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OVENSIGHET HELRING OW NATYONAL AZCHIVES: HANDLING OF :
;

PREEDOM OF INFORAWTOH] AST AND USCLASSIFICATION REQUESTS ;
TUBSDAY, NOVEMBER 11, 1975 ;

o

f

- !

;

- House of Rep tativeb ;

i

Subcommi"ﬁee on Govornment :

Taformation and Individual i

Righte of the Comnlitze on
Goverrment Operations

Weshirgton, D. C.
.- The Subzemmdttes met a®t 10:00 &.m., pursuant o notice,

in Room 2247, Ruyburn Fouss U”ficu Builéing, chor wble Bella S.

A P Wi S, Ot B b kRS P Wity d e s

Ahzug (Chairwoman of the Subcormittes) presiding.
'Prasent: Represcentative Abzug. |
Also p?esent: fEric L. Hirschhorn, Counsel; Tlmoth H.
Ingram, Stafll Direetér; Wiliiam G. ¥Florence, Professlicnal Stgff
Member; Anita Wicsman, Cler:; and Tuomas Sullivan, Minority
Counsel;
Me. Abzusx. The'Suhcommittee will come to order.
Without objection the héarings will be recorded and

velevised.

This morning “he Subcommlttee 15 eﬁérciaing its oversigin‘

, . !

ovox the Nat‘on&i Archives and Records Service to examine that %
instituticn! s hendling of Fre edom ol Informaﬁlbn Act requests

- de 3 - Car wde ¢ + - . g g . . - - -
and Lts Qaclessilizatlen of &zcumionss vnder Exceutsive Oprden

roe—
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The Archivist of the United States 1s entrusted with scms

12 =11

PRV

icn cublc feet of governmens pimer. Stored in the

National Archives and Records Ser&ice's Foderal Rzcords Centers?
1ts six Preasidential libfarics,;and in the Archives building ,;

) s : ; i
are at igast {60 million pleces of slassiried paper -~ most of i
it cver tuwenty yzardg old and still shut off from historianﬁ ;
and the publie. o : !

Dr. James Rhnoads, who is with us ﬁoday, wears two hats: }
ong as Arcnhivist of the Unitzd States, and the other s
Acting Cﬁairman of the lnéeragency Classificat;on‘Review.
Coﬁmittee; | |

The Inéeragcncy Commlttee ié the Executive branch's tcp
appezls unit faylreviewingicitizen requeét; to sea classified
docunents. ' - ' é

We hava a number of questions we woul& like to look at
today. S . - ;

Por ezampleé What initiative does thé Archives talte when

it discovers a document whiehk is obv;ously ;mproperly'classifi—i

ed? Az custodian of vecordé, the Archives must ablde by ;

. i b

restrictions placed on decuments by the originating agency. i

But if the classificztion marking is patently invalid, i

does the Archives h;ve'procedures 'or challenging that markiﬂg
and removing it?

Cur indopendont staf! invoestigaticn, Fow exampie, L:as '

concluded that the Warren Commlsalon was nevei speciflcally
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piven the pouwer by the President undexr the Exccutive Order to
orizinally classily ius Lrans pEa and memes. In effeet, Lner

-

hundyeds of Warran Commlsaicn documents were withheld frem the

- AN A A ar gt e Tas v SO s ol e o h

public fo» yzars when ther: wos no zound of'legal‘basis for 1%.

:Anothér-question‘we would like to eﬁamine is whether the
Archives hac aiwéyu been fqrthright Jn its den;als of Freedom
of Informaticn ﬁct requests.

The Arcrives séy vhat ;t rgfers 2ll F.0.I. requests 1t :
receives to thelsgency or cdepartment which genera €d the papers
being fecuested. .

_Does the Archives Jbrcise any ind zpendent Judgment in
wiﬁhholdinq the filcs, or dees it rely solely on the decision
of a ¢P1f~1hbu“e>t"d buragueraet? | |

Aisd, does the A*chives makﬂ any attempt to search out
1mpbrtént nistorical documents? Many vepers releting Lo the
Warren Coﬁmission invastigﬁtion of Prasident Kennedy's

assassinstion, for examnle, are still in the custody of certaln

What eifcrts has the Archivea mada to sareguard these

records and coadine “e¢evanu docume 168 wlth its current holdings

vHormally, cut of courte sv to our ;ove”nrenn wltness, Dr.
Rhcads weuld eppear fiirst this maﬂning. But Attornecy David
B2lin, who isvaluo to azppear, 1ncorms ugs that because of a
panding learsis oo ahifch he 4o enragad, his appearance in COULE |

Iy

in another cicy I3 pressing.

o
L)
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With Dr. Rhoads!' kind permissicn, therefore, I would lika!
‘o call Dzvid Belia as our first witress

M. Beiin is in private pracéice Jn Des Moipes. He was
an hssistant Ccuns2l with the Warren 00mmiuslon, ancd he was

Exeoutiva Dirzctor ofr the Rockefellerw panal to 1nv~s igate the

TR L Pt B e . aan ¢ e o

CIA’s dOméstlc activities.
(The wliness was duly sworn by the Chair#oman.)
Ms.'Abzug. Do you have a written.t&stimony?
¥r. Belin. No, I do not. | o

Ma. Abzug. Would you like to make some remarks?

e, éelin. he only i.troductory remark I would care to

make is that I think uhese hnarings ara very 1mportant hearings!

.-

because I ﬁhink the esaence of a demcceretic socieuy is the
~right "to know. I shink 4t is important that from time to time
Congress review whether or-not'“he bublle right to know is |

eing literally follow;u by governmant agencies which thcreti-
c2lly represent the publie.

I do not mean to prejud ze wha; you arc doing, but I

thirk the hearing 1tse11 iz -a very,important hearing to be

c r“ucted. | {. |

Ms. Zbzug. Thank you.,
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ex *ﬂnt that most of the matters before the Commissicn realIJ

‘Texas, who told how he heard police sirena coming down the

when the pol;re

vge of c¢laszilicatlon..

5

TATEMENT CF IR. DAVID . uﬁ’;l’l‘!, ATTCRNEY, FORMER ASSISTANT
» AARRAN JOMMISSION, AND FORUER EXZCUTIVE DIRKECTOR,
FILLER CORMIS3IOoN ON nOJESTIC FCTIVETIES, CEHNTRAL
IGFIICE ACENCY e

Ms. Abzug., Let ws see 1 we con have scne questions

answvared ancb nzwva heen ral.ed.

Hou would yea characterize the use of classification
narkings of Werra s Comalssion decuments? VWas it ovor-
extensive?

Hr. Belin. Almost cverytbin; that Je nad o the Warrcn

00nzission was marikst Top Secret. ,b ' l

I would have to say that it was over-extenzive to the

nagd nothing to do with what yeu would ordinarily think of as
Top Secret informasion.

When I took the tust.mﬂ1y of Johrny Calvin Bretier of

street aﬁd saw a man duck in a shore storé after the shooting
of Cfficer T*Lpent he ‘became susplelous of the man decause
slrens ebbed away, Brewer sav the man 1eave and
then Zrever followed him into the Texas Theater and the men
turned out to be Oswald; ths fact that tﬁat was claséificd és
Top Seeret was really, so far as . I was eoncefned, not a broper
I think pcynans tho resnon it wag elessiflied Top Ssowat

was that they did net want things to leak out of the Warren

Preans

£
-

Y-



—~

BE T W

L~ R - SRS R 1

-y
ot A e B . et

—

b e ek i

conmiission hearing »ooins.

211 of the testinony we tcok of witnasses

3ut vasicall;

Y

-

{0 the events 1n Dallas had the stamp of Top Secrast on theg.
‘Ms. Abgug. Are you awara as £o wqebhcr the Warren .

Comuisslon wau given any‘autnoriuy by the President in an

Execubive drdQE te oniginally clessifly the documznts?

er. Balin. T do nét purpoft to beva classl{lcation
czpc*t, but o ¢he best of wy knowledye I knew ur no such
1ndependenu clascilylng authorisy that the Warren commiséion
had. |

Ns. Abzug. In other wofﬁa, a8 far as you know, the
markings of Top Secret on Bxscutive Sesaslon trénscripts of the
Vizrren Comxmission and of its Stsz Memos, for example, ware
rsaliy fcr 2 nixture of purposes? ’

Mr.vEelin. To the best of my lmowledge I know of no
other reason other than the administrative purposes. becausa
I know of no inderendant classific#tion authority, although
there mignt L2 some indivect auﬁhority'and I do not purpoxt
to bpe an expert at tnat; I know that on many memoranda I |
preparad nyself, I did not put anything of a classificatlon
nature on ¢, |

M3. Abzug. Asswalng that nobody hed the authority,

that 15, to clapeily the Cemmission's documents, what is your

(.',

» o~ 13t mz2 scay this. Do you think they

w val - 2o RS ot 'y
visw 25 Lo whathex (i

had been properly withheld op do you_think'they should be

-
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withhe;;,undar some “otaxr corcept?
| MQ. Ballzm. - < will exciudﬁ-tﬁésa Commlssion documerts
which wvere prepav&d aut of glassifieﬁ informﬁtion that vas
raéﬂivé&, les Qs suy, from the CIA Because i; is my understand-
irg that when\jou receive inforration fiom é classilied docu-
aené,‘ﬁhaf thedratically thaé memorendvm that yqu‘prepared,
vhick quobes from tﬁe clessiftled source, muSt'rema;n classifiedl
Buﬁ I must'candidly‘state to you that'theye has besn an
ovef-claésification, I belleve, of Varrea Comalsslon documents
in éeneral. . o
The éhe Ehat stands‘onb mést in'my_mind, and . that has
cauged %hé most'widespreab.public aéncern, ?elétﬁd éo the
au€o§3y photogranhs and x-vays of President Kennedy. '
| ¥s. Abé&g. This is a very 1ntere;ﬁiﬁg qéﬁstion. Hould
youn sy i; waa‘g;question ofIWa:d.ahd Paui mégkiug.zhe
transeripts Top Secren? | |
‘Nr. Belin. I thinlk that Ward end Paul did mark every
transéript'Top.Sscret and: upon what authoxrity T do pot mow.
Ms. Abzuz. Tou do not kno&?
#r. Balin. No, I do not low whai authority'they‘had, 11
any. . .
Mg, Abzug. I am trying to Qet at, as to now it came
abeouti. Do you think Lt was an.admiﬁiatrativc gevice?
Hr. Beiin. T 4o nod luoow hiotper they ddd it of their

own ~litleon or whether they were directed to by the General
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Counsel, Lee Hankin., AllL I can t21) you is that every trans-

eripnt, Ilncluding every wibtness lliom we interrogated, was Larkso:

or stamped Top Szeret.

.

Es..Abzug. Let m2 ask this then. What was gonerally
the svalf's atbtlitude wowurd the so-colled classification
marlkings?

M. Belin. The zoneral attitude of the staff was this.

I &o not wanit to use tha word 'ridiculous!, but we thought.

" that it was over-claszificatlon, to say the least. In fact,

1t ves go classified that even though our buiiding was under

‘g 28-hour a dcy sscurity guard, we were direeted to put all of

theée tronscripts in safes &t night, and they ﬁere marked Top

" Secret whan thovr S opyeelly were hot Top Secvetb.

I aﬁ~excluﬁing th2 transcyripts related to OIA matters o
uvnat have you. I am talking ebeut the general transcripts of.
the areax in whien [ was involved. .I was'one of the two
lawvers 2a Area 2 vhich was-invqived in anaiyais of.all the

evidenc2 o determlne who killied President Kenredy and Officer

s, Abzug. Do ycu have any recollection of lir. J. Lee

Rankin, the Ccunsel, claluing the Commission had authority to

[¢)

lasgify its cun inlovmation?
N, Belin. X do not rewomber a conversation with General
Counz ol Lea Raalkin,  Ido a0t think any of us really ralsed any

issue &t the tino.

i
t

.

4
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Ms. fbzug. Did you have any difficulty zetting informe-

Mr. Belin., Hone.

M3, Ab"ug. “1d uny of thz staff people have uny difficuls

ty getting inrcﬂma,ionz

¥r. Belin. Hot to phe best of my rncollec*ion.

Ms. Abzug. - D;g they require sggqrity clea?ance, that is,
staff noihers? - R

. Belin. - A1l of us had to go through a security -
clcarancé. That perhaps raletes to an sarlier quastion yeu
gsked, Itfwau a u,anaa?d Joke with tt members of the staff
that w2 were hﬁvluv agcess to documonts that J&r" marked Top
Sseret at a time wnen aone o0 us had aecur1t§ ;i;arances.
Lven a;tev some of us had security clearances, thgve were one
o?_tﬁo uhat took @ uonth, o ﬁwo, or nore to got security
cléaracees. It was an insxde jokn about the fact $£at vhat

.

would tThe Warren Commiasion do 1 one of the members of the

stall had not getton the sacurity clearance by the time the

Warren Commiscion had yon01e8ed its *nvegtigution, and you

-would peve all of thess hundreds of secrat documents.

It would have been émbarrassing te & lot of paople.
‘I believe evant 12lly all stoff peopnle were cleared.
Ms. Abzug. As Executive Director of tae Rockefeller

Comiaisslon, do youw vnzzli any shoeirice provislions winich

authorizaed thot Commniscion to clazsify documents?

TS S i VTN Y A e 3 AT L 0, e A e

S YT N MRS Y TP Wt Bl S T
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Mr. Belin. X do not have the files in froot of me. They

o Sans ob

wouid 22 the Lest evidence, but my reccllecticn is that there
¥es o written szuthorizaticn of clagsification authority to the |
Rocitoleller Comnission.

3. Abzug. The:*¢ was vnat?

Mr. Belifi. '"hat there was a writtan awthorization of |
dlaﬁﬁl catlow authority o the Rockefeller Cocrmission.
Ms. Abzurz., Whoare dlad that authopdzation comg from? i

Hr. Belﬁn. T do not remember. I do remerher, et least
I thinlk I -can remcmber, that relatively early in the course of

our investligation 1t w

>

as & vritten memorandum that cane ﬁo ny
attentlon, and to the ationtlion of-the Viee Prosident.

Ms. Abzug. OCame Friom whon? |

Mr. Belin. I{ came 0 my atfention énd éo the sttention

of the Viee Presldsns.

Ms. Abzug. You do not have any rccollectjor as to who

signed shat authoriz&tion?, ' Co R )
Mp. Belin. Frankly, I do not. 2 sm sure it would be

. s

avellable a0 that 1% could bz vevlficd but I ha“* no present
4':recgllection of it, no.

Ma. Abgsug. Do you have a copy bf it?

Mr. Belin.. N¥o, I did not bring that wicn'me.

¥M3. Abszug. Wnat 1s your.posltion regardinQEWarreh-
Counloalon docum=nia?

