did not please his military godfathers upon his return home? Humes would have been an acceptable “easy out" for Finck to blame the order on since he was not a qualified forensic pathologist in the first place. If Finck had done so, the big brothers could Say that Humes ignorantly, but innocently did not grasp the grave 

It is also foolish to believe, as Finck implied that maybe a Kennedy family representative, such as General McHugh, terminated 

would have wanted the truth and besides, he wasn't running the shew. The Humes-did-it assumption is not only an example of sheer, stupid, and unfounded speculation, but it jis also a biased attempt at rewriting history and therefore properly belongs on our list of assassination absurdities. : 

4. Oswald's Military Intelligence File 
(HSCA Report pp. 221 - 22k} 

Most Americans love to blame the assassination of President Kennedy on the C.I.A just because they're the “bad guys” who are notorious for killing people all over the globe. Some others Select the FBI. Some real fools still point the finger at Communists and the newest fad for target practice is the Mafia. 

However the means, motive and opportunity for assassination and more importantly, cover up, leads inescapably to a military coup d’etat ....with a little help from their Secret Service pals. The autopsy fiasco in a naval hospital, the infamous “shut up" memorandum to all autopsy p*rsonnel, the 8 to 12 military 
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intelligence agents in Dealey Plaza cited by | it. Col. Robert EL 
Jones, the "stand down" orders given to the 112th Army Intelligence 
Unit stationed at Fort Sam Houston, the presence of unidentified military 
intelligence agents riding around in police cruisers, the eapprehension 
of an Army intelligence agent, James Powell, inside the TSBD after 
the shooting coupled with the initial handling of most of the ] 
physical evidence, including the body, as well as the motorcade 
order and assignments by the Secret Service is overwhelming evidence 
that the assassination waS a military act. 

As such Lee Harvey Oswald's military intelligence file which 
was never given to the Warren Commission may have possessed indis- 
pensable information to the true identity of OQswaitd and all of 
his’ James Bord: antics. Unfortunately, the Department of Defense 
saw fit to destroy the Oswald file sometime in ]1¢73. The Defense 
repartment claims that "The Oswald file was. destroyed routinely 
in accordance with normal files management procecures, as are 
thousands. of intelligence titles annually." Also the military 
powers that be were unable to determine who was responsible for 
the file’ s destruction. : 2 oy Tt 

What is more absurd? The destruction of a military intelligence 
file belonging to the alleged assassin of a United States Fresident 
or the evaluation of such a blatant cardinal sin of al? cardinal 
sins as “routine” and "normal"? Gimme a break? 

Now let*s add HSCA salted orange juice to the psychological 
laceration provided by the Department of Tefense propagandists. 
The HSCA who accepted the CIA's explanation for the 37 missing 
2C1 file documents as "plausible" now. became courageous hellions 
on wheels by calling the destruction of the military intelligence 
file of Lee Harvey Oswald as “extremely troublesome”. What whimpering 
chokes! These congressional cowards give euphemisms and understatement 
a bad name. Washington must be inundated with single digit I 
disease to expect anyone to swallow such insane gibberish. 

Yes, the FBI, CIA, and Mafia are by no means boy scouts, but 
even these organizations could learn a thing or two about political 
audacity from the Pentagon. In, retrospect, the HSCA couldn't teach 
anyone any thing because its yellow streak is too deep and wide. 

5. Parkland Versus Bethesda 
(HSCA Volume VII pp. 37 - 39). 

There is no need to belabor the discrepancies in the wound 
descriptions as reported by the Parkland doctors in Texas and the 
Bethesda doctors in Maryland. A Texas throat wound with a sharp, 

surgical tracheotomy cut approximately 3- 5mm. is observed at 
Bethesda as a 7-8cm wound with “widely gaping irregular edges". 
Likewise a Texas description of the head wound as 5 by 7 cm of 

_the right occipitoparietal area transforms via Bethesda into a 
large irregular hole some 13+-17cem across extending from the occipitol -— 
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region and including mostly parietal but also some of the temporal region. Add the famous FBI quote of pre-autopsy head Surgery and - the David Lifton theory, that John Kennedy's body was tampered with between Parkland and Bethesda in order to remove conspiratorial bullets and transform the wounds to appear more in line with a solo assassin from the rear, raises its macabre head. 

The HSCA admits that it is a “theoretical possibility" that. both Parkland and Bethesda doctors are correct about their obser- vations "if someone had altered the body while in transit from Parkland Memorial Hosnita? to Bethesda Naval Hospital”. 

Frankly I was shocked to realize that HoCA members at least had enough imagination to consider the alterations as theoretical possibilities, but the old political horses slapped those blinders and feed bags on almost immediately. thereafter. 
= & oo ~ 

-~ oY y 

The HSCA then assumed its way into mindless oblivion by continuing to say that "This possibility, however, is highly unlikely or even impossible. Secret Service agents maintained constant vigilance over the body from Parkland to Bethesda and stated that no one alter the body." oO , 7 

Now if the HSCA could prove that ~ifton was wrong by developing a reasonable explanation for the multiple hearses and two coffins or by ascertaining that Robert Kermedy and Jackie had cecided to observe JFK’s body in the casket one more time as the entourage approached Bethesda and JFX was still resting peacefully inside, then they would stand on solid ground. 

Of course such an investigation was not totally possible since Trifton's Best Evidence was published after the HSCA's demise, but the point is still fundamental to the truth. The HSCA merely dis- regcrded the alteration theory because of its blind faith in the vecret Service. | 

Another fallacy is at work here known aS appeal to integrity which succeeds because people believe in statements uttered by Sources of unquestionable honesty. Ah, there's the rub! Who is a Source of unquestionable honesty? The Warren Commission survived on this fallacy alone for years. I would show three hours of slides Shattering the single bullet theory into fragments only to hear Some patriotic oaf ask, "But why would Earl Warren lie?" 

The HSCA sunk into fallacious feces when it trusted the praetorian guard as beyond reproach. No one is beyond reproach, especially when it comes to political assassination and especially the Secret Service. Just ask Julius Caesar or Thane Eugene Cesar for that matter. 

6. The TSBD Poltergeist Award 

Researchers throughout the years have convincingly argued 
L 
1 
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that there is reasonable doubt that Oswald could have shot the President, hidden the rifle, rushed down four flights of Stairs, and purchased a Coke prior to the arrival of Officer Baker and - Roy Truly on the second floor which took ninety seconds or less, ~ The controversial debate has see-sawed endlessly, but the HSCA photographic experts have confirmed Oswald's alibi. 

The forensic photograrhers of the HSCA destroyed the Warren Report and the HSCA report with one Sentence - "There is an apparent rearranging of boxes within two. minutes after the lest Shot was fired at President kennedy", but no one in Washington Seems to be intelligent enough to realize its. 

it is explicitly clear that Oswald was not moving them. It _W2S Simply impossible for him to do so. 

. . Lillian Mooneyham's testimony indicated carton movement after. the shooting. Richard Sprague*s photographic research citing Suspicious perch rearrangements reinforced Hooneyham's observations and shattered the Sanctity of the official perch photos. Now , there is photographic proof from an official government source. ( Unless there is someone out there dumk enough to suggest that there Was @ poltergeist spirit inhabiting the TSBD on November 22, 1663,. then unidentified conspirators were rearranging the TSPD perch. Once that is established, the motive for the rearrangement implies 

How could Congress fail to grasp the relationship and signi- ficance between Oswald's alibi and. the moving boxes? This lack of coordinating judgment is incredible and inexcusable, 

7. Let's Blame The Dead Award _(HSCA Volume 7 pp 23 - 33) , 
A bullet always leaves a bullet path. Despite all the theories bandied about for twenty years, there is only one definitive way to determine the number and direction of Shots which hit President . Kennedy in the head and that is to dissect the brain. This .° probably will never occur since the President’s brain, brain tissue Slides, blood smears, and photographic slides of all of these materials disappeared sometime prior to October 32, 1966. The general public would not learn of these missing materials listed under item 9 in official inventories until discovered by forensic pathologist, Dr. Cyril Wecht in August, 1972« | : 

The Committee worked diligently in an effort to locate the wo. missing materials and develop a chain of transfer. Their final conclusion was “that Robert Kennedy ‘either destroyed these materials r 

Continua
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The HSCA's: chain of -transfer begins ‘at Bethesda Naval Hospital: 

then to the Frecutive Office Bullding in Washington,” then to thes 
National Archives under Evelyn fincoin's guidance, when on April = 
26, 1665 an itemized inventory was made which: included the materials . 
in question, then allegedly to Angela Novello, Robert Kennedy's .02. ~ 

cond 

bersoral secretary and Herman “ahn,: Assistant Archivist for Tresi- 
dentiei Libraries to another area of the National Archives and 
fi naliy on October 26, 1966, the off: cial deed of gifts trancfer day 
the materials WETE discovered missing. : ° : - a“ 

The o1 idence whieh Suggests &FY may have destroyec the materia? 
~ 3 results from a conflict in testimony between Evelyn lincoln and * 

Angela Novello. - lincoln claimed that ‘in Mey. 1565 2PK ordered 
Novello and Fann to move the footlocrer “etScwhere and TincoIn said 
she gave the keys to Novello at the time of the transfer. Fk. and 
Kahn are deceased so Novello was the ony other person who could. 
vorovide information and she. deniec hand}.in ng autopsy materials, the 
fontiocker, and any Keys.: . 23 ) Fs 

i 3 sues 

However during th ortcber, 
memorandun cated ! rovembe er, 2566 
nelating to Tha: Autopsy of Presicen: 
Novello sroduceé the footlocker key for th: corond inventory. If-- 

ane sage 
j one! Arc hive 

on of-- vateria:s 

fo, Novello iZ an apparent liar, @ Robert Yemnedty “sy. ist, Sut 
stilt? a liar which ics what the PSCA discreetly roneluacé.- 

ashe ESCA cannot be faulted this time for its thoroug ah in- 
vestigntion of the EFR brain destroyer theory.: However they can 
be criticized for not considering other alternatives cimuitaneously. 
It if very convenient to blame the dead. 

First, who maintzined custody of all these miterials at the 
Svecutive Office Puilding until the 1565 transfer to the Nationa? > 
Archi.ce? Answer: the Secret Service! Uh-Oh! “onsider Fred 
Reweomt*s Murder PFror “within and Pavid liftonts Rest Evicence 

yet and the Secret Service crells means, motive, ane oprortun: ty. 

secondly, on April 26, 7565 who itemized the inventory? 
Answer: Robert Bouck, U.S. Secret Service Agent, Admiral Gcorge 
EBurxiey, the President's physician and “other Secret Service 
persornei™. Assume that Bouck and Burkley are innocent ‘ and 
assume that for only a second, please), who are these “other 
Secret Service personnel"? A’ so Bouck was "uncertain" about 
Burk ey" S custody of the brain for that day, but assumes every- 
thing is legitimate now. .There is a lot of assuming going on here. 

. Regarding the f -ineoln- ‘Novello contradiction, can we trust 
the Archives memo of hovember 4, 1966 that Ms. Angela Novello 
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produced the footlocker key? I would love to know Novello's . reaction to the HSCA's conclusions. . tot, oa 
Also Mrs. iincoln said the materials first came to her in: boxes and she put the materials in one day's time into a footlocker provided by Archives personnel. Who gave her the locker and who - had previous access to the keys provided? Also how good was the Security in Jincoln's office the day that boxes littered the - Place? In fact how good was the Security in sineoin's office at any time? , 

“aybe the HS5CA is right. Their theory is reasonable, bittrieir Story is circumstantial and not as tidy as their ten page disser- tation makes it out. to be. There are lots of other possibilities and ‘ots of > oophotes, especially when one considers the hanes | of the Secret Service were present throughout the whole ordeal and t remember that the Committee considered the Secret Service beyond reproach when it came to wound alterations. Isn'*t it obvious that John Kennedy's brain is not the enly.one missing in Washington D.C. oo So : 
8. The Chest Cavity Photographs , : | (HSCA Volume 7 p. 12) | . ; ‘ 

The internal photographs of President Kennedy's chest might be thé most crurial Pieces of evidence in determining the auth- enticity of the Single buliet theory. If photos showed a “missile” or f° echette or good sized bullet fragment or a whole bullet inside the Presicent, the Oswald scenario wovld be crushed. Commander Humes is positive that these photographs were taken and he's rarely sure of anything. The autopsy photographer, John Stringer, Supports Humes' belief. However Admiral Burkley denies that interior chest photographs were taken. 

The Committee takes up the gauntlet of courage again and conc’udes “There is no evidence that such photographs exist" and drops the matter. Are we to assume that they agree with Curkl ey? And these pieces of evidence were not included in item $ so let*s not blame Bobby for their disappearance, ok? 

Well, the Committee didn't blame anyone. They just ignored the issue which implies through silenre that Burkley is correct. 

Who is Admiral Seorge Burkley? His approval of Humes’ autopsy documents including the infamous Boswell back chart, his "third i thoraric vertebrae", no throat wound death certificate, his lack of Warren Commission testimony despite his presence in the motorcade, at Parkland Memorial Hospital and at Bethesda Naval Hospital, his -° coziness with Bethesda's commanding officer, Captain R. 0. Canada and his access to the brain and other missing materials does not insure within me a feeling of security, but it’s clear that the HSCA considered him beyond reproach also. : 

Continued, ae ° , ; .
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9. The Acoustics Tests 

The acoustics tests have become a complex labyrinth and frankly I raised my white flag in dizzying surrender long ago. I don't know who or what to accept any longer and J] refuse to jum into. the jungle of masochistic quicksand. 

: However even an acoustical novice can attack one aspect of the tests condurted and that is the re-enactment. The re-enactment only included shots from two *ocations,; the famous e@vassy knoll and the a’’eged Oswald window. , . 

Over the years various researchers have alleged or theorized a number of possible ‘shooting origins. Penn Jones cites the Records Building roof and the Sewer drain. Harold Weisberg is curious about a figure in a second floor Dal-Tex window. Fmory Brown has Shown me blow ups of a figure in a third floor Dal-Tex window. Emilio Santana claimed to be 2 Dal-Tex roof shooter. Robert Cutler, in addition to his non-Supersonic, shooting umbrella man, convincingly indicates a possible TSBD southwest window shooter. Tam intrigued by thé Cancellare figure situated upon the grassy — knoli south as is Robert Groden and Emory Brown. Fred Newcomb really went out on a limb and accuscd William Greer, the JFK limousine driver, of being the acsassin. Perhaps al! of these "snipers" can be innocently dismissed, but by firing shots only from two positions, apparently to save money and tine, the HSCA may | have blown the whole investigation. 

If the HSCA experts found fifteen coefficient matches and determined four were shots and six were false alarms, what are the other five undetermined impulses? Are they al? false alarms? Are some of them shots from an area other than the grassy knoll or Oswald perch? If so, where? ‘ . 

Whoever. is correct about the acoustics results, one thing is certain. To limit the re-enactment to two sites wac just plain Stupid! 

1C. Who Didn't Do It? 

The House Select Committee on AssasSinations admits that they were unable to identify the other gunman or the extent of the conspiracy. . tlell1, no one is perfect. What is outlandishly dumb to me is their absolving almost everyone on Earth without knowing who did it. "Two plus two is five," moans Orwell. | | 

The day after the Committee had closed its doors, I wrote a blistering diatribe of the HSCA which was published jin The JFK Assassination Forum in Belfast, Ireland in January 1675. My comments still hold up - "1 can't believe that the HSCA can rule out any organization as conspiring to kill President Yennedy, , 
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particularly sinece they can’t name another gunman. Such reasoning 

js absurd... .- How could any committee make such a naive state- 
ment and consider itself honest and rational?" 

Hey, Did you notice in the HSCA Report index, p. VI, they 
wrote, "The Committee was unable to identify the otner gvnmen 
oy the extent of the corspiracy"? On page $5 it's corrected, but 
subconscious truth surfaced nartiatly in the tatle of rentents. 

amant frankness, the HSTA wac never realty stupid on naive 
or irrational. They were just dishonest redents with the trains 
of foxes They were concerned with looking good, not telng gocc. 

They were se’ectes preference masters. They weren "t covecvives; 
they were slimy crotiticians. They placated everyone, the sussianrc, 
the Castreites, the Anti -Castroites, the Federal eagencicc. They | 
even gave the critirs eredibitity by declaring prod eer 2 -onspiracy, 
but tempered it ty-bleming a deac man again enc stu i "orobdable” 
as é safety alte, They tried to be a? things ¢ ao nose all 
peo: e, but accomplished tirtually nothing, ther wurica their 
classified files more efficiently than theix~ rredceessorse and now 
carn whine that it's the Justice Departnrent who wor! * Pursue 
their efforts, which they rust have known all 2 lone. 

When one con siders these twenty years, despite their occasional 
bung” ings, the ole brother ouppets have effectively protected “N16 
assassins of 
the American people jn doing so and that is a costly” 
to kil- 
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one man and cover it up. 

By WILLIAM P. - BARRETT 

Staff Writer 

“FRANKLIN — Billie Sol Estes 
cited the electric chair, in addition 
to prison, as reasons he refused to 
tell a grand jury in Franklin any- 
thing about the suspicious deaths 
of four people connected with Es- 
tes, sources here say. 

Estes’ purported declaration 
came during his secret testimony 
last week to a Robertson County 
grand jury investigating the June 
3, 1961, death of Henry H. Mar- 
shall, a U.S. Agriculture Depart- 

_ ment official in nearby Bryan. Es- 
tes, granted immunity from 
prosecution, said former President 
Lyndon B. Johnson ordered the 
killing out of fears that Marshall 
could tie an LBJ political opera- 
tive to Estes’ multimillion-dollar 
frauds. 

A Johnson family friend, Maj- 
colm E. “Mac” Wallace, killed 
Marshall with five rifle shots 
after trying to fake a suicide by 
using carbon monoxide, Estes 
added. 

The jury last week changed a 
23-year-old ruling of suicide to 
homicide and then said no one 
could be charged because those re- 
sponsible were dead. Johnson, 

Wallace and a third alleged plot- 
ter, former Democratic Party offi- 
cial Clifton Carter, all died in the 
1970s. Historians and Johnson 
aides have denied that LBJ was 
involved. . 

The Marshall case had been re- 
opened after U.S. Marshal Clint 
Peoples of Dallas persuaded Estes 

Estes’ expressed fear of capital 
punishment came in an exchange 
initiated by Peoples, who was al- 
lowed to remain in the grand jury - 
room. 

The 73-year-old marshal report- 
edly mentioned four other cases 
where “a similar situation exists.” 
He apparently was referring to 
people connected with Estes who 
died during a federal investigation 
and whoee deaths were attributed 
to suicide. . 

Peoples asked Estes to name the 
cases, but Estes allegedly balked. 
District Attorney John Paschall 
reportedly inquired “off the re- 
cord” whether the people in- 
volved in the four cases were also 
involved in Marshall's death. 

Sources said that Estes, glaring 
across the room, responded, “I 
would say off the record [ 
wouldn't tell you nothing that 

justice, but they lost the faith of 
price to pay 
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Billie Sol Estes 

would send me to the penitentiary 
or the electric chair.” 

Paschall didn’t press the matter, . 
sources say, after Estes pulled out 
a white index card containing a 
recitation of his right not to in- 
criminate himself and indicated he 
would invoke it. 

Several lawyers contacted Sun- 
day night said Estes would not 
have to fear a death penalty @”
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ee | . a ) | i at coe ‘of “a ee ou : SREERE os Femara N 

ur, Ronald Reagen “8 Ted Gandolfo, Chairman: ‘Assassination 
President Of The United States. Information Committees 
T600 Pennsylvania Avenue , IeI4 First Avenue , 

Washington, D.C, 20515 ee New York. N.Y. yOOcI 

ee ee , — ggtober 18, I98%H 

Dear Mr. President, 

woe 
"oo 

iq an sending you this letter in the hope that a grave miscarr- 

iage of justice may yet be. rectified. It involves: the fact hgh very crucial 
ee ee oe 

- — Se, ed - 

evidence and information relating to the assassination of “President “John Fe 

- Kennedy has been, and definitely was, eatirely SUPPRESSED and COVERED UP by 

the House Select Committee Oa Assassinations in general and by their Chief, 

Counsel G. Robert Blakey in particular, I will refer to just one, of many, 

items of evidence in this regard, QM February ITI, 1978, I had a long conver 

sation with former New Orleans District Attorney, now Judge, Jim Garrism. 

During our conversation, which I tape recorded, he told me that the House 

Select Committee ( Assassinations had sent a team of investigators, “headed. . 

by Mr. Clifford Fenton, to hr. Garrison's office to secure the evidence that 

Garrison had accumulated during his investigation of the JK assassingtion 

in 1967 to 1969. Garrison told me that as a result of the Committee's © 
amt 
cer -_ = 

- .
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10- investigators viewing and hearing | this evidence, that they ALL were convinced. 
otk: 

of a HASSIVE conspiracy to murder JI. Garrison also told me that. these inveat- 

 igators also obtained, from New Orleans and also Clinton, Louisiana, TAPE | 

- RECORDINGS in which the assassination of JIK were being discussed by; among 

othars, voices which were identified as being CONTRACT EMPLOYEES OF THE 

CEBTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, Qa these tapes, they were discussing how they wer: 

going to. assassinate President Kennedy in Dallas on November-22, 19630 

This. evidence was COMPLETELY SUPPRESSED in the House 

Select Committee On Assassinations Final Report and, in fact, Mr, Garrison 

" Waa not even called to testify before the Committee at alll! 
athe, _ 

an | I au certain you will agree that thia matter should be~ = 
ee 

inmediately wrought to the attention of ‘the Justice “Department 8 80 that ; they ~ 

my conduct @ full investigation into this most important suppressed infor— 

‘Ration and evidence so that the interests. of TRUTH, HONOR AND JUSTICE may 

fully be perved. I will be only too happy to send to you a copy of this moat. 

important conversation between hi. Garrison and myself, 

Therefore, I implore you to write to me as som as possi 

regarding the above information which I trust you'll agee with me is of the 

most VITAL IMPORTANCE? I will be awaiting your, I sincerely hope soon, reply. 

Rea ect fully ours TedcGandolforA,I.( J eck€e fe p y ?
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NAL COVER UP a THE FI COVER BY RICHARD FE. SPRAGUE 
HARTSDALE, N.Y, 

How The. CTA Controlled the House Select Committees On. 

2 r . 

juetion: 

The final report of the House Select Committee on Assassina- 
tions (HSCA), issued in (1979, concluded that a conspiracy existed 

in the assassination of President Kennedy. . This news should have 

delighted hundreds of researchers who had disagreed with the no- 

conspiracy finding of the Warren Commission. The fact that it 

did not, is due to the HSCA conspiracy being a simple one, with» 

Lee Harvey Oswald still firing all but one of the shots from the 

Sixth floor window of the Texas School Book Depository Building. 

The existence of another shooter and another shot, from the 

grassy knoll, was "proved" by the HSCA, based primarily on 

acoustical evidence presented in the very last month of their 

public hearings. Dr. Robert Blakey and Richard Billings , chief 

counsel and report editor for the HSCA, co-authored, in 1981, a 

book, "The Plot to Kill the President", following the publication .~ 

of ‘the HSCA's final report. The book claimed that the other 

shooter and Oswald were part of a Mafia plot to kill JFK. 

To over simplify the current (1985) situation, most JFK , 

researchers feel that the American public had been deceived once 

again. The HSCA reaffirmed all but one of the Warren Commis-~ 

Sion's findings, including even the: famed Single bullet theory. 

The simplified conspiracy finding is now subject to review by the
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Justice Department and the FBI because it is based on very oo-. © 

questionable acoustical evidence. Justice commissioned the so- 

called Ramsey panei! ¢ to review this evidence, in 1981, under the 

auspices of the National Acadamy of Sciences. It found no 

evidence from the acoustics that a grassy knoll shot was fired. 

So, we are back to no-conspiracy and Oswald being the lone 

assasSin. And even if there was a conspiracy, Blakey claims it 

involved the Mafia and not the CIA. The HSCA report and all of 

its volumes of evidence omitting any reference to CIA involve- 

ment, concluded that the CIA was not involved, and did not reveal 

any evidence that ithe HSCA staff had collected showing that. CIA | 

people murdered JFK, and that the CIA has been covering up that . 

fact ever since. 

Any followers of CIA activities connected with the JFK 

assassination, since 1963, must ask the question, how did they do 

it? How did the CIA turn things completely around from the 1976 

days when Henry Gonzalez, Thomas Downing, Richard A. Sprague, 

Robert Tanenbaum, Cliff Fenton and others were pursuing the truth 

about the assassination, to essentially the same status as when 

the Warren Commission finished its work? How did they produce 

-the final cover up? The answer is that the CIA controlled the 

HSCA and its investigation and findings from the early part of 

1977, forward. The methods they used were as clever and devious 

as any they had used previously to control the Warren Commission, 

the Rockerfeller Commission, the- Garrison Investigation, the 

1 Chaired by Prof. Norman Ramsey of M.I.T.
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Schweiker/Hart Committee” and the efforts of independent 

researchers. 

, In 1976, Henry Gonzalez, member of the House from Texas, and 

Thomas Downing from Virgina, were both convinced there was a4 

massive conspiracy in the JFK assassination. They introduced a 

joint bill in the House which resulted in the formation of the 

HSCA and an investigation of the JFK and King assassinations. 

Gonzalez believed there were at least four conspiracies in the 

assassinations of JFK, MLK, Robert Kennedy and in the attempted 

assassination of George Wallace. He introduced an original bill 

to have the House investigate all four and the cover ups and 

links among them. Downing was primarily interested in the JFK 

ease and his original bill dealt only with that conspiracy. Mark 

Lane and his committee members and supporters around the country 

joined forces with Coretta King and the Black Caucus in the House 

to pressure Congressmen and Tip O'Neill to investigate the King 

and John Kennedy assassinations. The net result was a merging of 

the Gonzalez and Downing bills into a Final HSCA bill dealing 

with only two of the cases. | 

In the fall of 1976, with Downing as chairman, the HSCA 
selected Richard A. Sprague, from the Philadelphia Bistrict 

Attorney's office, to be chief counsel. Sprague hired four 

professional investigators and criminal lawyers from New York 

2 Senators Richard Schweiker of Penn. and Gary Hart of Colo. 
formed a sub-committee of the Church Committee.
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a City. They were very good and completely independent of the CIA . 

‘ and - FBI, having been trained by one of the best professionals in 

the business, D.A. Frank Hogan of New York. , 

Sprague and his JFK team, headed by Bob Tanenbaum, attorney, 

and Cliff Fenton, chief detective, were going after the real 

assassins and their bosses, whether this led them to the CIA or 

FBI or anywhere else. Sprague had already made it clear to the 

HSCA that he would investigate CIA involvement, and subpoena CIA 

people, documents and other information, whether classified or 

not. He had also had meetings with several researchers, includ- 

ing the author, and made it known privately that he was going to 

use the talent and knowledge of every reliable researcher on a 

consulting basis. He had contacted Jim Garrison in New Orleans 

f
o
g
 

tad
 and informed him he would be following up on all of his 

information and leads. He had initiated an investigation of the 

CIA activities in Mexico City connected with the JFK assassina~ 

tion, including information supplied to Sprague by the author.° 
Te a ae 

R.A. Sprague and Tanenbaum were aware of the CIA connections 

of the individuals involved in the JFK assassination in Dealey 

Plaza, in Mexico City, in New Orleans and in the Florida a Keys... 

They had, in November 13566, exposed the entire HSCA ‘staft to all 

of the photograph ic evidence Showing these people in Dealey Plaza 

and elsewhere. They were aware of the assassination planning 

meetings held by CIA people in Mexico City and knew who the 

higher level conspirators were. They had initiated searches for 

| 3 The author became an advisor to Richard A. Sptague as soon as 
~ he was appointed counsel to the HSCA.



/ the real assassinS;—Frenchy, William Seymour, Emilio Santana, 

| Jack Lawrence, Fred Lee Crisman, Sim Braden, Jim Hicks, et al. 

They were Planning to interview CIA. contract agents, Richard Case | 

Nagell, Harry Dean, Gordon Novel, Ronald Augustinovich, Mary Hope / 

and Guy Gabaldin. Clift Fenton had been appointed head of a team 

: of investigators to follow up on the New Orleans part of the 

conspiracy which had included CIA agents and people; Clay Shaw, 

David Ferrie, Guy Bannister, Manuel Garcia Gonzalez, Sergio. 

Arcacha Smith, Gordon Novel and others. They were going to 

contact people who had attended assassination planning meetings 

in New Orleans. ' 
a . 

From the photographic evidence Surrounding the sixth floor 

window, as well as the grassy knoll, Sprague, Tanenbaum and most 

of the staff knew Oswald had not fired any shots, knew no shots 

came from the Sixth floor window, and knew there had been shots 

from the Dal Tex Building and the knoll. “They knew the Single 

bullet theory was not true,. and knew there had: been a well | 

planned crossfire in Dealey Plaza. They were not planning to 

waste a lot of time reviewing and rehashing the Dealey Plaza 

evidence, except as it might lead to the real assassins. 

They had set up an investigation in Florida and the Keys, of 

the evidence and leads developed in 1967 by Garrison. Gaeton 

Ponzi was in charge of that part of Sprague's team. They were 

,going to check out the people in the CIA that had been running 

and funding the No Name Key group and other Anti-Castro groups. 

Seymour, Santana, Manuel Garcia Gonzalez, Jerry Patrick Hemming, 

f
d
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Loren. Hall, ‘Lawrence Howard, Frenchy and Cubans yROlando Masferrer 

and Carlos Prio Soccarras were to be found and interrogated. 

Tanenbaum and his research team had seen the photo collection 

of Dick Billings from Life Magazine which was, by 1976, _ deposited 

in the Georgetown University Library's JFK assassination collec- 

tion. The No Name Key people and others showing up in Garrison's 

investigation appeared in these photos with high level CIA 

agents. 

In 1977, Hen ry Gonzalez, who was far more supportive of a 

CIA conspiracy idea than Tom Downing, was to become chairman of 

the HSCA. Downing did not run for re-election in 1976 and was 

retiring. At that point, December 1976, Gonzalez and Sprague 

were of the same mind and getting along fine. Researchers were 

very pleased with the way things were going and believed Sprague 

would expose the CIA's involvement in the JFK cover up. 

The CIA's Problem: 

Given this background of the HSCA status ih late 1976, it can 

easily be seen that the CIA was up against much more serious 

opposition than it ever had been before in the JFK murder and 

cover up. They had. ruined Jim Garrison's reputation and cur- 

tailed his investigation by various dirty trick means. They had 

been in solid control of the Warren Commission by the simple 

expedient of having four of the Commissioners belonging to them; 

Dulles, Ford, McCloy and Russell. They were also able to kill 

enough. people who knew the truth, to slow down any truth seeking 

that might have taken place. They also hid documents, destroyed 

and altered evidence, lied about other evidence, and bald facedly
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amitted that they wouldn't tell the President or the 

, Lf Lee Harvey Oswald had been a CIA agent (which he 

_ In the Rockefeller Commission situation they were in 

sontrol of that attempt to reinforce the Warren Commis— 

indings. And in the Church Committee investigation
, the 

/Hart subcommittee on the JFK case was very limited and 

d in what they could do. 

n the new situation, in Richard A. Sprague and his 

mals with so much knowledge. of the CIA's role in the 

Xs | the cover up, they faced a crisis. They knew they had 

reral things to turn it around and to continue to keep 

ican public from realizing what was happening. Here is 

yo had to do: , 

4. Get rid of Richard A. Sprague. “Hou thee p todbeid medi 

2. Get rid of Henry Gonzalez. 

3. Get rid of Sprague's key men or keep them away from 

CIA evidence or keep them quiet. | 

4. Install their own chief counsel to control the 

investigation. Cb efed 

5. Elect a new HSCA chairman who would go along, or who 

could be fooled. , 

6. Cut off all Sprague's investigation
s of CIA people. 

Make sure none of the people were found or bury any 

testimony that had already been found, or murder CIA 

people who might talk. be hyp woaheil oy oe 

7. Keep the committee members £rom knowing what was happening 

and seavegate the investrgation From them, —
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8. Create a new investigative environment whose purpose 

would be to confirm all of the findings of the Warren 

Commission and divert attention away from the, who-did- 

it-and-why approach. , 

x 9. Control the committee staff in such a way as to keep 

any of them from revealing what they already knew 

about CIA involvement. eg marcel thy yurn~ fj ladvars heprscront 

10. Control committee consultants in the same way, and 

staff members who might leave or who might be fired. 

li. Continue to control the media in such a way as to 

reinfor¢e all of the above. 

i2. Continue to murder witnesses Or assassins in emer- 

gency Situations if necessary. 

The CIA successfully did all twelve of these things. The 

techniques they used were much more subtle and devious than those 

they had used before, although they did continue with murders of 

potential HSCA witnesses and with media control. 

‘The first step taken by the CIA was to uSe the media they 

control, along with some members of Congress they control, and 

two planted agents on the staff of and consulting for, Henry 

Gonzalez, to get rid of both Henry and Richard A. Sprague. In 

, taking this step, they used the old Roman approach of divide and 

conquer. They made Gonzalez and his closest staff assistant, 

Gail Beagle, believe that Sprague was a CIA agent and that 

Gonzalez must get rid of him. They also made Gonzalez believe 

that some of his other associates, both in the HSCA and outside,
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were CIA agents. | At the same time, they used the media to attack 

| Sprague mercilessly. The key people in doing this attack on 

Sprague were three CIA reporters, George Lardner of the Washing- 

fon Post, Mr. Burnham of The New York Times, and Jeramiah O'Leary 

of the Washington Star. In all HSCA committee meetings and in 

Rules Committee and Finance Committee meetngs, these three repor- 

ters sat next to each other, passed notes back and forth, and 

“wrote articles continually attacking and undermining both Sprague. 

and Gonzalez, as well as the entire committee. the CIA had the 

| support of top management in all three news organizations in 

NN doing this, <_< 
See | | 

Gonzalez eventually tried to fire Sprague, was over-ruled by 

the committee, and then resigned from the committee. Sprague 

eventually resigned, because it became obvious that the CIA 

_ controlled members of the Finance and Rules Committees and other 

CIA allies in the House, were going to kill the committee unless 

he resigned. There are many more details to this story, which 

- requires a book to describe. Suffice it to say, the CIA accom=. 

plished their first two goals by March 1977. The next steps were 

to install a CIA contolled chief counsel and to get a chairman _ 

elected who could be fooled or coerced into appointing such a 

counsel. Lewis Stokes was a perfect choice for chairman. de 

was, and probably still is, a good and honest man. But he was 

completely bamboozled by what the CIA did and is still doing. 

