OFFICIAL TRASHING

The Commission preferred its own smestsur psychiatry to that of
profsssionals, including its own, Dr. Wilfred Overholser, whose ssr-
vices to the Commission were kept s state secret. Dr. Overholser hed
formerly hssded s government mentel hospitzl. The only planned use
of his psychiatry of which I can find sny record is that for which
he had sbsolutely no guslification, exsmination of the film of the
autopsy of the ssssssinated President. If hes did thst, it remains s
secpret. The truth is thet no eveluation ever made of Osweld is in
any way consistent with or justification of the gfficial allegations
snd the only officisl cns, when he was in the Marines, is #k=t '"no
sbnormslities wees noted,in all cetegories, including psychistric”
(cm 1383).

By mesns of its own emateur psychistry, the Commission con-
cluded the sssassinated alleged assassin - ond there 1s o credible
ovidence he was snd overwhelming evidence he could not have been the
sssessin - hed = predisposition towsrd violence, widely interpreted
is supposedly coming from slssping too far into his boyhood with his
widowed mother, to rssding end spelling defects, anc other reslities
of science thet in this cass are ths dsvices of fiction.

For all the extencive biographical data on Oswsld - snd sbout
helf ths snormous 912-psze Report i1s biograsphicel snd utterly irrela-
vant without prcbative proof he wes the lone assrssin - thers rsmsins

the total sbhesanes of whet we heve considared.
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30 the rerdsr con fully sppreclatz how 1littls of ths Report
is on the #sssssinetion, how considersbls en underetatemsnt ik ie to
g2y that thz officisl explenation of ths c¢rime is largsly supposedly
bilozraphicel infommstion snd othser such immeterislitiss, let me cits
thes= statistics: The first chapter of the Report, titled "3Summery
end Conclusions", was not that slona. It was slso the Commission's
press raleass on the Report. It is 25 pages, next to the shortesst
chepter, Ths shortest chepter, the second, has 22 pages. O0f these,
eight sre tekmn up with cherts snd pictures of the eree, lzsving 14
pezas of text. Tt ie the chapter esllsd "Ths Asaessinsation” - 1l of
912 pages! This is but 2 third the length of one of ths chepters on
Oswsld's "Bsckzround snd Possibls Motlves,” the sevsnth; sbout e
fourth the length of Chepter 13, "Biogrephy of Les Hervey Oswald.®
Ths subject of by fer the lssast interest in ths Report is the sssas-
ginsticn. Thie is the cnly meens by which it could sven seem to bs
pinned on ths men immedietsly sccused, before there wes s vestize of
avidence of eny essocistion with the erime et 211; the men upon whom
it wes thus pinned, after whet wns touted ss the grsestest criminsl
investization in history, by unsubstentisted inferences =nd thes cop-
ture of the public and madis minds with carefully srrenged lsa2ks of
the most praojudicisl misinformstion.

His cezpser from school-desy sttrection to the flying boy scouts,
throuzh his top-secrat-plus security clesrence, his ralationchip with
s Penkovsky-csse principal, his unlikely sctivities over 2 periocd of
yaers, cen wmeke ssnsae only as intelligence-oriented. Hie own clsims
to this sssocistion, the msny things tendinz to substantiste him, end
ths complste ebhsence of znythingz thst, by even a fly-by-night corre-

spondence detactiving-courss spprentics, could be consiserad s resl
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investizetion of sny of this, support the belief.

;Ma bezen with the officisl hang-up on this tender point of
Osweld's officisl connections without telling the whols story of them,
and to that we now return, with the perspective added by that part of
his csresr not hidden beyond retrievsl.

Within the context of the preceding chapters, with the dis-
tortions, misrepresentations, suppressions, svoided witnesses end
investigestions, hidden evidence - evidsncs hidden most of 21l from
the Commission by the FBI, which wes supposedly investigeting for it -
end of evidence that could have shown his sssocistions with it end/or
the CIA - there 1s g background for the Commission's own misconduct
go ssrious it 1s beyond adequate description in terms the average
American c¢sn concelve tc be the reslity.

It is now time to return toc the beginning, Conzresamen Ford's
exploitetion of officisl secrets for personal preofit, st the cost of
bresching feith with his former colleagues on the Commission, after
thet Commissicn ceesed to exist, when it was not possible to do any-
thing about it. He had mede this essier by putting a politicsl crony
on the public payroll ss his sssistant, even though the Commission had
ite own steff without limitations on its size. The public provided
Ford with his ghostwriter.

Ford's texpeyer-subsidized book tells fer from the complete
story, much, much less than he knew, very much less thsn he could have
seid of Osweld s &n officisl informsnt and the pretense of en investi-
getion of it. The seventh and last veil hid more. Ford rastricted
himself to just enough to make s story, to what hs could ssem to
refute, leeving himself end the Commiesion, if judged by his book

slone, clean snd purs.
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Thaet this literary scrimshaw did not work cen be sttributed to

the fsect that the rest of ths book is junk. When it appesared, few
had any wey of knowing this sensstionel beginning wss snything but
the complete story of Agent Osweld. The book is litersry tresh, »
jumble of irrslevant, pre judicial reheshing of the official, personsl
defemstions of the Oswsld fsmily snd sn all-pervading, contrived snti-
Communism, put together with the unknowing persnois of those who have
successfully converted this modern sickness into political cereers.
The result is en overblown updsting of an urbanized "Tobacco Roed."

In the stesm-clesned Ford version, the Commission's first
knowledge of reports that Osweld hed been sn informent came from
Weggoner Carr's telephone cell to Renkin, Hoover's old personal
friend from his Solicitor-General desys in the Dspasrtment of Justice.
Republican Renkin manipulsted the Republican~domin3tsd Commission
sppointed by the Democrstic President (who had become Presicdent be-
csuse of the ssssssination), who thus fixed upon his Republican oppo-
sition responsibility for "investigeting" the crime.

It wes neither the phone call nor the content of the phons call.

It wes the sourece of the phons cell - no strsnger.

Waggoner Cerr was Attorney General of the State of Texes. His
esll meent that the Commission had to face the ultimete crisis, an
official investigetion outside the federsl government thet might re-
venl the possible connections betwsen its verious spooks and Oswald.

The essessinetion of John Kennedy wes & crime only in Texes.