Mr. Belin. I think my basic pesition with regard to the




5

*

U- T & -

kXL
-

-3
{3

-

v ipien ST Sy b ttraps P PR O ST Bgre o2 T

g
P iar

har o h |

pitiwA)

Py

11
Varren Comulssion docurments is thoe sume position that I hava
neldd with regord to the Kénnedy»autopsy reponrts and xX-ravs
since 198k, Thit is, that the public's right o know far
ovarrides any considerations of what might be considered
breachas_of nmﬁﬁOﬁeJ ﬁecu“”“y.
Pernavs 5f I cculd ¢nale a mninute or‘éwo to develep that
I wilil, |
Therﬁ has bhesn a tromendous amount of Information about
e muder of Prosident Keanady. It is & subject-ﬁhlch I
haldleve I hwve HOT@ eXpar 3 abeut than perheps anyone else,
because I was irt*ma coly Iavolved with the key ﬁitﬁesses to
the a§sassin tion of President Kenmedy and the murder of .
Cfficer ?ippett.
:I believe that the ra2lease of zll of th 15 information is
going to gquieten tne velees of those who réisa'questions,
becouse they do not oven azcept the ver@iqt of the fact that

Cswald killed Ti sttt even thougn osma wes appwehended with

the nurdey weapen in nand, and even though there were six side

~witneszes that sew Qcwald 2t the murder scene with gun In hand

and sunalng 2:cay fren the aurder ‘oé e with gun in hand,

But even thouéh this is not goin@ ‘o silance 2ll of the
erities, I believe that in an age of post-Yatergato and post-
Vietnam when there was such a lack of confidence in governmeni
in goneral, Y think it wouvld bs rhfrcshing for the nublic to

have zecesd bo all shese documenba, because I think 1t would

——etem
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3how vthat the Waryen Comminzion was ‘absolute 1y pright in its

concluriens that Oswald was the sole surman who kilied

-

President and Cz’iuer Pippest, and I ¢ .ink the rol.ease of the
documanis ”ould suppert the fact that irn 1861 we did a thorcughi
indepsndent abdectlve investigation,

I ﬁhink‘%he'public's'right to knovw about the murder of &

thelr 2resident, Tox ! instance, should pravail ovsr the natueal

inclinati nna-o? the Kennedy family of what X wcuﬁd call a righ

e ATV WO, BRI o S b

to privacy, in regard %0 the aut093y'phqtagrapﬁs and x—rays.
I taink the »ublic right to know, and %ho vhole lssve ol

canfidence end twrusté in government would override whatever

other considavaticns there migh® be for not releasing some of
theso documents.
That 4s my position.

. #3. Abzug. Do you know anything about why the ¥BI hau
-~ l - ‘
vefused 5 Telease all of the Uarvey Opvald i1 %

¥r. Belin. No, I &o no%, but I belleve Shey should be
rel&ased;

¥s, Aizug. Do you have any ides wvhere the 302 files of
each of the 9 Elr._z'i;ervilvws 1)5.1;!1 Jéckﬁub j when he was an im"omexa

ir. Belin., I do not know, I was not worklng in the Jack
Rudy aves during wy s2:vice with the Harren Commission,
Mg . aAhzug.  Tasan yow heve oo koowloedge agcut them? s

Fr, Balin. N9, X do not.
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¥Ms. Abzugz. UWhat was your role in the Varren Commissicon?

broxen down iato

Fr. B21ln. Ye hod the 1nvestigation
siz araas. TFor instance, two lawyers workéé in an area to
determine 1f Jack Ruby was conspiratorially involvad.

Tvwo lawﬁsrs worled in thes foveign conspiracy érea. I

« . .
was one of tho two lawyers.who‘wcrkad in the awea vo
determine vwlo wes the essassin of President XKernnedy, and as a
vart of that arca, who killed Officer Tippett.

ﬁs.ﬁﬁhzug. So wou are not fémiliar'withlthe rest ol
the 4investizasicen? .

Itr. Be2lin. ‘I wag nob familiar, for exemple, with the
Cetalls of tha Jack ﬁuby'investigation? although I was
coneernéd.enough abeut 1% 30 thét; when the Warren Comsission
rsfused to have poi}graph exaﬁinatious of ﬁarie Quwald and
Jack Ruby, T went through tﬁe back door end was a?;g to work
through Jack Iuty's rabbi, vacm I had met on a érip abroad,

to have him asve Jeek nuby demand, ag a condition preceding

2

3t1lying vefore the Warrzen Commissicn, that he had o

o &
Vo w

1o

e

olvaravh eﬁaminaticn.
Mot that it 1s a 100 perceat sure lig detector test,
Sut X wented Lt as an ihvestigative ald.
. T mentlon that, not to show ¢that I was involved with the
Jael: Ruby aresa, but to sinow that ther: was some‘overlap o

all aveas; and o lot ¢ interchange anong the Counsel. 3ut

L did not have tay zrset fanlllarity with the particulars of

Pt bsmRe e it AW A, o

i
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] ﬁ that area.» .
2 % M3. Abzrg. Do you tn;nk it would ﬁe ﬁaefui in any way to!
3 g heve thase 302 files of each of the lnterviews witﬁ 3ack ﬁuby
4 whon he'was an'infupmer, rolensed? .
sii . Bel a, ’iés.
8 Yor the shfe raasons that I have said,that‘ali the
ri !@veriai shou’d be released. |
s . 3. Abzug. - X talka 1% that you ragl_tﬁgtiabout‘the'whOIe
9 I‘ila.'?' . ..
0 . Mr. Belin. VYes. ;
i o s, Abzug.. You made some e reepblons, as I recall.
2 %i MHe. Belin. Ide ﬁot belleva I have any exceptions as
4
i3 ; fer as the rcni re Qocuments - thﬂt *s, thcsu nnvolvad wltn Lhe
24 ?_&ssassinatien ol vcs*de1* hannedy.
5 T 8o far as'éhe FBZ 302 fi1 es’ a.ra concernbd of course, =
&8 do not know how thcée.relate to the 1uvest1gétian of the
57 a;éassination.' fhere might be”%ome reasons so Pav as rights |
E ;‘of.p?l?aCJ of soma ;eon‘e Mho were the uuojecu of those 302 fiié
9 § wera COPCPP cd, ond uhat should bz given consideration, dbut %
0 waen I say everyuhing a‘ouéd he rclcared i nave specific
21 veievence to OJemy,hing in the hands om “he Avchives relating
22 | to a2 Warren Commission invnftigation. |
55 | ot I ﬁbzug. Of course,»that‘is a vary ihterest;ng questinﬁ
[ ; vaat X i'-h:".fz'il': Dz el Lhoa o v,‘.ll;’ rcﬁnlv cfi. That ie, in ﬁhe ;
23 develogmeht‘cf the Privoey Act 1n this Commlttee. There wes a |
H
?.

v

!‘A
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quastion of tha rights of vrivacy and the question of whose

srivate rights we proicct. Do we protact the rinhts of

poiacy, or are we trying to proteet the process of inforumers?|

Thas 18 the issuz whieh has bezen before this Comnitiee asz we

dev:loped thﬁf?rlvacy fet, and 28 we had testimoay from the
y . .

varioue ag uele

Then would you place any limltatlon on access

Mr. Balin. Not ca any of tiwe Len dv sassinztion

doe ments vhich are in the hands of the Archivas

(54

Ms.tAbzug. Tef us taks another look at ‘something
related.  Suppcsing, in three yeoaws or 50 or tomorrow, the
public begins to coubt tae legitimacé Of,the.R?ckafeller

Com i sicn in tlie invastigatlion. .Hﬁat provisien foxr pubklic
acess would you recmimwend For thos2 papers? Should soples of
che Rockchller Commission's poperd be placsd in the Archives
ard mode available at a pertievler date? Or should they not

be »loced in She Archlives and made immedlately avallable to thd

¥pr. Belin.:  T-would have to oay that the Rarge majority
of the materials in the Rockefeller Commissionsr, I think, can
be declassified. I can start with that portion of the iavestilt

gation whiehn: related to claims thot %the CIA was conspiratori-

21y involvad 3 the assassinatlon of President Zernedy. Ve |
Touxl thasa cla;ms %o be waocunded,

Thove are matters in the Rockereller Commission

e e el e M o {

e
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investigaticn that I de llafe are claésified and should
legitimately rewzin elassi ad.

Lc. ibzug. Wouwld you give an ethﬁlé?

Mr. Be 1’n. I think mattews pertaining to sources and

“matrhody of o nanoee of arsas and matue:s per@aining to the’

<

Iatornsl woru;ngs of tn CIa th at have ﬁco bean ciﬂ*losed

matters perd aanlag seiznee :nﬁ uccnnology - mathers pertain-

ing, for instance, Lo &g2ate whasze cover wculd e blown 1f
there were declassification; matters perhaps m"rtzu:xing to

otner areas; but the_majority of tha transcripted hearings,

' wﬁich ave of the Camm3u3101's heer ¢ng= should aventually,

.

in tﬁv n0C too diSuﬁnv incure, be declassified I hope.

'ms. Abzug. Tou raisc & very intc“cstin" QL°Suion. e
ere con sidﬁwing 1t i this Commlttee ab this time.

The question'under tiie Privécy Aet of thg various

éxemwtions which was enacted by the Ccngress last year, tbat

is, with the I"nivac" Let *'he" are ex mxpt.s.ons which we p:covtd\. .-,

You nay rccull thﬂs, o you mey LHOH this. We hava
aneral cxemptidn catesories for the act of crim;n 2l investige~
uiOﬂ, forelgn poliey and national securd Ly matters, - and 8C on.
| The CIA and I think the Secret Service secured a nore ’
generalleed eemnntion on Lh@ grcuads that everything the id
affected the semsitive naticnal security issue,

. caowpbion An the Commibtee, and

1\ )

I eppos.Ld Shat goner

on the Ficor of the House on the grdunds that Ghey, indeud,

3
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.w'rc knouwn to have invaded the privacy of citizens of this
country in dernestic sur VGJllJuC” and what have you, |

Tae question only‘came up efterwards, nemely, thet they
indeed 4did invoerdie privacy.

If one yerz Lo follow your .exomption, that 13 that you
thirk all doc&ments be available to tvhe pudlic undex thelr
" viznt Lo knew, and 30 on --—

Mr. Belin. ¥ith particulzr refercnce to the Warren
Cormission, 15 vhat I am saying. ' '

Ks. ﬁbsug. I shifted to the Rockefeiler Commission,
mhié& in your exzperlence i3 also vaﬁy izncrtant.ﬁ That is, in
terns of She public's rignt to know.

L,et me finlsh my point. ' ' ‘ :

I find, tharafore, that the comnection which you have
mnade that however iprormation supplled by the CIA should not
bd-m&dé availéﬁle bacause it could re&eal, or information which
would reveal soure:s and m;thods, sc;eﬁce and technology, the
names of agents and 50 on, fﬁat feiliy iS an intervesting argu-
ment bagause 1t covers a great deal, and it would glve them a
nore vlanket ezemptioﬁ ¢han I think the Act now‘provides;

There 1s.an inconsissency in ycur testimony.

M. Belin., My staﬁamént; Madamr Chalrwoman, was that -

Me. Abzﬁg. 2 I ooy szy one nore thing; A lot of what
ch2 Deckefellax Tewndssion ""v*'lu 13 invasions of »privecy,

vislations of war, activities of the CIA way beyond 1ts glver
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Charter, and so-en. Tnare woere a lot of impossible acts of

K . & 2-
1ilzpality.

¥Mp, Belin. He2éam Chzirwoman, I thinlke my statament was

that .tha greasl.nmajority of mmterial that the FRockeleller

Comaission had bafore 1t eould e released, and should be
relensed, and should be deelassified,

You asked e to glve you some examples of sonz aprees
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gome exrsaz. That dees nct rwean that X belleve the Agency

‘itselfl should rave Tho 2iaht to use that rationzle, and

therero?e.ﬁot deelaosify anybhing.

: I am suggesiting to'ﬁhis_Subcommittea thaé there are
legltimnte arers-of claséification. .have to also state that
in ny ohservation and in my cervice as an indepaident citizen,
From Yowe wisth,.both the Werren Commission and thz Reckefeller
Ccmmission;ia that ther: ia & genersal tendeﬁcy in government
to overécléssify;

But I do not want the Subcommittee to $hink in any sense
of what I have said that anything thé Rockefellier Commission
PR , )
got should bt atslaseliiied. That I do not helieve would be

appropricte.

Ms. Abzug. In connection with your work with the Varrsn

h
Commigsion, did you 3¢a or learn of any documants ﬁhose secrecy

was pocersary for roaqons of national cefonsz cor foredzn poliey

iz, Belir. I wound say ¥e&9 with partlcular reference
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not o the avea in which I was involved, but with speciflie
reiaeraacs ﬁo the aves Involving She investigation of p03a1ble
forelzn ccﬁspiracy. I think that there vere docunerts aand
matevs, aﬁ that tlme, vhlch legitimately could be classiiied.

I thinik perhaps Goday an argument eould be made that
these samne dpcnﬁ:nts shonld Qtill ba clasaiited, but I feel’
hat Secavse of the paszage cf tire,’ and tecauza of the over-
»iding concern o% the publlie in this event, and because of the

vhole issue of ccnfidencé and frust in géver ment, I belleve
that thara would be a greaiver publie good achieved by de-

elessifying everythiag in the Arepives pertaining to the Warren!

Commiscion.lavestigatlon. A SR . -
M. Abzug. Then that has nothing %o do with the genersl
goncepv?

Mr. Belin. ny ganc*al uorccpt is hat most of’@hat is in
the Archivae has ne 2asis of clascification at this time. I
will withdraw thet. Wlth the paxs ige of time 1t should be de-
claszifiod.  Your staff has propared & list of documents which
grz 5311l ecloguified, and wh .'h, so far as I am eonéerned, shous
a lot of hard vorkx on the pert o the staff, and elso shows that
mésé of thaese docuneats should be declassifiéd;

Row, thero ars soud poxilons of that 1ist, fof instance,
one pertsaining to Lranscrilipts of Oswald's génversations in
Maxdco Cluy. I talds you can wlle 2 lezit ﬁz:c argumnent bhﬂu

thosc particular documonts should stili be properly classified.
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! § believe the better argument is that even those documents

should ne declasslfied. .

"By %the w2y, %he autopsy photographs and x-rays which
nave camsad the widest pubiic conesrn have not evzn been
witkheld from E;: covernment by classification authorivy.

; _

Somewhere 2long the way Govarnment preperty ¢ot into the

bands of the Femacdy rfamily, and then wes glven back to the

PR INFURIRE PR

“Governman’s by the Xennedy family uader restricetions. I am not
Y « . - ~

surs how tahat haspened, but T do kncw thal they sre restricted.

ARl L o
o
l-::.
(X
.
o)

bzug.  YWaat do you think that woulad wevezal?
¥r. Paiin. I thiak thet every single doctor wao has 1

axamined those antopsy photographs and X-rays nas concluded

that thore vas O evigence; medical evidénce,_gf any shots
i.coming from the.front or night front, as élleged by people. who
:claimvthat thefe wewe gunmen firing fron the front or righ%
front on what‘ﬁas own, &5 a gra;sy knoll area.

