
hr. James Grove 	 7627 Old Receiver Road 
Rithard 2. Russell eamorial eibrary 	 Frederick, bd. 21701 
Tie University eibraries 	 11/25/U9 
The Unive.sity of Georgia 
Athens; Ga. 30062 

Dear hr. Greve 

I write to amplify Dove Wrone's letter of the 19th and the 11/9/89 story from 
the ethane Observer. But first my apologies for my typing. ' must sit with my 
elevated, which has the typewriter to one aide and my face too close to the keyboadd. 

Until his death Senator Russell encouraged my research and criticism of the 
Warren deport. Le said several times he regretted not being able to find the tine to help 
me. Our contact was 1 letters, visits to his office and by phone with his staff. 

I'd known that he and Senator Cooper hid raised questions about parts of the 
deport and that an executive :session was convened to resolve those questions. When : 
was finally able to see a copy of the supeosed transcript of that session, 9/18/64, I 
knew immediately that it was a phony. In time I was able to prove beyond question that 
no transcript had been made at all. 

en the 1930s I'd been an investigator and then the editor of a subcommittee of 
what then was known as the Committee On Education and Labor. 'do used the coart reporting 
firm of Ward Paul. The Comeiseion also used it. 423 soon aset looked at the first page 
I kneo it had not been provided by that firm and I wee reasonably certain that no such firm 
had. They all charge by the page, Po they all use pica type and wide margins with double-
Apaoing. Ills increases what thcl can charge for their services. There was no dialogue at 
all in the following pages. The result is that if any busy senator or member of his staff 
glanced at the first page it would have been assumed that the document was a transcript of 
that session and without any interest in it when received it would merely have been 

filed. If any had been distributed and I have no reason to believe that any was. I am 
certain from his reaction that Senator Rue9ell had nerve:' seen it. 

Ny belief is that the whole thing was the contrivance of J. "ea Rankin, general 
counsel end formerly as 1  now recall e'olicitor General of the U.S. 

enowing of the Senator's doubts t phoned his office and left a message and was 
phoned back and invited in. Senator Russell was quite disturbed beeauee not having the trans-
cript he believed bad been made he had no record for history Of the doubts he etpressed 
and the reasons for them. He wanted re, to be certain that there was no other version, no 
actual transcript. e obtained that proof from the NaticalalArchiees, which had the 
L.;oemiseion's records, and grave it to him. I then went farther and got both the Commission's 
records of its court-reporting services aria the recordS of Ward a Paul. although the 
:senator had been led to believe that the court reporter was present and taking it all 
down, Ward c Paul had not been asked to provide one and none was present. Rankin had a 
staff member pretend to be the court reporter. I've published pretty much of this, in-
cluding facsimiles of the Ward is Paul and Commission records. 

One day as I walked with the Senator to the elevator and then rode with him to the 
Capitol on the subway he told me several things you may find of interest and I repeat for 
archival purposes. One is that "they," meaning, pretty clearly the FBI and CIA, had not 
4told us all they know about Oswald." He was 100e; correct in this. 

another is how LhJ placed him on the Commission reel why. 12J had phoned Rs Aell 
about serving on it and I'm not now caller in ray recollection but I think also asked him to 
coot: to the "hit° Revue. AO they discussed it the senator cam to believe that he had 
talked iaiJ out of apeointing him. But he learned fron the next day's news that he had 
been apeointed. He told me that LBJ had dose this to keep hie from leading the fight 

of the ,south against civil-rights legislation. "But I fooled him," the Senator told me, 
because he did lead that fight and gave lese time to the Commis:dim. to fact he was the 



e 

least active nember. 

	

U also had had doubts about Marina Oewald'e testimony and it is 	who who forced 
the finial interrogation of her, about September 6, in Texas. What she then told him 
and the ()eaten! abbut what the Pei had done to her, verbatim in uy first book, also is 
10(e.,  correct front the FSI's own records ' obtained by Preedou of Information .hot liti-
gation. 

In this regard those who use your archive may be intereftted in knowing that in all 
1  obtained about a third of a million pages under FOIA, that they are available to any-
one now at ray ham and eventually will be a public archive at local flood College. 

I had to use 109I4 to get most of them but I also got and make available all but 
one of the Commission a executive session transcripts. To any who want to get a clear 
picture of the Counisaion when it expected permanent secrecy the one T publish in Post 
eortem in by far the shortest and the most inforsative about the Coenission and how it 
worked. Senator augieel wee not present that day. The Commission decided to destroy all 
records of it, paid Ward a Paul the nig:;ardly sun of en for having a reporter present, 
but 111. 41117typiat's tape escaped the-Winemory hole neluader threat of another FOIL 
lawalae 4 At it transcribed not by War 44 Paul but at the Peneagen, where a few errors 
were madg. 

The Observer story is correct in reflecting his substantial doubts about the 
Official version of the shodititg. What the senator told me is that he did not demand any 
changes in the language. enstead he naked for what he desetibed as " a little footnote" 
saying only that he did not agree with that language. Becau.,e the Coemiseion, and I am 
confident this moans Warren and Rankin mostly, wanted unaniarimity the passage iii the 
first chapter was rewritten and as explained to him with his objections in mind. In 
practise he was deceived and the conclusions remained essential as they were when he 
objected to them. That first chapter was written to serve also as the Cornission's 
press release and it is, in fact, what 4-12 used as its story on the geport. 