Texes Jjurisdiction did not end when Ruby ssscssinated the sccused.

Only the s%ﬁtified fictions, that Oswsld wes the ssssssin and that
there wes no conspiracy, prevent: criminal sction in the cass. Ruby

served but two purposes in shooting Oswsld: He closed Oawsald's mouth
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the only safe wey - permenently; snd he made it possible tec avoid

considerstion of sny other culprit..

But, in so doing, he sdded to Texes' image snd conscience
troubles becsguse the assszssinstion wes committed in its hste environ-
ment.

Texes immediately developed new problems: the federsl govern-
ment, the Commission and, most of 811, Rankin who, despite his polite
manner snd smooth words, exercised tight tyrannical control over

everything.

The federsl government set out to - ‘succeededpia=s- immobil-
T

iz@gperend nullifyingeny independent Texass investigation.

The strenge
form this took is set forth lucidly end in detszil by Sylvie Meagher,
one of the writers who first and most effectively disputed the Werren

Report. Her #Accessoriss After the Fact” remeins s besic work four

yeers efter publicstion. Her exposure of the unending federsl trickery
in vitistingz anything Texss might undertake sppesred in the July-August

' under

issue of ths now-defunct smell magszine, "The Minority of One,'
the title "Wheels Within Desls: How the Kennedy 'Investigation' Was
Orzenized."

It wes Mechiesvellian.

Four deys after the President wes killed, Carr end Welter
Jenkins, then the long-time righthend men of the new President, began
conversations taken over by Abe Fortass, who later beceme & Justice of
the Supreme Court. Carr was led to believe that there would be e
joint Texss-Depertment of Justice-FBI lnvestigstion. As esrly es
November 26, the Texes part wss celled = "Gourt of Inquiry." When

the White House began desling with Cesrr - end it wes then a Texss

Whits House - the federsl end hsd been snnounced zs sn FBI investigetion,
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to be made public by the President. DBut no sooner had Texes been hog-
tied than the White House snnounced the creztion of this speciel
Presidentisl Commission. Formel snnouncement wes November 29, but
work on it hed begun sooner. The icdes is gensrslly credited to Fortas,
but it wss eerlier the brosdcsst editorisl recommendetion of Weshing-
ton's Redio Station WWDC, where it had been conceived by Irving
Lichtenstein, then stetion vice president. WWDC urged Wsrren to hesd
the Commission.

As Cerr wrote Warren Decsmber 5, almost his lesst letter that
wes not s protest against some kind of federsl duplicity,

The assessinstion occurred in Texes. The people of Texss

share with their fellow countrymen the loss of & grest Presi-
dent. Their own Governor wss badly wounded. The integrity
of Texss Justice is deeply involved. I am certsin thet the
people of Texes /Teel/ thet it is their locel responsibility
to have their State officisls do sverything possible to un-
cover sll the facts.

Renkin treated the Texes "Court of Inquiry" 1liks =z boy out to
make & girl, saying whatever st any momsnt seemed expedient.

On the other hand, Texas was loose and essy to meke. Ulti-
mately, she sborted.

No copies ézia that report were publicly sveilable. Csrr's
response to my request wss to direct me to sny Texes college. He
considered he had fulfilled his obligation by filing s copy with eesch.

It would eppeer thst, with &1l he had to do, such ss dealing
with Jenkins, Fortas, Renkin and the members of the Commission, Cearr
had no time for resding nswapapers. When he lesrned sbout the reports
thet Osweld hed been s federsl informent, he phoned Rankin immedistely.
Unlike Carr, ths Commission and its fedsral investigastors did reed

the paspers. In silence snd without investigetion, they knew 211l sbout

the neswspeper stories. There sre no copiss in the Commission's files.
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Honorabl e J, Lee Ronkin

General Counsel

President's Commission

200 Maryland Avenue, N.IE,

Washington, D. C. 20002 i
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Dear General:

As all of you well know, President Johnson asked that Texas
hold a court inguiry following the assassination of President
Kennedy, This Iagreed to do and, promptly therealter, high
officials of the Department of Justice and I made joint public
staternents to the people of Texas assuring them that this
would be a cooperative effort between the two governments.

3o

Later, Texas agrecd to pestpone its Court of Inquiry until
after the work of tha Commissiun had been cempleted and, at
the same time, accepted the previously rade invitation of
Chief Justice Warren to "participate in the Commission's
work'. There can be no doubt in your mind that Texas would
have proceeded at that time with its own investigation had we
not been invited to participate in the work of the Commission.

TSRy
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In furthcrance of this mutual understanding Texas has made
available to the Cornmission all of its records, evidence and
investigation reports. We have received nothing but expres-
sions of gratilude from you and the Chief Justice. If Texas
has donc anything which falls short of her commitment of
mutual helpfulness, Iam not aware of it nor have you or the
Chiefl Justlice mentioned it to me.
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1 cannot, therefore, understand why you have apparently broken
your comnmitment to have Texas represented at the time of the
examination of Lee Harvey Oswald's surviving widow. Such
commitment was cxpressed several Limes by you in my pre-

B sence and the presence of the special counsel.
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Honorable J. Lee Rankin
February 4, 1964

P
Pa.;“l., 2

This development raises serious doulils in my mind as to
the wisdom of Texas now relying upon the original under-
standing that we would "participate in the Commission's
work" or upon any future commitment such as the present
one we relied upon that we would be inviled Lo be present
upon the interrogation of Mrs. Oswald.

If this development represcents what Texas may expect in
the future then we will feel relieved of our agreement to
postpone further our own individual hearing.

I shall look forward to hearing from you if my reaction to
this matter is not warranted.

YoursAery truly,

. 0 Q& 01ty
!l"a .}

Waggontr rr

WC:cr
cc: Honorable Leon Jaworski
cc: Honorable Robert G, Storey
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(These sre not the only things purged. I have obtained & number, some
only by sccident becsuse misfiled copies were not found and could not
be destroyed.) ‘

When I could not locete these clippings I knew the Commissi m
hed, I kept after the Archivist to have his staff locate them. It is
little known but, aside from becoming custodisn of the Commission's
files, the Archives elso set them up and supervised them. One of wmy
repested requests wes answered by the Archives November 22, 1968 -
the fifth snniversary of the ssssssinstion - in these words:

No copies of the stories in the Houston Post or the Phila-

delphia Inquirer which you request have been found in the
records of the Commission.