The zutoprsy srysicians, the panel which was selected by

Ramsey Cloplc vhen e was Attornzy General, the recommendations

o7

of threa univoowolty presidents, and the Presidcnt of the Collzg

: of Amerdican Patiologlsts, 1 believe. The pansl that was

e . St e+ 1 TANS” OV

. _ : : ]
selected by a Ssznisr Counsel of Robert Clsen of the Rockefeller

Cormigsicn stofll.  “hz ~elease of those would rezove a lot of

(6]

speculation atous uhai vhey chow, although I can understand the

o8 thie RKamnedy fanily fer privacey and the pletures,

6]

. .
et vy
G2

»

———y Wb

frarnkly, are verr horridlying. Nevertholess I have always felt
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*

that thay should hava deen released, ard thet 1t was the biggees
mistske of the Waresen Corxiszion not to release them.
Mzs. Abzug. Did the Wavren Complsslon ever have access

to thoos docunents?

i e et b BN e ety W Sapre e

NMr. Belin. To the best of my knowledge they were not

ey

i ' .
introduzed o8 ervidence ln anv of t o=} hn@rirgs. I think the

stapement.wag ﬁada »y Chief Justice hc n thau if «e saw thém }
Y éommi ggion n» iaga, ch n we would ie t "elease these
harrifyipg rnotagreph~ to the prl*c “nd innsmuch 28 e had
the ﬁeatimony of the huto~sy nays*c_ana, thcn he Pelt thes
was no deciﬁive ne2d te have these uecum@nts rale sad.
fms..Aﬁzug. When there_uaéra cview of the Warren

'Qommldsion report, %cae thay then .made “va*lab

M. Bcl" .« Not to thé best of my knoﬂledge.

Ms Abzus._ They Vére never mede available. But you 4o
not have n,ec*flc xqowleene, is thac rtwntq

¥r. Belin. I was nou giv»a access tc them "hen I asked
for them.-

Ma. Abzug. What wes tﬁe reason giyen?

Mr. Belin. The rason iven wes yhat I just testlfied $c'

The Kannedy fumil; desirad that t y et be releessed to the !
pubi ¢ aud Chie? dlBuiC Warrén felt that if théy came befcrs |
the Conmissicn they would hawz fo ha raeleased to the publilc,

SIS " L

wew of the Beoanady famlly.

18

. \ 1 4 ’ -
aal he ye Teliad o tha 23

f have since discussed this with John McCloy who wWas a

S e e
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memter of the Wavren CuJ@i sion. He now feels 1t was a misheL;
o ¢o that.

Ms. Abzug. Why?

le. Belin. 3ecause he fecels thet the release would stills

a lct of voices of pecople who have falacly misled the public.

Jd “
T wenld haster to add fant thepz are a large number of people

uho have onen aple ¢o use the wide igﬂorancc of the public z3

a ba3ls fer mlzlaading then to tha false conclhsion thet
Oswaid tas.rct the sole gnnm that killed Pragi@ent Kennedy
and O?fic=r Tip 2t G,

s, Abzug. Do ydu hava ényvidca vhere ﬁhis material
preéently 1a?

'er. Belin., Host of the moterial is in tﬁe hands oi the
Archives. There 1s some materisl that I think, somewherc
vetween the transfers from the Government to the Kennedy
family and then back %0 the frehives, got lost. For instance.
I believe K@nnedy 3 brein is not now at;the Archives. I do

not 1mow if + was evaer in the Archives, but I do now that

.,

" thera nas beer, a guestion raised about where it is.

I palisve tihav the Kennedy fami&y apnarently have nhe
anzwey to that..

WMs. Abzvg. Did the Rccxefelier panel poview -akl of the
aut09$y and x¥vay nictures and see all the materlials inciuding

T PRPNTERETRY R I A g oy -t
Ll poTeltin ziides o tho brain bissue?

Mr. Belin. I wad net present at all of the lnvestlgations

> A2 5 tare o ....u..

{
!
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of the Roekefeller Comminsicn panel. I Go lnow they saw the

[NEPNENCY

autopsy pho anh3 ané x-rays out ycu would nave o chsck wlth

the doctors themselves as Lo whethar or not they saw elide

o~ %A Aoy

tissues.
‘Ms. Abzug. In other words, all of that material was

J .
seen, as far as you know, by the Rockefeller Commis3sion?

PRRPSRSICE L)

Mr. Belin. I know the Rockefeller Commission panel of
doctors, as distinguished from the Cemmissicn - and there 1

were five physiclaas who compris d the ncmbera of that pangl - i

PR

aid have access to whatever autopsy pha?cgrapns and,z-ray'
materials wore in the A:ch*v e at the time. |

Whetger or not They sam'all of them, I cannot tell.'

M3, Aﬁzug. I &m confused about sométhing.

‘The original nmaterial whieh yoﬁ say_should hHave been i
mude public: youw recently sdld that you did not have.any
xnowledge 28 to where 1t wa .:%_nd ghen you said it was in Ghe
via rren ucwn“ssion, I mecan in the Avchives ¥hieh 1s 1t?

M». Belin., Hoa.

T btelicve that there was original materizl, which
includad vhe ¢ut0031 pa ocographs and x-rays, and I belzeva
your staff has vreparad a nemorandum summarizing this, which

vas eventually turned over o, I tnin? in vas Evelyn Lincoln,

the private s::rethy to the Xennedy family, or was released

(%3
i

0 h-T.  Tour sbafl monorwiwium would be a better source cf

suthority thar I.
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Eventually, the material was dsodod back by the Kennedy

am’iy under a rectrictive deed o the Archives, but the

)

waterial that was desded dack ‘idvnot 1nc1udé‘dii‘of the
netorial that was orlglnally turned over to the dennedy fémil}.

I think on: of those matervials which is missing 1s the
brain of Presigent Hfennady.

Iis. Abéug. et the vecord show at this point that X
bave incormporated into the.record the Staff Report concerning {
the chronolegy of the custodranskip transfer, and events ‘
relizted té autorsy data and mnterial of President John F.

Renredy.

{Materisl 30 be supplizd Pfollows:)
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Ms. fAbzug. Whea you 5434 z& splicy that the Warren

Copsnidzion's review dld ses all the waleriel, do you mear with !

“he exception of that material or ineluding ﬁhat naterlal?
%e. Belln. The Varren Cormdssion iave stlgaq on did not

sce -~ that ig, the Warren bouaL~° or ihself did not have
. . 'c

g

before it fhe ae 3ual uuopz; phu hu and x—rzvu. They
had rﬂennatructions wiich dern dvawn which were 106 the best
évidence.‘nd,,wnicq I falc, was a very *moro er vay to proceed.
I felt thgt viey at the %ime, and I wrota a memorandum at the
time I belleve. I cc"Lainly nade my orgl position clear.

I said the some thing in the beek X ﬁave written,about
the Keunedy ssaas*nabion. I say 1tbtodayf

LB hbzug. As an aside, let me say this. The Warren'
Comini.ssion apparantiy never attempted to duplicate 1ts thecory
shat the bullets that hit the Presidenﬁ, n&mclv 2% three
bullets were firad, and one miszed, and one presumably rene-
trated tha nask of she Presldent gnd passed th"ou@n Boverﬁor
Connolly’s.baeﬁ and welst, and tha‘third hit the P;esident in
the head;v

I thldek th#ae were the facﬁg; ‘

Mr. Belin. T dc not think youp statemeat that they nsver

attempted to duplicate it is zecurate, but go right zhead.

-

Ms. Abzug I em trying to find out 1f it is zecurate.

The sitogre pulles thaowy, of couvrng, idu ridilculed by

wany Commissicn eritiles, az you know,

EYTYN

i
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I hava heen trying to €eal with ﬁhc questlon of Intorma-
tion and the publin’®s »lizit to knew s0 that we can.sry to
szeure infcrm;tioﬁ wpisn can glve us a much more Znselllgent
burzzusracy and 2 nuehr more informed citizenry, aud‘whiéh will
eaakle us to ROV more sfifectively.

Yhy werejnot these shots atlempted by a Cormission
marksman to gee iy it ware possibla?

. Balin. "ae 3ingla bullet theory grew out of an

o

tt;apt on my part Lo prove that thnere was more than one gun-
man. X an going to hive vo tale sevgral minuiss to respond to
your questisn.

Ty, A Seg. fan npt hare to avgue the fécts as much as
Iam the‘qgestion ol evidence and information, and how we are

going to get this shing moving.

Mr. Belin. -Bub with particular »eference to %he question

of duplicating the shot —-

ds. Abzug. 7Yes, I am interasted In the shot 1tself and
vhy there‘was no astempt made to duplioéta it.

¥r. Belin. VUhen we exauined the slides Irom the amateur
movie Tilnm, that 1s the Zabruder film - and we had 35 um
slidcé nade of ezch frame - 1% was irpossible to precisely
Qutermine axac¢tly uhen.Governer Connolly was hit. You couid
vividiy see tke time the Presidens was firet hit, at least the
ro3ulis ol 1%, breausa his nead emerged for what we call

Prame 225, vith his hands clutehsd te his throat. You could

T e R i el AT
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vividly sae the fatal sinot utrike the Preaident in the frame
v, ' ;

which w2 aumberced 313, bus you uOdld not uell e"actly vhere

Covernor Conrclly was nit. Therefore, since I knew‘that the
Zabruder camera spaveisd at 18.3 froxes & second aﬂd inesmuch

as I Imew that the'bolt—a»uian rifle could not be aimed

n

avcb"ately, evcarding to the FBI, raster_than g.or 2% seconds,.
then I felt that 27 I could p*ovp that Govérnof Connolly was"
hlt closer than 40 Yrpras to t1~ time resideﬁt Kenﬁedy waéf.
hiv, X wculd thevﬂgoru be able to prove uhat thmre was .a
3econd guﬂyun. |

And so I cazme up chh the theory of wr*ting the Secret
Service in Dallas and aaxing then to rcconatruct t 1@ pos&tlon
of Governor Connolly, through hizs tlree physiciana w;u.
treatea nim, to sée vhere he hod baen 1t«1ng at ‘h- tix~ that
he was hit, becaus2 211 of his ijulcj&ﬂo agreed that he was
siruel bj one bull*' )

Tne ohvsic*uas did this., The only thina w ong was that

in three of 4} e poses »ney uhoued the bullet that entered hﬁs

e

hané, entering on the back side uf bis nand, and exiting in
she front,.ani the o»ner poses vieca versa. I called this
dxscreﬁﬂwuy to theii °tteution, and when they rlnally cane up

ith a reconstructed pose, I went baek to the Zabruder filn

- go the FBI lab experts, and lo and behold, I was able to prove

Shet Governor Coiuallds could a0t have boen hit after Frame 240,

and President h.nn«d" was his at about Frane 220, and the.
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canera craveled ot 18.3 framus & secend, then & maximem of
ore second eleopsed and snerefors that would prove that there
vas a oecond zunmaa, uvaless tha bullet that went through
Prestdent Kennedy's neck also struck Governor Cocnnolly

We then zecoustructed what happened to a bullet that raun
throvgh ?residént Kenredy's nees, Ve vere.adviscd by ballisfiq
szperts that we could do 1t in three different ways: oune wes
a 20 percént gc-“tinu substance ecompound; cne was goatmeat;

and ons wes a horsemeat reconutruction. We ¢irectegd that 1t

e

be cone all thrce usys, and lo and béhold, found that tha

Ter e

buliet zic~d President Zennedy's neck ?ugning'at around 1709
feet per second. -

Governo:» Connolly was sitting directly in front of
Prosident Kennedy with reference fp the bullet from the 6th
floor window of the depositor§ building, and that is how the
single bullet theory wes evolved

When yoﬁ say ¥e ¢id nos reconstruét, we reconstructed .
what happaQed te the bullet massing through Frevident Xennesdy 'y
nseic. What we 61d noet do, znd what I believe we should have 4
done,.was, vhan we hed wmariksman ﬁes%s run, we should have run

thea with a moving vehicle rather than with these stationary

targets.
Ve alao sr.ould have done one other thing. At the time
36 was assumad that all the shots Yirzd !

the tests wouwe e
: o A ‘ ;
took place in about &% or 6 seconds. But, if you esssume that
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the Cirst ghot styuck rasident Xennedy's necl, euxtcu, and -

hit Gowarnor tovaolly, than the second shov étﬁuck'Keﬁnedy
in the head 5% sacods laver, and the thlrd Shot alssed ;'
which was ecertzinly 2 plaucible théory -~ then that aiso should
heve basa investigaved.

e arghm;nt against 1% was that we ﬁnauld 110% 8hovw that:
it was neéesseri;y pﬁobable aléhough we had to show that it
was reasoaahly possiblé to dduwhathas éqne, and that 1s.the
way the tebt° were rv .

| Ma, Abzugl ia ﬂthmr uards, the peoific'Shqt was not

attempted, thet is, oae bullet penetrating thé neck of omne
inﬁividnalbthroughzthe-baCk and wrist of a second individuai?

By, Belin. That Was‘notvattempted, expeﬁt'they wers gble
to.ce teming th faéﬁ that Govaraor Connolly's jackét shoved
a bulla% enterinb in scuewhere at a slunt ond indicauive of
the *act that the bc 11eh wa pvonably tulbling wien it hit
Governor Connclly, and prohably nit somst hing else in the mean—
time, coupled ﬁith‘the othsr tests thab were dbne._

¥e Aid reeonstrucs tasts on his urist to see what would
b»ppsn'if 2 urist woers hit u;th -1 pristi;e bullet, apd that
was evidence of the fact that bne ghot did ali of the damage
to Governor Cenntlly.

Ms. Abmug. :n other words, there was & speclfiic

doedirion not o sry 4o dunlisnbo Ghat shot? Give me a yes or

2 no so we can got ofi this subject, and on to some other

P
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questions.
Mr. Belin., Taszre was & specifle declsion not o try
i

end havo 2 moving tariet sade. I do not know exactly how you }

ceuld duplicaﬁé a2 shot going thrcugh the neck and then striking

, i
& human bogy, but o the best ol my recollectlon that,specific%

thing was not &one.

Mg, &baug. Ne. éelin, in yoeur recent appearance cn the
David Susskind show you scid that in»youf capacity as Ekecutlve
Director of the Rozixefeller Cownlssion which investigated the
CI4, you leorned information that should have beeq told ¢o the
War?en'Coﬁmissicn, is 4:at conrect? ) .

¥r. Belin., T belieﬁa I made that gtatement on the bévid
Susskind show. ' : |

Ms. Abzug. s that correct?

Mf.iﬂelin; Thass 1s correct.

ﬁs. Abzug. 3o, you were told infermation which should
have been byought éo She Warven Commission. What was that
informaticn?

M. Zelin, - The infcrmation which I felt should have been
disclosed to the Warren Commission:related to the possible CIA
1niclvemeht in rlans to Assacainefe forelgn 1eaders, and in
particular, Fidzl Cestvo. 4t tﬁe time of the Warren Commissiorn

iInvestigeticn, thers were allegations made that Castro might

siousaip with the assassipation of Presldent

-

o
C

s ~% e
HOSE LG

have ha

"

Kennedy.
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By saying thac I do not meen to gay thet Castro was

involved.
..i ém Just geying ﬁhat-that u.gcencc showvld have been
brovpht o tha attantion of che Waryen COmm1351on.
| ‘Ms. Abzug. Yas not CIA ﬁirector Allén Dulles a nember
£ the Gommissiég?

¥r, Belin. Poxner CIA Birectér Allen Dulles was a
membay of‘the Har:en chmmsaion.: dbvionsly, Mrf Duiles weuld
hﬁve;known'whué was.going on.in the CIA atktheatime of his
tehnre, at-least; ne should have knowm. |

1 do not kncw, as Coun el of tho Uarrﬁn Commiss*on and
as g néiber o 1§ h~ labal ab. ,‘thgt har« was an; knowledge
ény msmbar of the legal'ataff about thess c;aims;

I krow I have talked to the. 1av"e§ who were 1nvolved
in ch» area ox for*lgn conspiracy, anu Lhay have told me tﬁdu.
they had no knowledae of any such clalns. I have talked to
several of the comnissioners. They say that they had no
Imovledge of any 3uch claimg.