The selection and implementation of a CIA man as chief counsel 

had to be done in an extremely Subtle manner. It could not be 

obvious to anyone that he was a CIA man. Stokes and the other 
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technique used by the CIA to date. It is called the "Non 

-10- | a amas 

committee members had to be fooled into believing they had made 

the choice, and had picked a good man. Professor Robert Blakey, 

an apparently scientifically oriented, academic person, with a 

history of work against organized crime, was the perfect CIA 

choice. Once Dr. Blakey took over as chief counsel, he accom- 

plished goals numbered 3, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 very nicely. The 

‘fourth and fifth goals having been achieved, Blakey set about the 

other parts of his assignment very rapidly after he arrived. For 

Goal 3, he fired: Bob Tanenbaum, Bob Lehner, and Donovan Gay, | 

three loyal Sprague supporters, quickly. 
>. _ 

—_——:- —— . eee . ea 

The Non Disclosure Agreement: Te - 

The most important weapon used by the CIA and Blakey to 

pursue goals 9 and 10 ‘was instituted within one week aften 

Blakely arrived. It is by far the most subtle and far reaching 

Disclosure Agreement" and it was signed by all members of the 

committee, all staff members including Blakey, all consultants to 

the committee, and several independent researchers who met with 

Blakey in 1977. Signing the agreement was a condition for 

continued employment on the committee staff or for continuing T 

consulting on a¥é- contract basis. The choice was, sign or get out. 
Te - ee a 

Fhe author signed the agreement in July 1977, without ceitizing 

its implications at the time, in order to continue as a consul- 

tant. The agreement is reproduced in full at the end of this ' 7 , 

article. The author's conslting help was never sought after that 

and the obvious objective was to silence a consultant and not use 

1 Exhibit A
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Als SeNVICES, 

This CIA weapon has several parts. First, it binds the 

signer, if a consultant, to never reveal that he is working. for 

the committee (see paragraph 13). Second, it prevents the signer 

from ever revealing to anyone in perpetuity, any information he 

has learned about the committee's work as a result of working for . 

the committee (see paragraphs 2 and 12). Third, it gives the . 

committee and the House, after the committee terminates, the power 

to take legal action against the signer, in a court haned by the 

committee or the House, in case the committee believes the signer 

has violated the agreement. fourth, the- signer agrees to pay the | 

court costs for such a suit in the event he loses the suit (see 

paragraphs 14 and 15). 

These four parts are enough to scare most researchers or 

staff mémbers who signed it into silence forever about what they 

learned. The agreement is insidious in that the signer is, in 

effect, giving away his constitutional rights. Some lawyers who 

have seen the agreement, including Richard A. Sprague, have , 

expressed the opinion it is an illegal agreement in violation of 

the Constitution and several Constitutional amendments. Whether 

it is illegal or not, most staff members and all consultants who 

Signed it have remained silent, even after three and a half years 

beyond the life of the committee. There are only two exceptions, 

the author and Gaeton Fonzi, who published a lengthy article 

about the HSCA cover up in the Washingtonian magazine in 1981. 

The most insidious parts of the agreement, however, are 

paragraphs 2, 3 and 7, which give the CIA very effective control 

over what the committee could and could not do with so called
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"classified" information. The director of the CIA is given 

authority to determine, in effect, what information shall remain 

classified and therefore unavailable to nearly everyone. The 

signer of the agreement, and remember, this includes all of the | 

Congressman and women who were members of the committee, agrees 

“not to reveal or discuss any information that the CIA decides he 

should not. The chairman of the committee supposedly has the 

final say on what information is included, but in practice, even 

an intelligent and gutsy chairman would not be likely to override 

the CIA: Lewis Stokes did not atempt any final decisions. In 

fact, the CIA did not have to do very much under these clauses. 

‘The fact that Blakey was their man and kept nearly all of the CIA 

sensitive information, evidence, and witnesses away from the 

committee members waS all that was necessary. Stokes never knew 

what he should have argued about with the CIA director. It is 

this document which proves beyond doubt that the CIA controlled 

the HSCA. 
¢ 

The author attempted to point out to Stokes in a letter dated 
| : ' 

February 10, 1978, copy included herein, the type of control the 

_agreement gives the CIA over the HSCA. Stokes replied in a March 

16, 1978 letter, also included herein, that he retained ultimate 

author ity and was not bound by the opinion of the Central 

Intelligence Director. He also claimed that paragraphs 12 and 

14, on extending the agreement in perpetuity and giving the 

government the right to file a civil suit in which the signer 

will pay all costs, were legal. He said in the letter that the 

purpose of the agreement was to give the HSCA control over the 

| Exhibit ®& 2 exhibit C.
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conduct of the investigation including control over the niti- , | 

mate ‘disclosure of information- -to the American public, That is a 

key admission about: what has actually happened. The only ques 

tion is, who is controlling the information in the. heads of the 

staff investigators who discovered CIA involvement? Was Louis 

Stokes working for the public or for the CIA? 

Examples of CTA-Control: 

Some specific examples will serve to illustrate how well the 

CIA techni ues _have worked and are still workin . 

bth sartison Evia Wi ples ~ 
ao oo , a re _ As mentioned earlier, when Blakey arrived, an investigating 

7 ‘ry ; \ 

N yik - team headed by Cliff Fenton, reporting to Bob Tanenbaum, had \ yy 

. ‘ already been hard at work tracking down leads to the CIA 

conspirators generated by Jim Garrison's investigation in New 

Orleans. This team eventually had four investigators, all pro- 

‘ fessionals, and their work led them to believe that the CIA 

people in New Orleans had been involved in a large conspiracy to 

assassinate JPK. As Garrison told Ted Gandolfo, a New York City 
ed . pace _ — a i 

t researcher, the Fenton team went much further than Garrison, in 
notin eaten Se ee — a - 

locating witnesses and other evidence of assassination planning , 
_—— "ie a nail ers aeeee 

meetings held in New Orleans, Mexico City and Dallas. In fact, 
—_ ton = — = oN 

” they found a CIA man who attended those meetings, and who was 

willing to testify before the committee. The evidence was far 

more convincing than the testimony presented at the trial of Clay % 
L oY | a Shaw. The Shaw Trial, CIA people were involved in meetings in ; 

addition to the one brought out in the trial. Clay Shaw, David f 

| Ferrie, William Seymour and others were involved. Fenton's team / 

Ke | , 4 

d _ J an an “4
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discovered a lot of other facts about how the CIA people planned 
f the 
| and carried out assassination . Their report about the conspit-— 

acy was. solid and convincing and they were convinced. The. CIA, 

2 through Robert Blakey, buried the Fenton report. Committee nen- | 
4 7s oT rl oo PT ee ee ST ae owe eee” x 

bers were not told about the team’: Ss findings. The evidence was 

{ 

i —— 

h a 
not included in the BSCA report, nor was it even referred to in 

ee ed ee ee 
— 2 ee oT 

the volumes. The witnesses in New Orleans were never called to | 
ee ~~ — 

‘testify. — That included the CIA man at the meetings. Fenton and i 
— me WT ee ek | _—_ 

the other three members of f£ his ; team, having signed the non- 
ee ed a ee ——— oe on 7 me eee ee 

ea 

“disclosure agreement, were legally sworn to secrecy, or at least 
en 

“they | thought SOw té this day they refuse to discuss anything 

with Y anyboays a a — + 
—- there may also have been threats of physical violence against 

then. There is no way to determine this. However, Fenton and 

the others are well aware of the witnesses that the CIA murdered 

just before they were about to testify before the HSCA. These 

included: William Sullivan, the FBI deputy under J. Edgar Hoover, 

who headed Division V, the domestic intelligence division; George 

de Morenschildt, Oswald's CIA contact in Dallas; John Roselli, 

the Mafia man involved in the CIA plots to assassinate Castro; 

Regis Kennedy, the FBI agent who knew a lot about Clay Shaw ,alias 

Clay Bertrand, in New Orleans and who was one of Lee Harvey 

Oswald's FBI contacts; Rolando Masferrer, an anti-Castro Cuban 

murdered in Miami; and Carlos Prio Socarras, former Cuban prem- 

ier, killed in his garage in Miami. 

TO BE CONTINUED...
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| report and was not called as a witness. 

forced the resignations of Gonzalez, Sprague and Tanenbaum. 

power and funds were restored after Stokes was elected and after 

“ they installed their own man, Blakey. 

224 

With the knowledge of these murders, Fenton and his team 

would not have required any more than. a gentle hint, to keep 

quiet 

Frenchy ‘Example: 

The “tramp", Frenchy, who appears in. seven photos taken in \ 
\ Dealey Plaza, is one of the most important CIA individuals in the ‘ \ 

JFK assalssination. Researcher Bill Turner discovered that Fren- 

chy had been in the Florida Keys working with CIA sponsored anti- 

Castro groups. Richard A. Sprague and Bob Tanenbaum knew about 

a
 
a
 

his role, and intended to go after him when the HSCA restored its 

subpoenal power and obtained enough money. They were aware of the 

evidence, that Frenchy fired the fatal shot from the grassy knoll. 

They had assigned a team of investigators to. follow a lead to 

Frenchy provided by the author in the early part of 1977. 

Unfortunately, the CIA managed to keep both the subpoena 

power and the funds away from the committee until after they had 

The 

The investigative team lt { 

remained, however, and they did search for and find Frenchy. But / 

Blakey and the CIA suppresed that fact, and suppressed anything / 

they may) have learned from Frenchy. He is not mentioned in the 
. 7 a 

) The author dares not 
~ ee ‘ —— EK ACL ten eb reveal the source of the above information because of the danger 

to staff, people from the non-disclosure agreement.
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The Garrison investigation and a subsequent series of inves- 

tigations by the author and other members of the Committee to 

| Investigate Assassinations in 1967 - 1973, turned up several 

witnesses who were willing to talk privately about the CIA. 

assassination team that murdered JFK. Harry Dean and Richard 

Case Nagell had been Lee harvey Oswald's CIA contacts while he 

was in [Mexico City and knew about assassination planning meetings © 

held in Guy Gabaldin's apartment. Dean knew about William Sey- 

‘MOUr, CIA contract agent, attending those meetings and how 

Seymour had been pretending to be Oswald on many occasions. 

Novel knew how the CIA had covered up the truth about the 

assassination and how they went to extreme lengths to ruin Jim 

- Garrison and his investigation. Novel had been employed by the 

CIA in this effort. Augustinovich and his friend, Mary Hope, had 

attended some of the Mexico City meetings. | 

Richard Russell and the author tracked down all four of these 

witnesses prior to the arrival of Robert Blakey at the HSCA. 

Russell interviewed them and knew they would be willing to talk, 

given protection and some form of immunity. The author presented 

their names and their involvement to Richard A. Sprague, Henry 

Gonzalez, Lewis Stokes and Robert Tanenbaum in the fall of 1976. 

This wals done as part of the author's consulting assignment for 

the HSCA. The names were in a memorandum to Sprague, which 

outlined the overall JFK conspiracy and the CIA's role, along 

with airecommendation of the sequence in which witnesses should 

be called. The idea was to base each witness interrogation on
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what had been established from interviewing prior witnesses, 

working slowly from cooperative witnesses, to non-cooperative 

witnesses,to actual assassins, to higher level CIA peopie# The 

highest, level people, E. Howard Hunt and Richard Helms, would be 

faced with accusers. - 

As indicated earlier, Sprague and Tanenbaum could do nothing 

and did nothing up to the day they left. By early 1978 it became 

obvious: that Blakey had done nothing about calling these CIA 

witnesses. The author initiated a series of leter exchanges with | 

Blakey and Stokes, reminding them of these witnesses, and the 

possibility that their lives could be in danger prior to their 

being interviewed by HSCA. Dick Russell had obtained an agree- 

ment from Nagell to meet with the committee, but no contact had 

been made up to April 5, 1978, the date of the author's first 
(2 

letter to Stokes on this subject.’ agell was-hiding in fear of 

his children's lives not so much his own life. He was a real CIA 

agent and knew how they operated. Russell was the only person 

who knew where Nagell was. In the April 5th letter, a recom- 

mendation was given to Stokes that the committee contact Nagell 

‘ The names of the witnesses in the memo were: - Witt : ~ 

Louis Ivon (Jim Garrison's chief investigator), Richard Case 
Nagelil,| Harry Dean, James Hosty, Carver Gaten, Warren du Bruys, 
Regis Kennedy, Victor Marchetti, Gordon Novel, Manuel Garcia 
Gonzalez, Harry Williams, Jim Garrison, George de Mohrenschildt, 
Charles Sensenay, Mary Hope and Jim Hicks. 

Ronald Augustinovich, Guy Gabaldin, Frenchy, William Seymour, 
Emilio Santana, Jack Lawrence, Jim Braden, Sergio Arcacha Smith, 
Fred Lee Crisman, Wiliam Sullivan, Carlos Prio Soccarras, Rolando 
Masferrer, Major L.M. Bloomfield, E. Howard Hunt, and Richard 
Helms. . , - , 

2 Exhibit DB
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through Russell, and contact the other witnesses on the original 

list. Stokes wrote on May 15, 1978 that the Nageli matter had 

been referred to Blakey for follow up. Blakey never mentioned it 

by telephone or by letter. 

By September 1978, when the public hearing$had begun, there 

was no indication that Blakey was going to call the CIA witness. 

Nagell was Standing by but had not been contacted. The pub- 

lished, intended witness list did not contain any of these CIA 

names. .The author wrote to Stokes and Representative Yvonne 

Burke on September 22 and 23, 1978 copies reproduced herein) 

expressing dissatisfaction with the committee's failure to call 

the CIA witnesses, and suggesting that if they did not not, 

history would eventually catch up with them. The names were 

‘repeated in the letter to Burke, and specific mention made that 

the committee had never contacted Richard Case Nagell. Louis 

Stokes isent back a letter dated October 10, 1978 which is 

reproduced at the end of this article. It-is what one might call 

a non- answer, Stating "that the committee will make every effort 

to tell the whole story to the American people." Seven years 

later (1985) it can be said that the committee did not make an 

effort ito call the most important witnesses and therefore did not 

tell the whole story. Nor did their report even mention these 

witnesses or any of the evidence exposed earlier by theCTIA or 

Jim Garrison. Louis Stokes was either totally fooled or he is 

part of the CIA's cover up. | 

The author responded to Stokes’ non-answer letter of October 

10th with two more letters, dated October 30, 1978 and November 

OD Exhibit E A) Exhibits F a6 (3) Exwbit H
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(24, 1978, both reproduced herein. Stokes finally answered them 

on December 4, 1978 with another non-answer letter, herein 

reproduced.” He Says the committee cannot reveal the procedure of 

‘the investigation or the names of those persons who will be 

called to testify before the committee. This implies they were 

planning to call more witnesses in December 1978. The commit~. 

tee's life ended on January l, 1979. The CIA witnesses were 

never called nor ever mentioned right up to the very end and the 

report was silent about them. 

The Umbrella Man: | 

, ‘One last example illustrates the way the CIA and Blakey 

worked itogether to cancl out any evidence linking the CIA people 

and/or techniques used in the JFK assassination. | For may years, 

various researchers, including Josiah ‘Thompson® and the author 

had speculated about the role of a man appearing in the photo~ 

graphs jin Dealey Plaza with an open umbrella. He became known as 

"The Umbrella Man", or TUM for short. Thompson Speculated that 

TUM had been giving the various shooters in Dealey Plaza visual 

signals) with the umbrella, and the author agreed this could have 

been true. | 

In 1976, the Church committee took the public testimony of 

Charles| Sensenay, a CIA contract weapons employee at the Army 

Chemical Center in Ft. Detrick, MD. Sensenay described a system 

“used by: the CIA in Vietnam and elsewhere, for killing or 

paralyzing people with poisons carried in self propelled Fle~ 

(TEXmbit Lana o (2) Exhibet KK 
In the book "Six Seconds in Dallas", Thompson Showed photos of 

TUM. : 



rts. The darts were self propelled like solid fuel 

nd Launched silently and unobtrusively from a number of 

including an unbrella. A CIA catalog of available 

apons shows a photograph of the umbrella launching 

hotos of the Flechettes which were self propelled — 
id p 

of the hollow! spokes of the umbrella. They could even 

sed through soda straws. 

archer Robert Cutler, former D.1I.A. officer, L- Fletcher 

and the author’ did some additional research on the 

phic evidence and the weapon system, especially research 

iovements of JER in the Zapruder film and various photos» 

da with him in Dealey Plaza. The friend 

AS a result of this research, an 

978. The 

ind a friend he ha 

yO way radio device. 

was published in Gallery magazine in June 1 

presented the, hypothesis that TUM launched, from his 

a, a poison Flachette at JFK, which struck him in the 

causing complete: paralysis of his | 

in less than two 
at ‘Zapruder friame 189, 

Ody » hands, arms, shoulders and head, 

The photos show this) paralysis and the. timing matches 

30 

stimony given by Sensenay about how fast the CIA poison 

alyzing effects look like. 

pothesis or not is incidental 
and what its par 

ether one agrees with this hy 

t Blakey. and the HSCA did in reaction to it. Until the 

' of 1977, official investigators for the HSCA, or any of 

‘edecessors, had shown no more than passing curious interest 

Ae They just paid no attention and did not take the 

ccher's ideas seriously. On August 8, 1977, the author
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informed Robert Blakey, in a letter of that date, about the TUM 

hypothesis. The letter concerned a discussion the author and 

Blakey had on July 21, 1977, two days after the non-disclosure 

-agreement had been signed. Blakey had said that if there was a 

conspiracy it would not have. involved a very large number of 

people. He was probably already 1 laying the foundation for a 

small, Mafia type, conspiracy involving Oswald and a Mafia 

friend,| backed by a few Mafia Dons. , 

The| August 8th letter maintained that the CIA had been 

involved and that it had been a massive intelligence operation, 

rather than a conspiracy in the sense Blakey was using the term. 

The CIAj Flechette, umbrella launching weapons system, if indeed 

it had been used by TUM, the letter pointed out, would be solid 

proof of high level CIA involvement, since that system would not 

have been available to lower level agents or contract people. 

‘Blakey did not respond. right away to this letter and the 

author decided to make the TUM hypothesis public by publishing /# 

with Cutler as co-author, in the spring of 1978, in Gallery 

magazine. Contact was also made with Senator Richard Schweiker 

who had|been the member of the Church Committee responsible for 

interrogating Charles Sensenay. Schweiker agreed to try and find 

out from Sensenay what had happened to the umbrella launchers he 

had constructed for the CIA; that is, who in the CIA had had 

access to a launcher. 

The information to be published in Gallery had been generated 

, by Bob Cutler and the author independently of any information 

obtained from the HSCA, but the safest approach Seemed to be an 

—_—
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application fo them for permission to print the article under the 

terms of the non-disclosure 
agreement» So, on January 9, 1978, 

the author submitted a draft of the Gallery article to Blakey — 

andr on January 16, 1978, Myrote back stating that publishing the 

article would not violate the terms of the non-disclosure 
agree- 

ment.” The article was published jn the June 1978 issue of 

Gallery which actually appeared in May 1978. Blakey knew in 

advance when it would appear. -— 

On august 3r 1978, the author wrote to Blakey stating that 

photographic evidence showed a high probability that TUM was 

actually Gordon Novel, the CIA contract agent from New Orleans, 

who had been hired to ruin the Garrison snvestigation’ 
The 

reason that some new photo evidence was just then coming to light 

was that the committee had discovered @ never before seen film of 

TUM and had released a frame from this film to the press in July 

1978. shortly after the TUM photo was released by the HSCA, with 

an appeal to him to come forward, an unknown caller contacted 

Penn Jones in Texas to tell him he knew who TUM was- Penn | 

visited Louis Witt, having been given his address,. and upon 

seeing him, jumped to the conclusion that he was TUM. This led 

to Mr. Witt appearing before the committee in their televised 

hearings and making the claim he was TUM. He showed the umbrella 

n TV that he claimed he used. 

It was immediately obvious to Bob Cutler and the author that 

Witt was not TUM. He displayed the umbrella he said he had used 

in Dealey Plaza and ce contained the wrong number of SPOKES: His 

height, weight and facial appearance did not match TUM'S, and his 

( Exhibit Lb (2) Exnibrt 1 
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description of his actions did not match at all the actions TUM 

took, as shown in the photos. On November 24, 1978, the author . 

wrote to Stokes telling him he had been fooled by a CIA plant, Or 

by” his own staff, planting Mr. Witt, and that he should call | 

Gordon |Novel as a witness because it was likely that Novel was 

TUM. HSCA never did call Novel as a witness. Novel had visited 

the ESCA during the days Richard A. Sprague was still there, but 

he had not mentioned being in Dealey Plaza or that the CIA had 

hired him to ruin Garrison. Blakey and Stokes avoided contacting 

Novel. | 

Now, the important thing to focus on, in this example, is the 

sequence of events. The HSCA had done nothing about TUM until 

they were faced with the possibility of a public article linking 

, TUM to ithe CIA through a CIA weapons system and through Gordon 

Novel. . They also found out that Senator Schweiker was looking 

into the CIA end of it. At about the time the Gallery article 

was being widely read, the HSCA suddenly released to the press a 

photo of TUM and asked that people identify. him or that he come 

forward. The photo did not show his umbrella or where he was 

sitting in Dealey Plaza, nor did the release mention the umbrella 

or the itheories about it. Just his photo. An earlier photo used 

by Cutler and the author to identify Novel as TUM was not 

released. 

In ja Surprisingly short time after the photo appeared, an 

unknown person calls a well known researcher and leads him to - 

Louis Witt. Witt in turn lies about who he was and where he was, 

by claiming to be TUM. Blakey and the committee put Witt on
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center stage as though it was a play, and eliminate the TUM 

problem by pulling off a charade. The fine hand of the CIA can 

be seen in this whole Series of linked events. Blakey had to 

have known what Was going on, and he knows today that Witt was 

not TUM and the high probability that. TUM was Gordon Novel, CIA 

agent. | | | 

The extreme lengths that the CIA and Blakey went to in this 

charade, made one believe that the umbrella probably was the - 

Charles Sensenay weapon. Otherwise, why bother with TUM? 

Goal. Number Fight: 

What has been ptesented so far in this article represents 

direct actions by the CIA to cover up CIA involvement. Blakey 

played another important role and that was to achieve the eighth 

goal on the list, namely to change the public impression of 

HSCA's main effort. Researchers who concentrated on attacking 

the Warren Commission's Dealey Plaza Or Tippitt shooting findings 

had created a big problem. If Oswald had fired no shots, then he 

must have been framed. If Oswald was framed, the evidence 

against him was planted, and multiple gunmen were involved. All 

of this line of reasoning would point to a very well organized 

and very well planned conspiracy, which would in turn point to an 

intelligence style involvement. 

So, Blakey set out from the beginning to Create an investiga- 

tive environment and image that appeared to be based on a highly 

Scientific, objective study of the Dealey Plaza evidence. The 

overall objective of this approach was to prove "scientifically" 

that the Warren Commission was right, and that Lee Harvey Oswald
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fired all the shots that had struck John Kennedy, Governor 

Connally and policeman Tippitt. That- required scientific proof. 

of the single bullet theory, among other things. Blakey did just 

that. Right up to the moment when the acoustical evidence on the 

Dallas police tape reared its ugly head,only one month from the 

end of the life of the committee, Blakey managed to control and 

manipulate the Dealey Plaza evidence to back up the Warren 

Commission completely. The author described how Blakey did this 

in an earlier article. One of his "magical" methods was to split 

up the scientific work into sub committees or panels of advisors, 

and various staff groups, and keep them all from communicating 

with each other. Thus, even though the medical panel gave testi- 

mony showing an upward trajectory of the Single bullet (399) 

Shot, the trajectory panel turned it into a downward trajectory. 

The photographic panel was so isolated they never did see the 

_ most important evidence of the Sixth floor window, inside and 

-Outside. 

The photo panel had a number of government and military 

‘people on it, as did all of the Other panels. Thus it was not 

Surprising that they testified that the fake photos of Oswald 

holding a rifle were not fakes. Blakey rode roughshod over the 

evidence that these photos were fakes, presenting only one 

witness, Jack White, to show why they were fakes, and giving him 

a very rough time. Other researchers, like Fred Newcomb and the 

author, who had done a lot of work on the fake photos, were not 

called and not consulted by the photo panel or Blakey and his



are many more examples of how Blakey managed this. 

public TV, too numerous: to describe here. 

ant result of this drastic change of investigative 

mpared to that existing under Richard A. Sprague, 

:e attention of the public during the hearings away 

snce and the witnesses pointing to the real assass~ 

ne fact that Oswald was framed and did not fire any 

us provided an additional shield for the CIA and in 

eted the cover up- 

£ 1985, the CIA appears to have under 
‘he spring o 

‘inal cover up engineered by Robert Blakey with the 

few murders of key witnesses and the existence of 

illegal, non-disclosure agreement silencing the 

The situation 
Se 

committee members, and consultants. 

ican public appears to be hopeless. The CIA effec- 

olled all three branches of government when the chips 

nd have had no problems controlling the fourth 

media, or the independent researchers. By what means 

nerican public combat this awesome power? It is hard 

there is any means available. And we have now 

passed 1984. Would an election of Edward Kennedy. to 

ney in 1988 change anything? Tf he lived through a 

following an election campaign, it probably would. 

‘ans react to that by saying, "he would be assassin- 

xehow they have received the messages about what has 

ng with the United State 5. 
:
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JUOGES 

Mr. Frank Krstulja 

3514: Kinney Street, Apt. 3 

Los Angeles, California 90065 

Dear. Frank: 

Thank you for your recent letter about "A Farewell to i 
Justice",* the book which I recently completed and which is 
presently under consideration by a publisher. About all I can 
say concerning it is that, of the three books I have done, I am 
satisfied that it is by far the best. Nevertheless, most of 
the replies I have received from the publishing world to date 
conclude - after a brief compliment - with the phrase, 
"however, we do not feel it is right for our nouse". Of 
course, this means that they are fearful of the consequences 
from! the federal government of publishing the full truth about 
President Kennedy's assassination by the C.I.A. and the | 
subsequent cover up of the coup d'etat by the, surviving memners 
of the government and much of the media. 

Unfortunately, a communication problem between Ted Gandelfo 
and myself has resulted in my receiving an overwhelming number 
of requests for the book (still unpublished and in manuscript 
form! only - although with multiple copies to protect the book 

-from possible obliteration by the Ministry of Truth). 
Consequently, I must apologize for not being able to do more. 
than; to thank you for your interest and to assure you that I 
will) let you know when and if a publisher can be found who has 
backbone enough to want to participate in revealing the simple 

, truth about the political elimination of President Kennedy. 
Some| of my wiser friends have told me all along that such an 
animal no longer exists in this country. Nevertheless, perhaps 
out of an excess of idealism, I worked away for the last four 
years on the project until I finished the final chapter. 

*Its sub-title is: The C.I.A. and the Murder of Jonn F. 
Kennedy.
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December 30, 1985 
Page Two 

A number of the inquiries which I have received repeatedly 

include a sentence along the following lines: "I hope in your 

book you will answer your critics who allege organized crime 

Links on your part." Let me answer that part quickly and 

explicitly. While I lay no pretense to being the epitome of 

virtue, with regard to connections with organized crime I think 

that you can safely place me as having approximately the same 

such connections as Mother Theresa and Pope Paul. What has 

been occurring here, quite obviously, is the C.I.A.'s 

_@is-information machinery has been hard at work for a long 

time. And, in all fairness to the Agency, you cannot blame it 

for attempting to smear me a bit. For nearly 18 years, 1 have 

done my best to communicate its obvious involvement with the 

murder of Jack Kennedy and it has to do something to turn 

attention away from the blood on its hands. 

Anyone who wishes to understand the assassination, must 

appreciate at the outset that the deep involvement of the 

Agency in the President's assassination requires that it give 

maximum reinforcement to the two major false sponsors which it 

has created: Organized Crime and Fidel Castro. Knowing this, 

one can determine very quickly when. he is holding in his hand a 

book written by one of the many "authors" who serve as willing 

prostitutes for the Agency's dis-information operation. If the 

author so much as infers that Organized Crime or Castro were 

behind what so plainly was an Agency project - the | 

accomplishment of a coup d'etat - then one has in his hand tne 

‘typical product of one of the Agency's stable of hungry scribes. 

| To provide a precise example, one best seller in the last 

few years written by a dashing Englishman (one of the Agencv's 

more accommodating prostitutes) refers to "a-secret meeting” 

between the racketeer, John Rosselli, and myself (when I was _ 

District Attorney of New Orleans) in Las Vegas. The "author's" 

complicity in this attempted discreditation is underscored by 

his having had the book published without ever troubling to 

learn that I have never even seen John Rosselli in my life - 

nor have I ever had a “secret meeting" with any rackecteer 

anywhere. 

| It should be enough, to conclude on that point, that this 

Court of Appeal, to which the people of this City elected me a 

Judge, has no Judges on it with past or present connections 

with Organized Crime - or they wouldn't be here. What is 

significant, however, is not the C.1.A.'s lie but its need to 

tell one - and to lie so badly, at that. The Agency may be 

powerful. in some respects, but it is also desperate - desperate 

to conceal its demonstrable role in the murder of a President 

of the United States.



_ December 30, 1985 
Page Three 

People like you, who are interested in perceiving the 
truth, can save a great deal of time by dismissing outright the 
Agency's smokescreen of a false "Mafia/Castro" assassination 

scenario. To anyone with a grain of intelligence it should be 
apparent that John Kennedy was eliminated by forces desiring 
the continuation of the Cold War - an artificial conflict 

draining the assets of and greatly changing, for the worse, the 
character of our nation. The clandestine arm for those Cold 
War forces was the Central Intelligence Agency - the. 
destructive talents of which run the gambit from deception to 
murder. And John Kennedy - from his refusal. to provide Naval 
Air back up for the Agency's hapless attempt to invade Cuba at 

-- the Bay of Pigs all the way to his decision in 1963 to withdraw 
totally from South Viet Nam ~- was in the process of cutting off 
the lifeline of the Cold Warriors. 

There you are. Without having planned to do so I have just 
described my new book in several sentences. The question now 
remains whether or not there is left a publisher in America who 

cares enough about this country to participate in communicating 
the truth and in bringing to an end the government's rewriting 
of history before it has gone too far. 

In summary, there is no mystery about who killed Kennedy. 
Nor is there any mystery as to why it was done. That is what 
my book explains. © 

But to find in America today a publisher with some courage 
» « « there, indeed is a mystery still to be solved. 

Thanks for asking about my new book. 

Regards, 



Feb. 4, 1986 
Dear Ted: SENT TO ME RY DICK EB, SPRAGUE 

Here is the Carver Gaten/ James Hosty story written in the first person. | 
Use it as you see fit. You can try to obtain the Gochenour affidavit from HSCA records. 2 Ub if 

. In March of 1971, I made a presentation on the photographic evidence of 
the JFK assassination at the University of Victoria on Victoria Island in British Columbia, 
Canada. Since I had to pass through Seattle, Washington on the way to Victoria, | 
contacted an assassination researcher friend named Jim Gochenour, to arrange 8 
meeting with him on my way out. Jim told me on the phone he had something very 
important that he wanted to tell me and could not discuss iton the phone. On March 29 | 
met him aad one of his close assassination research friends at the Seattle airport, where 
they blew my mind with the story that follows. : 

; I should preface this story by telling you that Jim was then a student at 
the University of Washington , and so was his friend. There were many assassination 
research groups at that time on university campuses, and Washington had a good sized 
one. My presentations were made to many university groups in those years, and I got to 
know people like Jim very well. Jim was living in a rooming house on the campus, that 
was either owned or managed by Carver Gaten. Gaten was on the administrative staff of 
the University, and I believe had something official to do with student housing. 

| _ Gochenour told me the following story, which was backed up 100% by his 
friend who had been privy to the entire episode. | . 

| Carver Gaten had been visiting with a group of students at Jim's house 
one night, and had a little bit to drink. He told all of them this story. 

Gaten had been an FBI agent in Kansas City at the same time that James 
Hosty was stationed there. You may remember that J. Edgar Hoover transferred Hosty to 
Kansas City after the assassination as a punishment. K.C. was like Siberia for FBI agents. 
Gaten said that he and Hosty were fast friends in K.C. and that Hosty unburdened himseif 
to Gaten. Hosty told Gaten that Oswald was.a paid informant for the FBI, and that Oswald 
reported to Hosty in Dallas as his control agent. He said Oswald had been reporting 
regularly to Hosty, every two weeks or so, on the activities of the group that were 
planning to assassinate the President. He had missed his regular reporting date by some 
days, and Hosty went to where Marina and Oswald were staying to check up on him. 
Hosty did not know about Oswald's other room in Oak Cliff, atthat time. After the 
assassination, Hosty was told to get rid of any records pertaining to Oswald. His boss, 
Shanklin, told him to destroy the message that Oswald had left for him. We can surmise 
that it was not a threat to blow up the police station, or the FBI office, but rather that it 
pertained to Oswald's latest information on the assassination plans. OS 

| After Gochenour told me this story, which, as! said earlier, was backed up| 
_ by several! people who heard Gaten tell it, I promised to try and do something about it. I 

returned and told Bud Fensterwald about it. There was no official body to talk to, then, 
unless one wanted to trust the FBI, or some other government agency. Bud could do 
nothing and no one could until the creation of the HSCA five years later. No one had 
asked Hosty about it, or Gaten. The first thing I told Richard A. Sprague when he hired 
me as consultant to the HSCA was this story. He assigned Bob Tanenbaum and Cliff Fenton 
to follow it up. I gave them all of the information from Jim Gochenour and his phone 
number. By that time he was in Minnesota, his original home. Tanenbaum called him 
and Jim repeated the exact same story to Bob. Bob then called Gaten who was still at the 

university, and Gaten denied the whole thing, saying he did not know Gochenour. 
The HSCA were then in the throes of fighting to get back their subpoena 

power, and to get enough funding to be able to send investigators into the field. They did 
have enough money to pay expenses for witnesses to travel to Washington, 90 they 
brought Gochenour back, and took his deposition, under oath. If they had been able to 
continue, they would have taken depositions from the rest of the people who had been 
there that night. Then they would have subpoened Gaten, and sweated the truth out of 
him. Hosty would have been next, probably vith some form of immunity and protection, 
to keep him from being killed. As it turned out, the CIA got rid of both Spragueand ° 
Tanenbaum . Blakey never called Gochenour, Gaten or any of Gochenour’s friends who. 
knew the story. That is where the matter rests today. A very sad chapter. Ke g 

a
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THE ARTICLE BELOW WAS WRITTEN BY. PAUL HOCH WHO IS ALLEGEDLY A "RESEARCHER™ 

OF THE JFK ASSASSINATION. AS DO ALL DISINFORMATION EXPERTS, HE ATTEMPTS TO 

DISCREDIT JIM GARRISON'S TRUTHFUL INVESTIGATION AND EVIDENCE WHICH THE CIA 

HAS LONG ATTEMPTED ' GOING BACK TO 1967. IN MY OPINION, ANYONE WHO CONTINUES 

THIS IS ADHERING TO THE "LINE" PUT OUT BY THE CIA TO *DISCREDIT THE ONLY TRUTHFUL 

INVESTIGATION OF THIS CASE UP TO THE PRESENT TIME. THE HSCOA TOTALLY DIS! 