More than e yeasr lster, in December,
No copies of the newspeper stories ... or s report of an
interview with Hudkins by Specisl Agent James W. Russell
hove been found.

I hed restricted my requests for copies to those stories I knew
the Commission had. Ford wss indelicate enough to quote both in his
book, four of Goulden's five parsgrsphs in full. He omitted the one
resding '

- The revelation that the Federal Buresu of Investigstion
tried to recruit Osweld es en undercover informent in Cestro
groups two weeks before Mr. Kennedy's death.

There were others, perhaps the most thorough by Harold Feldmen

in The Nation. _‘

Hoover, naturslly, took a dim;;iew ofFFeldman. In a December
27, 196L, letter to Rankin, he described it a3 "s muddy ettempt to
link Lee Hervey Oswasld with the FBI ss sn informant. Using public
source materiasl with no selectivity, Feldmen tries to meke it sppeer

thet this Buresu is suppressing the fsct that the essasssin was sctually

one of its 'employees'."
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It and two other megezine erticles, Hoover sszid, "ere irrespon-
sible, end eszch is =#n exempls of personzl bias ..."

What 1is conspicuously lescking is deniel, if only pro forms de-
nisl, thet there wss neither connsction nor intended connection between
"this Buresu" and Oswzld.

But is "ueing public source mesterisl” somehow wrong?

Or is using it "selectively," 2s in gethering published refer-
ences to Oswsld as Buresu-connected?

Is this an "exsmple of personsl biss?"

So, what reslly panicked Rsnkin snd the entire Commission plus
God slons knows who else in the FBI, CIA and throughout the government,
was nct this late report of the well-known rumor. It hsd not troubled
them sz long as they maintasined complete contrcl over the investiga-
tion. It wes ths fesr thst Texes would investigsfé it, that sny kind
of official attention would be pasid tc these recurrent snd, ss they
eppesred, credible reports of Qswsld's official connection.

Thus,?:?Eer—working—hours cresh meeting which left sudiences
weiting for speskers, dedicstions in denger of being delayed, wives
end fesmilies holding suppers, egnd desperate, cold feesr in 2ll officisal,
in-the-know Wsshington hesrts.

Bearing very much on this is the totsl absence, in Ford's esc-
count, of any reference to ths Texes Court of Inquiry. He does not
even give the nsmes of those who sppesred before the Commission, doss
not indicaete that Cerr hed s function other than thet of Attorney
Genersl in this matter. In fact, he stops his nsrretive of this dras-
matic svant st precissly the point we did in the first chapter, switches

to his inadequete sccount of what wss published, end then switches egein.
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He gives that ons scant parzgraph on whet the unnsmed officiels allegedly
told the Commission, no more. At that, this skimpiness is more than the
Commission provided in sl1l 27 tomes. O0fficislly, the Commission wes
totally =ilent.

Renkin wes equal to his superhumen tessk, keeping it 81l quiet.

As he gethered ths members of the Commission, so also did he get
the court reporter, sn over-diligence he wss soon to regret - and not
repest.

Werd & Peul, & lsrge, established snd reputable court-repcrting
firm, got the court-reporting contrect on Senstor Russell's recommende-
tion. As e Senste editor, I had worked with them for yssrs. They are
zood, thoroughly dependasble, and staffed with sufficient competent
specialists to deliver seversl hundred peges of accurste trenscript
overnight.

They sent an officiel stenographer nemsd Centor to that hectic
5:30 p.m. exscutive session of Jenuery 22, 1964. This, and more, I
was not to leern until much later and after the grestest difficully.

These "TOP SECRET" trsnscripts wers kept in thet high security
category until sn opportunity provided itself for effective officiel
propegands by meking them available to s fine and experienced rsporter
who knew sbsolutely nothing sbout the sssassinastion or its investiza-
tion. Any reporter in these circumstances becomes the cresture of his
sources, for he hss no independent informetion. In this czse he plannsd

s story for a mass-circulation magszine, The Saturday Evening Post.

For him, they were quietly declsssified. Not one of the resl researchers
who had been plumbinz that literary quickssnd of thoss 300 cubic fest

of documents wss informed of i1t. Not until after this story appeered



10
before ss large ss possible sn sudisnce, with extensive attention from
the pspers and elsctronic medie, dld enyone know that these secrets
were being leaked. Thet partisan selection, to which the Archivist had
lent himsslf with officisl iaterpretabtions that wers beyond his knowl-
sdge, &8s wrong for him to msks =s they were in fact, killed sny further
ms jor-medis interest in those executive sessions.

However, once they were thus disclossd, I was eble to get 2 set
- all that were declassified, not just the few pages uszsd in the story -
fer they then could no longer be denied me. They fill & box almost two
inches thick, lots of psper. My pointed protest st this unssemly of-
ficiel propagends end equally pointed gquestions cof the Archivist, un-
snewered efter four yeers, wers followed by the quiet, unannounced
retirement of thet Archivist. Neither he nor his successor has ever
enswerad these chargss of officisl misccnduct.

Nor is this the only cese where what had besn denied me was pro-
vided uninformed reporters who could resch large sudiences, another of

that period involving The New York Times. Thsse uninformed reporters

were useé by the government, then distressed by the zppeerance of &
number of books severely critical of the officisl investigastion. It is
for this resson I do not name them. In these cases it is the government,
most ineppropriately the institution of scholership, the Nstionsl Ar-
chives, that cest iself in this Urwellisn role, not the press.

Once I had gone through those hundreds of pages of d the coming
together of the slders in such secrescy their trusted steff weas excluded
from the meetings snd durinz the life of the Commission not even per-
mitted to see the transcripts, I immedietely noted the sbsence of any
trenscript for Jenuery 22, 196L, this dramstic one partislly described
by Ford. In four ceses, z2ll the executive seasions were still suppressed,

the ressons givsn entirely spurious where they could be checked,
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insdequete where given if not, in fect, outside the law. In s few in-
stences, severesl pages were withheld, with explanations provided by
slipsheets bearing such explanstions es the claim that confidentisl
personnel mstters wsre discussed.

But for this meeting, thers wes neither transcript nor explana-
tion of its ebsence, no matter how invalid or fictionel.