Allen Dulies 13 dead, and I have heen unable ‘to talk to
him. |

Me. Abzug. Did you investigate this matter whlle with
the Nockefeller Ccmmission?

¥, Selin. Did I investigste vhat matter?

¥s. Absug. Tats matter. The matter of the CIA plots to

e
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32
Mr. Belin. es.

Ms. Apzuz. T gatier there were dome rather detalled
reports on thls issue.

o rither detailed memorandum

®

¥r. Belin. I nad

concerning what I considered to be a very very -sordid chapter

'

of ¢n ageney oi th2 U.S. Govaprnment beinglinvolved in sssasalin-
atlion plots divestzd egainst forelgn leaders iﬁ peacetime.
Ms. Abzug. 3o, you made & report and you must have read
some :epo}ts, correct?
- Mr. Belin. Among othex things I fead sonme veports, yes.
Ms; sbzug. Do yocu thiak the releasé of these reports
yhich you read would add to the pgblic's knoulédge, inasnmuch
as'yéu éay'all the infcfmaticn should be made availavle
affecting the Warran Cormission and the facts on which it was
based, and‘what happened?
‘Mr. Belin. I think I steted all information in the hands
of the Archives should bé released.

Any matter involving the assagsinetion of President

(4}

Kennedy, I am tallting about.
I think that during th2 Rockefeller cﬁmmission investige-

tion, I believe at one press conference one of the Commission

members; C. Dougias Dillon, stated thét-it vas the intent of

the Commisslon to selcose ¢h2 portion of 1ts investigatlen

nartaining to alleged CIA involvemsnt in the essassination




= B W h ts

L+

10
§1

f2

e
Ot 3 VLAt - T ¢, Mgl S0 A . UM P e s PPl $4 T

ooy~
A - M 2 o SRS W St Aol

Pt~
Pl be e . £t

T

33
plots dirscted azalnst forelzn leaders. L

A Geelsicn was made aot to releagse those documents. 1

understand that thay will be released by the Senate Select

Committes whlchn is lnvestigating this area.
Ms. Abmug. According to information devaloped, Osuald’s

note to Mr. Hogty was ¢estroyed by Mr. Hosty, who, .&s you may

. 4
recall, was a1 ¥BX agerb. Is there any evidence that was

destroyed By eithef the CIA, the FBI, or anybody else in your
prasent investigati&n of what took piace? Of past investigé~
tion which took place?

: Mr; Belin. I think 1t 18 au inéxéuéable dereliction of
duty to have any Govefnment agency destroy evi@ence of %his

Kind.

T was eppalled when I learned about it. The evidence in

no way negaﬁes ~rom the faet that Oswald k1lled Presaident
Kennedy, and Oswalé killed Officer Tlppett; Nevertheless,
tha evidence éhould never have been destroyed.

Ms. Abzﬁg. You . know somathlng ihtafasting about that?
I am an ordinary hurean being with ordiﬁary thought‘prccesses.

I am always very suSpicicgs, es I think the average
eitizen in this country would be, when suddenly a piece of
paﬁer, which is Anvolvad in a mattier like‘this, Vhich is &

note from somecaz that was suprosad to have been the sole

“gator in a very serious historical event, and which was ulti-

fo . EETAGTTY 49 ; - 3 q
Mately a geect unerloon trasedy, wWas degstroyed.

1
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It 1s diffleult to believe that 1t does not have somethinL

.f . ’

to ¢o wigh the ficess, 2@ the snaping of the facts, or the
concealing of thz facts, or the accureey. It is very Géifficult;,

and I find that here you are tastilfying before oua_Committee,

NN

wvniceh we appreci ; you are very assertive and you are basi ng °
. .. 4 . . N

thils on your “aow1udgb, I assume. You have your conzlusions .

base? on your knowledsg2.

You are assaerting that the assassinatlon was cowil ﬁ.ed 1n!

PP AT

one ,arhiculﬁr wiy Ly one person, énd ve the"e is a cloud, at
least, over the 2videncs on & number of boints.

One is a natc written by the aector, two. an FBI ag#nt,
which, to you 23 & lawyer ant 1 as a lawyer know, had some -
relevﬁn&e to the evidence, ig that not corraat?

How can you be 30 sure 2hat;-nevertheless, ip woﬁld
sti;l nbt chanée anyﬁhing?. That interests me,

Mr. Belin. 7T basic,"lw share your coacern sbout the
destrucgion o evidence. X mm an ordinary c“vizen Like you,

although -I think, by thes way, you **s Lfar foonm ordinarv.

4

I %hink 1% 1s rea bonable to coaclude trat if they destro;%

evidence here. then the question 15, wherg'wi;l they not destro%
evidence?

Ms. Abzug. The questlen is vhat dthgr,evidence, indeed,

was destroyed. Fhe questicn, indeed, 1s that I do rot think |

' 1

A

you have addressed yourseld Lo 1t regarding what other eovidence)

was destroyed, or sre you fariliar with any other evidence thst
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may have been destroyed o missing?

Yp, Belin. I canaot prove vhat there was rs .other
evidence destroyad, any more than I can proﬁe that.you or 2
membexr of'ycur stsff have never béen gn FBI informant. But
what I can»sa§"45 this. I have had firsthznd kncwledge and
contact with th; viinesses, and the evidence 1nvclv}né the
assassinztion of President Xennedy.

I can tell you thet beyond 2 reasonable doubt Lee Harvey
Osw2ld ¥illed President Xsanedy and killed Officer Tippett.

I say that, not beaause of evidence that the FHI developed,
but becsuse of evide;ce.that Joseph Ezll and I developcd right
on thé seene in Dallas. .

It 1s based on cur independent investigatioa.

‘8o, as horrﬁble as 1% is for the Féi to ﬁave destroyed
evicence, I cani tell ‘you from the flrsthand knowledﬂ° I have
of tne witnesses and thae events, and the other materilal - and
I think we could gpend days on it - thét there is no guestion
vvhicl has beexn raised by any assassinatién eritic that cannot
be znswared. Tha basis pu oblem is that I, as a person intima-

tely invoived in the iavescvlgation, do no% have the time to do
16, A

For 2ax pl 2, on the déy of the Svsskind shov when there
wae misreprescntiﬁion after nisrepresentation made by people
Whe wore ericicdsing the Werrea Commission, you can go dbe‘

in five minutes, make tan accusations, and then give me five

POYUTRS
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minuces whlsch will talke me five minutes to respond to one of
them.

I can ge througs EX 141 carefullj raspond to- every single

one that you oy anyoné else night ask.

W

Tnerefor", I say even though it was absolutely inexeusabl

. $

. }

for tihc Hosty nd to have been des troyed I oay, based upon = i

1 -

ny 1 1d ent nvestiz1 ion and based upon an objective
anslysis of the witness&s and the ;act that there was no doubt
thet oowa¢a ki]loa Presifeant lennedy and Officar Tipoet. '

I do:not excuse the FBI. I do notb excﬁse the CIA. I
eannob prové the FRIL dii ot dast oy anythlng else. I cannot
srove the CIA did not dastroy ‘énytfluing'elae.

Nonefof us here Just caﬁhbt.érove the negativeL T am
sure, Hadam Chal: woman, tha» jou ar rémiliap ﬁith shat.

Ms. Abzug. You do tastify, incefestihgly enough, to
information that you saw fo the first timé ﬁhile with the ]
Rockefecllay Cemmissian which you did not see ﬁpén vou were wlth
the V'rren Cornisuion, 1s thst not correcet?

M, Belin. "hat iz dorr»csd.

M3. Absug. . 3So we have an inte"a““iﬁg development. e
are dealing with fhe free@om 6f iéfor@ation, and public acces:z
and privacy, and so on. Did ybh have ary indication at tﬁe'
tinme of tne irve b5b=tion the.t the nete had bben destroyed -
tpat Ls, :.‘..u.a'rs ‘,l*“. 223 posenvlal Ialtizlly?

*r. Belin. Initially ro.
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There wns inllcation from lnvestigation, I belleve it

was eiltner through Marie Oswald or Ruth Picklin - I was not

personalily involvel in that .rea, tvo other.lawyera ere,
Albert Jenner and Weslev*Jam:s Lever - buﬁ oéwald was unpappy
with the fact ghat the ¥BI had been in confact_wifh his wife.
So, Qe kéew he was not happy with the FBI. ‘Wazt we di&
no% kmow was that he himzelf‘had written a threatening note to
the FBI and, by ©h2 way, not threatering the President, as I
underétanq it, but She ﬁhragﬁening to the FBI before the.p'

‘ :
assesainatlion was naver been disclosed to tha VWarren Commission)
. . : 5

apd itAshould have been.
' is. Abzug. ¥ho should have dfsclesad that information?

.Br. Belin. Tﬁe F3I.

Ms. Abzug. If the Comnission had knoun that information
about the CIA plot to assassinate Caatro; for exanple, do you
'think there weild have been wny other lines of investigation?
How gbout Oswald's idinis with the Cuban community and Cuban
refusees?

| Mr. Balin. There might hzve been a broader investigation
than there was. At least it would have kept a dilferent
persruective on waal vaa 1nv¢stigated. But that is pure specu-
latien. |

Ms..Abzug. The questicn now is, interestingly enough,
Hhethei or 120t ail of chess tnanswarad guestions, which have

surfaced sincce the Warron Cormission reports and views, were
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dealt with in the Roclkereller Commlssion reviev.
Wr. Belin. ‘The Beekef:zller Cormission reportsin no way |
attempted to reonsn thie ¥arren Commission inv~“ iga%icn. Je

had our hands full Just to curfCﬂL the duuy dss¢gned to us.

The only gewson “qe Eovkefe11°~ Coﬁmisslon zot in?olved 1
; L . . i
in the Warren c;mmission 1nvastigation at all was becauge of
allegasions that the CIA was consﬁiratcrially involved in the
agszssination cf President xunnedj; ' 4
thau exceﬂu, snd o that limited extent, we analywed‘
whcther er nou these hllegwtion~ ware corvect.'“There wers
3

clalis that Cl& zgents, Hunt and Stuwgﬁs, were in Dallas at the;

LRt

time and vhat thay Mere inJO"Vbd in sho»s fired from the r*gh“
f”crt: ¥We « Jetermlaed una* thay wore not in Dallas at the tiMu-
Pe decermin;d *h't uhere were no enots from the fronu or righ“
front as claimed. '

HMs. Abzug. What about this fact. wn; aid no* the
Commissio; make 2 mores intensive anGSbigﬂt101 of Oswald’s
iinke with the Cuben comunlty and the Cuban refugees in view
of what you hecve jus, said? -

Mp. Belin. Which qommiésion?

Ms. Abzvg. ‘The Rocgefellef Gémmissiod.

M. Béliﬁ. The Rookefull;r Commissién in ro way vas
aoing 2 geﬁ ihto she reopening of the Warren.Commission, It
wal oniy soinr to do 45 fo she exisnt Shat CIA wasAinvolved.

st. Abmug.,ﬁl e preciate that, This 1s withlin the

o
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parameber of the alleged CIL involivament.

e, Belin. I can tell pou that % do not vellev: that we
founé cny CIA involrcmenc. We seversly limited ourselves to
the sbecific srez2 of the CiA being involved with the asaassiha—
tion so far as‘fﬁé rfiviag of “he gﬁn a6 conce:ned, seceuse of
she claims thaﬁdwere aad3. and the tes imqny by wltnesses who
asked to bs perrd bafore the RockeSellar Commission.

I saw my prim2ry goul as Exgcutive Director of the
Rockezfeliler Cormisslon to invrastigate the allegations thet the |
CIA had improperly been 1nvolvad in domestlc sotivitiles, plus
“ghe issu3s of rzcommendetions g0 that this might not happen
again in the future..

| To that extent ws dirccted ouvr primary atpention to that
¥s. Abgtz. Did you determine, or were you the final
daterminator as to how fav tﬁe Comalssion should go in deter-—-

mining whether the CIA had indeed been involved?

. éelin. The Cemaiesion itsell mads the final detef—
minacion. I tarncd that area of the investigation over to
Senior Cotnsel and the staff, because T nad gerved with the
Yarren Conmizelon. Thal was Ne. Robext Olisen.

Me. absug. X wanted to make suve 4 chere were a numberxr
.cr CIA repores which you just now indiczted. That 1is, as 2
pesult of thachukefeller Ccnmlssian Investigztion, that 1is,

vhich sopounld Lo revealodd

I juat wonder 1f the Werren Commission's Iallure te go
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into certain ercas, continued rather then openecd, in view.of
the‘fact.that cne pad a commitment to a position,'ag you
appear o hﬁve. |

M. Bélin. My paeition is that, having complate access
to the recordyxl Imow teyoad a ?easonable'doubt that Oswald
killed Presideét Kainedy and Offleer Tippett. X alszo know
the mlsrepresentatlon winich has permeatsd the American tCelevis-
lon egersens In this area.

‘Ms. Abzug. I thank you very much for your testimony
today} . éelin. L hope, w.th you, that thé Warren Cammissionv
documents are opsned up so thiat the full record can be laid
before the public, and that the public's rilghts and concerns
can ke satistficed. :

e, Belih. 'Thank you.

Hs. Abzug. Dr. Rhoads.

(The witness was duly sworn by the lMadam Chairwoman.)
Ms. Abzug. Do you have a written testimony?

Dr. Rhozds. I kept this within a summarized length.




b N B - . S,

(%]

&

g

ot rvremttumer
At IO 5

i

AT oo sabtion . e (Lt

g,
i

T AR At e 2 Ln em A0S NS A b %

b

Director c¢f the Zla fichvlon Burezu.

SWATENENT OF DR. JAMLES B. RHOADS ARCHIVIST OF 'fHE UNITE D

L3
STAVES

ACCORPANITED BY: MR, '”"V”V beTT“TLL COULUEL, OFFICE

OP THE GFHERAL COUNSDL, GSA; MR. MARYON JOENSON,

SPECTALIS l HARREH OOMJLSSIGH RECORDS; MR. WILLIAM BROWM,
EXECUTIVA RZCEOR, CLASSIFICATION BUREAU

Dr. Ehog ﬁs Madau Cnalivyonan, I am aecompanied oy
x _

Mr. Steven Gevftinksl, ca my »ight, who is our Counsal in the
Orfice of General Counsel of the GSA, by Mr. Maribn Johnson,
our sp2cialist in the Wsrren Cqmmission Racords.-

Me. Abzug. I7 tiey ars golng to participate 1n the
tcstimony; I would just as soon they be sworn.

Dr. Rhcads. And Mr. Wi liam Brown, hho is Exzcutive

0

(A1l thiee wlsnesznes wore duly sworn.)

YMs. Abzung. . Pieasa proceed. ' .

Dr. Rhoads. Thank you for giving me this cpportunity to |

discusé the policies of the Naticnal Arciilves with ﬂespeﬂt to
one of the goonps oFf records 4n cur custody - the ra2ecords of
the President's Commission on the Assassination of President
Kernedy.

