Dear Jism, Ezecutive Session 1/22/75 3/21/15
I was able to resd thie through but once and that hartily when I got it yesterday.

Againg lest us resenber, in rescticn to or in anticipation of oae of our legal
moves.

“here has been too much for me to organige my thoughts on it. So, I record some
as toey cowe back rather than risk forgetting, which has bscome too COmON.

If I forget or don't have time to go into the timing and possible correlations,
&t some point we should diseuss them, It sppears to me that tioere is e well-developed
federal caampaign to dump blame for all that iz wrong anywehre on the wings of the
late saint. Thiz truascript fite that perfectly. Io this cne, note, tners is no single
Cia reference although there was no time from the begioning whem it had not been
mantioned in these rumors.

The trancript is neither accuratc nor complete. It was nol made by & court
reporter. “ertainly the cbvious thing would heve been to get Ward &« Faul to do it.
It 48 fairly cle=ar tc = that this hed besn donme within the irchives by ome not fanilisr
with Warren materisl. Thus the misspelling of Rankin as "Rawkin" throughout. I take
thi: as a misreading of sbenotype tapes.

Cne of the gratifications to me is that Lulles saw exactly the Ogwald role in
RIX I'5I sorvioe I did, to use his past and to build it up so he could uenetrate FFCC
and rel-ted groups. In this connection, I'm fascinated that Dulles almo postulates
Uawald could heave perved BX FBI in Kussia, where U & is more lik.1y.

Ford's a aveness and understending of the improbability of Oswald's having
genuine Communist belief bracketed with understonding that what Uswseld was known to
have done it hi: ncting as someone's agent is quite peintad, wvery clear.

I suggest perticular care to the Lankin of this session as contrasted with the
fanikin of ell others. “ere he luys it out es it actuslly wes. For the lest tius
except where he had & purpose to s.rve,

They all know what Loover wes doin. to them, They understood it clearly and
spailed it out. The pessages I read seemed to fascinate HeKinley(no czllback, shich
could indicate higher-level decision or consideretion). This irdtial understanding

Tfers fres warller indicetion of it in ite expliciiness ouly. That, of cours., is

gignificant. But don't mske the mistake of thinking that it was this slome that
informed thsm wiat toover wae up to. Latzendach'e appearsnoe &s 1 recell the trans-
exipts that 1 r:nd more then five yeers sgo cortainly embidied fairly full rscognition
of th: reole Eogver wa playing.

This one, however, it the turning point. Thev knew an! ther scceptid, zs the
1/27 on: shows they knew whit could not and should not be accepted oaly to do and
accept only tnat +:iich they knew they should not anu could not.

There is a fiar asount of dishonesty in this. I'z not sure whether it can be
gltrivutes to soover's holding back on thcm. Yhe stories hadl appewred logg before
this session yet they hud ignored thec. “ere they display what can be teken as a lack
of knowledge of what had apyearcd, even of nawos not sceret. The most natural tiing
would have been fur Fankin to ask for ao da.cdietc callback on the nades, I can t
iragine henry Wode not knouing ebout the stories or wot asking alexander for the names.
You now know .onnie's version cf how well puad in alezunder was. (\his evalustion of
Alexander as = prosecutor is eno-mously oxa;gursted an: urobsbly raflects their
friendship))
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Thek intsrnal evidence on «hen the trinccript was nsde can lesd to conira=—
dictory couclusions. 1 hve a nunch that it was made about the tize they geve me
the 1/27 trenscript. There are considerstions they could have had in mind that we
have no way of evaluating, es ex:-lcitation of the attention to the focus of the

0'Toole book.

I'r inelin<. tn 4oubt that 4t was transcribed ac moon an they pot your letter
but it ie a clear pos-ibility. The sctual transcribing i: not that big = jobe. What
makes me tend to doubt this is that it haa TOP SECRET sptamps. There would have baen
no neod for them 1if the transcription was made after the dscision to dsclassify.

On the other hand, they could have sut them on snd crosscd thex out sithoer bocause i
the original clascification covered the notes or to cover taemselves. I an not &
certain, ciiher way. ]

Why release it ao fast, shon we malte the firat stops toderd forcing 1t? Why i
not let us do more work, -aste more time? This supaests, of course, that they wunt &
it usnd, one of my fo re yesterday! they'll see to it that it is used the .ay they
no. went, which can take the edge off prondr uses.

If 1 az correct in this then they welcomed your leuter. with surveillsncs they
could have be.n awsitiug lt.

By the way, fuany things not duplicating the paet happened to my phone last weck.
1 hai enough eipsrience wuldng and repairing racios as a youth to recognime these
28 made—and-brosk sounds, typical of wires being connsited end mot maldng ~o-d or
solid conucetions. Since then no repetition. Perbaps there was a repsir being nade
somuwhere along the lire. no way of mewing. They are the HAnd of soundz ou'd
expect if wires were being conuccted, not from pluge being inserted at a switchboard.

Blegse remcuder thot they nover ixformcd me of the exiatence of the steotyp: tepe
although i did request the transcript. Whiile by itself thds may have no significance
in law ccobiuvd vith cthorm things £t zay.

Ae 1 told you lust pight it appsar< to be my d-estiry to dc au enorzous samount
of work and on success to be sperewed, whethsr by & government or & Bud or am pub- i
lisher or & fink. Icu ere now psrt of this. I think it Lest that there be avaraness
and as much acc.ptance as poscible so that the unwanted ccusequecces be reduced to
the minimum and we be able to operate ap effectively nn poscitle. With this, while
I've still not been eble to bhink it through clearly, I tend towerd meiing proper
uee as fest a< porzible. Ky huneh in to pgive 14 4o @hurch and to let the eity wirs
know in sdvance so we can be picked up on leavinge ‘his rey mean contact with Durke
¥arshall, 1'm not certein. I don t know if he iz there or a coansultsnt, R«gariiess,
this i: the right sppoosch. We might take a copy to Don Liwards, who fell silent after
an initiel approach to me. ot Lonmaleg. Maybe Abgug toc. Vv first. She elso aid not
respond. fNor did Lpltzman. Flease thiugs these through and form your ewn opinion. I
can be in DU Hondey by noon, This will give the entire aftermoom. 1'11 try to get
some dupli .ates made today. This morning, really, when I teks L3l to vork.

hecognize alpo that tids is but obe of i meny asvelopmeats tnat is golng to
Jan us up even more ent prevent production. t has been e cont:muing problem with me.
Once again 1 gees it es mesning more of my intersets will ko oy the board.

It appears likely that the debstes on amendizg F .1 and Esn's role mey have been
what may have compelled a new executive-bramnch ap;rosch thet the ueed to use hoover
as the lone goat colncides with. But the apsctyo wetter is, 1 thaiak, piveiale 1 tnink
it meant more in the executive branch than that they could not withhold that parti-
cular file fro- me. They probably took it as & daclaratlon or a sigs that they could
no longer pull the stuff of the past and hsve to behsve differsntly., To the extent
that disclosure serves imrediate purposes they'll €isclose while they'll try to withe
bold what is most important te them, Jike the resl spestro results. This is why
I sugsested that we consult with Harb.

In any event, this is = changing time snd we'll-do well to try to sdept zn2 be ready.
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