And so, tediously and persistently I kept after the Archives, in
person end in writing, for = long period of time. 1In seven months of
1968, in writing alone, I tried a dozen times. The last went without
response for more then a half-yesr.

In some cases, as in my letter of September 5, 1968, I made
charges:

Diszclos=ure of these executive session treznscripts would be
embarrzssing to the federsl governmsnt beceuse they contain
evidence of ths connection between it snd the sccused essessin,
Lee Harvey Oswald.

Thers was more than one such session, to my certein knowledge.

Thers were three in a single five-day period slons.

Tha Archives insisted, 2= they said in Eckhoff's September 3
letter this snswered, "No trenscript for the sxecutive session of
Jenusry 22, 1964, to which you refer has been found smong the records
of the Commission."

In seying this, Mark Eckhoff, Director of the Diplomatic, Legsl
and Fiscal Division, told the truth. Unintendedly, he wass slso hslpful
in other ways.

The fect is that there is no trenscript of that sensetionsal

executive session - not snywhere!

Rankin did not forget his old friend, Hoover, nor his concept of
his responsibility to the Commission or to whet hss come to be celled

the "national interest.j}
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Trecinz this out and estsblishigg it was neither essy nor plsassnt.
After following ons blind trail sfter snother, I finally stsrted exploring
the Commission's innocuous-seeming "housekeeping" files, the records of
its expenditures. Thers, sure enough, with every penny spsnt, at lesst
theorsticelly, hsving to be =2ccounted for, I found a file lsbeled, "Ward
end Psul - Reporting Services.”" It 21l seemed above suspicion to casusl
examination but, when it wss read slowly, it waes not =t all innocent.

This lerge file sccounted for the teking of all the testimony be-
fore the Commission and of depcsitions teken by the staff in Weshington
and throughout the country. It holds =211 of the relevent letters from
2ll of those who forwerded the trsnseripts. It includes Renkin's penay-
pinching with the official iavestigation of how & President wes assassi-
nated. Exsmple: Reducing the number of coples of trenscript ordered
to below the minimum nesded for csreful staff and member examination.

There were asls=o records like nothing else in our history.

Ameong the records of dslivery on Ward & Psul printed forms there
is Receipt No. 3001. It is dated January 22, 1964. It covers "nine
coples of proceedings before the President's Commission on the Asssssi-
netiocn of President K8nnedy in re TOP SECRET held st Weshington, D. C.
on Jsnuary 21, 196L." The receipt is signed by Mrs. Julia T. Eide,
Rankin's administrative side. A relesse 1s affixed by rubber stamp.

As filled in, it records that delivery wes mede at 8:55 a.m. Januery 22
by Jesse L. Werd., Jr., in person. Good, secure service when the boss
himself hendles it,

Two notes sre typed in., At the bettom, nesr the relesse, 1=
"ATTENTION: J. Lee Renkin.” Under the description of what wass deliversd
is

elso, Reporter's notes, master shsets, cerbon paper, weste (sic).
I have the transeript of this executive session. It is numbered
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"Volume L."

Volume 5 is covered by Receipt No. 3013, the next cne. It slso
is signed by Julia T. Zide. It is filled in with identically the same
words seve for the dates, January 28th, covering the executive session
of January 27. Ward agsin made delivery, &t 9:10 a.m.

50, althouzh there wss this hectic executive session of Jsnuary
22, about 0Oswsld ss = federel agent, the numbsring of the transcripts
confirms the Orwellien report of the Archives that 1t dces not exist.
But in this grest emergency, Ward & Paul did send a court reporter who
did record every word ssid, yet no transeript.

Part of the explanstion is disclosed in the trouble Werd & Peul
had getting peid. By Msrch 10 the Commission owed them &4,629.75, all
sccounted for in a bill directed to Rankin's sttention and sworn to by
Wayne Birdsell, long-time Ward & Psul mensger. The notary is Anthony
3. Pestnyck.

The tabulation of transcripts is in chronclogicel order. 1In
soms casss, 10 copiss were made. If esch of the seven members got one
and # copy was reserved for printing, there remained st most two copies
for the staff to work with.

There is none for Jsnuary 22.

That 1s szccounted for in s separate entry st the bottom. It
resds:

Jan. 22 No write-up (reporter's notes confiscsted by Commis-
sion).

This is not the full entry. I shsll 2lso quote the balance.

But I do not went the full impact of this to be lost.

Here, after 211 thst long period of official asvoidence of credi-
ble reports thst Osweld had been 2 federsl informant, the first officisal

acknowlsdzment of it was rendered non-existent, the Commission having
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confiscsted the court reporter's notes efter ordering that they not be
transeribed!

They were nob transcribed. No record st all.

Hes there ever been anything like this in our history?

A President is zsssssinsted. His sccused assessin, himself
heving been conveniently asssssinsted while in custody, is sllesged to
hsve hsd government connections. Then the only record of these top-
secret deliberations is confiscated and with the grestest cere hidden -

not cnce referred tc in zny of the estimeted 10,000,000 officislly-

published words!

To put it more bluntly, if the offlicisl version is correct., if
Osweld did kill the President, then the zsssssin had been sccused of
being & federal employee end the first officisl considesration of it is
egliminated - totally and permensntly.

Can enything wsrrant a2 more sinister Interpretation?

Any part of it - secrscy or elimination?

Can anything lsnd more support tc the belisf that Oswsld, whether
or not the sssessin, had such compliceting connectionse?

There is no possibility of error hers. My checking could not
heve been more thorough. I also obtained s chronologicel listing (from
File PC-2) of 8ll court-reporting services.

These three executive sessions, of Jenusry 21, 22 end 27, appesr
in that order. The same legend sppeers fof 2ll three under "Total
Copises,” with identicsl explesnations:

gt followed by "#1 of 9 through 9 of 9."

Following the January 22 session, this is stricken through. After
thet dste, two of the columns sres blenk. These zre headsd "Dste Shipped”

snd "Receipt Ne." All three transcripts ere entared es "deily” under
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"delivery," meening first thing the following morning. This includes
that of Jenusry 22. Like £11 othsr entries for that date, this, too,
iz crossed out.
But the story is sven worse.

First, the petty chiseling.

Ford, cersful not to mention a word of what wes s2id at thet
secret meeting, s=eid it lasted over an hour end & hslf. With long

sriods of silence, thest is many words.