GARRISON'S EVIDENCE OF A MASSIVE CONSPIRACY TO KILL JFK RY THE CIA, AND THIS | 

TRIPE OF THE SOET AS SEEN RELOW IS, IN MY OPINION, A FURTHER ATTEMPT DH CIA 

"PROPAGANDA ASSETS" TO NEGATE GARRISON 'S OVERWHELMING EVIDENCE T0 THIS EFFECT. 

AFTER READING WHAT IS BELOW, TURN PAGE TO READ LETTER I SENT TO HOCH CONCERN ING 

THIS TOTALLY SLANTED AND INCORRECT DIATRIBE WRITTEN BY HIM. TED GANDOLFO,EDITOR. 

US 
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"Jim Garrison —— on the bench and off the wall: “ 
f In October 1985, Garrison told Ted Gandolfo that he was working on a new. 

book, entitled "A Farewell to Justice.” He said that "there is no question in | 
my mind that it is the absolute and ultimate truth down to the last detail 

| about the Kennedy assassination,” but that he can not get a publisher "because 
they are controlled by the CIA." (This is from the first issue of Gandolfo's 
newsletter, "Assassination U.S.A." Write him at 1214 First Ave., NYC 10021, 
or ask me for information.) | 

Garrison sent a long letter to Louis Sproesser, a buff who inquired about 
this book. [#9, 30 Dec 85, 3 pp.] The book is "completed" and being 
considered by a publisher. Garrison has been working on it for four years. 

. Garrison's rhetoric has not softened over the years, ‘and I'll be very 
surprised if his critical attention to the facts has improved. 

Judge Garrison asserts (on Court of Appeal stationery) that "Anyone who 
wishes to understand the assassination, must appreciate at the outset that the 
deep involvement of the Agency in the President's assassination requires that 
it give the maximum reinforcement to the two major false sponsors which it has 
created: Organized Crime and Fidel Castro.... If the author [of a book] so 
much as infers that Organized Crime or Castro were behind what so plainly was 
an Agency project. ... then one has in his hand the typical product of one of 
the Agency's stable of hungry scribes." 

Garrison also disputes allegations that Organized Crime is behind hin. 
"While I lay no pretense to being the epitome of virtue, with regard to 
connections with organized crime I think that you can safely place me as 
having approximately the same such connections as Mother Theresa and Pope 
Paul.” Obviously the CIA's disinformation machinery is at work, he says. 

(Is Garrison dropping a hint about various popes? And this "Mother Theresa," 
‘usually known as "Teresa" ~- is she related to Vinnie Teresa?) 

In particular, Garrison complains that a recent book "by a dashing 
Englishman (one of the Agency's more accommodating prostitutes) refers to “a 
secret meeting™ between Garrison and John Rosselli. "The ‘author's 
complicity in this attempted discreditation is underscored by his having had | 

the book published without ever troubling to learn that I have never even seen 
John Rosselli in my life..." 

The reference is to p. 498 of "Conspiracy," by Tony Summers (who is, 

TURN-> 
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ME ADAGE THAT "ONCE k LIAR, ALWAYS A LIAR" IS TRUE, AS EVIDENCED BY MY RECENT 
ONVERSATION WITH FORMER CHIEF COUNSEL OF THE HSCA, RORERT BLAKEY, COVERUP ARTIST 
'‘AR-EXCELLENCE. BECAUSE OF THE FACT THAT HE KNOWS ME AND THAT I'VE GIVEN HIM LOTS 
1F TROUBLE IN THE PAST, I DECIDED TO USE A FICTICIOUS NAME SO THAT NE WOULDN'T? 
(ANG UP ON ME IMMEDIATELY, . AND I PLAYED THE FOOL WHEN HE TOLD ME, AGAIN, OUTRIGHT 
sIES SO AS TO ELLICIT AS MUCH INFO FROM HIM AS POSSIBLE, VERBATIM TALK FOLLOWS t 
‘Ge HELLO, IS THIS G. ROBERT BLAKEY? 
se YES 
G- HI, MY NAME IS JOHN ROBERTSON, r™ CALLING FROM NEW YORK. 
le WHAT CAN I DO FOR YOU? 
'G= YES, I HAD TALKED TO YOU AT THE. INCEPTION OF THE HOUSE ASSASSINA TIONS COMMITTEE 

INVESTIGATION AND I ASKED YOU A COUPLE OF QUESTIONS, AND YOU SAID YOU COULD | 
NOT COMMENT BECAUSE AT THAT TIME, THERE WAS A NON-DISCLOSURE AGREEMENT IN EFFEC 
AND YOU SAID THAT I COULD CALL. YOU AT ANY TIME AFTER THE INVESTIGATION AND ASK 
YOU THE TWO QUESTIONS THAT I'D REALLY LOVE AN ANSWER TO. MAY I ASK THOSE TWO 
QUESTIONS? — | 

t~ YES, | , 
“Ge NUMBER ONE, I WAS JUST WONDERING WHY WASN'T JIM GARRISON CALLED TO TESTIFY 

BEFORE THAT COMMITTEE? THAT WOULD BE QUESTION NUMRER ONE, OF TWO, 
te HE WAS NOT CALLED BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ITSELF IN THE PUBLIC HEARINGS, BUT ME WAS 

EXTENSIVELY INTERVIEWED. 
‘Ge HE WAS INTERVIEWED? 
+ YES, 
‘Ge OH, YOU MEAN BY CLIFFORD FENTON'S TEAM? 
se ON, ER, I MEAN THE, THE, THE GUYS WERE DOWN IN NEW ORLEANS TALKING 4 ig) MIM 

REPEATEDLY, 
'G=- CLIFFORD FENTON'S TEAM. «IS ‘THAT RIGHT? 
se WELL, FENTON WAS THE.CHIEF COUNSEL POR, I MEAN WAS THE CHIEF INVESTIGATOR FOR 

THE KENNEDY SIDE, AND EITHER HE OR PEOPLE CONNECTED WITH HIM. .LAWYERS.. TALKED 
EXTENSIVELY WITH GARRISON, 

‘Ge YEAH AND FROM WHAT I'VE UNDERSTOOD FROM GARRISON THAT THR COMMITTEE ACCRUED, ~ 
GLEANED, IF YOU.WILL, RATHER RELEVANT INFORMATION, AND IT WAS NEVER PURLISHED 
IN THE FINAL REPORT..I WAS JUST WONDERING WHY THE OMMISSION OF THAT? — 

te WELL, ER, ER, I, WE'D HAVE TO TALK AROUT THE SPECIFIC INFORMATION. 
Ge YEAH, HE SAID THAT THERE WAS EVIDENCE OF CIA INVOLVEMENT THAT HE TURNED OVER TC 

CLIFFORD FENTON. «. 
3» WELL, THAT'S..THAT'S NOT TRUE. 
“Ge IT 1S NOT RUE? 
jo NO. 
"Ge OH, I SEE..ALRIGHT, ‘BUT ‘HE WAS QUESTIONED BXTENSIVELY? 
Sa YES, AND WE DID GET EXTENSIVE DOCUMENTATION FROM HIM, INCLUDING GRAND JURY 

TRANSCRIPTS AND OTHER MATTERS, . 
‘Ge OF THE CLAY SHAW TRIAL YOU MEAN? 
se WELL, GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPTS AS WELL AS ER, THE, THE THE STUFF FROM THE-CLAY ~ 

SHAW TRIAL, YES. 
G=- AND IN YOUR MIND, SIR, YOU FSLT THAT IT WAS NOT NECCESSARY TO DEPOSE HIM AS A 

WITNESS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE? . 
te THAT'S RIGHT. 
‘'G=- YEAH, 
je WELL, THERE WERE A LOT OF .@ PEOPLE WE TALKED TO AND, INDEED, TOOK DEPOSITIONS 

FROM, BUT NOT ALL OF THEM ENDED UP IN THE, THE PUBLIC HEARINGS . THE PUBLIC 
HEARINGS WERE, WERE ONLY, I THINK, 20 3OME~ODD DAYS, AND IT WASN'T BUT A (COUPLE 
OF WITNESSES A DAY. 

'G- YEAH, I KNOW YOU WERE OVERLOADED AT THE TIME, I KNOW. I WAS JUST..IT AIWAYS 
STRUCK ME FUNNY AND CURIOUS WHY, SINCE HE'S THE ONLY PERSON OUTSIDE OF THE 
GOVERNMENT WHO CONDUCTED AN INVESTIGATION OF THE JFK CASE, I WAS JUST CURIOUS 
AS TO WHY ME WASN'T CALLED. I THINK MR... 

'- WELL, THE, THE, ER, THE FUNCTION OF THE COMMITTEE WAS TO REVIEW WHAT THE WARREN 
COMMISSION DID, WHICH WAS THE FEDERAL AGENCY AND THEN TO REVIEW WHAT HAPPENED 
TO KENNEDY « THE FUNCTION OF THE COMMITTEE WAS NOT TO REVIEW WHAT OTHER PEOPKEE



DID, INCLUDING GARRISON IF HE CONDUCTED AN INVESTIGATION. WHAT WE WERE 24S LOOKING TO IS TO WHAT HAPPENED TO KENNEDY, NOT WHAT GARRISON DID. IF .. SOMERODY HAD INDEPENDENT INFORMATION AROUT.OSWALD OR SOMERODY. LIRR THAT, WE WOULD. .AND GARRISON KNEW ABOU? THAT PERSON, WE WOULD TALK 10 GARRISON 7 LEARN THE IDENTITY OF THE PERSON WHO HAD EYEWITNESS OR EARWITNESS TESTIMONY, AND THEN WE WOULD GO TALK TO THAT PERSON DIRECTLY.. , TG- OH, I SEE... } | - _ 
B- WE REALLY WEREN'T INTERESTED IN WHAT GARRISON DID IN, IN, IN, ER, IN ITSELF, WE WERE INTERESTED IN WHAT GARRISON LEARNED, AND THEN THE PEOPLE FROM WHOM ME LEARNED IT, . . , Ge YES, 
2- WE WERE NOT INTERESTED IN WHAT GARRISON DID. WE WEREN'T SITTING TO REVIEW THE GARRISON INVESTIGATION. WE WERE SITTING TO REVIEW WHAT HAPPENED TO KENNEDY. IG- YES, OH, OF COURSE, BUT... | | a= AND THE PERFORMANCE OF THE WARREN COMMISSION. 
IG- RIGHT..NO, I WAS JUST THINKING RECAUSE SINCE HE DID CONDUCT AN INVESTIGATION _ ‘+ AS TO WHAT HAPPENED TO KENNEDY, I THOUGMT THAT MAYBE HIS EVIDENCE MIGHT BE | MENTIONED IN THE FINAL REPORT, | . : 2- OH IT IS, EXTENSIVELY, 
[a- I BEG YOUR PARDON? 
2. IT IS, EXTENSIVELY, 
[G- GARRISON'S? 
3- YEAR, | °Ge GARRISON'S EVIDENCE IS MENTIONED IN THE FINAL REPORT? , iy i» WELL, ER, IT, ER, WE COULD HAVE A LONG DISCUSSION ABOUT WHAT YOU MEAN BY... GARRISON'S EVIDENCE, EVIDENCE THAT GARRISON TURNED OVER TO US, THAT IS NAMES - AND ADDRESSES OF WITNESSES WHO WE THEN INTERVIEWED ARE, ARE ALL OVER THE PIRAL” REPORT. i: 
Ge AHA,AHA,AHA, OKAY, AND THE NUMBER TWO QUESTION IS, ER.. 
‘e I TMOUGHT YOU WERE AT LEAST UP 70 THREE, BUT GO AHEAD, 
Ge I BEG YOUR PARDON? . . - 
ke [ THOUGHT YOU WERE AT LEAST UP TO THREE BY NOW BUT GO AMRAD, 
Ge- NO, I'M SORRY, NO.. THE OTHER ONE THAT INTRIGUED ME IS, ER... '© REMEMBER, I'MA GENIE, YOU ONLY GET THREE, os 
‘Ga ( LAUGHING ) YOU HAVE A REMARKABLY GOOD SENSE OP HUMOR THERE. I'M SORRY BUT THIS IS A RATHER IMPORTANT ONE, I'VE JUST READ A BOOK WRITTEN BY A MAN NAMED HENRY KURT ..-IT'S GALLED "REASONABLE DOUBT” ..YOU'VE HEARD OF I™.. 
i JES. . 7 _ , : oot | 
Ge OKAY, AND HE SAID THAT AMONG THE THINGS THR COMMITTEE, AND HE DIRECTED If - TOWARD YOURSELF, DID NOT SBE IS THE CIA'S '20I FILE' ON LEE MARVRY OSWALD, - 
- NOT TRUE. . : . : aid , ° “ G- IT IS NOT TRUE? 

Ge OH, YOU SAW IT? 
. 

-~ YRAR. ; 
: - G- NOW, DIDN'T THAT PROVE THAT HE WAS AN OPERATIVE OF THE CIA, -SINCE HE HAD A . '20I PILE'? 

- NO. 
G=- NO? IT DID NOP PROVE THAT? 
~ THAT'S RIGHT. . 
s- OM, I'VE HEARD THAT IF A PERSON HAS A '20I FILE'. 2.6 
- WELL, YOU'VE HEARD WRONG, , 
3~- AH-HUH. DO YOU RECALL THAT FILE AND WHAT IT SAID ABOUT OSWALD? 
- YES. . 

. . - 
3 COULD YOU JUST GIVE ME A LITTLE IDEA? 
- HE, KE WAS NOT AN AGENT FOR THE AGENCY, 
t+ ABR WAS NOT? . 
- HE WAS NOT AN AGENT OR EMPLOYEE OF THE AGENCY. . 
ye AH-HUH, AND THAT'S ALL THE t2O0T PILE! SAID AROUT HIM? © 8 - 0-0-0-H-H-H-H., THE 20, the,.....1 MEAN, YOU, WE'RE NOT TALKING ABOUT SOMETHING 
THAT'S SEVERAL YEARS OLD °



_. , os Ly ‘~ (CONTINUED) SEVERAL YEARS OLD.. IN MY OWN MIND BUT, BUT LOOK, THE 201 FILE I$ 
_ SIMPLY THAT HE HAD A PERSONNEL FILE AND PERSONNEL IS NOT USED IN THE SENSE OF 
EMPLOYMENT. IT MEANS: THAT HE HAD AN INDIVIDUAL FITE UNDER HIS NAME, AND IT'S 
QUITE POSSIBLE THAT ANYBODY... THEIR FILES ARE ORGANIZED UNDER VARTIOUS.. IN 
VARIOUS FASHIONS..SOMETIMES IT WILL BE A PROJECT... AND THE NAME OF THE PROJECT | 
WILL BE THE NAME OF THE FILE, AND THEN EVERYTHING IN REFERENCE TO THAT PROJECT 
WILL GO IN THAT FILE, SOMETIMES OTHER FILES ARE ORGANIZED AROUND PEOPLE.,. AND 
THEN EVERYTHING IN REFERENCE TO THAT PERSON WILL GO IN THAT FILE. 

Ge JT SEE, oo 

+e AND WHEN A PERSON,..AND WHEM/# a 20I FILE MEANS A PERSONNEL FILE, A PERSONAL 
FILE, 

‘G- A PERSONAL FILE, 
3= YEAH, I MBAN.. IN OTHER WORDS WHEN ENOUGH INFORMATION IS ACCUMULATED ABOUT AN 

INDIVIDUAL, IN SEVERAL PROJECTS OR OTHER PEOPLE'S FILES, THEY WOULD MAKE A 
DECISION TO, TO PULL THAT OUT, I DON'T MEAN SEPERATE IT FROM, RUT I MEAN IN 
ADDITION TO HAVING IT APPEARING INTO OTHER PEOPLE'S PERSONNEL... PERSONAL FILES 

. AND PROJECT FILES, THEY WOULD CREATE ANOTHER FILE IN THAT PERSON'S NAME, A 2OT 
FILE, AND THEN EVERYTHING, IN REFERENCE TO, LIKE FOR EXAMPLE OSWALD, EVERYTHING 
IN REFERENCE TO OSWALD WOULD BE IN OSWALD'S 20I FILE. HE WOULD ALSO BE IN 
PROJECT FILES. HE WOULD ALSO BE IN FILES ON OTHER PEOPLE. IT DOES NOT MEAN THAT 

WAS AN AGENT. ; , | 
(Ge VERY INTERESTING, I ALWAYS WANTED TO KNOW THE ANSWER TO THAT ONE. In eenclusien 

ne mere questiens, I HAVE A STATEMENT FOR YOU. THERE'S A COLLEGE CALLED THE 
WAYNE PATTERSON COLLEGE IN NEW JERSEY, AND THEY ARE INVITING VARIOUS PEOPLE 
KNOWLEDGEABLE AROUT THE JFK ASSASSINATION TO PARTICIPATES BY GOING TO A STUDIO 
NEAR THEIR HOMES SO AS TO BE VERY CONVENIENT FOR THEM. I WAS WONDERING WOULD 
YOU CARE TO“PARTICIPATE? IT WILL BE TELEVISED BY SATTELITE ALL ACROSS THE 
COUNTRY. 

3e NO, 
[G= I BEG YOUR PARDON? 
se NOS 
PG= OH, YOU HAVE NO INTENTION OF PARTICIPATING? 
3= NO! | | 
[G—- MAY I ASK WHY NOT? 
3= I'M NOT INTERESTED , 
[Ge OH, WELL, I FIGURED THAT SINCE YOU'RE SO KNOWLEDGEABLE, PEOPLE MIGHT LIKE TO 

GET AN INPUT FROM YOU.) 
3= WELL, THAT DESCRIBES WHAT YOU THINK SOMEBODY ELSE WOULD LIKE TO DO, THAT DOES 

NOT DESCRIBE WHAT I WOULD LIKE TO DO, 
TG=- NO, I'M MERELY ASKING YOU IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO PARTICIPATE, 
3- NO I WOULDN'T, oe 
DG- ALLRIGHT, IT'S BEEN NICE TALKING TO YOU, THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME, AND THANK YOU 

FOR ANSWERING THE QUESTIONS, MR. BLAKEY. 

[G- THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 
3- GOOD NIGHT. 
[G=- GOOD NIGHT. 

Yew, I have yddd read and listened te the tape several times.. just ene questien.. 
Since Blakey said the werds "persennel files" several times befere changing it te 
‘persenal files; was that just an erdinary slip ef the tengue en his part er what? 
dbvieusly, the werd "persennel" means to de with ompleymwnti! Did he keep slipping, 
(as did Oswald when he said en New Orleans radie that "I was under the pretectien 
of the, ef the, or, that is te say, I wasn't under the pretectien of the United 
states government", etc,) did Blakey keep "slipping" when he kept saying "Oswald's 
°ERSONNEL FILES". I'll let yeu ponder that ene. But despite the R.B. (Blakey 
3ullshit), we KNOW he was an employee ef net only the CIA but the FBI as well. 

«AND THe BEAT GOES ON} | 

Ted Gandelfoe, editer,



Director, F.B.I. , fed Gandolfo, Chairman: ASO 
AttentiontAssistant Director a Assassination Information Committed 
Criminals Investigations Division T2th First Avenue 
J. Edgar Hoover Building a | New York, N.Y.1002T 9th & Pennsylvania Streets N.W. ; (212) 288.1596 
Washington, D.C. April I5, 1986 

‘3. As of May 2h, this letter/taped evidence was not answered by the F.B VT. I called them on May 224 and was told that they would NOP answer it at all. When I asked why not, he (name wlmown) told me, "You are one of those self« styled researchers and we aren't interested in your information, I read your letter and listened to the tape. We aren't going to answer you about this." Simply put, just ANOTHER cover-up of the facts by our intelligence comlnity. ; } . ed Gandolfo 

Dear Sir, 
-. 

I have, today, spoken to F.B.I. Special Agent Allen Carroll, regarding 
a most important discovery I have very recently made relating to the assassinasts@ of President John F. Kennedy in Dallas on November 22, 1963, | re Tae 

It is a fact that the F.B.I. ran a series of tests in early 1964 for - 
the Warren Commission on the speed with which 2 successive shots could “be stix a 
from the 6.5 calibre, Mannlicter-Carcano rifle alledgedly fired by Lee Oswald, _ . 
The F.B.I. concluded that the very fastest time that 2 successive shots ‘could b@ 

fired from that rifle was exactly 2.3 seconds, The expert riflemen employed by 7M 
F.B.I were rated as "MASTER" riflemen. There {s no higher classification than 
that rating. Lee Oswald, according to his Marine Corps records, was rated as. 
"a rather poor shot". , “ 

: On September II, 1978, the House Select Committee On. Assassinations 
heard testimony of three acoustics experts regarding this matter. They testifieD 
that the first 2 shots, according to a tape recording of the “Shots. fired at JFK 
were a) fired from the rear of the motorcade | a a ree ee ee 

b) wore fired in exactly I.6 seconds apart. = EE atc 
.On the enclosed tape-recording, you will hear the most relevant testimony: 

that day and also the sound recording of the actual shots fired at Presiden 
Kennedy on November 22, 1963. } 2 

The House Select Committee On Assassination concluded, I beleive © =. 
erroneously, that Lee Oswald fired these first 2 shots from the rear nt the 
president, Rut since, as mentioned above, the F.B.1I. determined that the ve 
fastezt time this rifle could be fired twice was a minimum of 2.3 seconds, it | 
is obvious that there exists a complete contradiction between the F.B.1I. finding: 
end the House Committee findings, Either one is correct but certainly not ROTH 
of these findings, obviously. 

Therefor, it is my considered opinion that at least 2 assessins were 
firing at President Kennedy FROM THE REAR as well as the asssssin who was, 
according to the acoustics experts and the HSCOA, firing from the grassy knoll 
which was located at the FRONT of the presidential limousine. This, in and of 
itself, PROVES that 3 assassins, not 2, were involved in the firing of the shot& 
thet tragio day. : ) 

Therefore, I implore you to investigate into this matter/evidence 
and thereupon make your findings relating to this discrepancy available to me 
a8 800m as you have done so. ie 

PS. I have spoken to my State Seator Roy Goodman's office regerding this mattéR 
Respectfully yours
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The CIA and the Killing of J ohn F Kennedy 
_PART I 

“President Kennedy, as the enor- 
_ mity of the Bay of Pigs disaster 
came home to him, said to one of 
the highest officials of his Adminis- 
tration that he wanted ‘to splinter 
the CIA into a thousand pieces and 
scatter it to the winds.’” 

The New York Times 

April 25, 1966 

By Richard E. Sprague, Thomas G. Whittle and Kay Skinner
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the subject of Central Intelligence 
[ n preceding issues of FREEDOM, 

Agency (CIA) mind control exper- 
iments has been probed in considerable — 

depth. Recent issues have examined the 
assassinations of Senator Robert F. Ken- 
nedy (See FREEDOM, January 1986) 
end musician John Lennon (See FREE- 

, DOM, March 1986) in light of informa- 
tion that these men may have been the 
subject of “hits” by the CLA. 

inthis issue, a close look is taken at the 
assassination of President John F. Ken- 
nedy. 

Virtually every’ American alive today 
over the age of 30 can tell you exactly 
where he was and exactly what he was 
doing on November 22, 1963, upon first 
hearing the news of the much-loved pres- 
ident’s death. 

Today, most of those same Americans 
will tell you that they are not satisfied 
with the 26-volume explanation of the 
assassination offered to the American 
people by the Warren Commission. 

There are anumber of reasons why the 
Warren Commission report has been 

rejected by so many Americans. Not the 
least of these. is the simple fact that its 
premise — that Lee Harvey Oswald, act- . 
ing alone, killed the president — is ludi- 
crous at best; at worst it is the “big lie” 
which holds in place the greatest criminal 
conspiracy and cover-up in recent times. 
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FREEDOM HAL 1986 

Jack Ruby: the oblivious detachment of 
a programmed killer. 

sense of accomplishment and readiness.” 
Onc highly informed source, who asked 

to remain unidentified for fear of losing 
his life, indicated to FREEDOM that 
there is strong evidence that the plot to 
kill the president had been in progress as 
early as January 1961 — the month John 
F. Kennedy took office. | , 

An elaborate conspiracy began its: 
work to, among other things, build an 

acceptable identity for the man who 
would become, in the public's mind, 
JFK's assassin. This man was Lee Har- 
vey Oswald. 

The highly informed source named 
various CIA contract agents and opera- 
tives who filled key roles in the assassina- 
tion plot, its execution, and the subse- 
quent cover-up. 

Additionally, as intelligence expert 
Colonel L. Fletcher Prouty told FREE- 
DOM, “There is ample evidence to show 

“They dragged me into the 
elevator. They brought me 
upstairs. They told me I - 

had shot Oswald. That was 
the first time I realized 
what I had done. I said, 
“My God ... My God!” 

vator. They brought me up- 
stairs. They told mel had shot 

Oswald. That was the first time 1 realized 
what I had done. Isaid, “My God... My 
God?" 

66 T hey dragged me into the ele- 

Those words, attributed to Jack Ruby | 
in early 1964, are part of the bizarre com- 
plex of events which have left the case of 
the assassination of John F. Kennedy 
unsolved for more than two decades. 

Between the date of the president’s kill- 
ing and the date Ruby uttered those 
words, an interesting memorandum was 
generated from within the confines of the 
CIA's headquarters in Langley, Virginia. 

Authored by CIA Deputy Director for 
Plans Richard Helms (later to become 
the agency's director), the document is 
headed “Testing of Psychochemicals and: 
Related Materials.” Addressed to the 
deputy director of central intelligence, it 
states: 

“At the conclusion of a meeting in 

your office on 29 November dealing with 
the problem of testing of psychochemi- 
cals and related materials, you asked that 
i submit a short paper to you. on this 

subject. vee . 
“For over a decade the Clandestine 

_ Services has had the mission of maintain- 
ing a capability for influencing human 
behavior. .. . If we are to continue to 
maintain a capability for influencing 
human behavior, we are virtually obliged 
to test on unwitting humans.” 

Between the lines of Helms’ memo — 
- referringto a CIA meeting held just four 
days after the president was buried — is 
the unstated message that the agency 
needed to buckle down and perfect its 
mind control methods. 

“Most of our difficulty,” the memo- 
randum states, “stems from the fact that, 
in our opinion, the individuals to be sub- 
jected to testing must be unwitting. This, 

unfortunately, is the only realistic method 
of maintaining the capability, consider- 
ing the intended operational use of mate- 
rials to influence human behavior. In the 
circumstances of potential operational 
use of this technique, it is virtually certain 

that the target will be unwitting. Any 
testing program which does not attempt 
to approximate this rea] situation will be 
‘pro forma’ at best and result in a false 

President Kennedy was killed because he 
was moving to end the Cold War. The 
Cold War was basic and essential to the 
support of the CIA as well as the Pen- — 

_ tagon; it was also a necessary part of the 
"continually expanding military-industrial 
complex.” 

Another major point of friction be- 
tween the intelligence agency and the 
president was the unsuccessful Apnil 1961 
Bay of Pigs invasion. (See “The CIA 
Enters the Days of Camelot,” by Colonel 
Prouty, beginning on page 17.) 

As a result of the president's displea- 
sure with the agency's disastrous sabotage 
of the invasion, three top CIA executives 

— Director Allen W. Dulles, Deputy 
Director Charles P. Cabell, and Deputy 
Director for Plans Richard Bissell — 
were fired. 

The animosity felt towards John F. 
Kennedy by these veteran CIA execu- 
tives never came up as a subject of 
inquiry before the Warren Commission; 
quite to the contrary, Allen W. Dulles 

was one of the seven men appointed to 
the commission, entrusted with investi- 

{continued on page 6) 
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TH E ULTIMATE 
COVER-UP | 

(continued from page 5) 

gating the assassination. 
One of the many crucial areas not 

addressed by the Warren Commission in 
its report was the culpable lack of secu- 
rity and protection of the fateful motor- 
cade. Long-standing security procedures 
— embracing the speed of the motor- 
cade, placement of security personnel in 
key positions along the parade route, and - 
so forth — were thrown out the window. 

More importantly, the motorcade 

route was changed shortly before the 
president was to ride through Dallas. The 
Warren Commission not only failed to 
probe the reason for the change of route, 
it deliberately constructed its findings in 
such a way as to misdirect future re- 

searchers. The Warren Commission's ob- 
fuscation is described well in the book, 
Accessories After the Fact, by Sylvia 
Meagher: 

“The Warren report states that ‘On the 
morning of the president’s arrival, the 
[Dallas] Morning News noted that the 
motorcade would travel through down- 
town Dallas onto the Stemmons Free- 
way,’ and reported that ‘the motorcade 
will move slowly so that crowds can get a 
good view of President Kennedy and his 
wife.” The footnote to the statement re- . 

fers to a cropped photocopy of the front 
page of The Dallas Morning News of 
November 22, 1963, showing only the 
headline and one column of print, with 
five columns blanked out. Examination 
of the uncropped first page reveals that 
the commission deleted a map of the pres- 
idential motorcade route on which the 
motorcade travels down Main Street, 
without turning on to Elm Street through 
the triple underpass and then to the 
Trade Mart!. 

“In addition to excising the map that 
indicated no detour from Main Street 
along Houston to Elm, the commission 

asserts that ‘the Elm Street approach to 
the Stemmons Freeway is necessary to 
avoid the traffic hazards which would 
otherwise exist if right turns were permit- 
ted from both Main and Elm into the 
Freeway.’ But traffic patrolman Joe 
Marshall Smith testified [before the 
Warren Commission] that he knew of 
nothing that would have prevented the 
motorcade from going directly down 
Main Street under the triple underpass 

' For an orientation to key points, see the map 
on page 7. 
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Lee Harvey Oswald maintained a consistent story. “I didn’t shoot anybody, no sir,” he 
told the press. Subsequent investigations have borne out his claim. 

and onto the Stemmons Freeway.” 

The last-minute change in route was 
instrumental in the assassination and in 
the subsequent framing of Lee Harvey 
Oswald? 

And so, on the fatal day, President 
Kennedy rode in an open convertible, 

* A similar example of a fatal change of route 
would occur in June 1968, when Senator Robert-F. 
Kennedy was led from the auditorium of the 

Ambassador Hotel in Los Angeles to the hotel's 

Pantry, where he was met by Sirhan Sirhan and at 

least one additional gunman. See FREEDOM’s 
January 1986 feature, “The Killing of Robert 
Kennedy.” 

plainly visible to all. When the motor- 

cade reached Dealey Plaza, it made the 
sharp right turn from Main Street onto 
Houston Street; then, at the next corner, 
it made the 120-degree left turn onto Elm 
Street in front of the Texas School Book 
Depository building, causing the huge 
limousine — after the second consecutive 
sharp turn — to reduce its parade speed 

to a crawl. - 
The young president rolled into the 

fatal ambush which awaited him, a pro- 
verbial sitting duck as the limousine 
rounded the sharp turn onto Elm Street. 

The stage for the killing of the presi- 
dent had beermset; contract killers and 
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_ According to the most probable scenario, the assassination team included four riflemen and a man with a special umbrella weapon. 
This diagram shows the trajectories of five bullets and one paralysis-inducing dart, laanched from the “umbrella.” 

numerous support personnel would accom- 
phish the fatal act in just 6.8 seconds. 

Afterwards, however, this tightly laid 
plan. was thrown in jeopardy, as Lee 
Harvey Oswald repeatedly told reporters 
and anyone who would listen that he did 
not kil the president. 

“I'm just a patsy,” he said. “I didn't 
shoot anybody, no sir,” he said. “] haven't 
shot anybody,” he said. “] have commit- 
ted no act of violence,” he said. 

Substantial investigation by numerous 
objective researchers has borne out Os- 
wald’s claim that he indeed was the 
“patsy” for the assassination. 

Research has also revealed that while 
Oswald was not part of the conspiracy to 
kill the president, he knew some of the 
conspirators, he was aware of the plot, 
and he had reported information about 
the conspiracy to the FBI days before the 
killing. Oswald was a paid FBI informant 
at the time. 

There is evidence that Oswald’ was 

slated for a bullet at the time of his arrest. 
The carefully constructed frame-up of 

“One highly informed 
source, who asked to « 

remain unidentified for 
fear of losing his life, 

indicated to FREEDOM that 
there is strong evidence 
that the plot to kill the 
president had been in 
progress as early as 
January 1961 — the 
month John F. Kennedy 

took office.” 

the alleged assassin was weakest at the 
point of Oswald himself: a living, breath- 
ing Oswald could rebut all charges and 
knock the frame-up apart, point by point. 

It is possible that the CIA attempted to 
terminate Oswald as a threat between the 

time of the assassination and the time of 
Oswald’s death, using some other means 
besides gunfire. FREEDOM has copies 
of two CIA memoranda regarding the 
agency’s procedures for “disposing of” 
agents who become “security msks.” 

One, dated March 7, 1951, describes 
the problem faced by the agency when 
“blown agents” have knowledge of sensi 
tive agency operations. Heavy drugging 
which produces total amnesia for a year 
or more is cited as one of the choices for 
handling such agents in the heavily cen- 
sored document, obtained under the Free- 

dom of Information Act. 
The second document, dated February 

5, 1954, also obtained under the Freedom 
of Information Act, refers to two men © 
who were “disposal problems, one be- 

cause of his lack of ability to carry out a 
mission and the other because he cannot 
get along with [deleted] the chief agent of 
the project.” 

This memorandum states, “Both have 
extensive information concerning the 

- (continued on page 9) 
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[deleted] assets and thus are security risks 
wherever they are disposed of. 

“Anything that can be done in the 
Artichoke? field to lessen the security risk 
will be helpful since the men must be 
disposed of even at maximum security 
risk. Fhe urgency of consideration of this 
case is due to the fact that one of the men 

_is already somewhat stir crazy and has 
tried to escape twice.” 

After his arrest, Lee Harvey Oswald 
was more than “stir crazy.” As a man 
who had knowledge of the massive con- 
spiracy, he could testify about the plot 
‘against the president, and the links that 
led to the highest circles of government 
and the financial community. 

Worse, he was talking to the press.- 
If mind control, as described in the 

Artichoke document and elsewhere, had 
been attempted on him, it was obvious to 
those who had done so that their work 
had failed. He had to be terminated 
directly. 

Enter Jack Ruby. 
A man with well-known connections 

to organized crime, the nightclub owner 
was reportedly let in through a back 
entrance to the Dallas Municipal Build- 
ing by a police lieutenant when Oswald 

was being transferred from there to the 
Dallas County Jail, which was located 
about a mile away. Ruby’s mission: kill 
Oswald.. . 

An audible signal (an auto horn) was 
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3. In another 1954 CIA document, headed “Ani- 
choke,” some insight is gained into the CIA mind 
control program of that name. The document states 
that the agency was concerned with the following 
probiem: “Can an individual of [deleted] descent be 
made to perform an act of attempted assassination 
involuntarily under the influence of Artichoke?” 