Let me ray at the outset that there 1s a general policy
for-the 1.3 million cublc feet of oermanuntly valuzble Federal
records whlch econssiiunte the Nationnl Archives of the United
States.

Taie wollcr iz soih ko pras2rve them and to meke them

availadle fop further Governnent use, for the protection of
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privaete rights, and for the uwse of rescarchers whether they
be seholars cr jus’ interestod memders of the public.

Record Grouy 272, tha :records of the Warron Commission,
comes under this broad polie;r a5 Go the other record groups
in the Saﬁional Archives.

Relativé;y spea&ing, Bis 45 a swmall group of reecords,
arounting to woout 350 cubic fset of te;tual‘and related
matcrial. Xt 1s, however, complex. |

- There are vranscripis ol testimony, depositions;
affidavits, corraspondance, investigaﬁory raports, passéort
filea; memorranda, chrenolegles, indexes, films - the.list,goesA
on ¢rnd on. | | |

. Much of the maserial in quplicative, such as the multiple
copiés of tranécripts; Subtrracting the Qupiicétions, about
100 fa2et of original texitual and audiovisual records remain.

The toxtual records ac:ount fcr'approximateiy 75 percent
of that amount. Additionall:r, there are appréximately ko
cubic faet of thres-dimensional objects, ranging from clothing
to the windshield of the autorobile in which President Kemnedy

lost his 1ifs.

) The Commission or the Assassination of Prea}dbnt Kennedy,
popularly known as the Warren Commission,»beggnfits?investiga~
tion soon after Przsident Xeinedy's death-on November 22, 1963,

Tine Conuilssion prosenbed 1ts report ¢o Presideat Johnson !

Aot

on Septewber {4, 1054, ang this action was followoed by the
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" Kenredy, and vo recognized expertsiin the fleld of pathology

b3
publication of 13 wolumes of testimony anﬁ 11 volumzs of
exhibits.

The Commisu;on then transferrcd its records to the
Hatibnal Archives in chembbr.of 1964 to be prcusrvgd under thel
ru@es and regulations of the Natlonal Archives’and applicable
law. \3 -

I should man;ion at this uoint that the autopsy "—;av

and photogﬁaphs nanR éo ths Hational Archiv¢s later and
' H
seperately. They were donal od bv tnc KennedJ family unday an !

agreesznt lindting °cce°s to thcso mater*als, which are now
part of = dlf:cr-hb record group, Record Grpup 200, the
National Aﬁchives Jire lentlion.

"Access to thiz matérialvis lindted by the agracment.
dated Qctober 29, 1965, to p2rsons authorized éo sct for a
cem:ittee of Congrcss;'a Pgeaidential commission, orvany othe: !
olficlal agency of the uederal Goverrment having authority to

inV€3v15ut8 matters relating to the assassination of President

-
’

oy reiated ereas of scisnce anq_éechnology‘whoéa qualifications
are approved by the Kﬁnﬁedy Jamily repressantative, Burke
Mevshall.

Apout 90 p°"wen» ol thoe records of the Warren Commission,
Record Group 272, now are open for resesrch. In the past

decadie, wesearch actlvity in thie greun has been exisensive.

2]
o

This was partienlarly se in the early years. Astivisy
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lessened for & time, but thenre has been a revival of interest
of" late. In tnhe last quarcer of thls year, 90 persons cane in
to do in-percon res2arza, ln eddition to those who sought

.

1nforﬁation by mail.,
.
Harlon Johusda, the arahivist in charge oo the records,
N
and an associate have a heavy refersnce load along with their
othey ﬁork.

I note that the Saptemher 1975 l1ssue of the revilved -

Saturéay Evening Poast, which focusez on gurrent intereat:in the
assassinaﬁion ahﬂ 1ts 1n#estigation, observes that "The de~
classified; but unzublished Yarran Cormizszion materials are
avellable to any serious_rescarcher“ and that Johnson and his
associate "provide vhe individual researcher who writes o
vlsit; the Natilonal Archivss wilth friendly 2nd ccoperative
eervice,." |

I think that most of the :esearchera who héée used the
Warren commission reccrds in the Hational Archives would agres
with thils assessment. |

There are, as well, various finding aids at the diépqsal

of resegarchers, inciuding o .58-page Inventory of the Reccrds

of the President’s Comrrission on the Assassinaticn of President

Kennedy., Tils wis compiled by i Johnson arnd published in
1973 to repilace 2n carliier veyalen.

. i seanen & A e T ey Y ., 11 5 x . - o . e
The Comritoce, Jadome Choirworan, has expressed interest

in use of the Fraedom of Infoermation Act end Executive Order

3
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11652,. the Aeclassificacion order, in reiation to the Warrsn

Coirission racorids. Both have proved useful invopening

withheld materials in 3his body of records also have been

helpful jn uhxg regard. Let me say a few words about the back-

4

grcund ny thege reviovs

Waen’ uhe Harren bonﬁiﬁﬂiOﬂ records came to the Nationai
Archives, most ware made avamlable for zesearch use quickly.
Howaver, some records wars withhe’d basceause discloere vas
nroaio’“ec by spacjfih statute, because o? national securitJ'
classificas 3ons, becaus lisclosur-a would 1n"ade rights of

personzl privicy, or boeause &8s parts of 11v=stipauory files

"thelr disclosure might impede law snforcement or reveal con-

‘fidential sowrces oFf iﬂeorﬂation. '

The normal procedure 'OLthﬁd in wlthhold&ng inVﬁstiga~

tory reports to which the “euur*cu-ons apolied was o mg,ntaln

diéclosure-for a period of 75 years - rcughly person's

11£étima ->uniess the originating agency authorized earlier

discloswmre .
Howaver, tao ¥nite Housg at that time hgld tﬂat every

. IR . . N
effort shonld be mide to acctlerata disclosure of withheld

materlal in bhe Haoren Comminsicn vecords and dirdcted the

Attcrney Jensral to coowdinate a siudy of means ol aseomplishin

e oamrposo.

The study vas mad:2 by the Departaent of Justlce, in

0reviously clcsed weverial. The regularly scheduled reviews of

b $300 i Bl bt al R LRy PR S e

Ao Ot

g

POV A

b
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- agking them to examine Thelir withiheld documents again with a

13

ity

crsmbarn vo
iy A aguriec)

-

Foureny

L1

consultation with the Ratlionazl Archires and othar agencias,
and the recommerndations resultiag from the'study viere approvedé
hey called for Limedlate review of %the material with-
held by the originating agéncies. The pufpose was disclosure ;
of as much of‘gbe matexial as possibleQ A key provision of !
¢
the guidélines prepared by Gthe Departmant of Justics held thas
originating agercies should review their classified and un-
classified withheld material 5 years-aﬁd 10 years ar%e; the
init;al revieuy, and therealftay every 10 yoevs. : S
. The Attorney Jeneral dispatched the first review letbers
to agzencies in 1963, and the Hatlonal Archives in 1970 sent

out simllar lebtters seeling review of withkell.moterial.

The reguler S-year reviews continue. The Nationsl

Lyehives wrote last July to “he wvarious agencias iqvolved,

‘view to discleosure. = N

The reviews of 1955 and 1970 were not the.only ones nade
to speed disclosurz. ihen the President'’s Comrission on the

2

<
{n

a

casgination of Presicunt Xennzdy went out of azistegce, the
Stabus of praviously wdisclosed inﬁe:ﬁal reaords.and corres-—
pondenca éf the Cormission wes uncartain. )

With the assent of the Department of Justice, the Nztlonal
Archivea 1n 1867--68 scircened this waterial and opened most of

iv. Heurever, scue ceraespontence betwoen the agencies and the

Cermisaion and other records relating to the agencies remained
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Ths Natiorali Arvcnlves, therefore, went back again to the:
agencles in 1972-73 for & fu* her recview of this type of !
record. On the latter occaslon the zgencles wsere reminded

that Executlve, Créer 11652 had been issued in the interim, with

o

PYOVLS 1033 for Gﬂclas fying or cown:”ad;ng any classiilsc
docurents among those withheld.

Moxe receﬁtly, in our latteras to agencles releting to ths
2575 vev ar, we have osked them to keep ih mind vhe @rovisions
of the Freedom of Infermation Act, ae anended in 1974, and
Brecubive Opder 11832 uﬁah miking their determ;nations as to

what now can be opened 1ln the moterial which 1s still with-

R '

held.

As the résult ol the variousbravleps undeyr tha Departmeant
of Justicé guidslines, additionalmﬁ;terial in the Yarren
Lommission recorda has beeu disclosed by originating agencles
since that first generel review in ;969. Mo.eover, researchers
noyw have resourss to mandatoely rsview procedures of the‘Freedoﬁ
of Information Ast and Ixecusive Order 11652, both of which
'have hasn erfeetive ia opening other withheld matcrialu in the
‘war,en Co:mpizedion recoxds. ‘They provide wcrkable maaps for
rogearchars te eihallengn nondlsclosure of meterial which they
belicve should ta opened.

T shaanl the Comalites agnin for this oppertunity to

> Shaid

‘diseuss the polizies and uvractioes of the National Archives witb
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respect te records of the Warren Commlssion.
I hop; it is nct a ascret that we archivists ave
coznitted to Sthe fullest possihle disclosure of records in our
custody,

In ac¢ditica to pregserviag records of vaiue, we lilke to

' ™

sea tham avdild%le o researchers - and well used.

Thanl you.

I will be hanpy to veshond to your questions.
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Ms. Abzuz. I am looling at a copy of the Varron

-~

3iont's Bxzecutlve 3sss

(%]
)
il
jad
[
1]

on of Jeruary 22, 196#; On the
last page 1t says "the transeript wras based.on the court
reporter's notes zad waé apparently typed vp some time after
the Commisgion vent out of business.”

Tat the ;ranacript wus itsell marked with Top Seecref

markings. Wno &

o)

plied tuose Top Becret markings?
Mr. Jchunsen. Toee Dafonse Department applied that on the
basis of the mariking on the package of the reporter's noses.

Ms. Abzug. I am not too clear about that last part:.

1P
v
@

v

.
2
[#]
0
[¥A
0]

Kz, Joknson. The Dafence Depertment stenotypist preparsd

the transcripﬁs fwom uhe.reporter's rotes and presunzbly the
staup was spplicd -

Ms. Abzug. You maan fhe stenoty?ist'ﬂas uthority to
classif{y Top Secrzt?

Mr. Johrson. I do mot know.

Ms. Abzug. That may prevent me from ﬁeading'that
docunent,‘that i3, me who is electeq by hG{,OOO pe2ople and I
cannot even sozrotyne?

Was 3t vou or the Archives that did 1t¢

Mp. Jchnson. I¢ was elassified whan it came back to us
from the Defense Department.

Mr. Ceriinivel., Tals particulzr transcring Qasvthe oitly

cne thatv owure € $he Archives® custody in stenotype form. It

- L
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" beecause of stabemants to the effes

50
It had rever been transeribed by the Warren Comnission

t that uhey did not want 1t

(.

prescrved.
When we retelved a Freedom o2 Information request for

access to that parileular urans»r¢nﬁ wo. vere unable to answer

’t

_the regquest and to veview thv docvm:nt without knowing what it

said.

We contact ed the Delense Depa‘ went In order to find &
sﬁenotypiat wbo ﬁnd a Ton Scnret clcav because the steno-
type copy which we had was mxwxed Tor 8ccoret. - When we. sent it

to tn Da F ense D°p%“tﬁeﬂ the stenotypists merely wae apply-
ing the Top Ssoaret é s i;ation mark“ng thaﬁ appears on the
stenotyns form; ‘

Mz. Abzug. Let me get something clzar. 'Yog>mean you.
think orizinally the stenoiyplst marked it‘Top Secret? I am.
talking’about the notes, were marked Yop Secret?

¥e. Gerfinkel. Ko. The stenotype notes that came tn us
from the ‘uouWL *ep:*tﬁr were marked Ton S*cret as were all the
transcripus that came +o the Arechives from the court reéorter,
or the renortor. -

Ms. Abzug. You Juse testiried that some request was made
for thils particv‘af trsnsordnt, and thaﬁ it really nad not beer
Lransceorihed pricr'to th2 rogest. Wiken was the request?

4

~3

e, Caviiniel. The revmest wes in L6

Ms. Abzug. Until that biwe, there had been no
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Mr. Garfinkel. This particular transeript remained in
steonetype fora.
Ms. &bgug. In that for -~

. T
He. Cer¥inkel. Ia tha’ form it wos marked on the exteric:

-

‘

ms. Abzug. Wao bad maslked that?

AMr. Garsirkel. Prasumzbly the recorier vho orlginally
toolk the;stcnccypc ndtes at the inftruction.of.the Couniscl of
ths Werren Cermission --

Ms. Abzugz. So no§ we aave the Counsel for the Wadren
Commisslon classifying?
| Fr. Cabfinkel. We have a letter in ﬁhiqh the reporters
of the tranzeript, ¥Ward and 22ul, are instructed'ﬁy‘Counsel to
ihe ¥arren Coirndasion to marik each of tﬁe Executive Session
transcripts Top Sesmeh, or Ssorst.

Ms. Abﬁug. Do you have that letter with'ycu?

Dr. Rhoads. Yes. Would you like ts see 2 co‘y(of it?

lia. Rbzug., Tes, I ceritalnly tceuld.

I would like to sce the pertinent one and the impertinent

one.

FMr. Certinkel. The most pertinent is only two sentences

K

o B &
h/ Le .

(SRR

£

I could rer

Ma, Abzu;, Tow cen read 1%, but I would still like to

e ————————, - e S § T 2ot ¢ = Sy B s
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N

M». Gariinicel. X i « letber of May 1, 1964, to Ward

and Paul from J.Ai. Rankin, General Counsel of the Coumission.
“This ig to informa you that s of thls date all depositioas

end testimony handied by your firm for the Commission will be

s,

cizesified an Gontidential rather than Top Sécret. The
neecings of the Coumlssionars will ccntinue %o be classifiéd
Top Secret. Yery Sruly yours, J.:Lee Renkin."” -

Ms. Abzug. Yy was it dovmgzraded, do you xnow?

Dr. Rhosds. Yhy wéS'whgt gowngraued?

Ms. Abzug. Tae dsposiilons.

Apparen#iy, asv a sertaia point it was all marzed "™Wop
Sac“eﬁ"; That is now I.fead that lettex, _-

Dr. Rhozds. Youw mean she instructions from Mr. Rankin
tao YVard and Paul? |

Ms.'Abzug. Yag.

Dr. Rhoads. Thav was-erfeccife Hay-l. T Qo not knew wiay
he ¥nde That casngs. |

Ms. Abzug. May I se2e uhat letter, pleasa?

Wonld you sudnis é cop;; o1 this ror the reccrd? That is
the letter cf J. Lze Raankin of Mey 1, 1968, indicating that al
depoaitions and testimeny be classifled as Confidential rather
than Top Seerot? |

Mr. Gsvfinkel. Yes.

(The letscy to be supdlicd follows:)
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Ms. Abzug. How did you discover the exlstence of these

Mr. Johncon. A resear:her reguested it on the basis of
scrnething that he found in the administrative rocords of the
Conmission. It was from Ward aud Paul, I belleve.

ht

bla. Abzwg. It is my ra2collectlon that for many &ears‘
Were you not telling researciers thet no Branscript or nctes
axipgted of that parsicular maeting?