Now, 2 court-reporting firm csnnot exist if sll it does is pro-
vide & court reporter who takes notes snd never trenscribes them.
Zspecislly not if the reporter does not bezin work until sfter the end
of the normal working day, on overtime, snd then in sn extreme emer-
gency, with 21l the ettendsnt extrs costs. 3o, for the compeny's &nd
the reporter's dropping everything else, mobilizing sn extrs staff for
smergency trenscription, rushing tc the Commission's offices instesd of
eeting supper, giving up a night's plans, Werd & Peul wss peid the
munificent total of $2L.75!

This wes computed on an estimate that seems low, thst the hour
and 2 half of exscutive session would have totaled only 30 pasges. These
wers paid for et $0.825 per sstimated non-page. (250 words per page is
2 generous estimate.)

Actually, there wes no provision for such s contingency in the
contrect. It does not even cherge for the taking of the notes. 1In
sccordence with preveiling practice for countless yesrs, psyment is on
e =lidinz-scsle, per-page bssis. This is set forth in ths Jenusry 7,
196l, proposal thet wes zccepted. It provides & minimum per-pege charge
of $1.65 for en originsl and two copies up to 2 maximum of $3.15 for &

totel of 25 copies.
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To this insult 2nd injury wes sdded sbuse., Bills were not paid
monthly. Hendwritten notes on this Merch 10 bill for Jenuesry's work
reed:

Req. #30 sent to Mr., Melin and Miss Dove 3-13-6Lk. /It was.

I have it.7/ -

1-27 Mr. Ward cslled to ssk when he might expect payment.

3-30 Czlled Mr. Melin - Telked to Miss Dove = Req sent in

3-17-6L Tekes sbout 10 work days to process.

These notes do not sppesr on &ll file copies of the bill. I have
coplss from other files in which they do not. One discloses only that
Werd had to ssk for his $4,629.75.

Next, the true snd complete dedicstion to Crwell.

There is this simple note typed on & plein plece of paper:

2/7/64 - 10:30 a.m.
Mr. Elmer Moore of Secret Service took sll
as weste material deliversd by Ward & Psul to
dete to be burned with other weste mstter st the
White House 2né under supervision of White House
Police.
Julia Eide

Other descriptions of what wes delivered by Werd & Paul include
@ictsbelts in sddition to "Reporter's notes, master sheets, carbon
paper.”

Prier to burning, the ultimste in thoroughness, slso from other
sources, 'shredding."

Orwell called it the "memory hole," the place everything destroyed
wzs putb.

Here, of all the most inappropriate placses, ths White House wWas
the "memory hole."

The residence of the man who becsme President only becsuss of
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the sasessinsztion thus investigzsted - the complete destruction of the
first official considerastion of whether the man who msde him President
had worked for the government!

Alas, this is not the end of the official covering-up of ths

story of Osweld as some kind of federal sgent. It is but the bezinning.

Wwhen Texss, officielly, told Vashington what it had long known,
Weshinzton could not ignore it. Ford slides over it, =eying only thst
at its Jenuery 22 session, "The Commission msde the decision to ask
the Texss Attorney General, District Attorney Wade end sny other Dallas
officials (emphasis sdded) who hed knowledge of these sllegations to
come et once to Washington snd secretly present what they had heard.”

The others were nobt only "Dslles" officials. It wes the Texas
Court of Inquiry plus the Dallas officiels who acéompanied them. Ford
and still-existing officiel records avoid reference to the official
Texss inquiry.

It would not have been more secret.

Ford says of this secrecy only that "The Texss officials cslipped
into the nation's cspital with complete sznonymity." With thes Weshington
press corps, that teskes some doing.

How it wes done is in pert indicsted in e Jesnuery 23 telegram to
Rankin from Cerr's sssistant, John Stegell. It rsached Weseshington sbout
noon. The copy in the Commission's "GA 2 Texss" file hes this =2dded in
Rankin's hendwriting, "noted 1-23-6L4 J L R." It wes srranged for the
Texsns to arrive a2fter dark, after the end of the working day:

Cerr perty will leave Dsllas Braniff Flight #110 st L:15

P.M. EST errive Natiansl Airport, Washington T7:30 PM. EST.
Ragards.

This time Renkin did not repest ths mistake of ordering a court

-



18
reporter, as the records slresdy cited show. There were no such ser-
vices between the Jsnuary 22 session - the rescords of which are de-
stroyed - end thet of Jesnuary 27, which soon will interest us. No
trenseript, no need to use the "memory hole.” On the other hend, wisely,
as it turned out whsn Ford sold his blabbermouthing, it wss decided that
this could not be ignored entirely. Instesd, Renkin prepasred aFMEMQ;_
RANDUM FOR THE FILES." It certeinly wes not for investigetive reporters
like me, for it wes placed in onky those files to which there wes no
index or guide of sny meeningful kind, those then never expected to be
seen by anyone - ever. Lester, they were not accessible for resesrch
when the numbered ones or "CDs" were. By the time they were sccessible,
most resesrchers had sbsndoned their interest, havinz done their writ-
ing, and the commercisl press hed no intsrect.

This memo is undeted, so there is no wey of knowing when it was
written. This is not the norm for the man who is so punctilious he notes
such things es having reed ¢ telegram. When letters were drafted for his

signeture, the deste of drefting was required on s1l carbon copies. Its

subjecE% is, "Rumors that Oswald wes sn undercover sgent." Copiss were
plzced in the "GAI CIA," "Oswald, L. H. Post-Russien Period" end "GAI
FBI" files, from which my copy comes.

Hers it iz, in full:
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At only one poiﬁ; is there resso o suspect thers y have
been any change,“;nd that may be/sﬂtirely innocent. £ the bottom q;//
the thiré.pege, the typing of//;nformant fg//the (followed by. “G&A
and c?rrlﬂd Number 110669") is uneven wffhin the line, 13 ?t s down-

-~ o
ward slant, snd has extrs spacing.

To the uninformed who might later reed this, including sll of-
ficisls except ths very few who were involved, Renkin's memo would seem
a complete snd forthright presentetion, which it is not. It is, rather,
a fine exsmple of how well he had lesrned the lsssons of yesrs in the
buresucrecy snd how he put his legsl skills to work. It is desizned to
lesve # record to be interpreted 2s establishing that ths Commission
hed masde 2 full inquiry into the "rumors thst Oswald wes 2n undercover
egent.” Exsctly the opposite iz the cese. It made no investization.
It merely pretended to, lesving such false records ss this te make it
seem it had. The facts eres that what the Commission decided it hesd to
do it dié not do; and whet the Texss officiels insisted be done wes
not done.

