e

i

R

=

= - o

1/6/69

Taul end Gary,

The pages from FC 4-1 Psul sent me (are the numbers sfficial or are
they yours, necessarily but arbitrarily designated?) are aquite important in
several respects shd strongly reinforce what in many czses 1 lad learned from
other files and sources. I shall comment by page rather than make an effort to
orgenize, Some of tuls, 1 believe, can be cuite importent in my suit snd is
corroborative of wiat 1 laready heve for this purpose.

Wast follows deals with pages 5-11, 14-16, 1§-28. I heve made s few
comuents on those earlier pages you sent., If it is not asking too much, I'd vary
much appreciate an sctual-size set of what you have from this file because the
reduced size is too small for two purposesL reproduction and court. Do We know
the extent of the entire file? If not great, 1 belisve it wouldhbe worthwhile
getting the balance,

In general, this file, or these parts of it%, are the steamroller-
whitewssh double play sgsinst the Commission members by at least Rankin snd
possibly other members of the staff, The Commissioners had to be indoectrinsted
end swung. This file revesls the technique and specifics. To & degree, ss Paul
may remember, 1 have alresdy gone into this in what I hsve written tentatively
titled "EXBESS", projected as half of AGINT OSWALD but posaibly to be separated
intora sepsrate work, thether you agree with this or not, I do ask you to con-
sider whether 1t had these effects, after waich, 1f you disegres, you may better
decide for yourselves whether it was so designed.

Pa 5 1s one of the many eerly indicetions Renkin expectedi a cut-snd-
dried rapid conclusion to & prefsbrieated Report. He wss so confident of tuls bhe
wae cleaning up before he began, However, I think ecertsin parts of this ecan-hsve
significence in cecourt:

He believed the Comrission ond its work would be serutinized csrsfully
(he omitted literary examination, strangely). This required the Commission to
leave "as complete a record as possible of the work of the Commiesion", which I
interpret as intent that sll its records be fresly availsble except where other-
wise and fer compelling reason specified. And if these "accouhts" were prepsred,
we should read them. I'd prefer not to meke the requaest myself. If Iasul doesn't
went to, I1'll nominate Bud. The snalysis of thestaff work might be entertaining.
Item 5, "evelustinon of the work of the vemviseion™, ond of the subdivisions,
"h. Validity of the findings", geve the staff members a chance %o recerd disagree—
ments, whicn soms dla fesl,

Page 8 wsuprorte & mejor thrust of the execntive ses-lons, The mambe rg
were per-uaded by Rankin reading the summeries wes & substitute f~r ree?in~ the
dsprsitions, and there was & ms jor pressure and effort t~ get these su-meries
completed. Meed + pelnt ou* thet the summaries can be useful only if ope is
not lo~kirg for any dissgreement, for nothing but a pony?

Desplte the suggestion below thet all the testimeny weuld be printed,
1 essure you that this wss never the Commission intentlon leither Renwin or memte rs)
*hus there mey be adled significance in the sugcestion the summaries might be
printed. This, L belleve, was a Ranlkdn substitute for publishing the testimony
snd exhibits. No imuwediate prepsretion of summsries of testimony heard by any
membars 1z not necessarily contradictery to this possibility. They could resdily
be prepared et any time.

I recall nothing 1i%e what the second persgraph preseribes from my
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reading of the Redlich file, but that was so lonz ggo, this should not be
depsnded upon. %l3p, there may hsve becn & special file for these things,

In my ennvent on the Eisenberg memo of 511-5/12 I have pointed out there sre
substentive chsnges made by lawyers as distinguished from witnesses, =nd there
is no record of which I sm awere except on the trenscripts.

Note than on u4pril 7, +~hen tney hsd hardly begun, Renkin's major con-
@tern slready wes the drafting of the report. He never had eny doubt aboutmwhat
he would see to it that the Report says, as you may recell from PM. This never
varied, He needed no investigstion except as intended justification of whet he
had slready decided the Repert would say. On April 7 he could say, "as we nesar
the end of cur assignment."” And by the last psge of tbhis file, he still did
not plan, smong other things, any “ew Orlesns investigetion at all,

Page 8. I believe what is hers discussed is in PHOTOGRAPHIC THITEWASH,
but I see no point in checking it. The possible signiiicance I read into this
ie that the day Huby shot Oswald there was film not aired.