“As a ‘trigger mechanism’ for a bigger project, it 
was proposed that an individual of [deleted] de- 
scent, approximately 35-years old, well educated, 
proficient in English and well established socially 
and politically in the [deleted] Government be 
induced under Artichoke to perform an act, invol- 
untarily, of attempted assassination against a prom- 

inent [deleted] politician os if necessary. against an 
American official. .. . Because the Subject is a 

heavy drinker, it was proposed that the individual 
could be surreptitiously drugged through the 
medium of an alcoholic cocktail at a social party, 

Artichoke applied and the Subject induced to per- 
form the act of attempted assassination at some 
later date. All the above was to be accomplished at 
one involuntary uncontrolled social meeting. After 
the act of attempted assassination was performed, it 
was assumed that the Subject would be taken into 
custody by the (deleted] Government and thereby 
‘disposed of."” . 

This February 5, 1954, CIA document refers to two men who were “disposal prob- 
lems.” The author of the memorandum sought the help of an agency mind control 
team operating under the name of A rtichoke. 

“It is possible that the CIA 
attempted to terminate 

Oswald as a threat 

between the time of the 
assassination and the time 

of Oswald’s death, using 
some other means 
besides gunfire.” 

used to jet Ruby and his escort know 
when Oswald was coming down an eleva- 
tor into the garage of the Municipal 
Building. The two men came down an 
elevator opposite the one carrying Os- 

(o} 

wald. . 
At 11:21 a.m. on Sunday, November 

24, as a shocked nation watched the care- 
fully orchestrated live media event, Ruby 
walked up to Oswald and fired a bullet 
into his abdomen. Oswald was taken to 
Parkland Hospital, the same facility at 

which the president died. Within two 
hours, Oswald was dead; a “biown agent” 
had been “disposed of.” 

The death of Oswald opened the door 
for the creation of the Warren Commis- 
sion, and the weaving of that enormous 
tapestry of lies and disinformation. 
(Oswald’s death, however, did not elim!- 
nate the need for a murder trial, which, 

under Texas law, must still be held. This 

(continued on page 28) 
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law, however, has never been enforced in 
relation to Kennedy's murder.) 

Those who carried out the plot now 
faced the hardest problems of all: how to ~ 
keep a blanket on the massive conspiracy 
itself, and how to prevent any loose ends 
from unraveling. 

The scope of this endeavor can per- 
haps best be appreciated by examining 
what actually did occur at Dealey Plaza. 
The following is a scenario which sum- 
marizes the most likely sequence of 
events. It is based on extensive, meticu- 
lous research on the subject by the co- 
author of this article, Richard E. Sprague. 
Sprague conducted personal interviews 
with all 75 photographers who took 

_ either still or motion pictures in the plaza 
that day, and made a close, personal 
inspection of all available photographs 
— which number in the tens of thou- 
sands. oe | 

It is based as well on thousands of 
hours of interviews with the primary 
sources who were witnesses to the assas- 
sination and to the bizarre series of 
events at Dealey Plaza before and after 
the assassination. 

On November 22, 1963, an assassina-_ 
tion team of four riflemen, accompanied 
by their radio men and several other sup- 
port personnel, moved into Dealey Plaza. 

One gunman and a radio man entered 
the Texas School Book Depository build- 
ing through the freight entrance and 
worked their way to the roof. | 

Another. gunman and another radio 
man went into the Dal-Tex building 
through the freight entrance on Houston 
Street and up a back staircase to the 
second floor. The Dal-Tex building, which 
lies across Houston Street from the Book 
Depository, provided the gunman with 
an excellent field of fire, one that com- 
manded Elm Street-along the entire dis- 
tance that the shots would be fired. 
‘The two remaining gunmen and their 

two companions took up separate firing 
positions on the grassy knoll along Elm 
Street. One gunman was inside the west- 
ernmost cupola of a Greco-Roman struc- 
ture on the knoll. The fourth gunman 
and the two remaining members of the 
grassy knoll team were near the fence 
along the back of the knoll, away from 
any crowds that might gather to see the 
Passing motorcade. 

A man with a specially modified um- 
brella stood near the Stemmons Freew ay 
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President Kennedy was killed because he was moving to end the Cold War. The Cola 
War was basic and essential to the support of the CIA as well as the Pentagon; it was 
also a necessary part of the continually expanding military-industrial complex.” 

sign on Elm Street accompanied by 
another radio man — bringing the total 
number of radio operators to four. ' 

A communications coordinator worked 
from the Adolphus Hotel a few blocks 
away, testing the two-way radio com- 
munication system which linked him 

with the four radio men. This man then 
proceeded to Dealey Plaza and mingled 
with a large crowd near the corner of 
Houston and Elm streets. 

Other team members stationed them- 
selves in the crowd along Elm Street. 
There are clear photos of these men‘. 

In addition to the two gunmen and 

their two companions on the’ grassy 
knoll, a fifth man took up a separate 
position at the corner of the wall on the 
knoll. Upon a visual and oral signal from 
this man at the wall, and upon a radio 

command from the communications co- 
ordinator, the team began to fire its first 
round of shots at 12:30 p.m. CST, just 
after the presidential limousine had made 
the difficult 120-degree turn onto Elm 
Street. 

The man with the specially modified 
umbrella fired a round: his weapon was a 
small-bore umbrella weapon which fired 

(continued on page 30) 

« These men were assigned to circulate throu ghthe 
crowd in front of the Texas School Book. Depos? 
tory building and elsewhere. Following the assassi- 
nation, their task was to identify themselves 2s 
Secret Service agents or FBI agents and to interro- 
gate witnesses and officials to determine whether 
the real assassins had been detected. 

According to sworn testimony by the head of the 
Secret Service detail that had guarded the pres 
dent. all Secret Service agents in the motorcade had 

accompanied the presidential limousine in its des- 
perate dash to Parkland Hospital. According to his 
testimony, not one Secret Service agent was in Dea- 
ley Plaza from the moment they teft until he himsetf 
Feturned at 12:55. 

During this hiatus of approximately 20 minutes. 
clear photographs were obtained of several of those 

conspirators who posed as Secret Service agents as 

part of the rapidly mushrooming cover-up. 
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a poison-tipped flechette’. When this 
shot struck JFK in the throat, as visible 
in frame 189 of the famous film by ama- 

teur photographer Abraham Zapruder, 
the dart caused complete paralysis of the 
president’s upper body, hands, arms, 
shoulders and head in less than two 
seconds. 

The Zapruder film and other photo- 
graphs show that this paralysis, and the 
timing, match testimony before Congress 
regarding how quickly the CIA poison 
works and what its paralyzing effects 
look like. At this moment of first impact, 
a large oak tree shielded JFK from the 
sixth floor far corner window of the 
Texas School Book Depository building 
—— in which alleged assassin Lee Harvey 
Oswald supposedly crouched. 

_ Two seconds later, at frame 225 of the 
Zapruder film, the gunman on the second 
floor of the Dal-Tex building fired his 
first shot, on command from his radio 
man. | | | 

This shot struck the now-paralyzed 
and helpless JFK in the back about 5% 
inches down from the collar line. 

The gunman on the roof of the Texas 
School Book Depository fired his shot 
from the west end of the building upon 
command from his radio man between 
frames 230 and 237 of the Zapruder film. 

Using a Mauser with no telescopic sight, 
he fired high and to the night, hitting 
Texas Governor John Connally in the 
back. This bullet traveled through Con- 
Mally’s chest. and entered his left thigh. 

Neither of the two gunmen on. the 
grassy knoll fired during this first round. 
As back-up gunmen, they would have 

better shots at the president after the 
limousine had rolled another 60 to 80 feet 
down Elm Street — if their guns were 
needed. 

In October 1963, 
the month this 

- photo was taken, 

the president 

called for the 
withdrawal of all 
U.S. forces fram 
Vietnam by the 

end of 1965. 

The communications man gave a sec- 
ond radio command for another round 

of shots as JFK passed the Stemmons — 
Freeway sign. ’ 

The gunman in the Dal-Tex building 
fired his second shot between Zapruder 
frames 265 and 275. This bullet narrowly 
missed JFK, passing over the top of his 
head and over the top of the limousine’s 
windshield. On its very flat trajectory, it 
traveled on to strike the south curb of 

Main Street, breaking off a piece of the 
concrete curb which flew up and hit by- 
stander James Tague in the face. Thi: 
bullet either disintegrated or flew into the 
area beyond the overpass, and was no! 
recovered. 

Lacking a clear view of the presiden 
until frame 310 of the Zapruder film, th | 
gunman in the cupola onthe grassy knol 

(continued on page 32 

* A small, clear plastic missile or dart carrying 
Poison which can be individually fired from a tube 

much the size of a drinking straw. This could be a 
single tube or a cluster of tubes. These are rockets 

and have no recoil, make little or no noise, have a 
high terminal velocity, and are hard to detect after 
they have entered a person's body. 

The flechette device was secretly introduced in 

the Pentagon in 1961, and the inventor was referred 
to the Office of Special Operations, where clandes- 
tine activities were managed. The device was dem- 
onstrated to FREEDOM Senior Editor L. Fletcher 

Prouty. then the senior Air Force officer in the 
Office of Special Operations. From there. the 
inventor was taken to Fort Detrick. Maryland, 

where many of the most secret military and CIA 

devices were developed. At Fort Detrick. a CIA 
contract weapons employee named Charles Sense 

nay worked on a project which developed. among 

other things, an umbrella weapon that used 
flechettes. 

The user of the umbrella weapon could sight 
through a small ring or eyelet at normal eye level on 

the main shaft of the umbrella. lining up his target 
with the extended umbrella rib that held the 
Nechette. . 

Moving pictures taken in Dealey Plaza at the 
time of the shooting — in the early afternoon ona 

_ clear, sunny day — show the fully opened umbrella 

rotating slowly as the umbrella man tracked his 
target. 

These rocket devices or flechettes were accurate 

and reliable for moderate distances. because they 

were soundless and almost impossible to locate in 
the body, they became a favorite for clandestin 
use, 

In 1976, flechettes came to the nation’s attention 
when the U.S. Senate Sciect Committee to Stud: 
Governmental Operations with Respectto Entelli 
gence Activities, chaired by the late Senator Fran! 
Church of Idaho, took the public testimony o 
weapons expert Charles Sensenay regarding fle 

chette weapons. 

Sensenay described a system used by the CIA i 

Vietnam and elsewhere for killing or paralyzin, 
people almost instantly with poisons carried in self 

propelled flechettes. (The Church Committee ex 

amined these weapons as part of its extensive prob 
of criminal misconduct on the part of the CIA ani 
other intelligence organizations.) 
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had not yet fired. © 
A second shot fired from the Mauser- 

wielding gunman atop the Texas School 
Book Depository apparently struck JFK 
in the upper right part of his head at 
frame 312 of the Zapruder film, . 

This bullet apparently also produced a 
fragment which passed through Gover- 
nor Connally’s wrist at frame 313 of the 
Zapruder film. 

Almost simultaneously, at Zapruder 
frame 312, the gunman near the fence 
along the back of the grassy knoll fired 
his first and only bullet, a fatal head shot 
which sent a blood cloud flying far. 
enough to splatter three motorcycle 
policemen riding some 12 to {5 feet 
behind the presidential limousine. 

In the space of 6.8 seconds, the shoot- 
_ing was over. 

_ Today, more than two decades later, 
the death of John F. Kennedy hovers on 
the edges of America’s consciousness, a 
nightmare that just won't go away. 

Twenty-six volumes of disinformation 
published by the Warren Commission in 
1964 failed to dispel the certainty in many 

- Americans’ minds that the slaying was 
not the work of one “lone nut.” __ 

With the president dead, and the scape- 
goat unable to defend himself. the cover- 
up moved into high gear with rapid elim- 
ination of potential kev witnesses. 

‘The deaths of witnesses have been 
widely written about and well document- 
ed. As described in The People’s Almanac 
by David Wallechinsky and Irving Wal- 
lace, “Accidents to witnesses are not 
uncommon in the case of this assassina- 
tion: In the three-year period which fol- 
lowed the murders of President Kennedy 
and Lee Oswald, 18 material witnesses 
died — six by gunfire. three in-motor 
accidents. two by suicide. one froma cut 
throat. one from a karate chop to the 
neck, three from heart attacks, and two 
from natural causes. An actuary engaged 
by The London Sunday Times concluded 
that on November 22, 1963, the odds 
against every one of these witnesses 
being dead by February 1967 were 
100,000 trillion to one.” 

The list of mysterious deaths in con- 
nection with the assassination has grown 
through the years, and at last count was 

. approaching the 200 mark. 

Not the least of these deaths was that 
of syndicated columnist Dorothy Kil- 
gailen. After being granted the opportu- 
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This December 1963 memorandum from CIA Deputy Director for Plans Richa 
Helms to the deputy director of central intelligence refers to a meeting on November 
— just four days after John F. Kennedy's funeral — and contains the implication th, 
the agency needed to buckle down and perfect its mind control techniques. 

“Former New Orleans Dis- 
trict Attorney Jim Garrison 
... told FREEDOM that ‘If 
there’s one thing I would 
stake my life on, it is that 
there is no mystery at all 

- .as to who-killed John F. 
Kennedy.’ The president, 
Garrison said, was killed 
by agents and operatives 

of the CIA.” 
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nity to be the first and only journalist 1 
conduct a private interview with Jac 
Ruby, she told friends she had inform. 
tion which would“biow the JFK case sk 
high.” Before her storv could appear : 
print. however, she was found dead in ht 
New York apartment. The apartme: 
had been ransacked and all of her recor¢ 
and notes regarding the Kennedy assa: 
Sination were missing. Her death w: 
termed a “Suicide.” 

The enormity of the crime of tf 
-Kennedy murder.and the scope of tb 
Subsequent cover-up. is perhaps unsu: 
passed in recent history. Information i 
the hands of FREEDOM indicates thz 
President Kennedy was killed by cor 

(continued on page 3« 
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tract agents and Operatives of an agency 
of his own executive branch of govern- 

ment — the U.S. Central Intelligence 
Agency. 

Former New Orleans District Attor- 
ney Jim Garrison, who conducted an 
intensive probe of the Kennedy assassi- 
nation in the late !960s, told FREE- 
DOM that “If there’s one thing ] would 
stake my life on, it is that there is no 
mystery at all as to who killed John F. 
Kennedy.” The president, Garrison said, 
was killed by agents and operatives of the 
Cl — 

reportedly has 5,000 hours of tape re- 
cordings related to the case, asserted that 
the tapes show conclusively that more 
than one gunman was involved in the 
slaying, and that agents of the CIA were 
responsible for the president's death®. 

CIA headquarters in Langley, Virgin- 
ia, Was contacted for comment. _ 

CIA spokesman Patti Volz claimed 
that “Congress completely vindicated the 
agency.” She could not provide specifics 
regarding the nature of this vindication, 

‘but said, “The CIA was not involved in 
any way in the assassination of John 
Kennedy.” 

Questioned on how frequently the 
agency might have used the special um- 
brella gun, Volz said, “I have no guidance 
on that at all.” 

An additional aspect of apparent CIA 
involvement arises from the fact that 
while he was in jail, endeavoring to be 
allowed to appear before the Warren 
Commission to testify regarding who had 
really killed the president, Jack Ruby 
was visited by psychiatrist Louis J. 
“Jolly” West, an expert hypnotist with 
recognized CIA ties. 

West at the time was chief of the 

department of psychiatry at the Univer- 
sity of Oklahoma. The year before the 
president's assassination, he had made 
psychiatric history by becoming the first 
and to date only man to have killed an 
elephant with LSD. 

Prior tothat, West reportedly received 

CIA funds for mind control experiments 
with LSD and other drugs. These funds 
fr —™, 
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Ted Gandolfo, an audio expert who 

* Gandolfo's collection includes tapes of the shots 
fired at Dealey Plaza, as well as recordings of con- 
versations and meetings with witnesses and partici- 
pants in the conspiracy. 

ae 

-FREEDOM MHEAZEIKHE ZSI 1986 

Psychiatrist Louis J. West has been de- 
scribed as “perhaps the chief advocate of — 
mind control in America” with a “public 
career [that] appears like a carefully con- 
structed espionage cover.’ 
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... while he was in jail, 
endeavoring to be allowed 

to appear before the 
Warren Commission to — 
testify regarding who had 

really killed the president, 
Jack Ruby was visited by 
psychiatrist Louis J. ‘Jolly’ 
West, an expert hypnotist 
with recognized CIA ties.” 

were laundered through a CIA front 
group, the Geschickter Fund for Medical 
Research. 

Walter Bowart, author of the classic 
book on CIA mind control activities, 
Operation Mind Control, wrote that 
West is “perhaps the chief advocate of 
mind control in America today.” Accord- 
ing to Bowart, “From his participation in 
the development of brainwashing tech- 
niques for the U.S. Air Force to his 
involvement in the CIA’s famous MK 

ULTRA? projects, West has figured so 
prominently in the research and devel- 

” As described by former CIA Director Stansfield 
Turner. MK ULTRA was an “umbrella project” 
that embraced 149 separate subprojects. These were 
wide-ranging research efforts in chemical and bio- 
logical warfare, and behavior modification through 
drugs. hypnosis. and other forms of“ mind control.~ 

opment of the invisible war’ that his pub- 
lic career appears like a carefully con- 
structed espionage ‘cover.* 

West examined Ruby in his jail cell on 
April 26, 1964, and concluded that the 

man was “obviously psychotic” and 
should be hospitalized. 

_ West focused his attention on Ruby 
long before this examination, however. 

In an article which appeared in the 
December 1963 issue of The Sooner 
magazine, entitled“The Act of Violence.” 
West wrote about the Kennedy assassi- 
nation, directing attention to “the killer.” 
In line with his key role of shaping public 
opinion /0 months before the October 
1964 release of the Warren Commission 
report, West informed his readers that 
“Lee Harvey Oswald, who killed Presi- 
dent Kennedy .. . was a self-styled 

Marxist.” 
West, the master hypnotist / mind con- 

trol expert, visited Ruby six times in 1964 

and 1965. : . 
West's “examinations” of Ruby assume 

greater significance in hight of Ruby's 
refusal to fulfill his designated role as a 

~ key member of the conspiracy. In this-he 
shared a characteristic with Oswald: he 
would not take the rap. Instead he pressed 
the chairman of the Warren Commis- 
sion, Chief Justice Earl Warren, and 
Representative Gerald Ford (a commis- 
sion member destined to become presi- 
dent of the United States) for the oppor- 
tunity to go to Washington, D.C., to 
testify before the commission. 

In a meeting with Warren and Ford in 
the Dallas County Jail, Ruby articulated 
his concerns. He could not talk in Texas, 
he said, because he feared for his life. He 
said that if he was brought to Washing- 
ton as a Witness, however, he would be 

able to reveal those involved in the con- 
spiracy to kill the president. Why he felt 
he could talk in Washington but not in 
Texas has never been clear, but in any 
case, the chief justice told Ruby such a 
trip would not be possible. The meeting 

between the three mer broke for lunch, 
and Warren and Ford never came back. 

Later, while still confined in the Dallas . 
County Jail, Ruby claimed that he was 
being injected with live cancer cells, one 
source alleged that psychiatrist West was 
the man who administered the injections 

to Ruby. 
FREEDOM endeavored to reach West 

at UCLA’s Neuropsychiatric Institute, of 

* The invisible war is warfare as planned and con- 
ducted by modern intelligence agencies. such as the 
American CIA and the Soviet KGB. 
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ich he is the director. in order to ques- 

n him regarding his examinations of 
ck Ruby and regarding any treatments 
might have given to Ruby. 
West was unavailable, and would not 
‘urn our calls. 
Jim Garrison indicated to FREEDOM 
at “They had to keep a certain amount 
control over Ruby. He was a bomb 

itil he died.” 
Perhaps it was sheer coincidence, buta 
iliful case was developed by Ruby's 
torney, Melvin Belli, regarding Ruby's 
nental problems” — head injury, brain 
jury — paving the way to. make Ruby 
relevant to the JFK assassination case. 
Lee Harvey Oswald had been “dis- 

qased of” through the blunt means of a 
ullet; Jack Ruby was “disposed of” by 
seans of psychiatric drugs and utter dis- 
rediting of his character. . 
Roy Schafer, a Yale psychologist called 

5 a witness by attorney Belli, said that 
“uby “appears to feel not altogether in 
ontrol of his body actions, as if they 
‘ccur independently of his conscious will 
t times, as if they can be controlled by 
xternal forces.” 
Right after he shot Oswald, as he was 

veing grabbed by law enforcement offi- 
ers, Ruby reportedly said, “You don’t 
lave to beat me — my brains out. I'm 
‘ack Ruby. What am! doing here? What 
ire you guys jumping on me for? Why am 
here? I'm Jack Ruby. I'm not somebody 
hat’s wanted.” - 
And then, as Ruby’s reported descrip- 

ion of the event continued, “They 
jragged me into the elevator. They 
brought me upstairs. They told me } had 
shot Oswald. That was 'the first time I 
realized what I had done.|I said,“My God 

. My God!’” 
Psychiatrist Werner Tuteur, in an arti- 

cle published in Mental Hygiene, de- 
scribed a series of four examinations he 
had given Ruby in July 1965. Inscattered 
moments of lucidity, Ruby's predicament 

surfaced. ) 
According to Tuteur, “Practically all 

his statements were colored by marked 
fear. He considers himself the victim of a 

conspiracy. . . . Ruby insists he knows 

. who had President Kennedy killed. They 
want him to be insane so no one will 
believe his story.” . 

In an interview recorded with his broth- 
er Ear! in December 1966, shortly after 
he had been admitted to Parkland Hos- 

pital for treatment of pneumonia (which 
turned out to be extensive, advanced 
cancer). Ruby said he had no memory of 
the moment he shot Oswald. “It hap- 
pened in such a blur,” he said, “before I 
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The brief burst of gunfire in Dealey Plaza on November 22, 1963, was the beginning of 

a massive cover-up which, at last count, had claimed nearly 200 lives. 

“Right after he shot 
Oswald, as he was being 
grabbed by law enforce- 

ment officers, Ruby 
reportedly said, ‘You don't 

have to beat me — my 
brains out. I'm Jack Ruby. 
What am I doing here?’ 

What are you guys 
jumping on me for? 

Why am I here? I'm Jack 
Ruby. I’m not somebody 

that’s wanted.’” 

knew it... 

ground.” 
Ruby's words show the oblivious de- 

tachment of a programmed killer — ofa 
man shaped in the mold of a brain- 
washed assassin operating under the in- 

fluence and orders of another. 
The Texas Court of Criminal Appeals 

reversed Ruby's murder conviction on 
October 5, 1966. The case never went to 
retrial, however, as Ruby died of a blood 
clot in the lungs, compounded by the 

the officers had me on the 

advanced cancer, on January 3, 1967. 
While Ruby's death made it easier tc 

keep a lid on the conspiracy, it did not 
bring an end to the efforts of the mer: 
who worked so hard to keep the cover-up 
in place. & 

Next issue: How the CIA and its power- 
_ ful allies in the U.S. financial community 
maintained the cover-up of the John F. 
Kennedy assassination. Among other 
things, FREEDOM will show how the 
CIA subverted the 1978 House. Select 
Committee on Assassinations. 

Richard E. Sprague served as a consult- 
ant to.the House Select Committee on 
Assassinations in 1978. Recognized as 
one of the foremost experts on the John 
F. Kennedy assassination, Sprague also 
served as an adviser to New Orleans Dis- 
trict Attorney Jim Garrison during his 

probe of the assassination. 
A pioneer and acknowledged author- 

ity in the field of computers, Sprague 
worked as a consultant to the President's 

Commission on Electronic Funds Trans- 

fer Systems and currently is vice prest 

dent for marketing for a New York- 

based computer firm. 
Thomas G. Whittle has been editor of 

FREEDOM for the past four years. — 

Kay Skinner is a Los Angeles re 

searcher. . 
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THE CIA AND 
THE KILLING OF | 
JOHN F. KENNEDY 

PART I 

“I'm afraid we were misled. All the [Warren Com- 
mission] critics, myself included, were misled very 
early. I see that now. We spent too much time and effort 
analyzing the. details of the assassination when all the 
time it was obvious, it was blatantly obvious, that it was 
a conspiracy. . 

“The tyranny of power is here. We are controlled b 

AP, WIDE WORLD PHOTOS 

multinational forces. 1 suggest to you, my friend, that © 
the interests of those who killed Kennedy now tran- 
scend national boundaries and national priorities. 

“We must not waste any more time micro-analyzing 
the evidence. That's exactly what they want us to do. 
They have kept us busy for so long.” 

Attorney Vincent Salandria, The Wasbingtonian, November 1980 

By Richard E. Sprague, Thomas G. Whittle and Kay Skinner 

reported on evidence thal a conspir- 
acy was responsible for the Novem- 

ber 22, 1963, assassination of John F. 
Kennedy and probed the role of the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency (CIA) in that 

conspiracy. 
A large portion of that article exam- 

ined the actions and behavior of Jack 

[: Part I of this series, FREEDOM 

Ruby, the convicted killer of alleged — 
assassin Lee Harvey Oswald, in light of 
_extensive “mind control” activities of the 
CIA which were going on before and 

after the time of the assassination. 
While the deaths of Ruby and Oswald 

made it easier to keep alid on the massive 
conspiracy, it did not bring an end to the 
need for a cover-up. 

In this articles FREEDOM looks at 

the extent of the effort which has been 
necessary to maintain the cover-story 
scenario that Oswald, acting alone, killed 
President Kennedy and wounded Texas 

Governor John Connally. 
As this article will show, the cover-up 

went so far as to subvert a committee 

empowered by the U.S. House of Repre- , 
sentatives to investigate the John F. 
Kennedy and Martin Luther King assasst- 
nations. 

One of the authors of this article, 
Richard E. Sprague, worked as a consult- 
ant to that committee, the House Select 
Committee on Assassinations (HSCA}. 

In revealing the information contained in 
this article, Sprague made the decision to 

speak out despite the fact that he had 
signed the nondisclosure agreement which 
all HSCA staff, consultants and investi- 
gators were forced to sign. Sprague’s 
decision to communicate this informa- 
tion was made out of his commitment to 
seeing the citizens of the United States 
provided with the truth. 

Today, more than 22 years after the 
killing of President Kennedy, the Amert- 
can people have still not been given an 

adequate explanation for the events 

which occurred in Dallas’ Dealey Plaza 

on November 22, 1963. This article will. 
shed light on the methods by which the 
truth has been so well concealed. 

he final report of the House Select 
T Committee on Assassinations, 

issued in 1979, concluded that a 
conspiracy. “probably” existed in the 
assassination of President John F. Ken- 
nedy. 

The committee went on, however, to 

assert that whatever conspiracy there 
might have been was dominated not by 
any agency of the U.S. government, as 
evidence clearly showed, but by the mafia 
— which supposedly used Lee Harvey 
Oswald and others to carry out the deed. 

Viewed in light of the HSCA’s 24- 
- year, $5.4 million investigation, the re- 

port was a betrayal of those who had 
entrusted the committee to fully investi- 

gate the murder of the much-loved pres- 

ident. 
The committee’s massive, 28-volume 

report had an effect similar to that of the 
26-volume report of the Warren Com- 
mission — it deceived the American peo- - 

ple once again. . 
Anyone who has followed CIA activi- 

(continued on page 10)
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(continued from page 9) 

ties since the assassination must ask the 
question, how was the cover-up main- 
tained, even through a congressional 
investigation? = . 

Moreover, how were things turned 
completely around from the committee's 
start in 1976 when U.S. Congressmen 
Henry Gonzalez and Thomas Downing 
— with a team of top-notch lawyers and 
investigators — were pursuing the truth 
behind the assassination, including the 

_ role of U.S. government agencies and 
officials? 

— How was it that this committee, estab- 
lished to discover the actual facts sur- 

rounding the killing, ended up contribut- 
ing to the cover-up? 

In examining the answers to these 
questions, it is first necessary to look at 
the circumstances related to the forma- 
tion of the committee. ‘ 

By the mid-1!970s, substantial evidence 
_ of a conspiracy to kill the president had 
been uncovered, and public pressure was 
steadily mounting for a bona fide investi- 
gation. 

In 1976, two congressmen who were 
' convinced that a massive conspiracy was 
involved in the JFK assassination — the 
previously mentioned Henry Gonzalez 
(of Texas) and Thomas Downing (of 
Virginia) — introduced a bill in the 
House of Representatives which resulted 
in the formation of the HSCA and an. 

investigation of the JFK and Martin 
Luther King assassinations. 

Congressman Gonzalez believed there 
had been conspiracies in the assassina- 
tions of JFK, Martin Luther King and 

U.S. Senator Robert F. Kennedy, and in 
the attempted assassination of Alabama 
Governor George Wallace. He introduced 
a bill to have the House investigate all 

four shootings, any cover-ups, and any 
connections among them. Congressman 
Downing was primarily interested in the 
JFK case and his bill dealt only with that 
conspiracy. | . 

Attorney Mark Lane, author of the 
explosive 1966 book on the inaccuracies, 

inconsistencies and falsehoods in the 
Warren report, Rush to Judgment, and 

his numerous supporters around the 
country joined forces with Dr. King's 
widow, Coretta Scott King, and the 
Congressional Black Caucus to pressure 
House members and Speaker of the 
House Tip O'Neil! to investigate both the 

assassinations of President Kennedy and 
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Dr. King. . 
The result was a merging of the Gon- 

zalez and Downing bills into a final 
HSCA bill which named these two assassi- 
nations as specific subjects to be probed. 

In the fall of 1976, with Congressman 
Downing as chairman, the HSCA se 
lected a tough, veteran prosecutor from 

the Philadelphia district attorney’s office, 
Richard A. Sprague (no relation to the 
co-author of this article, Richard E. 
Sprague), to be the committee’s chief 
counsel. At the time of his selection,’ 
Sprague had compiled an awesome rec- 
ord in Philadelphia of 69 homicide con- 
victions out of 70 prosecutions. 

Sprague hired a team of four seasoned 
attorneys and investigators from New 
York City who had learned the ins and 
outs of criminal investigations under that 
city’s respected district attorney, Frank. 
Hogan. The four men — attorneys Rob- 
ert Tannenbaum and Bob Lehner, and 

investigators Cliff Fenton and Ed Evans 
— were independent of the CIA, the FBI, 

and. any other agency the committee 
might investigate, and they knew their 

business. 
Sprague’s JFK team, headed by Tan- 

nenbaum and Fenton, was going after 

the real assassins and their bosses — 
whether this led them to the CIA, the 
FBI, or elsewhere. | 

Sprague made it clear to the HSCA 
that he would investigate CIA involve- 
ment, and subpoena CIA people, docu- 

ments and other information, whether 

classified or not. He had also had meet- 
ings with several researchers, including 
the co-author of this article, Richard E. 
Sprague, and made it known that he was | 
going to use the talent and knowledge of 
every reliable researcher on a consulting - 

basis. 
Sprague intended to follow up on all of 

the information and leads developed in 
the investigation by New Orleans District 
Attorney Jim Garrison. Sprague initiated 
an investigation of CIA activities, includ- 
ing information supplied to him by Rich- 
ard E. Sprague.! | 

Richard A. Sprague and Tannenbaum - 
were aware of the CIA connections of 

individuals involved in the JFK assassi- 
nation, and in the apparent involvement 
of CIA agents and operatives in the plan- 
ning for the assassination that occurred 
in Mexico City, New Orleans and the © 
Florida Keys. 

In November 1976, in a meeting 

attended by the entire HSCA staff, 
Sprague and Tannenbaum revealed pho- 
tographic evidence of alleged CIA agents 

and operatives in Dealey Plaza. 
_ The two men were aware of assassina- 

tion planning meetings held by CIA- 
connected people in Mexico City and 
elsewhere, and they knew the names of 
the higher level conspirators. 

They had initiated searches for the 

_} Richard E. Sprague became an adviser to Richard 
A. Sprague as soon as the latter was appointed chief 
counsel to the HSCA. 



May FREEDOM 
gunmen and various support personnel 
in Dealey Plaza who had actually carried 
out the assassination. The names and 
identities of at least seven of these indi- 
viduals were known, and photographs of 

these men were on hand. . 
Sprague and Tannenbaum were pian- 

ning to interview at least six individuals 
allegedly connected with the assassina- 
tion who were contract agents of the 

CIA. 
Chiff Fenton had been appointed head 

of a team of investigators to follow up on 
the New Orleans portion of the conspir- 
acy which had included several addi- 
tional CIA agents and operatives. Fen- 
ton’s team was set to contact people who 
had attended assassination planning 
meetings in New Orleans. » . 

From the photographic evidence of 
the sixth floor window of Dallas’ Texas _ 
School Book Depository — as well as of 
the grassy knoll — Sprague, Tannen- 
baum and most of the staff knew that 
Oswald had not fired any shots, that fo 
shots came from the sixth floor window, 
and that there had, instead, been shots 
from the Dal-Tex Building and the grassy 
knoll , 
_. They knew the *Magic Bullet”? theory 
was not true, and knew there had been a 

well-planned crossfire in Dealey Plaza. 
They were not planning to spend a lot of 
time rehashing the Dealey Plaza evi 
dence, however, except as it would lead 
to the real assassins. 

Sprague’s.team had set up an investi- 

gation in Florida and the Florida Keys of 
the evidence and leads developed in 1967 
by then New Orleans District Attorney 

2 As described by intelligence expert Colonel L. © 
Fletcher Prouty, the “Magic Bullet” scenario is as 

follows: “Forced to account for a series of unrelated 
events, the Warren Commission propounded the 
idea that the first shot fired in Dealey Plaza hit 
JFK. passed through the muscle of his upper back, 
exited from his lower throat, traveled a few feet in 

' the air, changed course and entered Connaliy’s 

back, plunged through his body, broke about five 

inches of one of his right rib bones, came out again 
and then slammed into Connally’s right wrist, 
where it broke two more bones, exited again and 
then pierced his thigh, ending its strange journey 
embedded in his thigh bone. 

“This thesis hoids that the bullet would have had 
to have made a right and upward turn upon leaving 
JFK's throat, paused in midair for more than two 
seconds, made a left and steep downward turn as it 
entered Connally’s back. made a right and upward 

‘turn as it left Connally’s chest, passed through 
Connally's wrist in the direction backward from the 

way his wrist was facing, made another left and 
downward turn, then wound up in Connally’s left 
thigh. , 

“Despite smashing its miraculous path through 
all of this bone and sinew, the "Magic Bullet’ was 
virtually undamaged.” 

The alleged assassin: the “tramp” on the left may be the man who fired the shot that - 
killed John F. Kennedy. Although researchers for the House Select Committee on 

Assassinations tracked down this man, known as Raoul, in 1978, no mention was made 
of him in the committee's final report. This photo was taken in Dealey Plaza shortly 
after the assassination by William Allen of The Dallas Times Herald. 

Jim Garrison. Gaeton Fonzi, an investi- 
gator employed by the House committee, 
was in charge of that part of the research. 
At least nine individuals with alleged 
CIA connections were to be interrogated 
as part of this investigation. 
Tannenbaum and his research team ~ 

had seen the photo collection of Rich- 
ard Billings from Life magazine, which 

“was, by 1976, deposited in the George- 
town University Library’s JFK assassi- 
nation collection. At least a half-dozen 
men that had been linked to the JFK 
assassination by New Orleans District 
Attorney Jim Garrison’s investigation 
were photographed with senior CIA offi- 
cials in spring and early summer 1963, 
and these shots are part of the collection. 