Bafore snalyzing this sslf-justificstion thought securely burisd
in the files, =o it csn be understood better snd seen in proper per-
spective, let me trace my unsuccessful esfforts to get thq trenscript
of the top-secret session of Jenuery 27. Renkin's memo ssys of it only
that Warren "decided to present the results of" that Fridsy session
with the Texsms "to the entire Commission on Mcndey, Jenusry 27." This
seys thet the members of the Commission wers not st the heiry meeting
with the Texsns. If this is the cass, is it not cause for wonder?

Why wers not 2ll of ths members at - or et lesst ssked to - this
secret meeting for which "the Texas officials slipped into ths nation's

cspital with complete snonymity?" ™
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Ought not 211 members hevs been required to hesr the evidence
that Osweld had been a federal undercover man?

Thet Monday session did come to pess. It was scheduled for 3 p.m.
As ususl, Rankin prepsred the esgends. I have & copy of it from the
"pe6-1" file. The Werd & Psul reporter wes nemed "Firshsin.” There
were Bl sctual pages, numbersd from 127 to 212.

This comes from still snother "TOP SECRET" record in the "PC-2"
fils. Interestingly, it elso records thst ths first page of thet
Jenuery 22 session wes to have been numbersd 127. It hss the identicsl
wording sbout the fate of the transcript of thast session, "no write up
(sic) reporter's notes confiscated by Commission.”" And, if ths 2:stimate
is correct thot the hour-snd-s-nalf Jenuery 22 session would heve run

30 pages, this Jsnusry 27 session lasted sbeout five end » hzlf hours!

Thet Mondsy's transcript is still supprasseﬁ. The government is
not resluctent to use the row power it hee. The law enactad to require
"fpesdom of informstlon" does nobt apply to the government unless it cen
be made to apply in court, which iz nsithsr easy nor inexpsensive. It
is time-consuming snd czn be very costly. Should s litigant be able
to efford to sue, should he then be fortunste enough not to get = par-
tissn judgze, snd should he then win, he wust be prepszred to fight further
throuzh the sppesls court to the Supreme Court if the government elects
to stell. For these meny yesrs, s book, history snd truth must then
wailt.

When I begen pressing for the withheld but existing executive
ssssion/of Jenuary 27, thers wss no asnxiety on the part of the frchives
ta be informstive. Or to divulge the subjsct metter or matters. They
refused to withhold what they slleged could bes withhsld end provice

copiss of the remeinder, ss they did in all other csses.
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In short, they were uptight.

They claimed two justificatlons, ocuns =2 ecitation of lsw snd ons
of reguletions.

Not onca did they cite ths law properly or in full - znd that
lew, 5 U.5.C. 552, 1=z called the "Frsedom of Information” Act! It weas
passed by Congrsss in en effort to prevent, not ensble, such wrongful
suppression, which is & cherecteristic of sll governments.

The Department of Justics itsslf interprsted this law in advance‘
of its sffective date. Thst dete, in the light of subsequent history,
could not heve been more inappropriete. It wes July L, 1967. This in-
terpretation is published under the titls, "Attorney Gensrsl's Memorsn-
dum on the Public Mformation Section of ths "dministrative Procedures
fct," the technicel identification of the lsw. It is prefsced by the
most glowing expressions by President Johnson of his belief "that fres-
dom of information is so vitel thet only the netional security, not ths
desire of public officiels or private citizens, should determine whsn
1t should be restricted,” =nd of his "deep sense of pride that the United
states ie an open socisty in which the people's right to know is cher-
ished snd guerded.” Attornsy Genersl Rameey Clark's commentary is twice
es long and twice as flowery. "Nothing so diminishes democracy as
sscrecy," he boasted. "'Never wes it more important ... that ths right
of the people to know the sctions of their government be sacure."
Government hed to chenge its ways, he seid, “"adopt new standards and
practices.”

Everybody, sspscislly the Attorney Genersl, who could not have
besn more specific, says the public has & right to know sverything ex-
cept for "the exzemptions of the act." So, under this Attorney Genersal,
there were this =2nd thousends of similar denials of this gecred "rizht

to know."
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Under this lew (subsection (e¢)), if informstion be withheld, "the
burden shall be upon the agency to sustain its sction." And, citizens

cen go to fsderzl court to compel this or delivery, as I have, if they
meet regulatory requirements. These, of course, include contesting the
spplicebility of the claimsd exemption.

Only, in sll that correspondence, the Archives never did cite
which exemption it clsimed gives it the right to withhold this tren-
seript from me. It cited the entire law. It is required to inwvoke =2
specific sxemption or exemptions from the nins provided by Congress.
Now, this is not becsuse the Apchives hz2s no lawyers. It does. More-
over, inadvertently, it once sent me the wrong set of papers, thereby
disclosing that every request I make and every snswer seem to bs routead
to & certain lawyer, whose nsme snd office number sre given.

No, neither ignorsnce nor csrelessness csused this omission.
There is no spplicable exemption, and to invoke the one that comes closest
is to confess =11.

As given in the table of contents of the Attorney Genersl's Memo-
rendum, these sre inadequetely described: Nstional fefense and foreign
policy; intsrnal procedures; statutory exemption; informstion given in
confidence; internsl communicsestions; protection of privacy; investiga-
tionz; informetion concerning finsnciel institutions; snd informstion
concerning wells., Definitions sre expanded tc the point that they com-
priss = quarter of the Msmorandum.

The first and last two clesrly cennot be applisd. Remembering
that this was en exscutive session, not one in which testimony weas taken,
"internsl procedures," defined es "related solely to the internsl per-
sonnel rules end practices of eny agency,” is entirely inepplicsble.
"Statutory exemptions" meens "specifically sxempted from disclosure by

stetute,"” which throws that out. There is no such law. It cennot be
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"informetion given in confidence” becsuse s) thers wes no witness to
give informstion snd b) the informstion given st the serlizr session
wes elresdy sveilable, unless Rankin wss crocked. Besides, theres was
no secret sbout the slleged sources. It had been published. 2 trens-
cript of 2 meeting is not within the definition of "internal communice -
tions." “Investigetions" means not just sny old investigation, but those
thet ere "investigzstory files compiled for lew enforcement purposes”
snd, under some conditions, even these must be available. There wes no
possible law-enforcement purpose, the Commission suthorizetion rexclud-
ing thst. Besides, there wes no federsl lsw involved. Killing a
President wes not then a federsl crime.