Page 9. As with 6 and 7, this and & number of the following pages do
not bear ths initials of those who drafted the documents. These ars on letter-
heads but are so indistinct they seem not to have been copled from originals.
The carbons indicate the suthors. Some time ago I mdde a close study of this
question. My recollection is emnsistent with this memo, excent that this was
not the originel intention, at leest insfar as the files I went over faithfully
reflect the nriginal intention. It may have been and mey have been disguised
so the members could be persuaded.

Page 14. Despite the window-dressing, Item 1 tells the staff what
lewyers usually do is okay-speak to the witnesses before taking their depositionms.
When there is snother side, this is okay. But when there is but a single side, I
question it only because this was & quasi-judicial proceeding, not like a
Congresaionel hesring, where it is understood a single side is to be argued.

Item 3 is womething of great interest to me end ¢ have it more fully
from other sources. Ome great significance I csll to your attention (but like
the rest of my observations snd opinions, for warious reasons I do not went bruited
sbout) is the role in which this cssts the FBI. It completely ends the independance
of the FBI insofar ss its work for the Commission is concerned. It with this
function, I believe, becsme &n integral part of the Commission (8s, I also
believe, its acting s= the Commission's chief investigetive arm, also accomplished).
If T em correct, this may heve considerable legsl msignificence.

The attached letter to Hoover 1s slso more skimpy than another version
1 have., But how fascinating Rankin's excsption of Exhibit 111! This is never
deseribed in the testimony (Msrina's), never described in the table of contents
of the exhibits (except as & book in Russian), and did have Russian characters
cut out. Cne of my colleagues, with & certein expertise in eryptogrephy, was not
sble to reach any finsl conclusions. be believes it msy heve besn a kind of grill
code (and I beliave ther: was & perfunctory investigstion of this. 1 know of no
work ( 1 have not the beckground to follow this suspicion) thet it mey heve been
8 mesgage that was sent, thet the cut-out letters themselves were sent someone.

Pege 18.Cerr avd Wede mey, indeed, have desired the Commission am
its staff to stay out of Dalls & until =fter the Huby trisl, but no one yearned for
this 8s much as Rankin, snd the devices he used should never have fooled the
members, though I do believe it did. He did not eschew s kind of threat. ‘bis
is 4lready in ECSESS es juch ss I think necesssary.

Txsmination of his schedule eould make a long trestice. I hove noted
the sbsence of any New Orlsans testimony. Nothing on any espect of possible
conspirscy is included, not even a suggsstion of it. No Odio story, for exemple,
although it was nown and had been tested by the FEI.
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If you make your own examinstion of thls list snd the testimony to te
aduced, I think it will be clesr to you tnat Lankin visuslized and plenmed a
bob-tailed investigetion, a perfunctory justification of what he had already
declded would be concluded. I do have a few comments on his list of witnesses and
what they would sau, for it sll besrs on the propegandizing of the members of
tae Commission, to the end thet they might hold down wiaet he was concocting,

"age 19-The four agents are mot "the best eyewitnesses from the motor-
cade" and they did not observe eny of "the basic facts of the sssassinstion”.
“411 threw the single curve, his observation of the rear non-fatal wound, but
thet is not enviseged in this testimony. These are the drame people, the pro-
tectors of the three celebrities, the President, the Governor end the First Ledy.

"Statements of key people"”? Rubbish., Indoctrinstion.

"Immediate reactlion of the principals™? Greer end Kellermen were with
their backes toward them, never turned until sfter thelast shot was fired, =nl
thne only Kellermen znd only for a tiny fraction of time, The could not eand did
not "witnese the immediiate reactions of Fresident Xemnedy and Governor Conrally".
Bill was not the first from the fodlow-up car to "notice President Kenuedy's
reaction to the shots". Hoberts testified he saw the rear non-fatal strike. Young-
blood was there for another purpose: his testimony wss safe, he wms credited wikh
heroism, and he was LBJ's chief of security.