“N¥r. Jchnson. Wé toldyzhem that the tranﬁcripts vhich we |
had are ilsted 1n the inventory of tﬁe records. At that time
no transcfipt exiat=d for this particular meeting.

Ms. Abgug. A%t that time what?

jir. Johnszcn. A% tha time the invantbry vas prepared
thers was'no transeript for this particular meéting of the -
Comrission.

We informed the researshers of the transcripts that we
had. |

Hs. Abzupg. How did youa £inslly £ind out that there was
such & transeript of the meesing?

bw. Johnscan. The reseircher requested that a transeript
ba preparsd, or access ba given to the reporter's notes.

I% happened on the beais of the bill that he found in ths
administrative racoxrds.
htuig. That L8 nos wy gucation. Covioualy thuy

had been recucsted for a long time. Suddenly, in 1974, you

- t—snin
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izgover a record: why? Because of the Freedom of Inforaatlion

AR s " A < N b A ool S

Mr. JohuBon. The rssearcner requested a search for the

-

the reportqr's ndtas.
: B A
5. Abzug. In vhe neX® To 1ast pege it reads as follows

i W 0

o | %
vpulles. Yes I think this reeord dught to be destroyed. Do %
you think,wo need a racord of this?" Answer: "I do not. %
Ezcept that wé 33ld that we vbuld have records at meetings so g
vie called;the repbrter in the formal way. "I youw think thal ?

' ‘ :

what we have sald hers chould not de a part of the record, then

.ot

We can have in donie thabt way.t

Eteetera, eteesera, it goes on.

“DO you think 1t nas any relevance.that ii was in notes :
2ll of this time?

iHr. Jobnson. I think that was nﬁe reagonn. The
Commission did not want 2 trenscript préﬁared.

Hs. Abzug. Tou have hzd a iot of transeripts of a lot of

This one dosls wich the discusslioans as ©o how to cope wibl

'

the possibility shot Cswald might bLe an-?Qi informant, ard the
fzes thav the Warren ﬁommission'had to roly on the FBI for its
investigative efforts. Do ycu see any relesionship?

Yo, Rhonls . Beswoen uhe Paay silet it was ratelned §

in stenotype forn ravher than as a trauseripty
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Ms. Absug. Ruachli
7. Rhoode. I think trerc was no relation there.

\]
.
- N S NS A M s SRR

L

PR Ty

3

ops thera any other astenotype notes for oth

™. Rhoads. The stenctype notes were preserved and at
Fi .
the request. the transeript was pirovided.

e

¥3. Abzvg. Uers shere any other stenotyps noces which
Mr. Johrson. I én not know the answer to that questlon.

e have 0 compare each ong of the repoxter’s notes with each

ene ¢f the tronssrints.

™af would be qulte a2 Job.

%"5. Abzug.

x

You mean o tell ke ‘you do not know vwhether

o

vnereE are

0

ry unsranssribed stenotype wotes in ‘ths Archives,
but vou would knol “if I maide a dirset r2quest! Then you vould
. ) . |

ot

know, correct?
Mr. Johngon. TYes.

3. Abzug. Otherwise you do nct know whai is thers?

Mr. Johnzon. Yes. -~ v
[ ,I

Dr. Bhonds. ¥e know ganerslly what is there, hut we do
zﬁn;l:now every detail of every documenit. There is great deal
of maiterial.

hozuz. Do you know whether thaere are any untranscri-

~7

Ms.

bod iotes now that you have had this iszu ralsed, and you knew:

e S - . a3 I . P
-~ . F Yoo 3 o E R RN Ie . o
: S WLl e :.‘:i SeXoriey Loy 4t z

T

you. mazi 6 tell me you did |
| . - | ;
rot bother to riad »ut whether thers sre any other untranscrldec
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s -

7 did rot know that this issue was going to

)
1
»
g
G
o
5y
x«

Ms. Abzug. T see. Knowlng that we were goling %o asx

PPN IR RN

juestionn abouﬁxth&vdocumentc oﬁ #ile, and which documents zare .
not cn rile, aﬁé Which dceumarts shoulé be on file, and who ‘ §
nlassifies,them and whe has the classifying authority, it did ;
not c¢ccuy o you? ‘ i

I will dirzet you to moke a search and come back here t
and provide information for this record as to whether there areg

any cther untrenseribad notes in your posszession with respect
to this matter. |

Dr. Rhozds. Ve will be glad to do'thaf..

Ms. Abzug., Without obiection this material wili be

supplied for the record.

(Matcriil to be suppliud for the recerd follows:)

B s
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3. Abzug. Du You have any knowledge about aaybody

requesting at any time that these transcripts be withheld or

not be mede public?

Mr. Johnsoi. I do not understand the question.

Ms. Aﬁzug.' Thefe are these transcribed hotes.' They wera
kept in raw f;}m. Bld anybody éver suégest thiéf There 1s an
1ndicat1§n in what I read to you that it was'felt that théﬁ
would just a2s soon not nave %Shis information out, that 1t
should bé kepﬁ sacret, righté

ME.QJohnéon. Yes.

¥s. Abzﬁg. Therefore, I am asking this. Did anybody
ever ask that this.parﬁicuiar transcript be keﬁt in ?he ravw
form? . | N

ifr. Johnson. ﬂof ta ma.

¥s. gbéug. Doeé enyocdy here answer that?

Dr. Rhoadz. I know of no such reﬁuesﬁ.

Ms. Abzug. How edout the rest of you?

(No resporse)

“You do not know whether the CIA or the FBIvasked for any
of" this to be Lepnt in'tﬁét form, because after all, the
Director, Dulles, thought th: record should be destroyed.

Dr. thads. No reques: of that sort was made to us
after thoge materials were transferred to us.

Ms.'ﬂbzug. er>you t2l) me i any Werren Commission

docunents are missing?
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Mr. Johnson. Some of them ave mlssing. We have found a

lot o those that we listed ns missing at the beginaing. but

most of the nuuberzd Cemaission documents viere found and turned:

-

into exhnibits or ware in the subject iles of the Commisgsion,
or weire In ex&;e copiesvof ducuments. Th;ré ére some docunent&
uhlch we have ﬁct been zble o locatz, however.

Fs. Abzug. Whet documants and how many have you been
unable to locate? How many~afe missing, for example?

-Mr..Johngcn. I think shere are two or three of the
nuncered &ocuments which are missing. |

Ms. ébzug. Yhich are Shey?

Mp. Johnscn. The Texas Attorney General's file. I think
Some of it may hLave been turaed into exhibits, but I have not
been able to identify them y2t.

Ms. Abgug. - One.was the Attorney General's file?

That is missing?

¥r. Johnsen. Yes, 1t is nilssing.

Ms. Abzug. VWhat alse is missing?

M. Jonnscn. Scme documents in the correapondence file
wnlech we have nct been able ¢o locate. I cannot specify thenm
without re-—chacking our corraspondence with the surgeons.

¥is. Abzug. How do you know they afe missing 1 you have

not‘identiricd them?

-

Mr. Johnsca. WYWe cannoc luocote them.

~ Ms. Abaug. How do you know if something is missing?
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Mr. Johnscen. We zet requeats for épcclfic items and'we.
locate %them in fhe referance. -

Dr. Rhozds. They may ve referred bto in anéther document.

Ma. Abzug. Would you uupply for ths :ecord'thése.
request3 that you have received which you find to bs missing
but connot lccgte? -

br. Rhoaﬁs. He wiii be glad to.-

A,

(e material to be cupplied follows:)
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Ms. Abzug. WYWhat othor things are mlssing?

We have the Texas Attorney QGensral's file. That might be
importans, mighp it not?

Mr. Jochnson. Yes.

br. Rhoqgs. Itvcould rary well be.

Ms. Abzug. ymat could be in that file?

Dr, Rhcads. YWe have not seen it. Ue do not know.

Ms. Abzug. Would 1% ﬁave anything to do with commsncing
the crlminal pfoceedings against various persons involved in
the‘assassination?,

. Hr. Johnscn. There 1s & 1list of the materiel in the
list of basic socurce material which the Committee has.

Ms. Abzug. This indlgates what mcy be mi&éing?

- "Hr. Johnson. Yes. |

M3. Abzug. Would you plezse supply bthat for the record
aé-weil. _

Dr. Rhoads. We will be glad to.

(Matérial to be supplicd follows:)

.
v e .
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- f1le? Which agencies kelped you get duplicates?

" docunents in {he possession of other PFederel agencies, for

61

Ms. Abzug. Tt would be intercsting to know the content
of the documents that are missing.

that attempts are you making in theé Archives to replace
or cegura tﬁese ralssing docwaents?

lr. Joh@fon. Thera 1s wvery little that we can do about
this, i .

We have requests from nescearchers whc_are interested in
then. We ﬁsk them to aﬁply %0 the Agency thabt wrote: to the
Commission, If thé Agency will supply the documént, with
pcrmissioﬁ to malkc it zvailable, we will do that.

Ms. Abzug. Can you tell me aboui the Attorney General's

¥r. Jchnson. Wg have not deone that beczuse it would
involve a great deal of work on our part, and we certainiy
have enpugh work to do.

Ks. Abzug. Are there any Kennedy assassination related

exasple, the.bepartment of Justice, the #BI, o CIA?

Dr. Fhoads. There probably and undoubtedly are materials
and records in the files of Ghose agencias which relate, in one
way orlancther, to the 1nvestigati$n of the asSassinatioh.

I thing 1t night be useful to review very briefly certéin
prdvisions in th:z Pedaral Rﬂuorés Act, thét 13, the Records
Di$posa1lﬁct, whield provides thnt zsll ageacies will schadule

records for disvosition.




62
Ic Is & Joint erforﬁ between people inithe agencies and
the cenror staff of speclalists dn tne Mational Archives to
melce determinaticns»as to wgat mate:iala :ust.be kept and

eventually come-to thz2 Mational Avchives those that are of

| .
permanant histerical researeh value, and thosg which ¢zn be
s ¢laposzd ol aréer a period oi time. ' ' ;
2 . .
i R2eords Go come to us, reco;ds of. permanent value, as
i thece cervainly are. They come on a scheduieé basis. Once
i reécrds have axizted 3n agcncie; Tor Sﬁ'yeavs,‘we have

awchority to rquisition then. ﬁe ﬁo not hzve absolute

it auﬁhcrity_ﬁo ¢o. that for rccords that are not that old.

52 g Wa»a?e concerned thab these records be prpperly prbserjed

i3 and that they eventually come to the National Archives.

Er 'ﬁs. Abzug. Whet efforts arve being made $y your Staff,
éS'H‘ in gpecifies that is, to gather the doéuﬁents infto the -
% i Arehives to put w;th Warren Commission folders? |
7 3 C Dr. Rhczds. I bel;pve-that the records you are talking
3 i abouti are properly agéncy filés which éré'paré'of the records
) g orf the FBI or tﬁe Justice Departwment. There 1s a system of
25‘5 ﬁcﬁeduling ali racords in ail agencies, o that those.that are
21‘! par#anently veluable, which tbese.certainly ﬁre, will in due
22 k course cone to the Nationgl Arciives. »
23 ? Ms. Abzug. How do you lknow they w1117
25 ; Same‘pecple g alverent bhings wita p%pers. :
25 ﬁ Dr. Rhoadc. Regrettabliy they do. They are violzting the
g .
i

o
Saman
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this transeript -

_do

law Lf thay talie off with Federzl recoras, or make unauthorized

1

disposzl of Federal racords. <.
Ms. Abzug. For example, I am told that at Princeton
University, forrmer CIA Diractor Allen Dulles was also one of

the members of the Warren Comission -~ I Just defer to nis

£ .

icea of what yoli do with some documsnt:z in the last page of

a3 bequested his personal papers to the
libraxy.
I an also told thas these 1nelude coples in many cases of
the Warren Commission ;ocumeuﬁs'th;} he took with him.
So I ﬁould not want o s;;.the Vational Archives have t¢
run zround all over the p;anet looking for thcée documents.
Yhat I am trying bo find out is, a) at'téis stage, which
is 30 many year passed,_how ¢.c you make caétain that you may
conduct.some effors In #étting some documents which are
lmportant a5 a rasult of the raspansibiiity of your archiveé?
».. Rhoads. Ve have tiis Governmentfwide system which
is buttressed by a network of Records Management Officers in
e¢ach agency whosa vegponsiblllity 1€ ié, under tha statﬁtory
responsibllity o the head»of the agency --
Ms. Ab#ug. Let ﬁe cut in here.
Geraid Ford is goling to send his papers to NMichigan.
There may b2 documents in these files whichvrelate to the JFK ;

aien are not in the Archiven, |

Hava you checked this? Have you ever reviewed thase

W
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files, ror example, Zn the lubraries?

Ur. Bhoads. We have not,

Ms. Abzug. ?ou nave not looked at the librarilss, and
wa aré aotv asking uhe Governmnent aacncies. We are Just boping
tnat toey wi;; glve tiem to ug some dey, correct?

Dyp. kh04dn 1% 13 more thag a hope.

Hs. Atgug. You believe they wiil? Some you have hépe
for, nd some yeu be ieve;

I jhst dd.ﬁbﬁ.understand that.’

Supposi ‘g thu?‘ are lmportant” décuments or the Warren
Ccmmissibn stered at Princeton, or'anywherg else outside. You |
ao nst knovr ?hether you ﬁéve duplicétes, apd yqu do not know
anytalng ab ouf‘wheﬁhef'oé not impérﬁant ihfarﬁaﬁion; which
cahould be avallaule to re”curchers and to hiscory, 13 therse.
it géens té ma thac that is 2 very 1mpo~bant queution.

Ue. Rhoads, It oartﬂinny i; va ¥ importaat that those
docurents be preserved. The zssumption ié.thgt the members of
the Comiisslon were hohorable mép and Aié'ndt téﬁe with éhem

the flle copies or racord cuples of official Warren Commission

To the Aex"crent; that these materials exist among the papers
of meﬁbers of the Comadssicn, certainly théy.oughf fo be nothing
more than a pérsonal dunlicete copy, file.coﬁy,'or»darbon copy
rhies wus revzinsd for purposces of refor ﬁce.i These wonld not

be records as deflned undey the Paderal Records Act.
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Ms. Abzug. Let mz ask you another question. I did not
finish with ycu. The Attérncy: I asked you how many documents
werec missing.‘ You toll m2 correspondence, the Texas Attorney
CGencsial's flles, what else? |

Me. Jopnsor;. We wlll have to supply that.

Ms. Abz;g. Woﬁld you supply for the record the-documéntq
which you find are missing?

Mr. Johnsép. We would be glad to.

Ms., Abzug. Without obJection the documents will e
suppliedlfor the rseord.

(The documents to be supplied follow:)
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66

¥s. Abzug. I have been advised by the staff that
Prizccton end Mlchigan lltveries, where some of the HWarren
Commission.material iz part of otherléaﬁers'that will reside,
thet. many of the Warren Commisalon papers are there, and'that
they are stillxmarked "Classified".

. A .

Dr. Rhoéhs. That may well be.

Ms. fbzug. The individusls hendling these {flles arz nos

these classified documents?