What remeins, slthouzh entirely inapplicsble, is "protection of
privecy." With Oswsld desd, he hsd no privecy to protect. And, agein,
211 the sllegetions were public. The kinds of things intended sre medi-
cel and personnel records where there is 2 "clearly unwsrrsnted invesion
of personsl privacy." Some personnel records sre required to bs public.
Outside these non-secret kinds of informetion, slthough not the intent
of the law, it might be srgued thst s "possible erea cof invesion of pri-
vaecy would be the furnishing of detailsd information concerning Govern-
memt employees or others.” And the only possible wey this might be
ssserted is if Oswsld had the government effilistion alleged, regardless
of its charecter, siznificence or insignificence.

It is manifest that ths ressons the government's lswyers stead-
festly failed to cite their legzel authorizstion es required of them by
specifying the exemption or exemptions they sllege allow withholding
this trenscript is becsuse nons do and they suppress by raw powsr glone,
sxsctly whst ths law wes enscted to prsvent; or they are, even if without
legal senction, invoking the fect of Oswald's officisl connection as

rgsson.
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There is even less comfort in the regulatory claim, Archives
rules controlling aveilability of Commission records. My copy is iden-
tifisd es "Justice Department Revision of Guidelines." Can't be more
officisl then that. Whet is celled "Guideline 2" is cited. It reeds,
in its entirety:

Security clessifications should be respected, but the

sgency responsible for the classification should cerefully
ra-eveluste the contents of each classified document and
determine whether the classificstion can, consistently with
the natlonal security, be sliminated or downgraded.

First of 8l1l, this transcript did not come from any agency. It
orizinated with the Commission itself. The Commission, which no longer
existed, could not have utilized this provision becsuse it wasfnot
enother sgency. Therefore, unless the suppression is entirely spurious,
an "egency’ had to have csused it. Unless the CIA or the FBI produced
their records of Oswsld's service snd the Commission discussed them,
there csn bs no applicsbility, for no other "sgency" informstion can
be involved.

Were this the case, it means Oswald was their man.

The'overriding consideration in "Guidelinqb" is "natlonal secur-
iy Rl

B ¥

It has been the traditional buresucrstic ploy to equate "national
security’ sand indefinite euphemisms subject to eny and all changing of-
ficisl whims, variously phrased es “goqé ceuse," "national interest,"
end "public interest." This law wes éﬁ;cted éé end that sbuse forever.
If it did not succeed, it is not the fault of Congress.l Executive
egencics violste the lew because they have the power to get awsy with
it. The Report of the House of Representatives on this law is so em-

phatic on precisely this point that its prohibition appears on more

than a third of the pages. A few examples are:
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Historically Government sgencies whose mistekes cannot besr

public scrutiny found "good cause” for secrecy. (p.b

/The old law/ titled "Public Information" and clesrly in-
tsrded for theT purpose, has been used as en authority for
withholdinz rather than disclosing Information. Such a 180
turn wes easy to sccomplish ... (p.lL) :

... "public informetion" is e mimnomer /If it/ permits the
withholdinz of Federsl egency records, 1f secrecy is required
"in the public interest" (p.5)

o Government employee st eny level believes that ths Tpub-
1ic interest” would be served by disclosure of his failings

or wrongdoings ... (p.9)

It is not merely thet this Guideline 2 langusge cennot be legelly
employed #2 & means of withholding the trenscripts. These Guidelines do
hsve provision for hiding stoolpigeons. It is, "3 (A) Mizht revesl the
identity of confidentlal sources of informstion." But in this csse,
that, too, would heve bsen improper, for it is qualified by this sdded
lenguege, "end impede or jeopardize future investigstions by precluding
or limiting the use of the seme or similar sources hereafter.”

Jock Ruby took permanent cere of that. Oswsld could inform no
more.

Wwhaet it all boils down to is an illegelity the government can
get rwey with until sued, and that through all the years of delays and
gxorbitsnt costs it can exact.

A Chief Justice of the fupreme Court heeded this Commission, but
the withholding of its Jenuary 27 session for the reasons given could
not be more illegal. '

The sgends slone proves that, %s-doas Rsnkin's memo, for there
is no brsis under the lsw for withholding either what Renkin's memo says
wes discussed or whot the sgends specifies:

I Proposed letters regerding security precautlons.
A. Letters to Depertment of Justice and CIA
(Attechment 1)
B. Letter to Depsrtment of the Tressury (Attachment 2)
C. Letter to Police Commissioners (Attaschment 3)

IT. Allegetions regerding Oswsld ss an undercover sgent
A. Report on events since last meeting of Commission
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B. Alternative courses of sction
III. Prozress Report on ths work of Commission Staff -
Genersl Counsel
Iv. Additional Meterials
A, 2tstements of Lee Harvey Oswald eftsr srrest
B. Chronology prepared by Secret Servics

Ixsminaetion of all nins exemptions of the lsw shows thst none
of the four subjects is encompsssesd by sny. Except for the second
item, identicsl daste is reesdily zvsileble or, in fact, wss published
by the Commission.

Nonstheless, the Archives refused to let me see or have copless
of sny of the peges on any subject esund refused to explain its refusel.

Hers is where Ickhoff's previously-guoted letter of September 3,
1968, proved helpful, without his having thet intent.

After skipping from that hectic, suppertime session of Wedness-
dey, Jenuery 22, to his culling of the printed stories, Ford skipped
back tec the trenscript of the 27th. His languege is loose, but there
iz little quesftion ebout his mesning. He doss quobte what he presents
gs verbstim "discussion smong members” sfter refsrence to Jenuary 27.
I chose to interpret this otherwise end =zccused the Archives of making
eveileble to him what it hed denied mz, the transcript of the 22nd.
Bckhoff took the beit:

There wes no error in our letter to you of Mey 20, 1968.