Early in 1977, Congressman Gonzalez, 
who was more supportive of a CIA con- 
spiracy idea than Tom Downing, became 
chairman of the HSCA. Downing, who 
did not run for re-election in 1976, retired 
when his term expired. With Gonzalez 
and Sprague of the same mind, it 
appeared that Sprague. and his team 
would finally bring to light the full scope 
of the JFK assassination conspiracy and 
cover-up. 

With Richard A. Sprague and his pro- 
fessionals having a great deal of evidence 
of the CIA’s role in the assassination and 

cover-up, the agency and its friends faced 
a crisis. The CIA knew it had to accom- 
plish several objectives in order to turn 
things around and perpetuate the A meri- 
can public’s ignorance of the truth. Here 
is what had to be done: 

_ 1. Get rid of Richard A. Sprague. 
2. Get rid of Congressman Henry 
Gonzalez. 

3. Get rid of Sprague’s key attorneys 
and investigators — or keep them away 
from evidence regarding the CLA — or 

keep them quiet. 
4. Install another chief counsel to con- 

trol the investigation. 
5. Elect a new HSCA chairman who 

would “cooperate,” or who could be 

misled. 
6. Cut off all of Sprague’s investiga- 

tions of CIA people. Make sure none of 
the people were found, bury any testi- 
mony that had already been found, and 
eliminate CIA people who might talk. 

7. Keep the committee members from 
knowing what was happening and segre- 
gate the investigation from them. 

8. Create a new investigative environ- 
ment in which the purpose would be to 
confirm all of the findings of the Warren 
Commission and divert attention away 
from the who-did-it-and-why approach. 

(continued on page [2)}
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9. Control the committee staff in such 

@ Way as to keep any of them from reveal-_ 
ing what they already knew about CIA 

- involvement. 

10. Control the committee consultants 
in the same way. 

11. Continue to manipulate the news 
media in such a way as to reinforce all of - 
the above. . 

12. Continue to eliminate Witnesses or 
assassins im emergency situations if 
necessary. | 

There is substantial evidence to show 
that the CIA accomplished all 12 of its 
objectives. Moreover, the techniques it 
used were generally more subtle and 
devious than any it had employed before: 

The first step taken by the CIA was 
to use the media resources and members 
of Congress that it controlled, along with 
two agents planted on the staff. of 
Congressman Gonzalez, to get rid of 
both that congressman and Richard A. 
Sprague. 

In taking this step, it used the old 
Roman approach of divide and conquer. 
It made the congressman and his closest 
staff assistant, Gail Beagle, believe some 

_ thing that was totally false: that Sprague 
was a CIA agent and that Gonzalez must 
get rid of him. , 

it also made Gonzalez believe that 
some of his other associates, both in the 
‘HSCA and outside, were CIA agents. 

At the same time, it used the news 
media to attack Sprague mercilessly. 

Gonzalez eventually tried to fire 
Sprague, was overruled by the commit- 
tee, and then resigned from the commit- 

‘tee in March 1977. 
Sprague resigned later that month 

after it became obvious that CIA-influ- 
enced members of the Finance and Rules 
committees of the House, along with 
other agency allies in the House, were 
going to kill the committee unless he 
resigned. . 

The next steps were to install a chief 
counsel favorable to the CIA and to get a 
chairman elected who could be tricked or 
coerced into appointing such a counsel. 
Louis Stokes was the choice for chair- 
man. He was, and undoubtedly still is, a 
good and honest man. But he was appar- 
ently bamboozled by what the CIA did 
and is still doing. ; 

The selection of a CIA friend as chief 
counsel had to be done in an extremely 
subtie manner. It could not be obvious to 
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No man has ever been convicted for the murder of John F. Kennedy, one of America’s 

« 

most well-liked presidents. Evidence points to a high-level conspiracy in the murder 
and subsequent cover-up. 

anyone that he was favorably disposed to 
the CIA. Congressman Stokes and the 
other committee members had to be 
fooled into believing rhey had made the 
choice, and had picked a good man. Pro- 
fessor Robert Blakey, who apparently 
was a scientifically oriented, academic 
person, with a history of work -against 
organized crime, was an excellent choice. 

Goals 4 and 5 having been achieved, 
the other goals — 3, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 — 
were then accomplished rapidly and 
efficiently. 

To achieve goal 3, Bob Tannenbaum, 
Bob Lehner, and Donovan Gay — three 
loyal Sprague supporters — were fired or 
forced to resign within the first few 
months after Robert Blakey arrived in 
July 1977. 

The most important weapon used to 
pursue goals 9 and 10 was instituted 
within one week after Blakey started as 
chief counsel. It is by far the most subtle 
and far-reaching technique used by the 
CIA to date. It is called the “Nondisclo- 
sure Agreement” and it was signed by all 
members of the committee, all staff 
members including Blakey, all consult- 
ants to the committee, and several inde 

_ pendent researchers who met with Blakey 
in 1977. Signing the agreement was a 

a7 

condition for continued employment on 
the committee staff or for continuing 
consulting on a contract basis. The choice 
was: Sign or get out. 

Richard E. Sprague, co-author of this 
article, signed the agreement in July 
1977, without. realizing its implications, 
in order to continue as a consultant. His 
consulting help was never sought after 
that, however, and the obvious objective 
was to silence a consultant and not use 
his services. a, 

The nondisclosure agreement had sev- 
eral noteworthy aspects. First, it bound 
the signer, if a consultant, to never reveal 
that he was working for the committee. 
Second, it prevented the signer from ever 
revealing to anyone —~ in perpetuity — 

any information he had learned about 
the committee's work as a result of work- 
ing for the committee. Third, it gave the 
committee and the House of Representa- 
tives, after the committee terminated, the 
power to take legal action against the 
signer, in a court named by the commit- 
tee or the House, in case the committee 
believed the signer had violated the 
agreement. Fourth, the signer agreed to 
pay the court costs for such a suit in the 
event he lost the suit. 

(continued on page 30) 
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(continued from page 12) 

These four parts were enough to scare 
most researchers or staff members who 
signed it into silence forever about what 
they learned. The agreement was insid- 
ious in that the signer was, in effect, for- 
feiting his rights. Lawyers who have seen 

_the agreement, including Richard A. 
Sprague, have expressed the opinion that 
it isan illegal agreement which violated 
several constitutional amendments. 

Whether it was illegal or not, most 
staff members and all consultants who 
signed it have remained silent, even after 
six years beyond the life of the commit- 
tee. There are only two exceptions, the 
co-author of this article and Gaeton - 
Fonzi, who published a lengthy article 
about the HSCA cover-up in The Wash 
ingtonian magazine in November 1980. 
The most insidious parts of the agree- 
ment, however, were three paragraphs 
which give the CIA virtual control over 
what the committee could and could not 

do with so-called “classified” informa- 
tion. The director of the CIA was given 
authority to determine, in effect, what 
information should remain classified and 
therefore unavailable to nearly everyone. 

The signers of the agreement — and 
this included all of the congressmen who 

were members of the committee — agreed 
not to reveal or discuss any information 
that the CIA decided they should not 
discuss. _ 

The chairman of the committee sup- 
posedly had the final say on what infor- 
mation was included, but in practice, 
even an intelligent and gutsy chairman 
«ould not be likely to override the CIA. 
. ouis Stokes did not attempt any deci- 
sions which could have put him at odds 
with the agency.. 

In fact, under the protective clauses of 
the nondisclosure agreement, the CIA 

did not have to do very much. Blakey 
kept nearly all of the CIA's sensitive 
information, evidence, and witnesses 
away from the committee members — 
that was all that was necessary. Con- 
gressman Stokes, for his part. never 
knew what he should have argued about 
with the CIA director. 

The nondisclosure agreement clearly 
shows who controlled the House Select 
Committee on Assassinations from July 
1977 forward: the CIA. 

In a letter dated February 10, 1978, 
co-author Sprague attempted to point 
out to Congressman Stokes the type of 

P
H
O
T
O
 

BY
 
J
A
M
E
S
 
M
U
R
R
A
Y
.
 

he had reported an important incident to man“A” at the left of the picture. Man"A” 
told Craig he was a Secret Service agent, and took notes on the small white pad visible 
in the left pocket of his suit. According to sworn testimony by the head of the Secret 
Service detail that guarded the president, however, no Secret Service agents were in 
Dealey Plaza from the time of the assassination at 12:30 p.m. until he himself returned 
at 12:55; ail agents had left to accompany the presidential limousine to Parkland 
Hospital. ) 

control the agreement gave the CIA over 
the HSCA. Congressman Stokes replied 
in a March 16, 1978, letter that he 
retained ultimate authority and was not 

- bound by the opinion of the director of 
central intelligence. The congressman 

claimed that paragraphs 12 and 14 of the 
nondisclosure agreement, which extend- 
ed the agreement in perpetuity and gave 
the government the right to file a civil suit 

in which the signer would pay all costs, 
were legal. 

_ An examination of some specific ex- 
amples will serve to illustrate how well 
the CIA techniques worked to close 
down the HSCA investigation — and to 
keep a lid on the assassination conspiracy 
to this day. 

As mentioned earlier, when Blakey 

arrived, an investigative team, headed by 
Cliff Fenton and reporting to Bob Tan- 
nenbaum, had already been hard at work 

~ trackin g down leads tothe CIA conspira- 
tors generated by Jim Garrison’s investi- 
gation in New Orleans. This team even- 
tually had four professional investigators, 
and their work led them to believe that 
CIA agents and operatives in New Or- 
leans had been involved in a large conspir- 

. acy to assassinate JFK. 
The Fenton team was in the process of _ 

locating witnesses and other evidence of 
assassination planning meetings held in 
New Orleans, Mexico City and Dallas. 

In fact, the Fenton team reportedly found 
a CIA man who attended those meetings 
and who was willing to testify before the 
committee. | 

Fenton’s team discovered other facts 
regarding how the CIA people planned 
and carried out the assassination. Their 
report about the conspiracy was solid 
and convincing. The CIA, however, 
through the actions of the committee's |
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new chief counsel, buried the Fenton 
report. Committee members were not | 
told about the Fenton team’s findings. 
The evidence was not included in the 
HSCA report, nor was it even referred to 
in its many volumes. The numerous wit- 
nesses in New Orleans — including the 
CIA man at the meetings — were never 
called to testify. Fenton and the other 
three members of his team, having signed 
the nondisclosure agreement, were legally 

sworn to secrecy, or at least so they 

thought. To this day, they refuse to dis- 
cuss anything regarding the case with 

anybody. While there may also have 
been threats of physical violence against 
them, there is no way to determine this. 

However, Fenton and the others were 
well aware of the witnesses that had been 

“eliminated” just before they were about . 
to testify before the HSCA. These in- 
cluded William Sullivan, the deputy FBI 

director who headed Division V, the 
domestic intelligence division; George de 
Morenschildt, a CIA contact for Oswald 
in Dallas; John Roselli, a mafia man 

involved in CIA plots to assassinate Cas- 
tro; Regis Kennedy, an FBI agent who 
knew a lot about Clay Shaw, alias Clay 
Bertrand, in New Orleans and who was 
one of Lee Harvey Oswald's FB! con- 
tacts; Rolando Masferrer, an anti-Castro 
Cuban murdered in Miamz, and Carlos 
Prio Socarras, a former Cuban premier 

killed in his garage in Miam. 

With the knowledge of these deaths, 
Fenton and his team would not have 
required any more than a gentle hint to 
keep quiet. 

One individual who appeared in seven 
photos taken in Dealey Plaza was one of 
the most significant CIA individuals in- 
volved in the JFK assassination. This 
person, who appeared as. a tramp in the 
photographs, was found by assassination 
researcher and former FBI agent William 
Turner to have been in the Florida Keys 
working with CIA-sponsored anti-Castro 
groups. Richard A. Sprague and Bob 
Tannenbaum knew about his role, and 

intended to go after him. They were 
aware of evidence that this “tramp,” 
known as Raoul, may have fired the fatal 
head shot from the grassy knoll. 

‘Richard A. Sprague and Tannenbaum 
had assigned a team of investigators to 
follow a-lead to Raoul provided by 
Richard E. Sprague in early 1977. Unfor- 
tunately, the CIA managed to keep both 

the subpoena power and the funds away 
from the committee until after it -had 
forced the resignations of Gonzalez, 
Sprague and Tannenbaum. The power 
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Taken at 12:43 p.m., 13 minutes after the assassination, man “A” (back to camera), 

posing as a Secret Service agent, can be seen talking to two law enforcement officers to 

determine whether the real assassins had been detected. The House Select Committee 

on Assassinations made no effort to locate this “Secret Service agent, "who apparently 

was a key member of the assassination team. 

and funds were restored after Congress- 
man Stokes was elected and after Blakey 
was installed as chief counsel. _ 

The investigative team continued its 
work, however, and it did search for and 

find Raoul. Blakey and the CIA sup- 
pressed that fact, and suppressed any- 
thing the committee might have learned . 
from this alleged assassin. He is not men- 
tioned in the report and was not called as 

'a witness. [The source of the above 
information is not revealed in this article 
because of the potential danger it might 
pose to other staff people who may have 
violated the nondisclosure agreement. } 

After the Garrison investigation, re- 
search conducted by Richard E. Sprague 
and other members of the Committee to 
Investigate Assassinations between 1967 
and 1973 turned up several witnesses who 

were willing to talk privately about the 
CIA assassination team that murdered 

JFK. Two persons interviewed had been 
CIA contacts for Lee Harvey Oswald; 
both of these men knew about meetings 
held to plot. the assassination. 

One former CIA operative described 
how a CIA contract agent who had 
attended those meetings had been pre- 
tending to be Oswald on many occasions. 

Another CIA operative knew how the 

CIA had covered up the truth about the 

assassination and how it went lo extreme 

lengths to derail Jim Garrison’ s investi- 

gation. 

Investigator Richard Russell and Rich- 
ard E. Sprague tacked down these two 

CIA operatives, and two more, prior to 

(continued on page 32)
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the arrival of Robert Blakey at the 
HSCA. Russell interviewed them and 
knew they would be willing to talk, given 
protection and some form of immunity. 

Richard E. Sprague presented their _ 
names and details of their involvement to 
Richard A. Sprague, Congressmen Hen- 

ry Gonzalez and Louis Stokes, and 
Robert Tannenbaum in the fall of 1976. 

This was done as part of the co-author’s 
consulting assignment for the HSCA. 
The names were in a memorandum to 
Sprague, which outlined the overall JFK 
conspiracy and the CIA’s role, along with 
a recommendation of the sequence in 
which witnesses should be called. The: 
idea was to base each witness interroga- 
tion on what had been established from 
interviewing prior witnesses, working 
slowly from cooperative witnesses, to 

‘Mmon-cooperative witnesses, to actual 
assassins, and on to higher level CIA 
people. 

Higher level CIA people, such as E. 
Howard Hunt and Richard Helms, 
would then be faced with accusers. 

- With no subpoena power and no 
funds, Sprague and Tannenbaum could 
do nothing and, indeed, did. nothing up 
to the day they were forced to resign. 

Although he did have both subpoena 
power and money, by early 1978 Blakey 
had not called these CIA witnesses. 

Richard E. Sprague initiated a series of 
letter exchanges with Blakey and Con- 
gressman Stokes, reminding them of 
these witnesses and the importance of 
their testimony. Investigator Richard 

Russell had obtained an agreement from 
a specific CIA operative to meet with the 
committee, but no contact had been 

made up to April 5, 1978, the date of 
Richard E. Sprague’s first letter to Con- 
gressman Stokes on this subject. Russell 
was the only person connected to the 
committee who knew the location of this 
agent. In the April 5 letter, a recommen- 
dation was given to Stokes that the 
committee contact the agent through 
Russell, and contact the other witnesses 

on the original list. 

Russell told FREEDOM that Con- 
gressman Stokes did telephone him once 
to arrange for one agent to be inter- 
viewed by the committee. Nothing more 
was heard from the congressman or 
anyone else from the committee, how- 
ever, sO Russell let the matter drop. 

Congressman Stokes wrote on May 

267 
1986 

15, 1978, that the matter of this agent had 
been referred to Blakey for follow-up. 
There is no evidence, however, that 
Blakey ever attempted contact either by 
telephone or by letter. 

The names of the witnesses in the 
memo were: | 

Cooperative witnesses: Louis Ivon(Jim 
Garrison’s chief investigator), Richard 
Case Nagell, Harry Dean, James Hosty, 
Carver Gaten, Warren du Bruys, Regis 
Kennedy, Victor Marchetti, Gordon 
Novel, Manuel Garcia Gonzalez, Harry 
Williams, Jim Garrison, George de 
Mohrenschildt, Charles Sensenay, Mary. 
Hope and Jim Hicks. . 

Non-cooperative witnesses or assas- 
sins or planners: Ronald Augustinovich, 
Guy Gabaldin, the“tramp” named Raoul, 
William Seymour, Emilio Santana, Jack 
Lawrence, Jim Braden, Sergio Arcacha 

’ Smith, Fred Lee Crisman, William Sulli- 
van, Carlos Prio Soccarras, Rolando 

Masferrer, Major L.M. Bloomfield, E. 

“The CIA and its powerful 
friends effectively 
controlled all three 

branches of government 
when the chips were 

down and have had no 
problems controlling the 
news media or the inde- 
pendent researchers.” , 

Howard Hunt and Richard Helms. 

By September 1978, when the public - 
hearings began, there was still no indica- 

tion that Blakey was going to call the 
CIA witnesses. Nagell was standing by 

but had not been. contacted. The pub- 
lished, intended witness list did not con- 
tain any of these CIA names. Richard E. 
Sprague wrote to Congressman Stokes 
on September 22, 1978, expressing dissat- — 
isfaction with the committee’s failure to 
call the CIA witnesses. The congressman 

sent back a letter dated October 10, 1978, 
in which he avoided the issue by stating 
only “that the committee will make every 
effort to tell the whole story to the Amer- 
ican people.” 

Due to the committee’s failure to call 
the most important witnesses, its report 
did not even come close to telling the 
whole story. The report did not even 
mention these witnesses, or any of the 
evidence exposed earlier by the inde 
pendent Committee to Investigate Assas- 

“Magic Bullet” 

sinations or by Jim Garrison. 
-Richard E. Sprague responded to 

. Congressman Stokes’ October 10 letter 
with two more letters, dated October 30, 
1978, and November 24, 1978. 

The congressman finally answered 
them on December 4, 1978, with another 
letter which again avoided the issue. He 

- Said the committee could not reveal the 
procedure of the investigation or the 
names of those persons who would be 
called to testify before the committee. 
This implied the committee was planning 
to call more witnesses in December 1978. 
The committee itself. however, ended on 
January 1, 1979. The CIA witnesses were 
‘neither called nor mentioned right up to 
the very end, and the committee's fina! 
report was silent about them. 

The main effort of the CIA during the 
HSCA investigation was apparently to 
keep CIA involvement in the JFK assas- 
Sination covered up. Another major 
objective, however, was goal number 8 
on the list given above — to create a new 
investigative environment in which the 
purpose would be to confirm all of the 
findings of the Warren Commission and 
divert attention away from the who-did- 
it-and-why approach. 

Researchers who concentrated on 
attacking the Warren Commission’s 
Dealey Plaza or Tippitt shooting find- 
ings had created a big problem. IfOswald 
had fired no shots, then he must have 
been framed. If Oswald was framed, the 
evidence against him was planted, and a 
very well planned conspiracy was at 
work. This line of reasoning would point 
to the involvement of an intelligence 
agency. 

Apparently, the new chief counsel set 
out from the beginning to create an inves- 
tigative environment and image that 
appeared to be based on a highly scien- 
tific, objective study of the Dealey Plaza 
evidence. The overall objective of this 

approach was to prove “scientifically” 
that the Warren Commission was right, 

and that Lee Harvey Oswald fired all of 
the shots that struck John Kennedy, 
Governor Connally and policeman J.D. 
Tippitt. 

That required scientific proof of the 
theory, among other 

things. Blakey provided just that. Right 
up to the moment when the acoustical 
evidence on the Dallas police tape reared 
its ugly head, only one month from the 
end of the life of the committee, Blakey 
managed to control and apparently 
manipulate the Dealey Plaza evidence to 

(continued on page 52}
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back up the Warren Commission com- 
pletely. One of his methods was to split 
up the scientific work into subcommit- 
tees or panels of advisers, and various 

staff groups, and keep all of them from 
communicating with each other. — 

_ Thus, even though the medical panel 
gave testimony showing an upward tra- 

jectory of the single bullet, the trajectory 
panel turned it into a downward trajec- 

tory. 

The photographic panel was so iso- 
lated it never did see the most important 
evidence of the sixth floor window, inside 
or outside. Moreover, it was only pro- 
vided with a limited amount of the mate- 
rial available, and hence it did not ex- . 
plore important photographic evidence | 
of the conspiracy. 

There are numerous examples toshow 
how Blakey managed to pull off what 
appears in retrospect to have been a . 
magic show — on public television, no 
less. One important result of the drastic 
change of investigative environment 
(compared to that existing under the ear- 
lier chief counsel, Richard A. Sprague) 
was to draw the attention of the public 
during the hearings away from the evi- 
dence and the witnesses that pointed to 
the real assassins, and away from the fact 
that Oswald was framed and did not fire 
any shots. Jt thus provided an additional 
shield for the CIA and, in effect, com- 
pleted the cover-up. 

In his November 1980 article in The 
Washingtonian, former HSCA investi- 
gator Gaeton Fonzi stated, “So after all 
these years and all those spent resources 
— after the last investigation — what the 
Kennedy assassination stil] needs is an 
investigation guided simply, unswerving- 
ly by the priority of truth.” 

In the same article, Fonzi was sharply 
critical of chief counsel Robert Blakey: 
“His allegiance is to the standing institu- - 
tions of government. Again and again, he 
emphasized the restraints inherent in a 
congressional probe. He never considered 
a higher mandate. He never considered 
the Kennedy assassination an extraordi- 
nary event or a possible manifestation of 
internal corruption within the institu- 
tions he was so bent on protecting. He 
never considered using his position to 
demonstrate a loyalty to principles higher 
than those institutions. He never consid- 
ered his mandate to conduct a ‘full and ' 
complete’ investigation as coming from ent researchers. 
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the American people.” 

Former New Orleans District Attor- 
ney Jim Garrison reinforced Fonzi's 
thoughts. Garrison told FREEDOM that 
“The whole investigation turned out to 
be a fraud. Jt was a solid cover-up as soon 
as Blakey got in there. Every time they 
came up with anything good, it was 
blunted or turned aside by Blakey.” 

Garrison concluded, “The report itself 
was pages and pages of garbage.” . 
When FREEDOM contacted the Cen- 

tral Intelligence Agency in Langley, Vir- 
ginia, for comment, Kathryn Riedel of 
the agency’s public affairs office denied 

_ that the CIA exercised any control over 
the HSCA, asserting that the CIA “al- 
ways cooperates fully with congressional 
oversight committees and through them, 
with other committees, too.” 

The office of Congressman Louis 

“A full investigation of all 
facts and circumstances 
surrounding the assassi- 
nation of John F. Kennedy 
has yet to be done. While 
mountains of evidence 

point to the existence of a 
high-level conspiracy, it 

appears that those same 
interests have the power 

to thwart any serious. 
attempt to uncover proof 

of the plot.” 

Stokes was contacted. His press secre- 
tary, Michele Tuck, told FREEDOM 
that “the congressman did not want to 

make any comment” on any of FREE- 
DOM'’s questions. 

Robert Blakey was out of ‘his office 
and FREEDOM was unable to reach 
him for comment. 

With the murders of key witnesses and 

the apparently illegal nondisclosure agree- 
ment silencing the HSCA staff, commit- 
tee members, and consultants, the pros- 
pect of the American public ever learning 
the truth about the assassination of John 
F. Kerinedy appears dismal. 

The CIA and its powerful friends 
effectively controlled all three branches 
of government when the chips were 
down and have had no problems con- 
trolling the news media or the independ- 
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A full investigation of all facts and 
circumstances sutrounding the assassi- 
nation of John F. Kennedy has yet to be 
done. While mountains of evidence point 
to the existence of a high-level conspir- 
acy, it appears that those same interests 
have the power to thwart any serious 
attempt to uncover proof of the plot. 

. Intelligence expert L. Fletcher Prouty 
_ has stated that the simplest and most 
effective action to be taken is what 
should have been done more than 22 
years ago — follow standard criminal 
procedures under Texas state law, win- 

now through the mounds of evidence, 
and solve the crime. 

Colonel Prouty has pointed out that 
no person has yet been convicted for the 
murder of President Kennedy. In any 
normal murder case, such a lack of inter- 
est on the part of the authorities in find- 
ing the person or persons guilty of the 
crime would never be tolerated — why 
accept it in the case of a president? 

Anyone who feels that action should 
be taken to expose all of the facts of the 
John F. Kennedy murder case has a 
number of options available to him. 
These include writing to senators and 
congressmen, writing to officials in the 
Texas state government, and writing to 
local or national news media to demand 
that this case be reopened and the actual 
murderers brought to trial. . 

Further information is also available 
on the subject for those interested in 
obtaining a better understanding of the 
basic facts of the case. Such books as 
Sylvia Meagher’s Accessories After the 
Fact, Jim Garrison’s A Heritage of 
Stone, David S. Lifion’s Best Evidence 
and Mark Lane’s Rush to Judgment are 
recommended. & 

Richard E. Sprague served as a consult- 
- ant to the House Select Committee on 
Assassinations in 1978. Recognized as 

one of the foremost experts on the John 
F. Kennedy assassination, Sprague also 
served as an adviser to New Orleans Dis- 
trict Attorney Jim Garrison during his 
Probe of the assassination. 

A pioneer and acknowledged author- 
ity in the field of computers, Sprague 
worked as a consultant to the President's 
Commission on Electronic Funds Trans- 
fer Systems and currently is vice presi- 
dent for marketing for a New York- 

- based computer firm. 
Thomas G. Whittle has been editor of 

FREEDOM for the past four years. 
Kay Skinner is a Los Angeles re- 

searcher. . 
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Ernest Hemingway 
Dear Editor, 

FREEDOM’s December 1985 article 
on “Ernest Hemingway's Last Stand” 
may have contributed to the identifica- 
tion of a possible CIA “asset.” 

On page 3 of the article it states that the 

(which may have wrecked his ability to 
write and could have contributed to his 

- suicide) was administered “under the 
care of psychiatrist Howard Rome in the 
Mayo Clinic in Rochester, Minnesota.” 
That should have been around early 
1961, judging from the FBI document 
you published on page 6. 

Commission was wrapping up its pack- 
age in time for publication during Lyn- 
don Johnson's campaign for re-election, 
Dr. Rome was a senior consultant at the 
Mayo Clinic. In that capacity, he pro- 
vided the Warren Commission with a 
12-page posthumous psychoanalysis of 
Lee Oswald — a man whom he had never 
seen. It was one of the last exhibits filed 
and would appear to have been obtained 
and inserted just prior to the printing 
deadline in order to mask one of the 
major holes still remaining in the official 
fiction: Oswald’s motivation. 

The thrust of Dr. Rome’s evaluation 
was that Oswald’s spelling problem was 
not inconsistent with his having mur- 

Years later, in the investigation by the 
House Select Committee on Assassina~ 
tions, former Warren Commission coun- 
sel Wesley Liebeler was called as a wit- 
ness, purportedly as part of the commit- 
tee’s inquiry into the Warren Commission 
Operation. 

During the course of his testimony, he 
was allowed to introduce as evidence a 
copy of his memorandum to the effect 
that Rome had “stated his opinion that 

from Oswald’s reading-spelling difficulty, 
gave an added impetus to his need to 
prove to the world that he was an unrec- 
ognized ‘great man.’” 

Such evidence would have been quite 
inadmissible in any court where there 

was a minimal concern for justice for the 
individual on trial. It was flagrantly pre- 
judicial, it was wildly immaterial and 
urelevant (as was most of the “evidence” 
presented against the scapegoat) and it 

electric shock treatment of Hemingway | 

By September 1964, as the Warren 

_ dered the president of the United States. 

the frustration, which may have resulted . 

was secondhand hearsay at best. 
it seems to me that. Rome's emergence 

(following the Hemingway matter) dur- 
ing the critical, final hours of the Warren 
Commission and his re-emergence (by 
proxy) before the House Select Commit- 
tee on Assassinations to renew the artful 
discreditation of the scapegoat raise a 

' variety of interesting questions. 
One cannot ignore the fact that it is just 

possible that Dr. Rome might have been 
functioning all along primarily as an 
agency “asset.” 

The enormous proliferation of CIA 
“assets” throughout the United States — 

_made possible because special legislation 
makes the CIA free from accountability 
for the money it spends — is far and away 

the single most dangerous part of the 
agency’s domestic operation. 

Those men who function clandestinely 
as CIA assets will do anything and help 

R  SF26r. 
TURN PAGE POR MY LETT: 

R 
tace Mullins. 

I am aware of Mr. Mullins’ expertise 
| on Ezra Pound. Yes, Mr. Pound was 

guilty! Guilty of prejudice, of not re- 
searching the truth, of being insensitive 
as to how his actions affected others 

| around him. As said aptly on page 280 of 
Dr. Edwin Fuller Torrey’s recent book, 
The Roots of Treason, “Ezra Pound 
spent his last 12 years regretting his life. 

. Pound finally asked: ‘Do you think 
they should have shot me?’ By 1962 
Pound was telling visitors that he had been 
‘wrong, wrong, wrong. I've always 
been wrong. Eighty-seven per cent wrong. 

. Ive never recognized benevolence. 
} You don’t know what it’s like to get off 

on the wrong path.”” . 
It’s easy to live a lie when you believe it 

to be the truth. Hard indeed it is to take 
one’s medicine and admit, “I made a 
mistake.” We can all learn a lesson of life. 

destroy anyone for a share of the CIA's 
cornucopia. To give but one example, 
consider how successful the media and } 
“journalistic author” assets have been in | 

_ giving life to the two remaining scape- 
goats in the JFK assassination — Fidel | | 
Castro and organized crime. 

Jim Garrison 
New Orleans, Louisiana 

Thank you for your letter, and for a 
copy of Rome’s analysis. One could not 
help but notice that Rome himself is cul- 
pable on exacily the same grounds he 
condemns Oswald: misspelling. On page 
I], Rome writes, “Consequently, I feel I 
can say with a greater degree of confi- 
dence that the written material attributed 
to Lee Harvey Oswold {sic} that I have 
had the opportunity to review is consis- 

— tent with the clinical picture one sees in 

a
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individuals with this disability.” 

Note for FREEDOM readers: Jim 
Garrison, as New Orleans district attor- 
ney, conducted an extensive and highly 
revelatory investigation of the John F. 
Kennedy assassination in 1967 and 1968. 
He is currently a judge with the State of, 
Louisiana Court of Appeal. 

Ezra Pound 
Dear Editor, 

I recently became quite interested in 
Ezra Pound and. your two previous Iet- 

ters from ¥aa’qov Haramgaal and Eus- 

2 

from looking deep within our own past 
and making the necessary changes it 
takes to be an honest man. The truth, my 
friend, lies in one’s heart. Change your © 
heart and you change your destiny. 

Craig B. Forney 
Cedar Park, Texas 

New Look 
Dear Editor, 

I really like FREEDOM'’s new look. 
You've been putting out some great arti- | 

cles as well. 

Phil Gilbert 
Los Angeles, California 

Tax Shelters 

Dear Editor, 

I just received your March issue. The 
piece on tax shelters (“IRS Attacks Amer- 
ican Businessmen”) is very well done. 

Norman Crowhurst 

Dallas, Oregon 

Target: Lennon 
‘Dear Editor, 

I found the article, “Target: Lennon,” 
and the editorial, “Government by Assas- 

sination,” in the March 1986 issue of 

FREEDOM very interesting. 

Keith J. Loree 

Los Angeles, California 

(continued on page aid 
red 
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South Africa 
Dear Editor, 

1 want to comment on the review ofthe 
book about South Africa, Move Your 
Shadow, in your March edition. 

] ask you to compare the level of con- © 
cern over apartheid in South Africa with 
the lack of concern over-the Soviet bar- 
barism in Afghanistan, where virtually 
every human rights violation imaginable 
is occurring. There the Soviets dispense 
bombs disguised as toys which maim 
innocent children who pick them up. 
Where is the news media outrage over 
this atrocity? 

Trish McDaniel 
Bellflower, California — 

Injustice anywhere ought not to be tol- 
erated. Whether it is in Afghanistan, 

South Africa or elsewhere, man's en- 
slavement of man should be condemned 
and attacked. 

Information 
Dear Editor, 

 Thave recently been made aware of the 
existence of your remarkably excellent 

entirely to suppressed information which 
is totally unpublished anywhere else re- 
lating to FBI, CIA, IRS, ete. illegalities, 
as well as crucial, suppressed informa- 
tion relating to political assassinations. 

Upon reading several recent issues | 
just received, I am convinced that this 
publication is the very best I have ever 
seen in my more than 22 years of research- 
ing the John F. Kennedy, and subse- 
quently the Robert F. Kennedy and Mar- 
tin Luther King assassinations. lt is truly 
a “people's” journal. 

Ted Gandolfo 
Chairman, Assassination 

Information Committee 
New York, New York 

Letters should be accompanied by 
' your name, address and telephone num- 

ber. Letters may -have to be edited for 
reasons of clarity and space. Write to 
FREEDOM Magazine, 1301 N. Catalina 
Street, Los Angeles, California 90027. 

publication. It is, to my knowledge, the 7 
only publication in this country devoted 

Suppressed ) 
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vs THECIA 
residential power: does it come 

p with the office or must the incum- 
bent fight for it every step of the 

way? As James David Barber stated in 
“his book, The Presidential Character: 

“Political power is like nuclear energy: 
available to create deserts or make them 
bloom. The mere having of it never yet 
determined its use. The mere getting of it 
has not stamped into the powerful some 
uniform shape.” 

John F. Kennedy came to Washington 
with a tremendous amount of style and 
enough experience to know that he would 
have to fight to wrest political power 
from entrenched interests of enormous 
strength. 

If anything hit President Kennedy 
harder than the utter defeat of the Cuban- 
exile brigade on the beaches of the Bay of 
Pigs, it was the realization that he had let 
himself be talked into that operation by 
inexperienced, secondary menintheClA. 

CIA Director Allen Dulles had not 
been there at the time of the final decision- 
making, nor at the time of the invasion 
itself. This was a most unusual absence 
by the man responsible for the entire 
operation. 

In his book. Kermnedy.2 Ted Sorenson 
makes a good case for his doctrine that 
“the Kennedys never fail.” 

' The Presidential Character bv James D. Barber. 
Prentice Hall, Enge!wood Cliffs, New Jersey. 1972. 