)

" Dr. ﬁhoa&s. in most rapesitordies which a;quire the paper
of public officials; there is some&ne tﬁeég whé is cleared vo
hancle ¢lasaifled documents. o

- In pome cases, upon tha request of sugh ﬁn institution,
we will work with them to h;lp them ée—ciaséif} classified
material in their posﬁqssion, Ye would be élad to raspond in
the Same'way to Princcton and the Upiveréity-pf Michigan.

Ms. Abzug, Do you know of any inétanées, that is, do
you Imow fér surz whethay thgy have & classified employec
hendling these flles?

Dr. Rhoads. I do not knew in these two particular
1ﬁstances.

Hs. Abzug. I am trying to flgure ocut where the responsi-
bility is,.beéause ir nqt, then ého information in effect is
no longar rostricted zxeedt nn the Archivas. r

Dr. Rhoads. That might depend to some extent on the
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conGitions on the Dacd of GL7¢ under which the papersa were
given to Pirincelton, o whasever, by Mr. Dulles.

M3. Abzug. If rou in the Arzhives continue to maintain

fU]

category of classification, where on ths outside in the real
vorld it is ngf’classified, then what?

op. Rhoaés. That does crezte some incbnsis*ency.

Ms; Abzug. Winzt have rou done about 1%? :In a funay
way, you nave deocuments wher: nobedy has the autherity te
decl&ssify themn.

I canrot figure cut who had the authority to classify

the Wavren Commission dscuments. I have had nc testimony.

Can you give me any ldea as to who had the authority to

classify the Warren Connlssion documents?

LRV

to the Gxecutive Ordzr of tHthe Pregsident.

Som2 stenotyplst in the Defsnse Department declded to

7]

mrark documents Top Szerat. Ye just found that out.
Under whosz authority, and by vhat authority; have
cocuments been classified in the Archives - which ﬁay very well
be significant and important to the public and to researchers -
and yvet they mey not be classified in the outside wbrld in tﬁe

casec where they ware zlven to llbraries?

Wa do not kmovw who is espons3idle for this vhole jJungle

Can you glve me sowmz lnformatlon about that?
¥ £

I see nec evidence so far of it having been done pursuant’

RTINS
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Can you put this in sone order Ior this simple mju&?
;omatimes I hotve to spead vecks getting a documeuts that 1is i
maried Classified, and % have to put it ih my.sare,énd change
the cSmbinaéian and so on, I ax s0 concerned aho?t maintaining
c’a*a-“icd georats of this nat io. '

Blu sud;;v 1y I found out that in this whole maze of the
Avchives there arc documents‘m ieh o ats snotyplst: dzelded were
Ton Secret; Cne day. the Comalasicn Counsel'says_"do not
betrec to mak it Top S=cret. Let us make 1t lonfidential."”

Then I find :hera'are A seriee of documents out there

running around in the libraries. However, we cannot get to

"tham ian the Avehlves because they ére.m&rked Clacsifled by

some unknown handw rit_“s on the wéll.

Hﬁ» Garf*nkei. I thing if we examine every doovmenu of
the Cemnission whfch rem1$ns Classifiud or has been classified:
ot zome time in the past, we will dizcovar that the ocrizinal
clabsifie* wes either an agehcy which specifieally had thé
aUthority Lo classifé the records;'of:was the Cémmission
itselfl.

We will find that 1t was never the Archives on its own
authority. |

chét happéned,‘apparenﬁly, is that the Warren Ccmnisslion
naturally assumed, beczuse L3 vas handling a great deal of
seourdty 2laneiiled infarmationﬁ that 1t had the authoriwy

-

mark thes2 uocum=nts as aucu)itv clansixied.
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or ccurse, his advisers, vere the perpetrators of an oversight

in that taszy never made a specilie amendment to Executive
Order 10501, wihlch was in efiect at that time, to include the

lazroen Commisiion almong those agencles that had original

: - s 4
classifying auvshority.

The Commission assumed it had that authoriiy, and acted
under that assumption. We have an affidaviﬁ of its General
Coursel vhat the Commlssion had that suthority, and that,
purauénﬁ %o that authority as delegated to him by the
Commi 3510%#%3 ha ins Lﬂuct € the reporters of the Commisslon
trarceeaipis and other Commnlsislon documents to mark documents

as ciasaliflcd.

We also had indirect evidence that 1t was the agssunption

o
iy

the Prasideéant that the Commission had'thab auwthority;
although we do not have }a spreific a&encmﬂnt to Executive
Order 10501, we have a lette: from Presidant Johnsca to Chief
Juagtice HWarren in ais capacit& as ehairmaﬁ of ;he Commiscion,
steting that the Commisslon was walved from a particular
pevision of the 'xecutive Q:7dsr.

We can assum2 that the President —-

Ms. Abzug. The Goﬁmission was what?

Mf. Garfinkel. Those were waived from a partieulaxr
provislon or the Rizcutlve Order. I can de more spszeific.

ihen the Comnission's weport come out, many of the

’
i
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documents which originally had bezs mzrked Classifled, reteined

thely classification marking slthousgh, aubsequently, they hed

meern daclassified.

The Executive Ordsr wrovided a mechanism wheredy previous

1y classifieﬁggocuments couldt be marked as dgcig;ai?ied. It
was tha’ mechééism that the Commission failed to use in |
maridng iss previouély classifled documents as gnqlassified.
Noting that'ﬁhey wape coming ogt'with their repoft, and
that would creatt a ﬁery bad;problem.—- |
3. Abzug. I uoul&'like for you to'proviée for the

record this. I think we have the affidevit you montioned,

]
3

and wa would lika you ¢o submit a copy of that; but we do not

have & copy of snotvher statenent that yov referred o, that is,
cop ¢ : ¥ . !

of the President. That is the letier from President Johnson
stating what?
YMr. Gerfinkel. Stating that the Commission was walved

from parograph 5(1} of-Executive Onder 10501 wnich set out a

procedure whersvy the Commission documents could be declassified

Ms. Abzug., Planse provide that for the record even

though 1t 1s very interesting, in view of the fact that there

had not been any indication that there was any authority given’

for classificatisn ofSihe Yarren Comcission report..

(The material to be supplied follows:)

.
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¥Ms. Abzug. Congresaman Gerald Ford, as oéposca to
Pregident Gerald Fora, published ¢als book called Portralt

He giioted in it extensively from

[
4
-
\¢
L)Y
I\'

L]

of {.e Assassin

-,

Foxr nina\yea:s aFiz» . Ford had vublished parts o

3
RS
[

é .
the Apchives conbinue to cuppress the entire transcript on the

o

" grounds that it had bsen classlfled Top Seeresb pursuant to

" Executive Order 10501,

How d¢id that happen?

Do ”hoh I think we were not a&are until fairly
recently of the fact thai thore wes nok a completeiy
regul aﬂi d grant of auihorldiy to the Werren Couméésion to
¢lasgify. We assuned thay had the zuthority, énd for a numbewr
of years procea¢ed on that basle.

Ms. Abzug. I find that fascinating.

We are entrustiag %o the Archives our wnole history.

&
|98
t
b
14
U.
‘U

ortanbt 5o know aboub. This 1is part of lmowledge.
Ve sre almés in a situation where ve havz to have an erchaeolc
sieal oxpedition to discover the weitings on the walls.

I find this zemarkable that you do aot know anything,lor
you 4icd not know for how many yeers?

Mr, Jchnscn. Mine yaars.

s, dAbzug. Nin2 years,

il

You &1d res nog for nine ysars by what authorliy, 1F

zny authority, the documents of the Warren Commlssion were

FOF PPN P e

3
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elassified.  You still really huve not unraveled the quest;on,

beczuse part of your documents remzin classis ica, and I Just

g...
WA AN BN, A PRI g S Ba T SRR, s

gave you oan examal. of 2 documient from which Congressman G'
Pord cuoted extensively in his book in 1965. You maintained
oz nine ﬁ*a rs the ssme matenial ciassified in the ﬁfchives

N .

without any auﬁhcrity of c*assificat;o res iding anywner2

e aszon &lﬁ is criiical is that we cunnot as @
nation, si ana up to the r quirsments of informatloan of en
informed citiuch,y, to aven historic nocessity, of recording
our histo_y if informnilion is going to be concealed illegaily,-
end classifiec illcgélly. |

Dr. Rhoads._ X aszgre you that Sthere was nﬁ intanticn
or zvaveness of 1lllegally concealing any infor%ation that was
operavle. .

The whole thfust of ou¥ inétitutioﬁ>15 to open as much
wﬁbcr¢a1 as we ave 4lleaud to by law nd nxecuﬁive Order. Ve
wmey @ little bi bzhind at imes pecause, after 2ll, we

-’ -~

hawe a great deal of materiel.

Ve nave t¢ rely L0 some gxtent on the interested reszarch

‘gaying "Y would llke tc see thus and so."

(o]

sr coming in an
We cheeck 1t, and i it 48 classified and if it appears to us

that perhaps there is no lonner any reason to keep it classified,

then we go to’bqt ultn the agencles to try to get it opened up.!

4 A . .~ Nt r o) - S Ry R ‘ - ey - -
15, Abzug,  Jlioving Lhic, 1s ther:s any reason why rouw, as

v,
a

*

{
the Custodloar of Lhese recosds, carnot annotate tham to show i
1



©3
k3

oot

e
Y 0 L W] S VU S % S WS o A e 1 S DT A WD AN LR M. -

e

Ot LA B | =

-classify'bhem{ Thay have the final auvthority, but we do tzke

- elascifie '*ion in the first place.
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that the clezsificatlion mzvkings have no effect? : |

-

"Dr. Rhnonde, ID we 7ind materlal -~ and we do find 1%
frequentiy - vthere there are classification markings and thexe

3

is no informatlon In there, that is, that ever should have beer!

classified. t“, w2 3or1 out these marlkings.
N
If we £ind documents, and i docunents come to our

gttentlon, vnich contaln infsrmatlion that perheaps at one time

Was reasonably classified but does not seen to make sense any

—nenaar

longer, then we go o the agencies and ¢ry tc get them to de-
O L] 0

these Initiatives. e feel.very strongly that‘it is part of
our mission to ¢o so9. |

Ms; Abzuz., Thers appa*entTy ¥was no 'uthprity for

'You heaydé +es»imony this moxrning From one of the Counselo
té the ¥ rcn Cemmlssicn, the Asslstant Cou ns=1, who made ¢lear
that he believed that there was no authO?ity and that he
tﬁought_these docuaents should be made ava;lable and de-
clossifled.

Ye have now nad information from you, and cther inferma-
tion, which my stalf has collectad, which indicates that
without suthority individuals reaily ﬁabing no particular
reason, have cléssliied docunents. A stenotyplst elassified
aocuniantes ., Coritnin peonle wouid like Lo heave had that

destroyed. e ¢o not kaow whether zll the documents are thera.
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"We have testimony Ghat aome_documents marked Classified
in your possession"are cut‘in the librarias for the publie to
see, no% necessarlly in ?he custody‘of a securisy cleared
exployee. ' .

¥hat I wouln 1ik e to get from yon ‘ous or'all of this is:
how 4o rou ieel about these docunsents? L

If, indeed, this Cormission never once had clessificatior
authority, thon oy %hmt aunHOﬂ;ty do Fou thhhald these dogu-
menis fron the nmerican public? |

Ara you going to permit some stenot;piet to mecjde rcr
éhé smerican Pu ublic > thet 3 document should be withteld from
thg public? Ars you go;ng to allcy yourselfl to be the vehicle;
for that? A- | . | | . |

Dr. Rhoads. I do not beiieve any.stgnctypist'made those
decizions.  Tiey were instrucited by Er. ﬁankin pc.place thesa
classification'markings on them; Tﬁat was not & stéﬁdtypist
sxercis;ng asuthority. . o |

Ms. Abzug. You are making an assumptlon, aﬁd'inapmuch
aé there iz no zetual authority, you are dealing with ﬁssumpt-

Vhat I am tfying to suggest fo y&u 1s.§hat %Aare has baen
‘a greeat deal of dis»vrsé"n on thiﬁ subJ“ct which.vauld seem +£0 |
5nd-3ate that nioat people feel that these documentl serve no
PUDTONEG wn Dol élawuiiicd. lovld you cgree with thas

Dr. Rnouds. I would agree that by far the large dbulk
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of the records of the Warren Commisslon can and should te open
anﬁ “re open.
¥s. Abzug. What should b2 wlthheld?
or. Rﬁoads. T think the kinds of docuﬁen's that Mr.

Belin menﬁionqg 28 being appropriabe for continued withnolding

i . ’ )
in the recoxds of the Roekefeller Commisalen are basieally the s

330 -

Ms. Abzug. I am ﬁélkiﬂg about thes decuments in your
poSsession. Is it not so that every one of those documents
should be declassified, and In view of thé Fact that you have
mistakenly held those documents in classificd condltion, do
you net have 8 rcsponsibiliﬁ§ to act and mske clear Lo the
publip end tc. the rescarchers that these dcéumcnts ara2
avaiiable it declassified form? “

Dr. Rﬁoads. We have declassified, with the coopération
of the agsnciles; & good dz21 of materdial. YWilth rmegard to the
material that w»emains classified, mmst~§f that 1s classifled
by suthority of th2 agencies uwhilch furnished that information
to the Warrcen Commlzslon.

The othaor information, which may still remﬁin olassified
whers the Warren Commisslon itselfl, rightly or wrongly,

excreised arn indapandent authiority, has been declassified by

u3 to the extoent that it can be, wlthout having a contradictcryi

>

sitvation with wegard to The invernzl reeords of the Somission

as against the materials that were furnished to it dy other

- s e B oS e Sctin
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agenclza.,

- et

iis. Abzug. I have gedt di “iculty in following this, !
becsuse we have a very interasting thing here.

If, 4ndced, theve has been no classifieation authority,

M -

then 1t seo tn me what you are doing ls tracing back the

clasaifi ati .J and i* it is "nvalid-then i1t is invalid. YduAe

cennot subscguently say that some ageney is making 1t valid. ..

PO Swe

Dﬁ. ﬁhoads. Perhapﬁ this éiil tend to clarify that.

I5 is 4nformation that is Eiaééifiad, not a document.

Ms: Aﬁéug. 4§or ten yea;s?

Dr. Rhozds. Xt could very well be. N

But 1t.i$ 1ﬁfcrmaﬁion, an& nét the documants.

Ms.~ébzug. Many of us who hafé ta; ced abcu* this make
clesr that, if taet information 1 mads available to the publicl
ther 4% ia infornaltion ¢that indéed would ﬁe helpfui in terms o£
seﬁtilng the disnﬁte oy tha uneaée énﬂ 6oncefn ol fﬁe.peeple.

Dr. Rhgads; T tﬁink 12 this inforﬁatian should be
releas ed, then {hat might serve a uééful'purpésg 1ﬁ tﬁé sense
thit you are addrvessing. |

‘Howeéer, there is information still withheld that does :
relate to sources and'metﬂodé;"The release of some would
violate pprsonal pirivaey.

Ms. Abzvz. Let mxe make 1t simpie; iéu have nod evgn'
thoupat about privacﬁ. Tou ¢id not thi:k sbout ¥ ﬁntii we

pessed 1t in 1977, You did rot think about Freedom of-
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Infermation until we pesced The amendnents of 1974. Now you
are protecting the public and individuals based upon these
Acts walch we havé attempted to pass, so that we could get
the Constitution to work.