An exsminstion of Portrsit of the fsssssin ... indicates thst
the quoteticns to which you refer relate to the exscutive ses-
sion of ths Commission of Jaznusry 27 rather then Jenuery 22,

196lL,., The tresnsecript for the esxecutive session of Jsnuary 27

has not been relsesed or made gvailable to =nyone by the
Netional Archives.

By this mesnsz it 1s esteblished that whzt Ford did quote 1s ths
sezsion of the 27th, thet he did use clsssifisd msteriel, 2nd thst ths
government hes grantsd him zn exclusive copyrigzht on public informstion.
Further, under the lsw, even if information is properly clessified, es

this is not, any use eliminates the right to clsim the exemption.
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In this csse I em inclined to think it may be what Ford did not
quote that impels the governmsnt to & repssted illezslity, slthough,
when understood, what he quotes is enough. The little Ford ssid is,
for thoze with thinzs to hide, too much. It slso shows thst Renkin's
memo on the three mestings is entirely insdequate on sll.

Renkin's opening paregreph fesils to dete the sllegstions thst
"Lee Hervey Osweld wos sn undercover agent for the Federal Buresu of
Investigestion or the Centrsl Intelligence fgsncy." It gives no sourcs.
It pretends in the second psragrsph that the first snd only report was
the Carr phone cell of Janusry 22, not until then, end disguises the
fact thst federsl investizstors end the Commission had lonzg known of
these reports end bsen silent.

The opening of the third paragraph cen be given & fascinsting
interpretetion. It ssys that Rankin did not "contesct" Cerr, presumably
mesninzg csll him back, until "sfter z discussion with the Chairman of
the Commission esnd Mr. Leon Jeworskil." Jsworski is not identified. He
is e prominent Texzs attorney. He wes then one of two specisl counsel
to the Texas Court of Inquiry. The othsr, 2lso a prominent Texss lswyer
end Dezn of Southern Methodist University Law School, wss Robert Storey.

Both had CIA connsctions, 3torey by intelligence ssrvice in its
predecessor, which is ss indirsct as my own, and Jeworski in s wey thst
trsces back to Renkin's service es Solicitor Genersl of the United
Stetes in the Eisenhower sdministreotion, where Mrs. Ovets Culp Hobby
had been Secretary of Health, Educetion snd Welfare. <hs wss =lso pub-
lisher of the Houston Post, which Hudkins found it expedient to lesve
soon after he wrote storiss indicating thst Osweld had been sn officisl

informsnt.

Nob for some years did the rest of the story come out, and then
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ns 2 consequence of student resentment at being converted into unwitting
CIA egents. In early 1967 there wss considerable news sttention to the
CIA's ure of foundetlons in its intelligence operastions. Of the many
such sources savailsble, I here quote briefly from "The Espionége Estab-
lishment”’ by Devid Wise 2nd Thomas B. Ross, the fourth chespter, on the
functioning within the United States:

The nouvesu Texas Establishment has elso bsen included in
the CIA network. Ovets Hobby ... allowed the sgency to use
the Hobby Foundation s & conduit. John W. Mecom, the oil
tycoon, wes one of the original incorporastors of snother con-
duit, the 3an Jecinto Fund. BSersh T. Hughes, the federel
judze who zdministered the osth of office to President Johnson,
wee » trustee of the Hoblitzelle Foundation, which handled CIA
money, and Leon Jeworski, s lawyer friend of the President's,
wos a btrustee of the M, D. Anderson Foundation, another recipient.

In 8 mid-February 1967 story sbout CIA foundetions The Washington

Post distributed through its syndicste, Richard Harwood had two inter-
estinz sentences: "Jeworski refused to discuss the financisl affairs
of the Anderson Foundation® end "Efforts to reach Judge Hughes were
unsuccessful,"

Ah, ths febrics novelists could weave of this immediate snd hesvy
CIA involvemsnt Iln the aftgpmath of the ssssssinstion through closs
friends of the man who becsme President by that ssssssinetion, the man
who insisted upon & CIA-connected juége to administer the osth of office
to him 2nd deleyed everything - including his succession - pending her
beins loceted and her arrivel st Air Fofce One, where he swaited her
at Love Field. Or of the fact that, w%éﬁ the }resident's close crony,
the snti-Kennedy Governor of the stete had sppointed es Attorney General
g man who selected snother CIA type to dominate the Texss Court of In-
quiry. Or thet befors cslling back the head, Carr, Rankin first con-
sulted this CIA-type, Jaworski.

Why Renkin consulted or felt he had to consult Jeworski at sll
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is not indicated. There would seem to be no need, Carr having czlled
him, not-Jeworski. Carr wes the hesd men - in theory, anywey.

(It should also bs noted thet, by ths time of sppointment of the
Court of Inquiry, Governor John B. Connally, leter to become = Demo-
eretic Secrstary of the Tressury in the Republican Nixon sdministration,
wes sufficisntly recovered from the wounds he received in ths essessi-
netion to be consulted in such metters. He wese well by the time of this
greet long-distance-tslephons-cell drems between Renkin in Weshinzgton
ené the Texss commission.)

How remarksble e coineidsnce that there is this heevy CIA in-
volvement in the Texess end of the question of Osweld es en sgent, in-
cluding the owner of Hudkins' peper end the Texss inquiry. These people
of prominencs snd influsnce performed importsnt intelligsnce services,
axectly perslleling the glleged minor Oswsld role.

There is nothing unususl in Renkin's esking Csrr "to contect
District Attorney Wede." Rankin elwsys went through Csrr when there

wes dirty work to be done, even if it meent delay and the Commission

wes elweys in 2 rush to get its job over with., One of the more intrizuing

exsmples is his letter of Fsbrusry 2L, 1964, from which I quote the body "

In connection with this investigstion the Commission has
ssked me to request through you that the Dellas =2uthorities
meke no chsanges or eslterestion in the physicel surroundings of
the esssssination scene without first sdvising the Commission
of ite intention to do so.

In the Commission's view this would include the 2res north
of Msin Street, south of Zlm Street, west of Houston, 2nd esst
of the first visduct under which the President'=s cer motored
sfter psssing the Texes School Book Depository Building.

By March L, the mayor hed gotten the word. But it wss much too
late when Renkin made the request, more then three months sfter the
sssessination. By that time, 11 eslterstions necess=ry to frustrete

sny photo-intellizsnce work hesd been completed. This renged from