> Kennedy by Ted Sorenson. Bantam Books. New 
York. 1965. 

wil 

Part XI in a Series 

on the ClA and 

the Vietnam Era 
by L. Fletcher Prouty 

However, Kennedy did fail in his 
attempt to gain full control of the CIA 
and its major partners in the Defense 
Department, and it was the most crucial 
failure of his abbreviated presidency. He 
recognized his adversary during his first 

term, and as he related confidentially to 
intimate acquaintances before he began 

his second term." When I] amre-elected, | 
am going to break that agency into a 
thousand pieces.” 

He meant to do it, too, but the struggle 
cost him his life. 

Former President Harry S. Truman 
was disturbed when he learned of the 
murder of Jack Kennedy in Dallas. That 
experienced old veteran of political wars 
Saw an Ominous link between the death 
of the president and the CIA. Only one 
month after the terrible event — just time 
enough to get his thoughts in order and 
on paper.— Truman wrote a column that 
appeared in The Mashingron Post on 
December 21. 1963. No one could have 
expressed doubts about the CIA more 

_ 1986 

accurately than did Truman: 

_ “For some time I have been disturbed © 
by the way the CIA has been diverted 
from its original assignment. It has 
become an operational and at times a 

_ policy-making arm ofthe government. .. 

I never had any thought that when I set 
up the CIA that it would be injected into 
peacetime cloak-and-dagger operations. 
Some of the complications and embar- 
rassment that | think we have expe- 
rienced are in part attributable to the fact 
that this quiet intelligence arm of the 
president has been so removed from its 
intended role that it is being interpreted 
as a symbol of sinister and mysterious 
foreign intrigue and a subject for cold 
war enemy propaganda.” 

Harry Truman's label of the CIA as “a 
symbol of sinister and mysterious foreign 
intrigue. . . .” is, unfortunately, quite 
accurate. 

That “foreign intrigue” included Cuba, 
Castro and John F. Kennedy, at least in 
the minds of Richard Nixon and Gerald 
Ford. This is evidenced in their later writ- 
ings about the assassination. And it was 
Lyndon B. Johnson who said the CIA 
had a “Murder Inc.” in the Caribbean. 

It is absolutely astounding that when 
the thoughts of these four ex-presidents 
turned to the murder of JFK. they all 
wove a fabric of sinister intrigue that 
included the CIA in the scenario of his 
death. These men were telling us some- 
thing. It is time we listen to and learn 
from what they have said. 

10
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June FREEDOM 
The power of any agency that is en- 

abled to operate in secrecy is boundless. 
The CIA knew this, and it used its power 
to its own advantage. 

Only three days after the disastrous 
Cuban defeat. Kennedy set up a Cuban 
Study Group headed by Genera! Max- 
well Taylor to “direct’special attention to 
the lessons which can be learned from 
recent events in Cuba.” 

With that action, which received little 
notice at the time, the president declared 
war on the agency. From that time on it 

as “the Kennedy clan vs. entrenched 
power.” The Cuban Study Group was 
one of the most important creations of 
the 1,000 days of Kennedy's presidency, 
and it was the source of one of the major 
pressure points onthe way to the guns of 
Dallas on November 22, 1963. 

President K ennedy was seriously upset 
by the failure of the CIA and the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff to provide him with ade- 
quate information and support prior to 
his approval of the brigade landing at the 
Bay of Pigs. He was also upset by the 
results of the total breakdown of CIA 
leadership during the operation that fol- 
‘lowed that landing.} 

Kennedy's good friend, Supreme Court 
Justice William O. Douglas, in recalling 
a discussion he had with Kennedy shortly 
after the disaster, said: “This episode 
seared him. He had experienced the 
extreme power that these groups had, 
these various insidious influences of the 
CIA and the Pentagon, on civilian pol- 
icy, and! think it raised in his own mind 
the specter: can Jack Kennedy, president 
of the United States, ever be strong 
enough to really rule these two powerful 
agencies? I think it had a profound effect 

. it shook him up!” 

Can any president “ever be strong 
enough to really rule” the CIA and the 
Defense Department? 

Eisenhower had learned that he was 
not when a U-2 went down inthe heart of 
Russia contrary to his “no over-flight” 
orders in 1960. 

K ennedy set out to prove that he was, - 
and he might have done so had he had a 
second term in office. Instead he was 

overwhelmed, frustrated and, eventually, 
murdered. 

Kennedy's attempt to gain control of 
these powerful elements began with the 
Study group. Each member was chosen 
for particular reasons. 

General Maxwell Taylor, for example, 
had been in retirement since he had pub- 
licly differed with the Eisenhower policy 
concerning the strength of the U.S. Army 
and had resigned as its chief of staff. He 
had not been involved in any way with 
the decision-making | process for the 
Cuban invasion. In fact, Kennedy had 
never met Taylor prior to 1961. 

To augment the military side of the 
Study group, Kennedy selected Admiral ' 
Arleigh Burke, considered by many to be 
the finest chief of naval operations the 
Navy has ever had — and the man 

among the Joint Chiefs of Staff who had 

“Former President Harry S. 
Truman was disturbed when 
he learned of the murder of 
Jack Kennedy in Dallas. That 
experienced old veteran of 

political wars saw an 
ominous link between the 

death of the president 
and the CIA.” 

' The absence of Dulles and the ineffectiveness of 
his deputies. Charles P. Cabell and Richard Bissell. 
is being described in this article as “a breakdown of 
leadership.” One must keep in mind, however. that 
this apparent “breakdown” may well have been 

intentional. Our so-called national policy on “ant+ 
communism” has gotten quite a bit of mileage out 
of Castro and his “communist threat,” just as it is 
doing today in Central America, South America 
and Africa. 

been the most closely involved in the mil- 
itary elements of the Bay of Pigs planning 
process. The actual tactical training for 
the invasion had been placed in the hands 
of a U.S. Marine Corps colonel the 
transport ships had been assembled in 
the Norfolk, Virginia, area; and much of 
the logistics support had been channeled 
through the inactive Navy base at Eliza- 
beth City, North Carolina. All had in- 
volved Navy support. 

Kennedy's next choice for the group 
was Machiavellian in its political imph- 
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cations. He appointed CIA Director | 
Allen W. Dulles, the man who in Novem- 
ber 1960 had flown to Palm Beach with 
his deputy, Richard Bissell, to give the 
president-elect his first official briefing 
on the plan for the overthrow of Castro. 
It was Dulles who, on January 28, 1961, 
gave another briefing on the developing 
plan to the newly installed president 
along with his vice president, Lyndon B. 
Johnson, the secretary of state, Dean 
Rusk, the secretary of defense, Robert S. 
McNamara, and the chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, Lyman Lemnitzer, 

Harry S$. Truman, shown here visiting 

John F. Kennedy shortly after the new 
president's inauguration, viewed the CLA 

as “a symbol of sinister and mysterious 
foreign intrigue.” 

among others. 

Now, Kennedy had decided to have 
Allen Dulles sit through this detailed 
‘study from beginning to end, to relive the 
whole scenario as General Taylor inter- 
rogated selected officials who had been 
connected with that operation. | 

Despite the fact that Allen Dulles was 
the director of central intelligence when 
the plan was first presented to President 
Eisenhower in March 1960, and that he 

was the man who briefed Kennedy before 
and after his inauguration, Dulles had 
not been present at the White House on 
April 16, 1961, when the final discussions 
took place and when the go-ahead deci- 
sion had been made by the president. 

Dulles was also not in Washington 
during the crucial period of the invasion 
self to contro] the activities of his 
agency. He had taken that weekend off 

for a sojourn in Puerto Rico. 
There is an organization, the Young 

Presidents Organization, that is closely 
affiliated with Harvard Business School 

(continued on page 13) 
f 
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(continued from page I1) 

and with the CIA. It is made up of men 
who are presidents of their own compa- 

‘nies and under 40 years of age. The CIA 
arranges meetings for them with young 
leaders in foreign countries for the pur- 
pose of opening export-import talks and 
franchising discussions. 

The Young Presidents Organization’ 
met in Puerto Rico on the weekend of 
April 15 and 16, 196!, and Dulles was the 
principal speaker. Why he accepted — 
and kept — that appointment at such a 
crucial time has never been properly 
explained. Did he prefer to have the Bay 
of Pigs fail? Did he choose to embarrass 
the new president? 

As Maxwell Taylor's report on the - 
Cuban disaster later stated: 

“There was no single authority short of 
the president capable of coordinating the 
actions of the CIA, State, Defense, and 
the USIA [U.S. Information A gency).” - 

Because of the absence of the director, 
the CIA’s secondary leaders — officials. 
with no combat or command experience 
— made “the operational decisions which 
they felt within their authority.” 

For decisions above them, they were 
supposed to go to the president. “Mr. 
Bissell and General Cabell were imme 

_ diately available for consultation” and, it 
is crucial to note, “were usually emissar- 
les sent to obtain” higher approvals. In 
this sense, “emissary” was a far cry from 
an effective “commander” as Dulles was 
thought to be. 

This task as “emissary” fell far short of 
effectiveness, as the Taylor report noted: 

“Finally, there was the failure to carry 
the issue to the president when the oppor- 
tunity was presented and explain to him 
with proper force the: probable military . 
consequences of a last-minute cancel- 
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The conspicuous absence of CIA Direc- 

trous effect. Dulles, the man responsible 
for the entire operation, had taken the: 
weekend off for a sojourn to Puerto 
Rico. ) 

lation.” 

General Taylor suggested that some- 
one Ought to have gone directly to the 
president to explain forcefully the abso- 
lute necessity of the air strike against 
those three T-33 jet trainers that were all 
the combat air force left to the Cubans. 

That was the issue. In its guarded lan- 
guage, Taylor’s report never mentioned 
the Dulles absence, but it discussed this 
“breakdown of leadership” during the 
Study group meetings with both Allen 
Dulles and Bobby Kennedy present. We 
may be sure it was not unnoticed. 

President Kennedy rounded out this 
Cuban Study Group of Taylor, Burke 
and Dulles with the assignment of the 
attorney general, his brother, Robert 
Kennedy. Dulles would not only be re- 
living the events of the past year; but 
Bobby would be watching and learning 

from his every move. It was a cat-and-. 
mouse game of super-strategy between 
two able adversaries and their allies.4 

In that volatile environment, the direct 
relationship between the failure of the 
CIA command element to cope with the 
air strike issue and the absence that week- 
end of Dulles, the man responsible for 
the success of the anti-Castro program, 
became the biggest issue.5 

For the study group the sequence of 
issues became quite clear: | | 

a) The president had approved the 
landings and the essential air strikes to 
destroy the last three combat aircraft in 
Castro’s air force, 

b) Later that evening, McGeorge Bun- 
dy had cancelled those air strikes by 
calling Cabell. ) 

c) Cabell and Bissell, in Dulles’ ab- 
sence, were inherently unqualified to 
carry the issue back to the president to 
“explain to him with proper force the 
probable military consequences of a last- 
minute cancellation.” . 

d) The study group added: “These re- 
straints included . . . the cancellation of 
the [air] strikes planned at dawn on D- 
Day. The last mentioned was probably 
the most serious as it eliminated the last 
favorable Opportunity to destroy the 
Castro Air Force on the ground. The 
cancellation seems to have resulted partly 
from a failure to make the air strike plan 
entirely clear in advance to the President 
and the Secretary of State... .” 

The study group saw this cancellation 
clearly as the cause of the failure of the 
whole anti-Castro program that had been 
initiated in March 1960. To fortify their 
own professional findings, they called 
before their group a man who had been 
instrumental from the earliest days in 
these decisions. This man was a key 
Cuban exile named Manuel Antonio de 
Varona,® formerly premier of Cuba be- 
fore the Batista regime (1952-1959). 

(continued on page 14) 
* The author's office was only a short distance from 
the rooms in.the Pentagon which were used by the 
Cuban Study Group. He had worked with the CIA 
on the anti-Castro activities since January t. 1959. 
He knew almost all the men who had been called to 
meet with the study group. Many of them would 
wait in his office until they were called. Many came 
back following their testimony and interrogation. 
One comment was general among them all. Their 
words were. in effect: “That group ts highly charged 
with the presence of strong individuals, But the 
most intense man there is the one who SitS in a 
straight-backed chair. separate from the others, 
and never says a word.” That man was Bobby 
Kennedy. It was well known that he returned tothe 
White House each day to discuss developments 
with the president and his inner circle, but nothing 

on the record gives any indication that he ever 
broke the stranglehold the CIA had on that investi- 
gation. or that he ever became aware of being in the 
grip of its velvet gloves, 

* As noted in the April 1986 article in this series, following the president's formal approval at mid- day of the landing plan, which included air strikes 
by B-26 aircraft to destroy Castro's remaining three 
T-33 jet trainers, the air strikes had been cancelled. The Taylor group reported: 

“At about 9:30 pm on April 16th, Mr. McGeorge 
Bundy. Special Assistant to the President. tele 
phoned General C. P. Cabell of the CIA 10 inform 
him that the dawn air strikes the following morning 
should not be launched... .” 

* This entire anti-Castro campaign was fraught 
with intrigue. This same man, Senor de Varona, 
was one of the four Cuban exiles who. after flying 
from the American Legion convention where Nixon 
spoke in August 1960 to Washington, had gone 
directly to then-Senator John F. Kennedy's offices 
in the Senate Office Building on Capitol Hill. From 
Kennedy's office they went to the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense inthe Pentagon. Kennedy had 
been in personal touch with de Varona and the 
others all through this period. This adds another 
element to the value of his testimony, 

The CIA tried to monopolize him: Nixon wooed 
him, as did Kennedy. Finally he came tothe Cuban 
Study Group and told the whole story. Needless to 
say. he played ail sides — as all “contras” do. 
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(continued from page !3) 

De Varona made the following state- 

ment before the Cuban Study Group: “I 
would like to state that we would be in 
Cuba today if it was not for the lack of air | 
support that our forces suffered. All 
those who've returned said that but for 
three airplanes,’ they would have been ~ 
successful in their invasion attempt.” 

Dulles was the man on the spot. 
There is no record of what he said 

behind those closed doors; but a record 
“was unnecessary. Bobby Kennedy was 

always there. Despite this maneuver by 
the Kennedys. however, Dulles still con- 
trolled the moves. Few people have the 
experience to know how such things 
work under the cloak of secrecy. This is 

the great weapon of the CIA, and it is 
why the CIA cannot be stopped — short 

of eliminating all of its money. All the 
people who worked on the Bay of Pigs . 
project — Cuban and American — did so 
under deep cover. CIA agents and mil 
itary supporting cast members all had 
pseudonyms and lived cover-story lives. 
The Cubans with whom they worked had 
no idea whe these agents were, and their 
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own American associates did not know 
their true names and identities. 

- Thus, after the antrCastro program 
had failed and all participants had been 
dispersed to the winds, they themselves 
did not know. who had been there with 
them. This gave Allen Dulles the ace 
cards in the dea! with the study group. 

General Taylor had no alternative but to 
ask Dulles for the names of the people 
— CIA, military and Cuban — to be 

called before the group. 
Dulles weeded out the ones that could 

tell too much and padded the list with 
those who knew very little. Although 

Bobby Kennedy sat there and listened to 
all of the dialogue, he had no way of 
realizing that he was hearing a carefully 

> Those three aircraft. Castro's last combat-capable . 
aircraft, were the T-33 jet trainers that had been 
spotted by a U-2 reconnaissance aircraft parked 
wing tip to wing tip in an airfield near Santiago and 
were the target for the four B-26 aircraft that were 
supposed to have been launched from the CIA air 
base at Puerto Cabezas, Nicaragua. Had that strike 
been flown as approved by the president, they - 
would have been destroyed and the invasion would 
have been successful. Castro would have had no air 
forces. The brigade on the beach could have coun- 
tered attacks along the narrow approach causeways 
while its own substantial air force of hard-hitting 
B-26 aircraft operated from the air strip the brigade 
had already captured on the beach. 
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Supreme Court Justice William O. Doug- 
las: the Bay of Pigs “had a profound 
effect” on John F. Kennedy. 

structured scenario. The book he wrote 
several years later revealed how little he 
really knew about some of the actual 

activities. 

“Kennedy's good friend, 
Supreme Court Justice 
William 0. Douglas, in 

recalling a discussion he had 
with Kennedy shortly after 
the [Bay of Pigs] disaster, 
said: ‘This episode seared _ 

him. He had experienced the 
extreme power that these 
groups had, these various 
insidious influences of the 
CIA and the Pentagon, on 

civilian policy, and I think it 
raised in his own mind the 
specter: can Jack Kennedy, 

president of the United 
States, ever be strong enough 

to really rule these two 
powerful agencies?” 

This advantage permitted Dulles and 
the CIA to shift the blame to the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and the military. Dulles 

. kept quiet about the shortcomings of his 
own agency and made it appear that 
Kennedy's denial of the employment of 
U.S. Navy fighter aircraft as “air cover” 
was the real reason for the failure of the 

_ project. Since 1961, in fact, the CIA has 
mounted a vigorous and comprehensive 
propaganda and revisionist campaign 
designed to ensure that the public is 
afforded no opportunity to discover the 
true facts. 

The CIA had kept various elements of 
the Cuban exile groups apart. Many of 
them were of different political back- 
grounds and social levels. They did not 
get along with each other. Thus, these 
separate groups were trained in widely 
separated camps. When it came time to 
set sail for Cuba, the CIA put some units 
in the forefront of the brigade and landed 
them on the beach. At the same time, 
other units were “lost” at sea and never 
reached Cuba. Obviously they were the 
first to return to land back in Louisiana. ~ 
Their emotional story of the failure to use 
their units on the beaches has led to much 
of the misunderstanding of the tactics of 

the whole operation. The CIA played this 
up and blamed the U.S. military for the 
oversight. 

It happens that it was the Louisiana | 
elements of the Cuban exile groups and 
their “mercenary” American trainers who 
became suspect at the time of President 
Kennedy's assassination in 1963. This 
made a good story, because the patsy in 
‘that murder was a former U.S. Marine 

Corps enlisted man named Lee Harvey 
Oswald. He had been born in New 
Orleans and had been active there with a 
“Fair Play for Cuba” organization dur- 
ing the early 1960s. Many assassination 

theorists have carried this presumed 
assassin's trail from Dallas through the 

“Oswald” scenario to New Orleans, and 
thence to Cuba and Castro himself. 

This is a futile exercise, because Oswald 

was only the patsy, not the murderer. Yet 
this trail of golden apples continues to 
divert the unwary and the overeager. 

The April 1986 article in this series 
mentioned a most unusual article that 
appeared in The Reader's Digest of 
November 1964 in which the author, 
Richard Nixon, tied Cuba, Castro and 
John F. Kennedy together. Nixon is one 
of those who, for various reasons, want 

the American public to believe Oswald 
was the “lone assassin.” 

At another time, Nixon wanted the 

(continued on page 32) 
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American public to believe that he and 
Henry Kissinger had valid reasons for 
their genocidal bombardment of Cam- 
bodia with B-52s. 

This echelon of hidden motives and 
public smokescreens is where Kennedy 
underestimated the power and skill of the - 
CIA. He did not get to the root of the 
disaster of the Bay of Pigs invasion, and 
as a result, he became a victim — as have 
many others — of the sinister power of 
those agencies of the government that 
operate in total secrecy, knowing that 
they do not have to account to anyone 
for their actions. 

None of this should be taken to mean 
that K ennedy was not wise to the ways of 
Washington, nor that he was not capable 
of mounting extremely shrewd political 
maneuvers of his own. He was, and he . 
did — but he was up against impossible 
odds. 

When he set up the Cuban Study 
Group, he made it appear as if he were 
investigating a failed operation and 
nothing more. This was not quite the 
case, however. It was only part of the 
story. 

Kennedy's precise instructions to Gen- 
eral Taylor were“... to study our gov- 
ernmental practices and programs in the 
areas of military and paramilitary guer- 
rilla and anti-guerrilla activity which fell 
short of outright war with a view to 
strengthening our work in this area.” 

This was the group's real directive, and 
it is what Kennedy really wanted to dis- 
cover — for himself and for the future. 

Kennedy did not like all that he found 
when he came to the White House. As he 
moved to 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, a 
huge tidal wave that had been set in 
motion many months earlier loomed up 
to engulf him and his new administration. 

The new president did not like the way 

covert operations had been run during 
the 1950s. As a long-term member of 
Congress. he was fully aware of the 
record of failed intelligence operations 
throughout the years. 

With the Bay of Pigs disaster as a case 
study, Kennedy directed General Taylor 
to dissect the entire system and to come 
up with something better. This was an- 
issue that divided the study group and 
widened the abyss between Kennedy and 
Dulles, yet Kennedy continued to make 
use of Dulles in his desire to probe the 

‘real depths of the murky business of 
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Richard Bissell, CIA deputy director for 
plans, was “ineffective” during the Bay of 
Pigs. 

“Only three days after the 
disastrous Cuban defeat, 
Kennedy set up a Cuban 
Study Group headed by 

General Maxwell Taylor. . . . 
With that action, which 

received little notice at the _ 

time, the president declared 
war on the agency.” 

intelligence. 

By the middle of June 1961, the Cuban 
Study Group had gathered a remarkable 
series of documents. For 25 years these 
key materials have been concealed, ig- 
nored and (sometimes purposely) mis- 
interpreted. 

To fully understand the forces which 
were at work during Kennedy's presi- 
dency, it is necessary at this point to lift 
the curtain of secrecy on a part of top- 
level government activity which is sel- 
dom. if ever. represented accurately. 

The work of the Cuban Study Group 
was unequaled in its level of confiden- 

tality. Even the word for its classification 
Is $O Secret as to be relatively unknown: 
they worked under the rarely used 
ULTRASENSITIVE label, that cosmic 
world above TOP SECRET. 

The reason for this lies in the delicacy 
of certain types of intelligence activities, 

‘namely covert operations by one govern- 
ment against another. 

Even the use of the word “against,” as 

1986 
in “against a government.” is not always 
accurate. Sometimes the target is an oth- 
erwise friendly and allied government, 
but it is found to be essential to acquire 
information or to confirm information 
that cannot be obtained by any other 
means. 

For example, the United States has 
flown the U-2 over many friendly coun- 
tries, such as Israel. to confirm certain 
Situations for ourselves with our own 
eyes and ears. 

Although it is always assumed that 
national sovereignty is inviolate, in 
today’s world national sovereignty has 
become an archaic and unworkable 
sham. It does not exist even in the great 
powers. and it is continuously violated — 
secretly. , 

It has always been the rule that any 
covert Operation must be performed in 
such a manner as to remain truly secret, 
or, failing that, that the role of the U.S. 
government in the operation could be 
disclaimed plausibly. The U.S. has spent 
untold tens of millions of dollars to “ster- 
ilize” entire aircraft and other equipment, 
so that ifsuch a plane on a secret mission 
crashed while within the bounds of the 
target country, no one would be able to 
find the slightest evidence in the wreck- 
age to incriminate the U.S. All labels, 
name tags, and serial numbers are re- 
moved in such circumstances, and the 
crew uniforms are even made out of non- 
U.S. fabric to enhance denial. Weapons 
used are “sterilized” at a special under- 
ground facility overseas, and all are 
foreign-made. 

Under the provisions of the National 
Security Act of 1947,-the CIA operates at 
the direction of the National Security: 
Council (NSC). The intent of this law is 
to place the origin for any covert opera- 
tion at the top. This neutralizes and elim- 
mates lesser matters and emphasizes the 
importance of those which the NSC 
actually originates and directs. 

The NSC can direct a designated 
department or agency — not necessarily 
the CIA — to carry it out. Covert opera- 
tions are normally done on a small scale, 
or else they could not be kept a secret. 
Being small, they can usually be handled 
by the CIA, sometimes augmented by the 
resources of. the Defense Department. 
These are legal considerations which, by 

the way, serve to underscore the fool- 
hardiness and deceit of those activities 
that have been under way in Central 
America in recent years, 

Over the years, especially during the 
1950s, when Allen Dulles was director of 
the CIA and his brother, John Foster 
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Dulles, was the secretary of state, this 
legal precision became more and more 
vague. Allen Dulles became accustomed 
to taking proposals that originated with 
the agency to the NSC — in those days to 
the “10/2” or “5412/2” Committee — for 
its approval. | 

in most cases, he would receive the 
committee’s approval, sometimes with — 
stipulations. But it was the CIA that had 
originated these plans, not the NSC, and 
this is a highly significant point. 

The. difference between a plan of high- 
est’ national interest which originates 
within the NSC and is then given to the 
CIA by direction of the NSC, and a plan 
which is originated within the CIA and 
which is then presented tothe NSC for its 

- approval can be enormous. It raises fun- 
damental questions, such as “Who runs 

this government?” and “Is the govern- 
ment being operated under the law?” 

These questions were foremost in Ken- 
nedy’s mind when he became president. 

It had been in March 1960 that the 
anti-Castro program had been devised by 

FREEDOM _ 27/6 1986 

“Since 1961 ... the CIA has 
mounted a vigorous and 

comprehensive propaganda 
and revisionist campaign 
[regarding the Bay of Pigs] 
designed to ensure that the 

_ public is afforded no 
opportunity to discover 

the true facts.” 

the CIA and that the deputy director for 
plans, Richard Bissell, had briefed Presi- 
dent Eisenhower and his NSC. At that 
time, Bissell had gained their approval 

for a rather modest program. It was the 
CIA that took this approval and turned a 

" program intended to support small over- 
the-beach landings and paradrop opera- 
tions into an invasion of Cuba at the Bay 
of Pigs. . 

Kennedy inherited the accumulated 
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actions of one full year of this program, 
and he had such strong doubts about it 
that he did not approve the invasion until 
the day before it actually took place. The 
CIA had launched its invasion fleet, 
small though it was, a full week before 
the day of the landing. The president was 
therefore faced with a virtual fait accom- 
phi before he had an opportunity to make 
a decision. Even then Kennedy knew he 

had been had, and it did not take him 
long to confirm it. 

Moreover, the tidal wave that engulfed 
Kennedy drew its immense power from 
many other sources. The enormity of the | 
various schemes that had been set in 
motion long before he was elected was 
Staggering. 

By May 1960, for example, after the 
anti-Castro program had begun, the stage. 
was prepared for the entry of American 
troops into the Vietnam war. The master 
war-planners took advantage of the 
period while the country was involved in 
a presidential election — when the pow- 

. (continued on page 34) 
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ers of the presidency were at their lowest 
ebb. Eisenhower was not told what was 
going on, and it would be some time 
before the new president would be able to . 
do anything about it after he had been 
informed. 

After eight years of peace, the national 
mood for detente was strong, and an 
incident was needed to reverse this. Such 
an incident was conveniently provided. 

On May I, 1960, a CIA U-2 spy plane 
piloted by Gary Powers was launched on 
what would have been its longest flight 
ever, directly across the Soviet Union — 
from Pakistanto Norway. When it crash- 
landed in the heart of Russia, Khru- 
shchev cancelled what had been planned 
as the “ultimate summit conference” with 
President Eisenhower in Paris.8 

This incident’ served to reverse the 
trend toward detente which had been: 
carefully orchestrated by Khrushchev 
and Eisenhower, the two aging World 
War II veterans. . 

With the summit conference disru pted, 
the road to Saigon, with its eventual $220 
billion in munitions sales (and 58.000 
American deaths) was clear. - 

The following recapitulation will dem- 
onstrate how meticulously this road to 
Saigon was planned by experts in the 
war-making business. | 

In order to set this plan irrevocably 
into motion. the powers-that-be formu- 
lated a counterinsurgency plan for Viet- 
nam. The events which followed the for- 
mation of this plan form an intriguing 
Series of incidents. 

Just prior to Kennedy’s election, the 
U.S. Army Special Warfare Center at 
Fort Bragg, North Carolina, was rejuve- 

* It was Allen Dulles himself who revealed that the 
U-2 had not been shot down as the Soviets and the 
rest of the world had believed. Akhough Dulles 
revealed this information insworn testimony before 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on Tues- 
day. May 31. 1960. the same month in which the 
crash landing occurred. his testimony. was not 
Teleased until 1982 and has been generally ignored 
by the American press. 

His revelation was Staggering. however. No one 
has ever fully investigated the possibility that this 
flight. launched in direct violation of President 
Eisenhower's order that there be no over-flights 
before the summit conference, might have been 
Ordered carelessly by a small but powerful cabal 
that intended for it to fail and, thereby, to cause the 
disruption of the summit conference. Based ona 
number of other strange events related to this par- 
ticular flight. there is a strong possibility that this 
could be true. . 
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The president's brother, A itorney General Robert Kennedy, scrutiniz ed Allen Dulles’ 
every move during the post-Bay of Pigs investigation. 

nated. A new curriculum was written 
which combined counterinsurgency with 
pacification tactics which were already 
being employed by the F rench forces in 
Algeria, and with civic action programs 
borrowed from the U.S. Army’s Civil 
Affairs and Military Government School 
at Fort Gordon, Georgia. 

This new Special Forces “Green Beret” 
school at Fort Bragg received powerful 
aid from the CIA as well as from the 
Office of Special Operations in the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense. The strength 
of the forces was increased, and the Spe- 
cial Warfare Center opened a new coun 
terinsurgency school for U.S. and foreign 
military students in November 1960. 

. President Kennedy was elected on 

November 8, 1960. 
Two days later, on November 10, Ken- 

nedy asked Allen Dulles to stay onas the 
director of the CIA. 

it was announced on November 1] 
_ that three battalions of President Diem’s 
elite guard had taken part in a “coup 
d'etat” at the presidential palace in Sai- 
gon. That incident, of course, was quickly 
suppressed by Diem’s forces. 

Under the cover of that contrived 
action, President Diem ordered the arrest 
of what was known as the Caravelle 
Group, 18 political opponents of the 
Diem brothers’ dictatorial regime. These 
18 men had in no way participated in the 
“coup.” They had published a scholarly 
“Manifesto of the Eighteen,” and for this 
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they were thrown in jail. 
General Edward Lansdale, a leader in 

the development of the counterinsurgency 

plan for Vietnam, author of the new Spe- 
cial Forces curriculum for the Special! 
Warfare Center at Fort Bragg, and an 
old friend of President: Diem. took 
advantage of Kennedy's election and of 
Dulles’ reappointment to make a sudden, 
unannounced trip to Saigon. The trip 
was for the purposes of winning Diem's 
support and cooperation for the counter- 
insurgency program in Vietnam and 
of furthering Lansdale’s own chances, 
with Diem's and Dulles’ support, of 
being named ambassador to Saigon by 
Kennedy. 

During this politically important visit, 
which set the stage for so many of the 
events that followed, Lansdale wrote a 
stirring report on the situation in Viet- 

nam for his boss, Secretary of Defense 
Thomas Gates. This report was brought 
to the attention of key members of the 
new Kennedy team at the time of the 
inauguration. 

in late January 1961, Lansdale was, 

“The power of any agency 
that is enabled to operate in 

_ secrecy is boundless. The CIA 
knew this, and it used its 

power to its own advantage.” 

summoned to the White House to meet 
with the president and officials from the 
Department of Defense and the Depart- 
ment of State — new people who had 
come in with the inauguration. He was 
warmly greeted by the president and 
commended for his excellent report. 
Kennedy also informed him that he 
could expect to be sent back to Vietnam 
in a high capacity.® 

On April 12, 1961, a memo was written 
by Kennedy adviser Walt Rostow which 
was supportive of the Lansdale report. 
Lansdale, on April 19, submitted another 
memo of his own to his new boss, Secre 
tary of State Robert S. McNamara. Up 
to this time, Lansdale’s strongest support 
had come from Allen Dulles and Ngo 
Dinh Diem. 

(continued on page 36) 

* The author worked in the same office with 

General Lansdale at that time. Those in the Office 

of Special Operations and the Office of the Secre- 
tary of Defense were certain, from what they had 

heard firsthand, that Lansdale would be named the 
next ambassador to Saigon. 
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For more than a year, the anti-Castro 
program and the counterinsurgency pro- 
gram for Vietnam had been running 
simultaneously. 

On April 20, 1961, the brigade was 
defeated in Cuba. The coincidence — or, 
perhaps, the coordination — of the dates 
of the surrender of the brigade at the Bay 
of Pigs and the abrupt turn toward Sai- 
gon is noteworthy, for the Americaniza- 
tion of the warfare in Vietnam also began 
on April 20, 1961. 

It was on.that date that President 
Kennedy, distraught by the disaster in 
Cuba, accepted the counterinsurgency 
program for Vietnam and directed Dep- 
uty Secretary of Defense R oswell Gilpat- 
ricto. make recommendations for a series 
of actions to prevent the communist 
domination of the government of Viet- 
nam. Gilpatric and Lansdale headed a 
task force established to carry out those 
instructions from the president. 

April 20, 1961, was the day Kennedy 
began to understand how the CIA and 
the Defense Department operated in this 
amazing world of clandestine operations. 
It was the day Allen Dulles’ influence in 
the Kennedy administration ended, and 
with the eclipse of Dulles and the CIA, 
Lansdale’s dream of being ambassador 
to Saigon collapsed. 

Kennedy adopted the concept of coun- 
terinsurgency as his own, as he shifted his 
thoughts and energies from the failure in 
Cuba to the future in Indochina. 

The wheels of the counterinsurgency 
juggernaut were picking up speed. Dur- 
ing April 1961, the director of the joint 

_ Staffs,'°General Earle Wheeler, and Secre- 
tary McNamara decided to create a new 
section within the structure of the Joint 
Staff that would be dedicated to Coun- 
terinsurgency and Special Activities. The 
counterinsurgency element of that office 
was to be the cap on all military services 
in support of the counterinsurgency pro- 
gram for Vietnam. The Special Activities 
were a combination of Special Opera- 

tions —i.e., the military support of the 
clandestine activities of the CIA — and 
Special Plans, the special art of military 

© The director of the joint staffs was the senior 
permanently assigned officer in the then 400-man 
office which supported the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 
General Wheeler went on to become chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. a position he held for some 
SIX years. 
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General Maxwell D. Taylor 

“The new president did 
not like the way covert 

_ operations had been run 
during the 1950s. ... With 
the Bay of Pigs disaster as a 
case study, Kennedy directed 
General Taylor to dissect the 
entire system and to come up 

with something better.” 

cover and deception. !! 

To balance the rapid growth of the 
U.S. Army Special Forces program and 
its. new Special Warfare Center at Fort 
Bragg, General Curtis E. LeMay, chief of 
staff of the U.S. Air Force, announced 
that in April 1961, a combat crew train- 
ing squadron had been activated at Eglin 
Air Force Base in Florida. The mission of 
that special squadron included counter- 
insurgency, unconventional warfare and 
psychological warfare operations. Shortly 
thereafter, this cadre was expanded sig- 
nificantly to become a Special Air War- 
fare Center that included an Air Com- 

'! The author was the first chief of the Office of 
Special Operations and continued in that office 
until 1964, while General Lyman Lemnitzer, and 
tater, General Maxwell Taylor were the chairmen 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

2-Thse 
mando wing and a Combat Applications 
group. Without delay, Special Air War- 
fare units from the center at Eglin were 
deployed to South Vietnam." : 

‘It should be noted that both the Green 
Berets of the Army Special Forces, and 
the Air Commandos of the Air Force had 
been developed and trained in close 
cooperation with the CIA, and upon 
their arrival in South Vietnam they oper- 
ated under the control of CIA agents. 
They were very special organizations. 
They were what President Reagan has 
been trying to duplicate, with some of the 
same people, in Central America today. 
What Reagan has been unable to create 
is a Nicaraguan George Washington. 
The first thing Lansdale did in Vietnam 
was to create a “father of his country” in 
the person of Ngo Dinh Diem. 