Yill yon opea up bo public acceas those documeanis vihich
were(céeeﬁed by th3 Commission without any classification
guthority, and which do not contain other'ageney iniomnration
vhich you trying to talk ancut? Theze do not contain other
agency information. They just contain répcrts of the Warren
Ceoronisslion.

Will you open up to the publlc access to thosz classiflec
docunants, lnowing full well, as we all 4o sitting here in this
heaving, thet thoss docunenta were never classlifiecd pursuany
to any asuthority, and thal those documents.should be made

avaliadble to the pudiic. Indeed, those Qocuments, and perss

hem are all over the plaze. They are declassified by

ot

of
actusl practice, except In the Archives.

¥ill you open up . to-access those classliflied documents

-

of the Commissicn which do not centaln other agenc? Iaformation
D*, Rheeds. I think they axe probably all opan nov.
M. Abcug. TYou ara under cath here. I noted tae word
probably .Y |
Dr. Rhoands. I-am very ccnselous of that. I do not want
to nwie # categorical statsmont roir thav reason.

Me. Abmtg. I kacyr you do nct.
g
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Dr. Rhoads. I think that practicsully all, if not all,
of that kird of material 1s alresdy opan.

I will certalinly bea happy to make a review of thﬂ

situation. Therz have desn nany reviews. VWe will be glad %

st o

. I certainly share your Teelings that as nuch

«g.’:‘ 4

revicew 1t agzo
of thiz material &8s con be relezsed ought to ba released.
I believe that sincerely as & matier of personal

philosophy &nd professi onal ethica.

If I may, I wculd like to correet one mis-inpr»s»ion or i
. i
wnat I fear may be a mls-impression. That the Ngtional Arvehlves -

-~

was naver interezted in perscnel privanv or the -ssue of
peﬂbonhl privacy untﬁl Congress vessed the Privacy Act 1~=
year 13 simply not gorrect. There is a waalth of information
in cupr files o prove that 1¢ has been our prd;tipe to try to
drav very corefuvlly and éanscientiously thét'ver§ fine and
delicate and important line betucen the public's right to know
the cltizonis pight o privacy, eversince tﬁe Archives
came into eifoect, ls. Abzug.l
¥a. Adzug. I undemstand.
Ye are going to break through the cohflict, becausa I

think tae two will play againat each cther and we do not want

you t¢ do that.

Dr. Rhoadzs. I do not want to plzsy them agailnst each :
othew sitier.

Ms. Abzug. The vwhole purpose 1s to do two things: one
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1s ©5 make cleawy that the publiz hag a right to know, and the
other ‘i3 %o make cles taa* ths Govermment doos not nave a
right %5 know certain nhlngs.

Dr. Rhozds. I am in sympathy with thas.

Msz. )bzu In this Commistes we awve dealing with that
‘ R " . . L.
sudblezet every glagle dav. I cannos tell you the probiems thas

the buweagcracy'hqs created cn this. In many 1h§tances;I am
sorry 0 say 1% is done to preve;t'the iiving s8ide by side of
those two progositions. |

Dr.'Rhoads. ‘That may bs. I sincevely do not beiieve
that 13 tyue of the Nationzal frcnives.

Ms. Abzug. The quention is this.

I asked you and yoa 3ald you would 7et us know whether
you had done its that i3, to open up to public:achess thosa
classificed doc umants cereated by the COMLAOS&Oﬁ Whicﬁ do nost
contain zny otﬁ&r ;-e'cy h*.c“aatlen. I have o rclatﬂd questko

Do you not think thai, as cust0¢ian of uhe *ecords, tha’
&Bu have = respon 1bility to anvocate them to show uﬁa* “he
clasaslification rﬂr“inés, uhich azre placed on theae docunients

Shout: authority, have no ef'fect?

D, Rheads. Vhere a docﬁment doea no£ contaln claséiried:

informatlon anl w23 wrengly classified in the first place -
and belleve me I have seea 2 lot of them, and I know you have
fao ~ we sixile thit oub. Vo do not honer it.

3. Abzug. I have asked yeu a very specific gquasticn.

5
.
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Taere is testimony, and you have confirmed it, that there ncver
was &ny clazaifying authority to the Ceamisslon, and that vou
whleh azr2 unauthorized by anybody.

Thereforg I ask you specifically, 25 custodian of those :

] ]
records, 4o you not have a responsibiliiy to annotate them to
show that thelir classification markings ﬁave~no_effect?

Dr. RhoaLé. I think I have a fesponsibil Ty to make :
sure that the information which is validly clacsified remains
80.

Hs. Abzug. It iz wot validly clasalfied.

Dr. Rhoads. va 1t 15 not wvalidly clasalfied, then it
shculd net be marited in any casz. |

Ms. Abzug. We have thet testimony.

Dr. Rhoads. I do not think in the case of &he Warren
Commission it is that erystal clear.

Ms. Abzug. IHow do you eoxplain the Jerald Ford instance,
thenf He published in his bLook cartain infgrmatisn ol the
January 27th'transcript, and yet fon nine years artep Mr. Ford
published parts of it, the Archives continﬁes to suppress the
entire transeript on the grounds that it had been clazsifisd
?op Secret pursuany to Executive Orcer 105012

Dr. Rhouds. We agssumed that it had baen elassified

Ms. Abzuyg. But you know that 1t was not. You testified

——.

- ——
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1 to that effect.

2 Waen did you find that out?
3 Mr. Johnson., Waen the Welssberg ease came ﬁp.
4 Ms._hbzug. That<wa§ three yzars ago. '
| 3 1 You con%fnne to testify, and just this year you relgagedi
6 g that transeript. You &ie in a bad habit. We 211 kaow what !
7 J heppens. You get a hebdt, it is hard to‘kick 1t. But the ;
8 poinh 13 you hﬁve ant to get out of this habiﬁ.. ’
8 Thls Commiytee ls dealing with this 1ssue;because,

10 frankly, we have got %o deal with this craziness vhich has
M E peen goilng on in this Goverrment for so léng. We classify so
2 || much we do not know the difference between secret aad not

52 seorct any nore.

L That stenobypist ineident grabs me. Forfﬁhat stenotypist
15 i to ¢lascify the notes -~

33'3 | Dr. Rhoeds. The stenotypist'did not claséi;y the notes.
174 ; Hs._Abéug. It is my way of making thé péint. Ve do not :
3§l know anything gbout 1t. There was no authority. There réally i

19 || was no persen who had the right. It i3 a paranoia.
2 4 Dr. Rnoads. Under Executlve Order 10501 there was a
4 great deel of loozeness. There was a great deal of over-

22 : classification, there was a grect deal of improper classifica-

Z3 tion, there was no ceatral control over it. I agreec with you,
2% 1 1% was 3 ba2d o chnctle situatien.
L1~ :

With the Order 11652 I do not claim that we have come int

e A Y AR B N By
(e

.
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the Promised Land, but there arce some Jnry Impore ant mechanioms
that ar2 now in place tho% are Srying very hard to adivess the
kind of problecm you have been talking about, qu te legltimabelyi.

I would agvee Wluh Fou that they exist ed under une old
necutive Order.
. N

Ms. Abzug. Let ms ask you question.

20 you fes noW, 23 hPCﬂiViﬁt of tha Unlted Sca*eu, that
i

# rou can made the dzcision to reviaw the clessificaslon markings:

and decidé th&t-théy are 1nval XxA) Da you ha.v'a that authoriUJ?
. Df.;Rhoéds. .I have that auwthority for mat als that
are 30 years old. I also have 4Lthorrty, Lnder the verms.of
the Execﬁti#e Ordeé; to 1nuroavcﬂ a Wandatory Revileu Pequest.
.”hlﬂ ls'a right whiazh is accorded, not only to aﬂ individual,

’."“’ 53
k .

utr also %0 a Departmens of the Governmant. If we bave -

;4.
0
s

material In cur v dy, aniCQ we ;eel is vrongfxllj c1

abepmanis
errgouty

or about %hich there may be QL“bblon, we heve the auv hoc*ty
to launeh a Mandatory Review RunbSo to the élaaaifyinr agency.
Any indiviaual citizcn would have that. We ha¢e uged
th&t‘ Ws have usaed it repeatedly with reg&rd ﬁo materiais in
¢ Presidential Libravy sydtnm. A good deal of materiél has
bean opened up. - B

tie do not have endless resources. We know that there

2178 other things in cur holdings which, if we went on a piece-

Py

agal basis, yw could do it,  We have tried to use tha i

sutheority when it sazemed that there was a good opportuailiy to

.

[ e ety
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open up subztantial amounits of material. It seemns to me thet
1¢ rakes a lct mowe sense Tor us to put in ten Mandatory

Review Requests which are golng To open up 500,000 decuments,

P s ans e

thar vo.put 4in ten Mandatory Review Reviavw Requests that are
goirg to open ur ¢sr docwrants.
™ ' ‘
So, weo hﬁve tried To exercise resgoncihle use of our

recscurees in gettlng tho moss for our dellar.

M3, Abzuz. Do you think that you have the suthority to

eapsaey Ay

declassify these deguazats, inasmﬁch 23 the ovi #inal classifi-
catlon wﬁs net valig?
' Dr. Rnoadz. I do not have the authority to defy an

aganey having original ¢ .1 assification authority.

Ms. Abzug. That 1s not what T asked you.

These documents are marksd classifiéd, There is no
authority that has besn cited as havins‘tbe.basié for doing so.
I now suggest to you, and I have been suggesting it taroughout

the e raru, that these classifleation merkings should be

marked invelid. I think the only one who should really de that
1s you as Archivist of the United States. .

If jou think ycu have the aut hor¢uy, I would iilke to get

If you thlnk you do not, then I would like to make =
suggestion.
Dr. Roeds. X think I have authority with rezard to any

of the internal records of the Werren Commission, wiere the
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vbion i not d::iv-d fron o»ner olaasifled mata: ia‘s no%

Commisslon.

Ms. Ab ug. "ill you proceed to do ”. 5P

D». Ruocads. As I

situction and; lf we Tind that

LX)

reviow? -

indicated earlier, We wlll review the

¥a. Abzug. Wonld you b> "ood enOLgh to submib that Jor

the necord o» to this Conmittoe &s soon as you complute the

Dr. Ruoosds. T will-be heppy to do so.

{The material to be

supplied follous:)

there are ma»erzals ol that 800t
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Ms. Abzug. We arc teying to deal with access policies
and the frecdon o9f Infcrmatlon, and pirivacy, and classification.
There are otier conilicting access policias. We

dizcovered this in going into the questlon ¢f records belng

-y

nivos on the VWarren Commission.

<t
1
i
3
@
«Q
(]
e
AN
ta

v of his rziabives which were publishaed in the

Warcen Commission wsport. Thsy appear in Volume 18 covering

aowarga e

some hundred or 3¢ pagas. Yet Lee Harvey Oawald's income tax
:eturns ﬁere nbt published by the Commission, énd these tax
recerds of Oswald's ars atill being withheld by the Archlves.

Cen you explain that inconsistency?

Dr. Rhocd3. I cannot explain why the Warren Commission
felt fres to go ahzad aikd publish the Ruby tax returns. fhere?'
Ia an explicit- provision 1n the law whiech pronibits the
releass of persénal income tax returns., Thé_Oswald tax returas
are belag held puésuant to that requirement of law.

Ms. &bzug. What happened to Jack Ruby's rights unﬂer the
lan?

Dr. Rhozds. I do not know. - They are goﬁe.

Ms.-Abzug. You have to know.

Dr. Rhoads. That was a docision made by the Warrea
Cemmlssion and rot by nie, long befora ws ever had the rec;rds.y
s

Pis. Abzug. Ll owe havs zoen Chat they haed ne

w

authority. I am suggeetlng to you thet these income tax
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retuins of Oswald's should vé as avallable as the Ruby tax
returns. I =z asklng you 2s the Archivist to expliain this

discrepaney, and how you can have one and not the othaer.

o

D». Rnoads. It iz a discvenancy I am afraid 1 cannot

explain.

"

x . L A .
Ms. Abzufg. Yhat are you.going to do about i1t? Some-

1

times you cannoi explain, bubt what are you going to do about i@?

‘
3

Ave rou géing o do sometaing sbout 1t?

Dr. Rhoeds. ‘There is hothing 1 can ¢o about the fact
that thefﬁuby tax returns haVe‘aiready’been released. The
éswal returns have not been reieéséd, and'it ls'mg understandé
ing that, if I am going to obey the law, I have to keesp thosg g
closed. I have to 1lodk ﬁﬁAthat in i¢self.

Ms. Ab;ug. »Wh did some inveétigatlng in the Govermment
Operttions Committee and w2 found that a&lAfgrmers’ tax
raturas wore nads avalliable té the Executive Bfﬁhéh.

'Dr. Rhoads. Was it authorized by Law?

¥Ms. Abzug. No, we shopped it.

Dr, Ehoaés.' Food for you.

dls., Abzug. Phose farmgﬁs kad to kick in a lot of ncney
to that campaign. ) ' .

I agrze thzes wae 4 law, bute X ind i1t complicated to me.

Dr. Rhosds. Tt 15 regraettable that it has not always

heen cfeyed, Tut I zm not going te be whe cne who Aisabeys 16,

Ms, Abzug. You are going Lo meke tihis review?

By 2 Sl R s B, st
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Dr. Rhozds. Yes.

&

*s. Abzug: And you ore going iO‘ﬁake 1is t of el the

~APAets s

docureﬁts designated to bs withheld or ones tnat you st11l
think hoqu Le withheld, =nd suhnit 1%t to this Cormlstee as
BOON 25 practxﬁal, is thas correcit?

R
Rhosds. I will pe glad %o do thet.

Hs. Abzug. In conneetion with that, I hope this will not
b2 necessary, bat I‘hope That you will indicate to me and to
this Commilttex that, should you decide that you cannot in a

par tcul&r care or partisular decument declassiry ‘or ma rk

T e L s

apgronﬂ;at iy that there was an invalld classification, thgt
you iﬂdicatﬂ 4he ra dsons Tor suca.

Dr. Rnogds., IS I feel that I cannot aeclassify sohvthiug
for vhich ne suthoriby exlsts, then X will,

Ma3. Abzug. Tou have several routes. I have glven you
two 2t 1éast.

You aré an Archivist and that is an imposing fuacticn to
take eare of all the history'of;the naﬁion. ‘It zeems to me
thaz if you mow that dbcuments wepre not classifled pursuanu
to any autherity, wvhat at least there should be tha’ notatlicn.
And what happ:ns sh;uld be 2 matter of dzeision ocutside, but
gertainly it geens to me shat.is the minimum of your responsi-
piifty. | .

Thae ceeond ate» wonld be te declassify, the fioest step .

would ba to simply o say that it was improperly classified or

e
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classifled without anthority.

I: seems to me that is the minimum thet I would do 12 I

TG

were in jyour place, 1f they gave ma that jcb., I¢ probably

pays better than ny Job.

Dr. Rhosds. NWo it does not.
b

Ne., Atzﬁg. I have to go ©¢ the Fioor and the staf? will

i

submit to you, Dr. Rboads, sorne extensive guestinns aad we

oot

eava the record opea to receive thne xaterial that you
salid you weuld supoply us.
Thz meeting is adjourned.

Whereupyon at 12:10 p.m., the Committee adjourned.)
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