The presesentation of tue next fours witnesses, Rowland, Suins ,
Yorrell and Jackson is fslse and deceptive. I am not clear on the exact details
of their precise testimony on seeing a rifle "in an upper floor of the"bullding.
But Rowladd sald he saw one in the right window much earlier and at the right time
at the opposite end of the bullding end Euins never saw a rifle, le saw a "pipe"
thing. Brennan, the one who was specific, 1s not in this group, for a reason I
will come to.

Before carryling this forwsrd, Renkin has a shift, to Rendle and Frazier,
for the purpcse, I am certein, of building more fortification begun with the
mi srepresented quartet above, This indoctrinationnof the members is caraful to
omlt any reference tok the besic dissgreement of both witnesses with the official
versbon, to the fact that thelr testimony, if believed, destroys the entire case.
1t was known, Omitting 1t is consistent with kidding the Members along, propa-
gsndizing them.

Page 21-"Every effort must bex made to clerify the number snd nsture
of the wounds suffered by President Kennedy". Not only waes this not done, but note
its carzful separatjion from the wounds of Connally, from which i+t cemnot be divorced.
Wnen Henkin seys theg before they are presented to tie members these doctors will
be deposed in Dellas, he is telling the shrewder onces their testimony will be
carefully ordered befors sny member of the Commission is stuck with it. Put in
this part be sgaln omits any reference to Connslly., Scheduling Brennsn, Jarman,
¥1llisms and Normsn for April 6, sfter the foregoing, when Brennsn was, s TFord
put it, thelr "star witness", wes becsuse he dared not present Brennen elther =lone
or withlout leying a foundstion for his totslly incredible testimony. Such is the
character of the "ster” witness and his "testimony". Brennan, in even Rsnkin's
orgenizetion, belongs with the second set of witnesses, thrse psges earlier, Rankin
or whoever drefted t is for him seems to havs had misgivings thst this would be
detected, for this passasge concludes with s lie to seem to explsin it:"These
witnesses are delayed until this date in order to permit their interrogstion in
Texas on the actusl scene before their appearance before the Commission". 1% was
not done that way. They msy have been schooled, prepared. But in any event, if
it bad to be done, it coula nave been done in time for tioe very first set of hear-
ings. It wesn't simply becnmuse it wasn't wanted that way.

I'm skipping much that should be obvious. Page 23, the last nine
witnesses are deseribed as able to "supplyinformstion regarding the killing of
Lee hervey Oswald by Jack Huby". Lith the possible axception of Vaughn snd Daniels,
who still could not do this, 1t is complstely false of the others, "age 24, Cliff
Carter to be a witness. They didn't dsre, and he wasn't (as -ar "),

The second part lists those to @ questioned in Dsllas. That some were
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not need not be sinfeter, but it also may not be essumed that it was not without
purpose. lenrietta Ross did not give a medicsl deposition (8o 1'd like to see
any inverviews od her). Page 26. It is hardly a fair reflection of the testimony
to be taken from eitzmen that he "can supply additional testimony regarding
the identification of the mssassination weapon". He wes not ne ded for this
pur¥pose, in any evsnt. ind if "witnesses O #ig and (Marvin C.) Robinson have
testimony regarding the departure from tie Depository of a man in a station
wagon", Robinson was not called (again, interviews avallable?) Nor was Hobert
licNeil (sic) who could hsve led to the belief Oswald was on the first floor.
Eor Dr. L“iguore, "who cen supply testlnony regerding the wounds suffered by
ippit", ond there is no such testimony. Or, ss I believe I gaid in W, the recmrd
here is go barren it lacks even the certification nf Tispit's death.
iage 27. A1l the projecte: New Orlsans testimony is the last sentence, appled to
the Murretts, "Thie couple had more contact with 0Osweld and his wife then any
cther person in New Orlesns™.
Sorry about the haste. Perhaps 1 should hsve expanded some,

Sincerely,

Harold ieisberg

CC Bud only.