By the end of April 1961, a revised 
counterinsurgency program! had been 
submitted to President Kennedy, with- 
out the Lansdale material. Kennedy lost 
no time in implementing many of its 
recommendations. The first troop move- 
ment, the deployment of a 400-man Spe- 
cial Forces group to South Vietnam, was 
made to accelerate the training of the 
South Vietnamese army. This move was 
directed by President Kennedy under the 
terms of National Security Action Mem- 
orandum (NSAM) 52, issued on May 11, 
1961. 

By April 20, Kennedy knew that if he 
was ever goirig to gain full control of the 
CIA, he was going to have to understand 
what went wrong with the anti-Castro 
program and what he had to do to take 
over control of the counterinsurgency 
program for Vietnam. This accounts for 
his strong directive to General Maxwell 
Taylor written the next day, April 22, 
1961: 

“,.. to study our governmental prac- 
tices and programs in the areas of mil- 
itary and paramilitary, guerrilla and anti- 
guerrilla activities which fell short of 
outright war with a view to strengthening 

_ our work in this area.” 

With the collapse of the brigade in 
Cuba, Kennedy lost no time in getting to 
the heart of the matter. 

On June 13, 1961, Maxwell Taylor 

'? One of the reasons Eglin Air Force Base was 
selected for this program was that a major CIA air 
facility had been established there a few years ear- 
lier and had become the worldwide center for CIA 
air Operations activities, excluding the U-2 program 
and those within the Air America proprietary air- 
line infrastructure. ° 

'? Said to have been developed under the leader- 
ship of George Ball in the Department of State. 
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forwarded his “letter to the president.” It 
is a most remarkable document. K ennedy 
and his inner circle studied it carefully 
and on June 28, President Kennedy 
issued one of the most unusual directives 
ever to leave the White House under any 
president in history. 

This directive, NSAM 55, said in pant: 
“I wish to inform the Joint Chiefs of 

Staff as follows with regard to my views 
of their relations to me in Cold War 

Operations: “The Joint Chiefs of Staff 
have a responsibility for the defense of the 
nation in the Cold War similar to that 
which they have in conventional hos- 
tilities.” 

“This echelon of hidden 

motives and public 
smokescreens is whe 

Kennedy wndereatimated Ge~ 
power and skill of the CIA. He 

did not get to the root of the . 
disaster of the Bay of Pigs 

invasion, and as a result, he 

became a victim — as have 
many others — of the 
sinister power of those 

agencies of the government 
that operate in total secrecy, 
knowing that they do not 
have to account to anyone 

for their actions.” 

This is a revolutionary statement when 
one considers who wrote it and the cir- 

“cumstances under which it was promul 
gated. 

The Cold War is a massive global 
struggle that exists only in vague terms. 

A Cold War operation, however, is a 
very specific term which refers to a secret, 
clandestine activity. 

Traditionally, the uniformed services 
of a country have never become involved 
in clandestine activities in peacetime. 

Therefore, with NSAM 55 President 
K ennedy was making the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff — the military forces of the United 
States — responsible for the Cold War 
just as they would be responsible for a 
real, declared state of war among nations. 
This was a radical departure from the 
traditional rules of warfare among the 
family of nations. 

Kennedy was directing that the U.S. 
military forces be used against any Cold 
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than a match for the young president. 
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Entrenched power sources, as personified by the CIA and its allies, were io prove more 

Ae 

War adversary, whether or not there had 

been a declaration of war. This was a 

revolutionary doctrine, especially for the 
U.S., and if these presidential directives 

had become operationally effective, they 
would have drastically changed the | 
course of the war in Vietnam. 

They would have effectively removed 
the CIA from Cold War operations and 
limited the CIA to its lawful responsibi- 
ity — the coordination of intelligence. In 
many situations, these directives would 
have made the chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff the day-to-day counter- 

part of the secretary of state. 
At the same time, these documents 

stated the Kennedy position, clearly set- 

ting forth his battle plan. Kennedy was 
taking charge, if he could, and he was 
relying upon the Joint Chiefs of Staff for 
assistance. . 

He did not know it at the time, but 

with the issuance of these directives, he 
had only 18 months left to win — or to 

die in the attempt. 
It was an odd twist of fate that led 

Kennedy to choose the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff over the CIA to become his strong 
right arm. He did this because of Max- 
well Taylor's letter. 

By mid-summer, Taylor had become 
Kennedy's military, and intelligence ad- 

-viser in the White House. Kennedy 

(continued on page 38) 
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appointed him to-be chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff in October 1962. It 
was Maxwell Taylor — not Jack Kennedy 

or anyone else in the Whine House — 
who, representing the members of the 
Cuban Study Group. actually wrote the. 

paragraphs in NSAM 55 that are cited” 
above. Those words, along with many 
others like them from the same series of 
documents, were taken absolutely verba- 
tim from that long-hidden “letter to the 
president” that Taylor wrote on June 13, 
196]. 

_ Why did Taylor, Burke and Dulles, all 
members of the Cuban Study Group, 
unanimously put those words into the 
mouth of Jack Kennedy? Why did Ken- 
“nedy accept them and publish them with 
his signature without delay? 

Having been given such vast powers by. 
their president, where were the Joint’ 

Chiefs of Staff when the guns were fired 
in the streets of Dallas only 18 months 
later? Where was Lansdale? Where was 
Allen Dulles? Why was Kennedy so 

alone by the time he made that fateful 
trip to Texas in 1963? 
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“Kennedy asserted the power 
of the presidency which he 
assumed he had, but when 

his orders were delivered to 
the men to whom they were 

addressed, he discovered 
_ that his power was 

meaningless. His directives 
were quietly placed in the 

_ bureaucratic files and 
forgotten. There have been 
few times in the history of 
this nation when the limits 

of the power of the. 
president have been so 

nakedly exposed.” 

Kennedy asserted the power of the 
presidency which he assumed he had, but 
when his orders were delivered to the 
men to whom they were addressed, he 
discovered that his power was meaning- 
less. His directives were quietly placed in 
the bureaucratic. files and forgotten. 

There have been few times in the history 
of this nation when the limits of the 
power of the president have been so 
nakedly exposed. 

Inthe great struggle between K ennedy 
and the entrenched power sources of. 
Washington, as personified by the CIA 

and its allies in the Defense Department 
and elsewhere, the president learned that - 
his weapons were utterly powerless. His 

directives went completely unheeded. A 

Next issue: The outcome of the great 
power struggle that cost John F. Kennedy 
his life. 

L. Fletcher.Prouty is aretired U.S. Air 
Force colonel. A pilot during World War 
ff, Colonel Prouty rose through the 
Defense Department chain of command 
to a point where all CIA military activi- 
ties were channeled through him. 

Between 1955 and 1963 Colonel Prouty 
served as chief of special operations for 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff and in a similar 
capacity with the Office of Special Oper- 
ations in the Office of the Secretary of 

Defense, and headed the Special Opera- 
tions Office for the U.S. Air Force. All of 

these positions were charged with the 
military support of the clandestine oper- 
ations of the CIA. 
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Rising costs and shrinkin : revenues 
are threatening the ability of colleges 
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morrow's leaders will need to solve 
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college of your choice. 
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success for years to come. 

Give to the college 
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.OWNING FINDS HOUSE ASSASSINATIONS PROPE TNCOMPLETE...TED GANDOLFO, EDITOR. 

Former Congressman Thomes Downing, who introduced the original congressional 
ammendment, (#204) in 1975, which proposed the congressional investigation 
into the JFK assassination, and myself, had a brief convemsstion on July I, 
1986 relating to that inquiry. Here is a verbatim excerpt of the conversation: 

TG) Mr. Downing, let me ask you something. Since you were integral in the 
constituting of the House Committee in the first place, how do you feel 
about their work? 

TD) The Committee work? 
Ta ) Yes. 

TD) I think that..of course I got off right after it became active, and I 
followed it very closely. I did not know the inner workings of the 
Committea but I thought they went at it very aggressively, and their 

*  eoneclusion, of course, was not as strong as I thought it would be, I 
. thought there were a lot more leads that could have been developed... 
TG) Exactly. | , 
TD) Put of course the most startling one was the shot theory..the 3 or 

shots, but there must have been better leads than thet. 
TG) There were. , | 
TD) Because there are hundreds of inconsistencies. 
TG) I talked at the time to Jim Garrison... | 
TD) Oh, yeah, the District Attorney. : 
TG) Yeah, and he said that'a 5-man team of investigators headed by Clifford 

Fenton of the Committee went to New Orleans and sacured absolute and 
massive evidence of a C.I.A. conspiracy which killed President Kennedy, 
and that Robert Blakey suppressed ALL of that information. I'm still 
talking to Garrison almost on a daily basis because I'm trying to have 
his..get his book published..no-one wants to publish it..he's just 
written a fantastic book called "A Farewell To Justice” sub-titled 
"The CIA And The... , 

TD) Yeah, I believe you told me that he can't get anybody to publish it. 
TG) That's right..there is one magazine publisher who has @ it and they'd 

like to publish it but there are a lot of things going on. Anyway, what 
I've done is, well, during the time, I spoke several times to other 
researchers..I've done many radio and TV shows on my own across the 
country... one with you. Do you remember that one, by the way? 

TD) I seem to remember that.. : i 
TG) I beg your pardon? 
TD) I DO remember that I believe. There were a number of them, Ted, of course, 

and I believe I recall one with you, 
TG) Yeah, well I charge, on many radio shows,TV shows, that Robert Blakey 

isxa cover-up artist who suppressed MANY elements of a conspiracy, and 
that he was sent to be the chief counsel to put distance between the CIA 
and the actual murder, 

TD) I know nothing about that. , : 
TG) Well I do, and I'm still getting out newsletters and tapes, including , 

a documentary I produced.. 22 hours., called "The House Committee Coverup". 
A lot of people are still interested in the case. - 

TD) Yeah, I'm glad to hesr a re-interest in it. Z/¢6/S¢Ak711/$/éb¥/b I've really 
. got to go now. : 

TG) O.K. Thank you very much. 
TD) O.K. Ted, bye-bye. 
TG )}Bye-bye. (End of conversation)
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nee JONGRESSMAN GONZAIES "VERY DISSATISPIEDWITH HOUSE ASSASSINATION JFK PROBE 

WILL REED GARRISON'S NEW BOOK RE C.I.A. COMPLICITY IN JFK MURDER EVIDENCE 

Th SAYS HE MAY ADRESS CONGRESS CONGRESS oP GARRISON'S EVIDENCE INVOLVING CIA | 

Juring a phone conversation I had with Congressman Henry Gonzales today, for xbout 45 minutes, he confided to me that he was, and remains,"very dissatisfied vith the conclusions reached by the House Select Committee On Assassinations 
relating to the JFK assassination. Gonzales was the original sponsor of ®& 
songressional semendment calling for a congressional inquiry into the JFK case. Ve discussed at lenghth thse committee's work, Blakey's covering up of the facts 
in addition to Garrison's massive evidence of direct CIA complicity in the 
serime of the century". I asked him if he held to the belief, shared by 
sarrpison, myself end several others, that the CIA hed, at bare minimals, a 
rand in the murder of JFK. He admitted that he did. I then tceld hém of 
sarrison's new meruscript/took detailing this fact end asked him what he 
vould da if, uncon reading it, it were PROVEN to him what Garrison'a assert-~ Lons specified, He told me, “Ted, I would go to the floor of Congress and 
ring this matter to their attention, of course.” I -asked him to repeat that 
and he did so. I told him that I would contact Garrison immediately with this 
information and advise him to immediately send the complete manuscript to 
onzales. I Phen made a taped copy of the complete conversation between myself . 
end Gonzales and, along with covering explanatory letter, sent it to Garrison, As the Steve-Allen song goes, "This could be the start of something BIG." 
some verbatim quotes follow: 
ig) There's no question in my mind that both the CIA and the FRI were very 

very apprehensive about whatever the Committee (on assass.) was headed 
onto. 

(G) Were you satisfied with their (HSCA) conclusions? | 
iG) Absolutely "NOT] They're contradictory. How can you say in a report that 

you reached the conclusion it was a conspiracy.. that means there were 
more than one,.and then say that this is something that the FBI and the 
other executive branch..appropriate executive branch agencies should 
investigate, but haven't done..that's one of the reccommendations of the Blakey Tchier counsel) Committee. Their finding was conclusive thet it 
Was a corspiracy. You know, this is contradictory. You don't come out 
and say 'I think it was a conspiracy, 'without saying 'I think so-and-so-. 
and so-and-so was involved. 

(G) But they said ‘organized crime’, 
7G Well, they said 'orgenized crime', but they insinuated that organized 

crime ALONE without the help of some other..( laughing )heh-heh... Like the CIA. . . 
Why, sured Or rogue elsments in the CTA, which is what I prefer to believs. (G) You believe that? . : 

iG ) Yas, 

’G) Well, I KNOW it from Mr. Garrison. 
IG) Is that right? 
'G) I've seen... 
iG) Well, I have no reason to ever, ever question Mr. Garrison. I have 

“nothing but respect for him, 

°G) If Mr. Garrison presented you with definite evidence of CIA complicity 
to kill the president, and, in fact, if he would prove that to you, 
would’ you act upon that now? 

iG) I would raise the issue, yes. 
?¢ ) You would?
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TG) Before Congress? <7: ° ] , 
HG) Absolutely, I mean, you know, where else would I feport it? TG) Yes. ah-huh. allright, er, if you don't mind I would like to write to _ vim and, uh, have him forward the eveldence that he has put. together in a book to you., a . 
HG) If it's not en imposition, I would appreciate it very much, TG) Alright then, er, it's certainly NOT an imposktion, and I will also, with your permission, tell him what you've just told me, AG) Yes sir. | TG) That if you are convinced of what his allegations and evidence, that you will bring the matter up before..on the floor of the House? HG) I certainly WILL! . 

HG) The conelusions of the Committees are Just absolutely contradictory to mé, and unacceptable. Let me put it thet way. : | 
TG) Unacceptable, 
HG) Unacceptable. 

ic) t thought it was highly unsatisfactory (The HSCA investigation). To reach 

IG) You're not. In your opinion, to what you said before, you share my and carrison's belief that the CIA WAS involved? 
iG) Yes, er, to what extent » you know, er, I prefer to think in this surmise that CIA involvement perhaps involved rogue elements, even though the CIA , bes been out of control all along and it still ig, | 'G) Yes. 

1G) They can do anything and nobody gives a damn to find out why, IG) They're unaccamtable for anything.. | 
iG) So I suspect that..ves, there there was questionable, unsatisfying..very | irregular and very inefficient behaviour on the part of both the CIA and the FBI. | 
[G) Behaviour? 
1G) Yes sir} ; 
PG) In terms of what? 
iG) This is what I'm talking about, totally unacceptable, almost criminally Negligent behaviour on the part of these 2 agencies. (CIA&FBI) 

'G) ,O.%., I will get in touch with Garrison snd tell him that you're interested in seeing his manuscript, 
: ‘G) If I'm still a member of the Congress, I WILL bring it to the attention of the Congress, ) "G) Well, then you remain a great man in my opinion. 1@) Well, thank you, Mr, Gandolfo, I hope I'll earn that and merit it. 'G) Well you did already today. Thank you very much for your time and continued efforts in this matter, Mr. Gonzales, ) iG) Thank you, Ted. .foodbve, , 

-Aeé above are just some of the verbatin statements made during this conversation. 
"o those of you many subscribers who wish to “xpress support for Congressman'g ronzales' brave stand on this issue, pleawe express your thoughts to him at: ongressman Henry B. Gonzales- 2113 Rayburn Building- Washington,D,C.-205I5, - would also appreciate your sending me copies of your letters to him. Ted randolfo-I2Th First Avenue-New York, N.Y.=I002TI- (212 )288-1596, Thank you.



ongressman Henry B, Gonzales . Ted Gandolfo, Chairman: 295 
4I3 Rayburn Building ] Assassination Informatio 
‘ashington, D.C. 205I5 Committees . 

I2th..Pirst Avenue _ 
ne New York, N.Y. I002r 

- Phone:(212)288-1596 
July 6, 1986 

iear Congressman Gonzales, 

| f would like to take this opportunity to sincerely thenk 
‘ou, as a long-time admirer of yours, for being so very kind in spending the 
‘Ime discussing tha ramifications surrounding the investigation which was 
‘onducted by the House Select Committee On Assassinations, due largely to 
‘our great efforts in beingiinstrumental in causing it to wome into existence ‘ack in lete 1976. For that effort, we all owe you a debt of gratitude, 

IT have contacted Jim Garrison and apprised him of the fact 
hat you would very much sppreciate his sending you the complete manuscript 
hich he has recently written re the JFK assassination. You will be receiving 
.¢ shortly. Upon reading it, I'm certain in my belief that, teing the honest 
lan you are, that you will then proceed, as you told me, to inform your many 
‘Ollesgues, on the floor of the HOUSE, of the definitive evidence of C.I.A. ‘complicity in the JFK assassination as presented by Mr. Garrison to you, By 0 doing, you will again be serving the public interest in making this ‘vidence and information available to them in the interests of truth, honor 
nd justice. | 

Having researched this odious crime since it occurred, and 
aving compiled, easily the largest tape-recorded, all-inclusive library in ‘he world on this subject..more then 5,000 hours in toto, and having appeared 
IS guest expert on mobe then 250 radio and television shows, including my own iourly, weekly cable TV shows entitled "Assassination J.S.A.", I have, as I 
lentioned to you when we spoke, informed citizens of this entire country of 
‘our great stend and accomplishments on this matter. I am presently sending 
\ewsletters to mors than 2,500 subscribers all across this land, keeping them 
nformed as to the relevant developments and information relating to the JFK 
issassination, You would te emazed at how much interest there remains in the ublic mind because of their, as yet, dissatisfaction with especially the investigations" and generel conclusions reached by the House Assassinations ‘committee in early 1979. I am convinced that their hunger for the TRUTH will ever die, judging from my mail. , ! 

I would greatly appreciate your keeping me. informed as to ‘uture developments and actions on your part arter you have completed reeding im Garrison's historic manuscript. I, of course, will then inform my meny subscribers of your great stand on this matter and of those future daveloprents, 
e . 

Thenking you in advance, I remain, - 

Respectfully yours,



vp — 2.8E 

Court of Appeal 
WILLIAM V. REDMANN oe FOURTH CIRCUIT a DANIELLE A. SCHOTT 
CHIEF JUDGE 

JAMES C. GULOTTA 

STATE OF LOUISIANA . CLERK OF COURT 

210 CIVIL COURTS BUILDING PATRICK M. SCHOTT — 
JIM GARRISON 421 LOYOLA AVENUE 

DENIS A. BARRY , 

ROBERT J. KLEES NEW ORLEANS. LOUISIANA 70112 

_ WILLIAM H. BYRNES, Hil . August 8, 1986 
PHILIP C. CIACCIO : 
ROBERT Lb. LOBRANO 
CHARLES R. WARD 
DAVID R. M. WILLIAMS 
JOAN BERNARD ARMSTRONG 

JUDGES Mr. Ted Gandolfo 

1214 First Avenue 

New York, New York 10021 

Dear Ted: 
é 

| Recently I received a rather strident letter from Mr. 
Paul Hoch criticizing judgments made by me when I was District 
Attorney of New Orleans back in the 1960's. I was not aware that 
Mr. Hoch has had any experience in criminal prosecutions. It has 
been my policy not to reply to gratuitous critiques of my former 
office when made by individuals with neither the standing nor the 
professional experience to make such criticisms. 

However, inasmuch as it is not a personal letter - to 
say the least - and inasmuch as the nature of Mr. Hoch's assault 
points out a problem which should concern every assassination 
critic, I pass it on to you. Whether you think it is deserving 
of reproduction I leave up to you. Because this is 1986 and the 
forces which killed John Kennedy still remain firmly in control, 
I personally cannot get too excited about such remote problems 
as, for example, the pedantic question of how many angels could 
dance on the head of a pin a number of years ago. : 

Mr. Hoch has a finely tuned aggression and is wonder- 
fully ferocious. His aggression might be more useful, however, 
if it were directed not against another critic but against the 
common foe of us all: the War Machine and its defenders. 

The unfortunate thing about the position which Mr. Hoch 
has taken - attacking a critic who for 17 years has been attempt- 
ing to point out the culpability of the C.I.A. in the assassina- 
tion - is that some people who do not know any better might draw 
the conclusion that his sympathies are really with the Agency. 

Regards, 

: 
’ 

Enclosure: Letter from Mr. Paul Hoch y" ow "
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Ted Gandolfo 

I2T First Avenue 
New York,N.Y.I002T 
Sept .15, 1986 

3:30 p.m. 

COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO GARRISON, LANE, SPRAGUE'S (A & E SPRAGUEtS) 

Hi, Jim, Mark, Dick, Dick, 

. | % 

I jusb got a call from Mae Brussell, who remembered what 
I told her..of what Lane told me during the HSCA "investigation" re 
Robert Blakey's defending Mafia men Moe Dalitz and representing him in 
a large sum suit Dalitz brought against Penthouse magazine at the time. 

She told me to rush out and get copies of the Wall Street: 
Journal and explained a bit of the story. Well, here's the story, of course 
NOT mentioning Blakey at all in it, but it has f great significance, 

. _ So I bonght these editions for you all. Think of the implications, 
especially considering SOB Blakey's involvement, in it all. 

| Then, while representing someone of the Mafia, he concludes 
the HSCA farce by saying that "organized crime killed JFK. 

Can you believe what this bastard Plakey has done? 

I'm putting this into my next newsletter ADDING Blakey's role and 
subterfugeous bullshit re the HSCA findings. I think he does it with 
mirrors or something}! 

Thought you'd all like to see this article in it's entirety. 

Very best regards, and hope 
you've all been receiving my mail I recently sent you all. 

Pest, 
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Hello, Mr. Kwitny. My neme is Ted Gandolfo. I am the Chairman of the 

Assassination Information Committee based in New York, and tT have 

ressarched the assassination of President Kennedy for nearly 23 years now, 

At the outset, Tia like to commend you for your great article in yesterday's 

Wall Street Journal f relating to the organized crime figures and Penthouse 

Magazine. I would like to inform you of information which is a fantastic 

tie-in to your story. As you wrote, 2 months after the Penthouse magazins 

article appeared, organized crime figure Moe Dalitz and his cronies filed « 

lawsuit against Penthouse for the charges they had made against them. That 

is now known, thanks to you. But what remeins unknown is the fact that 

G. Robert Blakey, who became the chief counsel of the House Select 

Committee on Assassinations 2 yesers later, in 1977,has an interesting 

backround relating to the lawsuit against Penthouse. When Moe Dalitz and 

his associates filed that lawsuit against Penthouse, G. Robert. Rlakey 

came forward and submitted en affidavit in court, in support of Moe 

Dalitz. Then, we researchers witnessed ea sort of schivophrenic performance 

by Blakey by, firstly, lending his support to an organized crime figure, 

Moe Dalitz, then later, as chief counsel of the Select Committee on 

Assassinations, he stated his proveably erroneous conclusion that President 

Kennedy was assassinated by, of all groups DAGHNIZED CRIMELS 
#tabout Mr. Blakey's dual role) 

I think that THIS information ,should be made available to your 

readers in the interest of TRUTH, HONOR AND JUSTICE!!



‘BITS AND PIECES-OCTORER, 1986 | ZL 8S 

The emphasis in this material is on Gandolfo's critical writings with reference to the work of the HSCA, especially Chief Counsel] Blakey. The early issues have aiso featured material from researcher Richard Sprague, some of which also appeared in THE KENNEDY LOYALIST jin recent issues. Spraque's copy of the netorious “secrecy agreement" imposed by Blakey is | reprinted here. As Gandolfo's profile in this issue Shows, he maintains a huge collection of audio and video materials on the assassination, duplications of which are offered for wale in the Newsletter. ~— _” New publications, out and expected: ) Alias Oswald by W.R. Morris and Robert ~Serteeetas Deen pul treed a COpyuies just arrived and will likely be reviewed in the next issue. Henry Hurt's long-awaited Reasonable Doubt, to be pub lished by Holt, Rinehart and Winston, is due Soe Ur Esetion any day; hopefully this. Lille reviewed in the next issue Further down the road in terms of publication is a new book by Jim Garrison, A Farewell to Justice, in which he promises to reveal some of the evidence he developed that has never come out and that he says he gave to HSCA investigator Clifford Fenton, only to have this information suppressed by the Committee. Through Gandolfo, Garrison is soliciting direct inquiries to express interest in the book; apparently he will self-publish it if there is Sufficient expression of such interest. Write: Judge Jim Garrison, 4th Circuit Court of Appeals, 421 Loyola Ave., Suite 210,_ New Orleans, Louisiana 70112. ——- 

) ifi + 50 years ds of the H.S.C.A. are classified for the nex ; 
<; Revorts of of Congress are exempt from the Freedom of information 

Act. What could these two documents possibly contain to withol 
them from public for half a lifetime? 

of | : by which As a result of my desire to learn the proper means 
to introduce a bill into Congress ible ant Ee Voupiaie eben ay 

S: siblesand to c¢ompla _—— 
Feed PLB hme nevis per ed as well as other issues, 

ALS ie etner trom Century "2 “ Carcano actually reacnea aljas loget Ce 
heros Ine St- Alban , Er te phrouen Aidents—of Chieare-eite— 

~ 2 le Finally we snist at: vbush to declassify tne - » « I * - oan et yt De Te peel crucial documents buried in Washington “yy tne Hoves Te Lec 
Committee on Assassinations. 

- ee, 

i i art j ie Ki id under his breath to Finally, it was Gerald Ford (whose real name is Leslie King), who Sai vider r Oo 
David Belin while testifying before the House Select Committee on Assassinations, "I naver t compromised anything, have 12" .. . Gerald Ford's whole political career has been one 0 , 
Sinister compromise. After all-did you think that Richard Nixon would replace himself wit 
an honest man? 
ee aan — 

er
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Lze G. Robert Blakey ‘ } Ted Gandolfo,Chairman: ——” 5 

Former Chief Counsel Assassination Information 
House Select Committee On Assassinations Committee .. 
I3,I East Wayne North T2Ih First Avenue: 
South Bend, Indiana New York, N.Y. I002f 46615 Phone# (212 )288-1596 

October 26, I986 

AN OPEN LETTER TO G. ROBERT BLAKEY 

Dear Mr, Blakey, , 

. | At the ontset, let me inform you thay many copies of this letter are being sent all across this country to fellow long-time researchers, radie and TV stations I have appeared on as guest expert on the JFK 
assassination, newspapers, magazines, newsletters, and also to meny people across this country who still write me inquiring as to the mammoth coverup of crucially important evidence perpetrated by the HSCOA and especially by yourself, . 

| When I recently spoke to you by phone on August 21, (1985), I asked you several questions, among them the following, and your snswers: ~ . I) Jim Garrison, former New Orleans District Attorney, now Judge, told me on February 10, 1978, that a team of 5S investigaters heeded by Clifford Fenten were sent to Garrison's office in New Orleans and alse te Clinton, Louisiana on several occassions and that, among other things, they Secured tape-recorded conversations in which the assassination of President Kennedy was being discussed by, among others, people whese voices were identified as being contract employees of the Central Intelligence Agency and that those tapes had been turned over to the HSCOA (yourself included). Your answer to me was that that information was not true, implying that Mr. Garrison was lying, No, Mr. Blakey, it is YOU who is lying about this crucial information, YOU suppressed it]] oo | 2) I asked you why you allowed the infamous "Non-Disclosure Agreemer to be forced to be signed by everyone who served in any capacity on the : Committee, and I told yéu that, since it was undoubtedly a CIA/FRI document, that that resulted in the ABSOLUTE TAKEOVER of that Committees by the very agencies which the Church Committee, in 1976, concluded, at the very highest levels of each agency, LIED to the Warren Commission, Misled the Warren Commissj{on, end failed to provide much crucially important information to the ‘Warren Commission, Your answer was that the CIA and FBI DID NOT issue that secrecy ‘oath but that the members of congress who comprised the HSCOA tssued it, That was another lie by yourself te me. I have obtained accomplete copy of £} that document and it is, beyond question, a CIA/FRI document, . 3) I asked you why the most brilliant and expert forensic pathologist in this country, Dr. Cyril H. Wecht's testimony, given in open public hearings before you and the Committee, was not believed and relied upen., Your answer to this was simply the following, and I quote you, "Because Wecht was WRONG". I wonder on what basis you were able to make that judgment and evaluation, since, in any TRUTHFUL investigation, the VERY BEST expert/s should be relisd upon. Wouldn't a mobe truthful enswer by yourself have been that Dr. Wecht's testimony, if believed and relied upon, totally DESTROYED | the Warren Report's, and ultimately the HSCOA's conclusions that all the shots which were fired that day which struck the president and Governor Connally were fired by Lee Harvey Oswald and him alone? By the way, can you, since the HSCOA'ts final report does not, tell me about, to your knowledge, JUST ONE piece of ‘hard evidence wich PROVES that Oswald fired a SINGLE shot that day? Upon reflection, even YOU cannot, simply for the fact that NONE EXISTS AT ALLEL 
If you can think of one, please feel absolutely free AT ANY TIME OF DAY 
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NIGHT,TO CALL ME COLLECT and tell me what it is? 

I will now ask you the following questions, which ere imperative: a) Since it is a fact that the Committee and yourself summoned and called to appear before the Conmittes ten researchers/critics of the Warren Report, why did you exclude the two most prodigious compilers ef the public, and not so public, data on the two murders under Investigation? I refer to Mae Brussell, who has accumulated the largest PRINTED files on these cases, and I refer to MYSELF as well. As you know, because I spoke to you at the time, beggin ou to please allow me to come there with my materials, I have compiled what fs acknowledged to be undoubtedly the largest, most all- inclusive, chronologically listed, tape-recorded library in the world relating to the JFK assassination, beginning but Ik minutes after the very first bulletin was announsed that shots had been fired at President Kennedy in . Dallas, and con$inuing to the present time. If you'll recall, one of the investigators you fired, Donovan Gay,and myself, told you I was willing to provide you and the Committee with very important tape copies. When I spoke with you at that time, in 1978, you refused to tell me WHY you did not want.” to secure my tapes (approximately 4,000 hours at that time)? or why I was NOT included among the other researchers te appear before your Committee? Perhaps you may be able to subterfugeoualy think of a lame answer NOW?(But I doubt it)... b) Since it is a fact that about one hour after JFK was ‘pronounced dead, Doctors Malcolm Perry and James McLelland held a press conference at Parkland Hospitel. Dr, Perry stated that the wound in the front of JFK's neck was "An ENTRANCE WOUND." Dr. McClelland stated thatthe cause ef death was the result of "A BULLET WOUND OF THE RIGHT TEMPLE". Why didn't you call these twe doctors te testify before your Committee? 
c) Since it is a fact that TWO-THIRDS of the witnesses in Dealy Plaza stated that at least one shot had been fired from behind a wooden fence atop a grassy knoll situated to the right-frent of the presidential limosine, and that that shet hit JFK in the right temple, why weren't they called te testify either? (These witmesses include Jeanne Hill, Charles Brehm, William | Newman and his wife Gladys, Dallas police officer Billy Hargis, Dallas Police Chief Jesse Curry, etc,etc.) By the way, you FINK, I have all# these. witnesses statements on tape-recordings..can THAT be the reasen you didn't want the evidence contained en my tapes, you deceitful bastard? a : d) Since it is a self-admitted fact that pathologist Commander James J. Humes "destroyed by burning in my fireplace certain preliminary draft notes relating te the autopsy of President Kennedy", why is it that when he was questioned about this most edieus fact before the Committee, you blindly accepted his feeble(and obvieusly wtrue) explanation that he did this because "t “there were smudges ef blood on this paper" (notes of autopsy of JFK), Why wasn't he questioned further abeut this in a more probing fashien? | - @) Why was it necessary to, at the last moment of your “investe igation concede to the fact that at loast one shet had been fired from the grassy knell area (based on the acoustical evidence), when the PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE ALONE, supplied to you/ the Committee by, among others, Richard E. Sprague and Robert Groden PROVES BEYOND QUESTION that A¥ at least one shot eminated from that exact area? And on whab possible tasis did yeur final repert state and conclude that the shot fired from the knoll missed the president when the photographic evidence ALONE proves the contrary? (not to mentien Newten's 2nd and 3rd laws ef motion which have remained inviolate for centuries. ) f) Why wasn't the information contained in the fellowing books relied upen and further investigated in all aspects: 
I)"Rush To Judgment" by Mark Lane. 
2) "Accessories After The Fact" by Sylvia Meagher. 
3) "Whitewash"(series ef books) by Hareld Weisberg, 
+) "Six Seconds In Dallas" by Josiah Thompson, 

) "A Heritage of Stone” by Jim Garrisen, W
i
e
r
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g) As did the Warren Commission, you and your Committee completely accepted the veracity of the SINGIE PULLET THEORY. Why didn't you 

and the Committes attempt to duplicate identical conditions using simulated -bones and flesh comparable to those which were penetrated by (allegedly) 

er
 

Warren Commission exhibit # 399,(the soecalled MAGIC BULLET), to determine if ANY bullet would remain in the almost pristine condition as #3997 
h) Why, alsp, didn't you/the Committee set up conditions comparable to those which,allegedly, faced Oswald (or anyone else on this earth), to see if ANYONE AT ALL could do what he allegedly did, I.E. fire 3 shots in 5.6 seconds with 2 hits at a target moving away, and using the rifle (a 6.5 Mannlicter-Carcano) Oswald allegedly used? The obvious answer(since I KNOW that you will/cannet TRUTHFULLY EVER ANSWER ME ANYTIME) {is that it is merely and positively IMPOSSIRLE TO ACCOMPLISH}! THAT'S WHY YOU DIDN'T J! Why weren't the follow persons (who we feel had a vast amount of information to give relating to the JFK assassination) called to testify before your Committee: E. Howard Hunt, Richard Helms, James Angleton, Gerald Ford, Frank Sturgis, Jim Hicks, end, of course the burning question, | (as if I didn't know the answer), why wasn't Jim Farrison called either, among several ethers? ) 
J) Why didyv/¥ you deny Mark Lane the right to represent Jerry Ray befere your Committee, calling it a "conflict of interest if he did se, when, in fact, the REAL conflict of interest is your appointment to be the chief ceunsel, since it is a fact that you, yourself, are represented¥ by your attorney, Lotis Nizer, who has been, and remains, one of the staunchest defenders of the Warren Report's conclusions, as he himself stated/wrete in en early @ edition preface te the Report, 
k) Isn't it odd that although the CIA controlled news media combined to completely,and untruthfully, discredit your predecessor as chief counsel, * Richard A. Sprague, which ultimately led to his being forced to resign, isn'tt it edd that NOT ONE faction of that same media ever found or published anything at all derogatory about you during the entire t&me you were the chief counsel? They were very happy te have you there serving in that most important capacity, weren't they? | 
In conclusion, let me state my opinion, shared by many, that you are unquestionably A COVERUP ARTIST WITHOUT EQUAL, In view of what is written here and also the fact that, as you told me on the phone, the testimony taken in Executive Sessions is being suppressed from the citizens ef this country fer 59 years,at least, it is odiously clear that the coverup of the factual evidence by you and the Committee far surpasses the original one perpetrated by the Warren Commission. It took us researchers/critics many years to convince over 90% of the people of the complete fraudalence and inaccuracies of the Warren Report's conclusions, It may very well take a considerable amount of time to completely reveal YOUR COMPLETE COVERUP as well, but othr researchers will follow. They alse Will be dissatisfied with what you and the HSCOA have perpetreted, and I feel confident that this will come to Pass eventually beceuse, as Martin Luther King used to oftentimes say,'The TRUTH, though crushed to earth, will rise again." So, despite your efforts to the contrary, the TRUTH WILL OUT, 

Contemptuously yours, 

72d 
" Ted Gandolfo, .A ca - 

 — ——_ft— 
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‘into a thinly disguised version of the 
warfare state, then the republic is lost 
and we shall never see it again in our 
time. | 

In any event, we need no longer pre- 
tend that there is any mystery left about 
the assassination of John Kennedy. The 
cold war is the biggest business in 
America, worth hundreds of billions of 

_ dollars a year as well as tremendous 
power to men in Washington. The pres- 
ident was murderéd because he was 
genuinely seeking peace in a corrupt 
world. As tired as we are of the horror 
of the subject, all of us must address 
ourselves -honestly 'to the Meaning and 
implications of the assassination of 
John Kennedy or all of us will pay the 

#5 

GUEST COMMENTARY 

: The Killing of 
2 John Kennedy: 

23 Years After 
By Jim Garrison’ 

— 

President and Mrs. John F. Kennedy greet well-wishers at the Dallas airport, Novem 

price of living in tyranny. 
_ The killing of a president by a high 
level of government is a coup d'etat. 
The coup d’etat is nearly unheard of in 
America, although European history is 
replete with the elimination of national 
leaders by immediate subordinates. 
This is why Europeans quickly sensed 
what was happening, while Americans 
showed virtually no comprehension 
whatsoever. Even the untimely reversal 
of President Kennedy's policy with 
regard to Vietnam, while he still lay in 
State at the Capitol, failed to generate 
the slightest spark of curiosity in the 
United States. . 

A successful coup d’etat affects not 
merely the history of a nation but may 

f we are to understand and bring 
under control the forces which are 
shaping today’s America and are 

endeavoring to shape our future, we 
cannot rest with the official version of 
the killing of John Kennedy. 

lf we cannot have the truth once and 
for all about the government’s murder 

A of John Kennedy, if the warfare inter- 
ests in our government are so powerful 
that they cannot be questioned about 
such things, then let us have an end to 
the pretense that this is a government of 
the people. | 

If the American people choose to do 
‘nothing about what was done to John 
Kennedy and about the subtle conver- 
sion of their country from a democracy 

i 

#e 

ber 22, 1963. 

change its power structure. With the 
killing of John Kennedy, the very posi- 
tion of the presidency was drastically 
reduced in status. Henceforth the presi- 
dent would be a broker for the war 

machine. He would be an advocate and 
spokesman for the Pentagon. All presi- 
dents who followed Kennedy would 
have to know their impotence, no mat- 
ter what their public role. ) 

Until the work of the Kennedy assas- 
sins is undone, presidents will come and 
go but the warfare machine and its 

extensive intelligence tentacles. domes- 
tic as well as foreign, will remain in 
control. The assassination reduced the 

president of the United States to a tran- 
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FREEDOM _ 
The Killing of 
John Kennedy 
(continued from page 29) 

sient official, a servant of the warfare - 
conglomerate. His assignment is to 
speak as often as possible about the - 
nation’s desire for peace, while he 
serves as a business agent in Congress 
for the military and their hardware 
‘manufacturers. 

The assassination resulted in insulat- 
ing the people from making decisions 
over foreign policy and war. Prior to 
the assassination, in accordance with 
the Constitution, the president made 
the decisions with regard to foreign pol- 
icy, the Senate approved or disap- 
proved treaties and Congress decided 
whether or not we went to war. 

There were good reasons for this sys- 
tem. In each instance the decision was 

* made by men elected by the people. 
The rifle shots in Dealey Plaza 

removed these vital powers from the 
elected officials and made them readily 
available to the warfare apparatus. As a 
result, after Kennedy, although most 
Americans were opposed to our war in 
Asia, it went on and on. Foreign policy 
was being made by the Pentagon and 
the CIA. 

When a counterrevolution is occur- 
ring and a low-level intelligence 
employee is being prepared for sacrifice 
sO as to draw attention away from the 
power clite who are sponsoring a forth- 
coming assassination, it is perhaps old- 
fashioned to speak of the injustice being 
dealt to the scapegoat. Nevertheless, the 
observation must be made that the 
inhumanity demonstrated by the CIA 
and the masked eminences for whom it 
performed was scarcely distinguishable 
from the inhumanity of the totalitarian 
governments which we had defeated in 
World War I]. Actually we had taken 
the place of the totalitarian powers 
whom we had defeated. After our two 

decades as a superstate during the years 
-of the cold war, we had become a dif- 
ferent country. 

To be sure, all of the revered symbols 
of Americana had been retained. The 
“Star Spangled Banner” was still played 
ceremoniously at all major sporting 

_ events. The president annually opened 
the baseball season by throwing the 
first pitch. And in every school in every 
town across the land, children began 
their day by reciting together the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

But a change had occurred in Amer- 
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The author writes, “his 23 years now since John Kennedy's death, and the model 
officially presented by the government has sagged and Finally collapsed under the 
weight of its cumbersome lies.” 

co ghe 

ica. It had happened as silently as the 
moon sliding behind the clouds. With: 
the advent of our special brand of 
benevolent imperialism, we also had 
acquired the secret police, an integral 

_ part of the warfare state — secret police 
not merely around the globe but within 
our own country as well. It was all in 
the name of national security, to be 
sure, but it is in the name of national 
security that the warfare state commits 
its worst crimes against humanity. 

| What was important above all was that 

the new power structure of our country 
was no longer the one originally con- 

ice continued to be paid to the impor- 
tance of the individual and his rights, to 
the greatness of our democracy and to 
our “leadership of the free world.” 

However, the center of gravity of 
power in America long since had fallen 
into the control of the warfare interests 
and all of the signs of the free society 
which were still exhibited on every 
hand were garlands, tinseled ornaments 

to keep the populace content. The real 
test of whether the country still 
belonged to the people was what hap- 

an end to the Vietnam War or for 
removal of our troops from Asia. They 
were shot to death by ostensibly lone 
assassins, men who in every case had 

ny 

templated in the Constitution. Lip serv- "| 

pened to national leaders who called for. 

remarkable records of international 
travel. Thus the voices of the opponents 
of empire were stilled. 

John Kennedy was going to be exe- 
cuted because he was the one who 
stood in the way of the continued 
power of the superstate and the con- 
tinued growth of empire. Lee Oswald 
‘would be executed promptly afterward 
because someone would have to be 
seized and killed to turn the eyes of the 
people away, to halt at the very outset 
the beginning of thought. 

The singular value of an intelligence 
- employee-as the scapegoat-was-the fact —- 

that such an agent would go where he 
was told, do what he was told and be 

easily set up so as to appear to be a vio- 
lent leftist assassin or whatever his 
superiors desired. 

Afterward, high government officials, 
knowingly, and the electronic media, 
unknowingly, would do the rest. A 
whole new chapter of history, which it 
was hoped would last through all time, 
would have been created by the purest 

legerdemain, a gossamer fabric spun 
out of the trust. of the people and the 
duplicity of their leaders. 

It is 23 years now since John 
Kennedy's death, and the model offi- 
cially presented by the government has 
sageed and finally collapsed under the 
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“A successful. coup d'etat affects not merely the history of a nation but may change its power structure. With the killing of John Kennedy, the very position of the presidency was drastically reduced in status.” a 

_Weight of its cumbersome lies. Nor is 
there any sign of hope that the succeed- 
ing administrations have any more 
interest in seeing that the truth is made 
available. The fact that the same men 
continue to control the Pentagon, the_.».. 
CIA and the FBI, which helped to con- > 
ceal the CIA’s handiwork after the 
assassination, indicates that the war- 
oriented interests are still in firm con- 

Jim Garrison is a judge with 

the State of Louisiana Court of 
Appeal. 

From 1962 to 1974, Judge 
Garrison served as New 

i Orleans district attorney. From 

, 1966 through the late 1960s, he 
: | conducted an extensive invest i- 

: Pe : | gation of the conspiracy to 
. ; assassinate John F. Kennedy. 
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trol and that nothing can be ex pected _ N : , He is the author of A Heri- from the government except more 
- tage of Stone and The Star- untruths and more war. ‘ 
Spangled Contract. This course will be reversed only 

Judge Garrison has recently when the American public unites in ’ 
completed his third book, _ understanding the truth about the gee which is scheduled for publica- " assassination of John Kennedy and in E \& Ns | tion next spring. undertaking dignified action that will = a 

. ; 
: * P > al 

at 

restore the republic.a Sa. ns aa ” RIS: . 
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3LAKEY SUPPRESSED EVIDENCE OF DIRECT C.I.A. INVOLVEMENT IN J.F.K. ASSASSINATION. 

By Ted Gandolfo 

-ARTICLE- 

[ mow have absolute PROOF that G. Robert Hlakey, former chief counsel of the House Select 
Youmittee on Assassinations completely, deliberately covered yp Jim Garrison's overwhelming 

»vidence of DIRECT C.I.A. involvement in the J.F.K. assassinationThis evidence was supplied 
ry Garrison to HSCA investigator Clifford Fenton, who headed a 5-man investigative team for 

‘he Committee, and this evidence was given, personally, to Blakey, who completely suppressed 

\LL of it from the citizens of this country, indeed, peoples of the whole world ! 

| a , This fact 

fas uncovered by myself quite recently, and has never been revealed anywhere » before now. 

, | a= 10 WIR -- , 
n Fecruary 17, 1987...this year... I had a phone conversation with Blakey. Before 

revealing the most important things he said then, confirming this story, in order to put this 

in totally clear perspective, I'll relate the following first: 

“On Feb. 11, 1978, the 
mer New Orleans District: 
ttorney, now Judge, Jim Gar- 
son, who had conducted his own 
westigation of the JFK murder in 
967, called me on the phone. We 
tiked for half an hour. 

Here are some quotes, from 
stening to the tape of that con 
2rsation, from Mr. Garrison 
since | last talked to you, Ted, I've 
ked to the investigators that are 
ased here in New Orleans that 
ave just Come back here from 

_fashington, and they are very 
ithusiastic and they have been 
imulated by the attitude up 
ere in Washington in the in 
eased interest in the New 

rieans scenario, 

. They (the Corr 
ittea} have TAPE RECORDED 
EETINGS IN WHICH THEY ARE 

-ECIFICALLY DISCUSSING 
1E ASSASSINATION: WITH 
~AY SHAW AND DAVID FERRIE 
RESENT...DETAILS*! asked 
arrison, “You're talking about 
nat. Perry Raymond Russo 
id? 
Garrison answers, “No, no, 
NCE THEN. They have gone 
2yond that, into NEW AREAS we 
idn't reached yet We had the. 
jht people but we didn't have 
-L THEIR MEETINGS...PEOPLE 

PRESENT AT THE MEETINGS. 4 
wish | could tell you*%of the 
-progress they have made. ITS 
PAST CONSPIRACY, ITS PAST 
PRIMA FACIE, ITS SOLID Ev 
_DENCE ON TAPE. | mean there’s 
NO QUESTION ABOUT IT, but it 
doesn’t seem to be reaching. - 
Blakey seems to have cotton in 
his ears ON PURPOSE.” 

| then told Garrison that | had 
- called Congressman Louis Stokes, 
Chairman of the Committee, and 
also Congresswoman Yvonne 
Burke, a member of the Com 
mittee, informing them of the 
nefanous Coverup practices being 

employed by Mr. Blakey, and that 
they both strongly denied that he 
was doing this. | also told Garrison 
that | had aiso called Congress 
man Christopher Dodd, also a 
member of the Committee, and 
that Mr. Dodd had told me that he 
hadn't seen ANY evidence of a 
conspiracy in the JFK case 
Garrison replied, “Ted, the next 
time you talk to a Congressperson 
on the Committee who says 
they've seen no evidence of a 
conspiracy, why don’t you tell 
them to do something like this 
Why don’t you say, without 
warning to Blakey, why don’t you 
just call the Chief investigator on 
the JFK case and ask him if there 
has been any evidence of a 
conspiracy. By the time Clifford 

Fenton finishes speaking, it wilt 
be about 6 hours later. That willbe 
the end of Blakey.” There were” 
other things discussed that day 
-between Garrison and myself, but 
the above will provide a small 
indication of some of the cor 

clusive evidence of a massive 
conspiracy, Involving persons 
affilliated with the CIA 

This evidence was totally sup 
pressed and NONE of it was ever 
published in the twelve volumes 
oRithe HSCOA Final Report re 
lating to the JFK assassination.
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Now, with this in mind, we move to, as I mentioned, my conversation with 

Blakey, February 17, this year, 1987. I employea the services of a person who, 

while listening to this conversation on the extension phone, wrote a 

verbatim account in shorthand. I begen this conversation by asking Rlekey 

about one of the assassins we have knicknamed "Frenchy". He refused to comment 

to my question about him. Now for the crucially important dislogue concerning 

. House Committees investigator, Cliff Fenton, who Dick Spregue, my friend, who 

is the photographic genius of the east, who told me that Blekey would NEVER 

discuss with ANYONE in the past. The reitevent dialogue follows: QVoTE® 

TG- I also contacted Jim Garrison and he said thet a team of investigators 

aNTOLFO as by Clirr Fenton received, from Garrison, evidence definitely 

| yprovine e CIA conspiracy to kill Kennedy. 

JAKE That's false, 

TG= excuse me? | 

RB- That's false} 

TG- That is false? 

RB- Yes. | 

TG- Well that's what Garrison said, | 

RB- Well, that he said it, I don't doubt. That It's TRUE, I DENY! 
TG- You deny that that's true? In other words, Fenton's team did NOT come back 

to the Committee with evidence from Garrison? | 

RB- No, we talked to Garrison... 

TG= Oh, you did? 

RE- Sure, but there's no evidence that the CIA was involved. 

TG- Garrison did NOT present you with that evidence? | 

RB- Look, er, I appreciate your calling me, but I am not available for 

interrogation. 

TGe- Ho, I'm justece
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I've given you all the information I'm going to. Garrison's allegation 

that the CIA was involved in the assassination, and that he proved it or 

offered evidence proving it to the Assassinations Committee is false. on 

both grounds. - , , 

On both? 
Yes. 

Well, 7B I'm just saying what I was told by Mr. Garrison, 

Well, I don't care WHAT Mr. Garrison said. 

Yeah, well... — 

I'm just telling you what happened. We telked to Gerrison. He did NOT 

prove the CIA was involved, PERIOD} | 

Oh, you DID telk to him? | 

Yes, I told you that 2 minutes ago. 

You mean Fenton's team, right? 

YES- he talked to a number of people, including Garrison. 

Yes, er,well, an@ Fenton's teem, er, did they report any information 

from Garrison? | 

YES. | 
Was that published? 

In part... I don't know that EVERYTHING he said was published, but just 

about ever$thing he said. The substance of what he said was published,yes, 

Of what Garrison said? , | 

YES! 

Can you recall anything? 

I am not available for interrogation. 

No, I'm merely... , 

Hey, hey, hey! 

Yes? 

The. comversation is over with unless you want to ask me another 

question on another subject matter.
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PG- Er, alright, er, well the,er, I don't mow what to say because, you know, I..I. 

2B- Well then don't say anything else but goodbye 

(BLAKEY HANGS UP ON ME AT THIS POINT) | 

BLAKEY, BEYOND QUESTION, OUTRIGHT LIED WHEN HE TOLD ME THAT " Just about everything he” , 

(Garrison).." said.eeThe substance of what he seid was published, yes." As my close friend, 

and colleague, Richard E. Sprague. told me the following day, ABSOLUTELY NOTHING about Clifford 

Fenton, nor his 5 man investigative team which obtained Garrison's information, nor the fact 

that there ever even EXISTED a Cliff Fenton investigative team sent to obtain Garrison's 

evidence of C IA complicity. nor ANYTHING AT ALL, EITHER ABOUT FENTON, HIS TEAM, OR WHAT 
GARRISON TOLD HIM/THEMABSOLUTELY NOTHING AT ALL ABOUT THIS MATTER IS TO BS FOUND IN EITHER 

THE 12 JFK VOLUMES OF "EVIDENCE" OR THE COMMITTEE'S FINAL REPORT !! As Sprague told me 
the following day after the cover-up bastard's conversation with me, "Ted, this is the very 

FIRST TIME EVER that Blakey has talked to ANYONE AT ALL about the Fenton team/and the Fenton 

Report. He has ALWAYS refused to discuss the matter with anyone before he talked to you" (me) 

Nabout it yesterday." I told Sprague, and Mark Lane and Garrison and Harold Weisberg and 

Mae Brussell soon thereafter that when an intelligence operative, as Blakey obviously is, 

continues to repeatedly tell lie after lie after lie, intermingled with the necessity to 

ocasionally tell the truth, to help conceal all the lies, you/one gets mixed up and slips 

out with the truth, because the mind of a "person" like that, completely enmeshed in the 

duality of roles he continually mist play inexorably becomes befuddled with reality and 

illusion..truth and lies. That is the consequence of the intelligence operative, as was 

frankly admitted by C.I.A. top agent, David Atlee Phillips during a debate he had with 

Mark Lane in 1977 at U.C.L.A. It is my, now proveably undisputable, contention, based on 

what I have here above related, combined with OTHER CONCLUSIVE EVIDENCE, IN DOCUMENTS I've 
recently obtained, that Robert Blakey was assigned by the CIA to be the chief counsel of 

that Committee in order to put distance between the CIA and the JFK assassination. I now 

have, in addition to the above-mentioned, ABSOLUTE PROOF that he was taking orders from 
the CIA as to how best proceed in order to accomplish his coverup assignment for the CIA {ft 

--And, so, Jim Garrison's assertions through these all-too-many years re the 

CIA being the murderers of our beloved President John F. Kennedy have proven to be, beyond 

question, ABSOLUTELY TRUE, as several of us long-time researchers haveknown since the news 

"broke" on February 18, 1967, in the New Orleans States Item newspaper that Garrison had 

been secretly conducting, with his small staff, a very silent investigation of the circun- 

stances. surrounding the JFK assassination. Immediately after the news "broke" the CIA laden 

news media began their orchestrated symphony of untruth against him. Why indeed not?? The. 

Agency had it's dirty skirts to hide and conceal, and anyone, like Garrison, who had the 

courage, honesty and humanity to attempt to reveal to us all that persons employed by the 

CIA had killed the President had to be discredited in the eyes of the very citizens he was 

- attempting to inform as to the TRUTH in the matter.Thus far, by and large, they have indeed 

succeeded in not only discrediting Garrison and, in fact mumerously obstructing justice in 

the process, but also in the discreditation of ALL of us researchers whose higher calling
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towards truth pre-empted the disgraceful - appeals for us all to lemming-like adhere to the 

‘national security" while our national HONOR was at stake, not only here but internationally 

as well !! ALL of us researchers/critics of the official version relating to this case have, 

dn the face of incredible forces employed in every possible way against us, slowly, but surely 

were successful in enlightening peoples of the world of the absolute, odious. freudulence perpetra 

by the Warren Commission. And now, inexorably, we are similarly divulging to those many, many 
whose quest for the entire truth in this matter remains at least partially unquenched of the 

much greater frand which was more recently perpetrated and perpetuated by Robert Blakey in 

particular, and the ENTIRE House Select Committee on Assassinations in general. As this 

country turtles inevitably’ closer and closer’ to fascia and totalitarianism, the question. 

‘rensins implicit—Is there yet TIME tobegin a reversal towards the ideals which originally 

made this country the greatest on earth, or are we doomed to live in a society, imposed upen 

us by those who feel and would have us feel more confortable living in a atrictured fascist 

state?? 
"Those who do net learn from history are condemned to relive Lt", (Santdana.) 

"let justice be done though the heavens fall." odin Garrison. 

_ _ =D oF ARTICLE) — Di Donee. 



G. ROBERT BLAKEY - Ted Gandolfo, Chairman :Assasgination 
1341 East Wayne North Information Committee 30 / 
South Bend, : 1214 First Avenue | 
Indiana New York, N.Y. 10021 
46615. Phone # (212) 288-1596 

: : | ‘February 19, 1987 

; | ‘Enclosed find my latest newsletter, which is seng out to thousands of my subscribers 
bi-monthly, except in this instance. I W suggest you read it first before reading the rest of 
this letter. Oo , 

a _ Now that you have read my expose about the, proveably now, coverup, perpetrated by you personally, of the Clifford Fenton Report, obtained from Jim Garrison, PROVING the 
direct involvement of the Central Intelligence Agency in the assassination of President John F. Kennedy, and since it is an equally undeniable fact that you bold-facedly LIED to me on 
February 17, 1987, during our phone conversation, when you said that most of what Garrison told Fenton re his (farrison's)conclusive evidence of CIA involvement in this murder was publishe 
published in the 12 Committee JFK volumes, and in the Final Report, when, in point of fact, NOTHING AT ALL does, as mentioned in the (my) enclosed newsletter, the burning question remains, WHERE IS THE FENTON REPORT NOW?" Does it still exist, albeit classified for the 
20 years you previously told me that mich of the House Assassinations Committee has been, or 
WAS IT, IN FACT, BESIDES BEING COMPLETELY SUPPRESSED PRIMARILY BY Y. » SIMPLY DESTROYED BY, take your pick, YOU, OR YOUR EMPLOYERS TSE C.I.A. OR WHAT??? Where is, and what has 
happened to that most crucially important Report?? This is not only MY question to you but 
the question that EVERYONE I AM ABLE TO REACH THROUGH MY NEWSLETTERS, AND CONTINUING RADIO 
SHOWS I CONTINUE TO APPEAR ON AS GUEST EXPERT HAVE BEGUN, AND WILL INCREASINGLY CONTINUE TO 
ASK YOU, IN THE VERY NEAR FUTURE AND CONTINUING. WHERE IS THAT FUCKING REPORT SUPPLIED TO 
YOU DIRECTLY BY FENTON & HIS 5-MAN INVESTIGATIVE HSCA TEAM?? 

AND WHY IN HELL WASN'T GARRISON CALLED AND ALLOWED TO TESTIFY IN THE ESCA'S 
“OPEN PUBLIC HEARINGS" AT THE CONCLUSION OF IT'S "INVESTIGATION"?? WE BOTH KNOW THE ANSWER TO THAT ONE, DON'T WE? BECAUSE, OBVIOUSLY, HE WOULD HAVE COMPLETELY BURST YOUR COVERUP 

YOU ALSO, SHOULD EXPECT TO BE HEARING FROM QUITE A FEW INQUIRIES FROM MANY ACROSS THE COUNTRY CALLING FOR YOU TO EXPLAIN AND FULLY ACCOUNT AND ANSWER THAT BURNING QUESTION. .TO WI?, I REPEAT: " WHERE IS THE CLIFFORD FENTON REPORT?" IPF YOU RECALL, BACK IN 1977, I SPOKE TO 
YOU, AFTER HAVING LEARNED OF THE NEFARIOUS COVERUP PRACTICES WHICH WERE BEING EMPLOYED BY YOU DURING THE "INVESTIGATION". REMEMBER THAT DURING ONE OF OUR CONVERSATIONS, WHEN YOU _ REFUSED TO COMMENT ON ANY AND ALL QUESTIONS I PUT TO YOU THEN THAT I PROMISED YOU THAT I "WOULD EXPOSE YOUR ASS ON EVERY RADIO & TV SHOW I WOULD APPEAR ON?" WELL, YOU DESPICABLE COVERUP BASTARD, I HAVE AND AM CONTINUING TO KEEP MY PROMISE. YOU SEE, BOB, UNLIKS YOURSELF 
1 HAPPEN TO HE A MANeD S THE TRUTH ABOUT THIS MOST HEINOUS "CRIME OF THE CENTUR,., 
I HAVE DONE SO FOR MORE THAN 23 YEARS NOW AND AM NOT ABOUT TO CEASE DOING SO, NOW THAT, FINALLY 
I*VE CAUGHT YOU WITH YOUR HANDS IN THE COOKIE JAR, SO TO SPEAK. IN OTHER WORDS, NOW THAT I'VE 
GOT YOU BY THE BALLS.. GET THE POINT?? THE UPCOMING CRESCENDO WHICH WILL SOON TRANSPTRE IN 
TERMS OF DEMANDS FOR COMPLETE ACCOUNTABILITY BY YOU TO NOW, FINALLY, COME FORWARD WITH THE 
TRUTH CONCERNING ALL OF THE IMPLICATIONS EMBODIED IN YOUR SUPPRESSION OF THE FENTON REPORT/ 
GARRISON'S DIVULGING TO HIM AND HIS INVESTIGATIVE TEAM OF 5 CONCLUSIVE EVIDENCE OF DIRECT CIA 
INVOLVEMENT IN THE JFK ASSASSINATION WILL SOON BE DECENDING ON YOU LO DIVULGE ALLS! 

ALTHOUGH I KNOW YOU CANNOT TRUTHFULLY ANSWER THE ABOVE (AND IN THE NEWSLETTER) 
CHARGES I HEREIN MAKE AGAINST YOU, WHY NOP SURPRISE. AND, INDEED, SHOCK ME WITH YOUR, NO DOUBT 
BRILLIANT, REPLY, IF SO, I WILL PUBLISH IT IN FULL IN MY VERY NEXT NEWSLETTER AND DIVULGE IT 
ON ALL SUBSEQUENT SHOWS I WILL HE SOON APPEARING ON A . 

> 



Larry Strawderman > } Ted Gandolfo, Chairman Assassination SUL 
Information and Privacy Coordinator | information Committee 
Central Intelligence Agency 1214 First Avenue-(APT. 3G) 
Washington, D.C. , New York, N.Y. 10024 
20505 - Phone # (212) 288-1596 

February 19, 1987 

Dear Mr. Strawderman, 

Enclosed, please find my most recent newsletter entitled, "Assassination 
U.S.A ", which is sent out bi-monthly to more than 2,700 subscribers across the country. 
As you see, the lead cover story, and the revelations it contains is the primary reason 
I am sending it to you and the Agency... The devestating information published herein will 
no doubt speak for itself. This story, revealed here for the very first time anywhere in 
ANY publication is entirely true in every aspect, and is completely documented and 

corroborated. 1. the enclosed end, indeed, other corroborative evidence in my personal 
files and possession, and elsewhere, where I have submitted it all and placed it in 
the possession of several persons, should mine ever become "lost" or in some way 

confiscated by whomsoever. I am a more than 23 year private researcher on the JFK 

assassination and have appeared as guest expert on more than 250 radio & TV shows, 
including my own hourly weekly cable TV shows in 1977 & 1978. I have algo compiled the 
largest, all-inclusive tape-recorded library in the world on this case, numbering more 
than 5,000 hours at present, and contimuing.. 

| The reason I am sending you the enclosed information is in the fervent 

hope that you and/or anyone else in the Agency will respond to the information contained 
herein, hopefully as soon as is possible. If and when I receive a reply from the Agency 

I will be only too happy to publish it in my next newsletter for the edification of my 
many subscribers and listening audience during radio shows I am still appearing on re this 
case. Should I not receive a reply or any response at all, that, in and of itself will 
be reported out by myself as well, and will, in fact be indicative of certain things relating 
to a lack of "deniability" regarding this matter from you..the Agency. I await your, 

hopefully soon, reply and response eagerly. 

Sincerely y 

/- fed Gandolfo, Chairman: A.I.C 



GOs 
i LNT: 
MAL COMME THERE ARE NO HEROES IN THIS PIECH, ONLY MEN WHO COLLABORATED | ACTIVELY OR PASSIVELY, WILFULLY OR SELF+-DELUDEDLY, IN DIRTY WORK THAT DORS VIOLENCE TO THE BLEMENTARY CONCEPT OF JUSTICE AND AFFRONTS NORMAL INTELLIGENCE, LIKE THE WARREN COMMISSION BEFORE IT, THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED BY THR ASCOA REARS NO SERIOUS RELATIONSHIP To THE EVIDENCE TT MAD REPORE IT AND SUPPRESSED, AND LIKE THE WARREN COMMISSION, THE MSCOA CONCLUDED THAT OSWALD FIRED ALL THE SMOTS WHICH STRECK KENNEDY AND GOVERNOR CONNALLY, DESPITR THRE FACT THAT, CONTRARY TO CYRIL WECHT'S PLEAS FOR THEM TO DO SO, THEY NEVER SET UP FIRING CONDITION 

WOULD REMAIN TN THE PRISTINE CONDITION AS THE, SO-CALIED "MAGIC BULLET", (C.E.# 399). THE OBVIOUS REFUSAL OF THE HSCOA TO CONDUCT EITHER OF THESE 2 TESTS IS RECAUSE ROTH ARE, SIMPLY PUT, 

COMPLETELY SUPPRESSED ALL OF IT! ASK YOURSELF A QUESTION... Way WASN'T GARRISON CALLED T0 TESTIFY BEFORE THE HSCOA AT wuy TIME, BITMER IN EXECUTIVE SESSION OR DURING THE OPEN PUBLIC 

WE HAVE HAD TWO GOVERNMENTAL " INVESTIGATIONS" By THE WARREN COMMISSION AND RY THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS MORE RECENTLY. ROTH OF THEM LIED TO US ALL. THE ONLY TRUTHFUL INVESTIGATION WAS FORMER NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT ATTORNEY, NOW JUDGE, JIM GARRISON'S.. HE REVEALED THE DIRECT COMPLICITY OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY IN THIS MOST HEINOUS OF CRIMES. THAT IS WHY HE WAS SO BITTERLY ATTACKED BY THE CIA INFILTRATED MEDIA AND THEIR LACKEYS WHO, LEMMTNC LIKE, ATTEMPTED, WITH SOME SUCCESS, TO DISCREDIT HIM. HE IS YET ATTEMPTING TO INFORM US ALL oF THE, NOT ONLY TOTALLY IMMORAL PRACTICES, BUT HIGHLY ILLEGAL 
ILLEGAL. AND YEY, WE LIVE IN A COUNTRY WHEREIN, PROVEARLY, THE CIA FINDS I? POLITICALLY AND MONETARILY ADVANTAGEOUS To MURDER THE HEAD. OF STATE. ASK YOURSEL A SIMPLE QUESTION. WHY WOULD, AND DID, THE CIA COVER UP, DESTROY EVIDENCE, ‘MANUFACTURE EVIDENCE REGARDING THIS "CRIME OF THE CENTURY" IP T? WERE NOT, ITSELF, DEEPLY INVOLVED IN THE MURDER oF THE PRESIDENT? THE ANSWER IS, OBVIOUSLY TO PROTECT IT'S OWN ASS} RESIDES THIS LociIc OF THOUGHT, THERE IS CONCLUSIVE . T ECT, WE LIVE IN A SOCTETY WHICH IS GOVERNED NOT BY LAW RUT BY EVIt, MEN AND AGENCIES, THE ODIOUS FACT Is THAT THERE IS NOT A FASCIST NATION IN THTS WORLD WHO COULD EXIST WITHOUT? THE ASSISTANCE OF THE CIA. AND THERE IS NOT A PEOPLE'S IN THIS WORLD YEARNING TO BE FREE WHO ARE NOT SUFFERING FROM THE ABUSES OF THE CIA, THAT IS WHAT WE HAVE PECOME!! WE KNOW WHO AND WHAT THEY ARE (CTA). BUT I THINK WE CAN Do SOMETHING ABOUT IT. WE CAN PUT THIS ISSUE OF THE JPK ASSASSINATION RACK ON THE AGENDA, WE CAN SEE TO IT, COME VOTING TIME, THAT THERE IS NO? ONE SINGLE CANDIDATE ASPIRING TO ANY CONGRESSIONAL OR SENATORIAL OFFICE WHO DARES DO 80 WITHOUT ADDRESSING THIS BURNING QUESTION OF WHO KILLED OUR PRESIDENT AND WHY WAS HE 

, OGNIZE OUR NEED FOR 
) IN THIS COUNTEY!! 



po : IY T 

WE KNOW THAT THE CIA CONTROLS AND FRIGHTENS EVEN OUR HIGHEST OFFICIALS IN THE 
LAND. BUT, AS I SAID, WE CAN DO SOMBTHING ABOUT IT, WE CAN PUT THIS ON THE 
AGENDA, PRESIDENT KENNEDY WAS KILLED PRIMARILY BEVAUSE HR WAS TRYING TO END THE 
COLD WAR BETWREN RUSSIA AND THE U.S.A. AND THEY BLEW HIS BRAINS OUT FOR HIS 
RPFORTS. SINCE WHEN, IN A DEMOCRACY, CAN AND DOES AN AGENCY OF GOVERNMENT BE 
ALLOWED TO DO THIS MONSTROUS DEED AND GET AWAY WITH IT?? BUT, THUS FAR, THEY 
HAVE, AND I SAY THAT IT'S AROUT TIME THEY WERE HELD ACCOUNTARLE FOR IT}! WE ARE 
TALKENG ABOUT THE SAVING OF THIS COUNTRY AND THE IDEALS WHICH ORIGINALLY MADE 
THIS COUNTRY GREAT, IT IS WORTH OUR EFFORT, AS SANTIANA SAID,"THOSE WHO DO NOT 
LEARN FROM HISTORY ARE CONDEMNED TO RELIVE IT", PLEASE WRITE YOUR BLECTED OFFIC- 
TALS CONCERNING THIS MATTER, AND PLEASE SEND A COPY OF YOUR LETTERS TO ME. PLEASE 
PAS‘3 THIS MESSAGE ALONG TO YOUR FRIENDS AND LOVED ONES, AND ASK THEM TO DO THE 
SAMIS. THE COST OF LIRERTY IS ETERNAL VIGILANCE. AS GARRISON SAID, "LET THE TRUTH 

‘BE ‘KNOWN THOUGH THE HEAVENS FALL." I AM PROUD TO ECHO THAT STATEMENT. 
Do | YOURS IN STRUGGLE, 

TED GANDOLFO 

es