There can be no doubt about the intent to deceive and mislead Senator Russell and 
I an convinced that after he had and read what X gave him he came to the same conclunion. 
I an not absolutely certain but it is my recollection that he at least in part attributed 
this to IX and I believe he never had any further contact with LBJ. 

It was after he had the inforsation 1  eave him and when he knew he was dying that 
he went public on Cox Broadcasting. 

The Senator was in charge of intelligence oversight. hy recolleftion of what he 
said about those agencies is not clear enough to even paraphraed but I am certain that 
he did not trust them at all, in general and with regard to the Comeissionws work. 

Ur. Wilkes may or many not want to change the sublic record he made in saying that 
it was "loyalty" that led the lenatoe to sign the Report and remain silent. I do think, 
if I nay say so, that students in the future ought have access to the actualities. In 
this maxi regard f note that 1  have nut received any complaint about a word 1  published 
relating to this matter from anyone, including any official or former staff or Commission 
member. 

The inventor of the so-called single-bullet theory that was intended to make it 
appear that there was only one shooter and no canal:limey, which is what :Senator Russell 
objected 0,p, is now a Senator, Arlen Specter. 

I vent into that theory ia great detail in two FOIa lawsuits and the evidence I 
filed was not rebutted. No effort was made to rebut, is fact. FOIe was amended in 1e74 
to make FBI, CIa and siwiler files available under voia over the first of those lawsuits. 
his is explicit in the ...Senate part of the legiulative history and is stated in the 

uongressional Record, where the suit is referred to as against the appeals court. hy name 
is stated and I'd lost up to and including the Supreme 'Dort. all the litigation records 
will be included is the archive I leave. 

h 	 uwa 	Best wishes, i  Harold Weisberg 

7' .771477V;c41...7.-Ival,IVIEW.177!,2,:ft4,!"..,',,,,PAMIV:=0?7,717.7, 

ce W MILL ee 11, 	wilke Pe e 



Regards 

DAvid R. Wrone 

university of wisconsin/stevens point • stevens point, wisconsin 54481 

November 19, 199 James Greve 
Richard B. Russell Memorial Library 
The University Libraries 
The University of Georgia 
Athens, Georgia 30602 

Dear Jim; 

I can't thank you enough for sending me the clipping from the 11-9-89 Athens Observer with the Donald E. Wilkes, Jr., story "Russell disagreed with JFK death report." It is a significant story. Would it be possible to obtain a copy of the dissenting statement of Sept. 16, 1964, along with any other matter of a similar nature inthe file, such as the Atlanta Constitution statement? 
As you well know Harold Weisberg, critic, had a correspondence with Senator Russell over the question of the Report and its findings. While I years ago wrote someone in the Russell Library or associated with it about this significant relationship I would like you to leave a note or other memorandum of fact in the Russell JFK Assassination file to the effect that the Weisberg Archives, soon to be housed at Hood College, Frederick Maryland,just outside the District will contain this important imformation. 

You might also wish to know that the triggering incident in Russell's decision to proclaim his doubts on the Warren Report in 1970 came from investigations by Weisberg who disclosed that the final (I believe it was the final session) session of the Warren Commission which contained verbatim recordings of the conversa-tions of the members had been doctored to remove, modify or restate Russell's dissent. Weisberg goes into this in his Whitewash IV which should be in the Russell Library collection and filed under JFK. 

In other words the story presented in the Observer, while significant, has a much more important dimension to it and a considerable history which in years to come will grow in importance. 

I wrote the letter you requested to the west and trust that all goes well in that endeavor. Please give my best to Suzie. I could sure use you two up here in the battle against the forces of ignorance, but I am certain you are engaged in an exciting activity and keep well read on the developing world and national issues as always. 

Harold Weisberg 
R.R. 12 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, MD 21701 
301-473-8186 

Department of History • (715) 346-2334 
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jections 

 

 

...from page 1 

vial:ion Nov. 20, 1966, Russell expli-
citly stated he could, not agree that 
Oswald acted alone. He could accept 
the conclusion that Oswald fired the 
shots that killed JFK, but he could not 
rule out the possibility that Oswald was 
part of a conspiracy. 

In the interview Russell also dis-
agreed with the report's single bullet 
theory: the theory that one of the bul-
lets fired from behind the presidential 
limousine struck JFK in the back, 
exited the front of his neck, and then 
struck Texas Gov. John Connally. 

The Warren Commission embraced 
the theory in its report to try to explain 
why films show JFK and Connally 
both reacting to wounds in less than 
the amount of time it takes to fire two 
shots from the rifle supposedly used by 
Oswald. Without the theory, the Com-
mission would have been forced to 
acknowledge the existence of multiple 
gunmen. 

On Jan. 19, 1970, less than a )ear 
before his death, Russell again pro-
claimed his doubts about the Warren 
Report, this time in a television inter-
view. Although professing to have not 
"the slightest doubt" that Oswald fired 
the fatal shots, Russell went beyond his 
1966 remarks and stated flatly that he 
"never believed that Lee Harvey 
Oswald assassinated President Kennedy 
without at least some encouragement 
from others." 

Russell added: "I think someone else 
worked with him." 

When the Warren Report was pub-
lished other members of the Warren 
Commission also had silent doubts. 
Sen. John Sherman Cooper as well as 
Rep. Hale Boggs shared some of Rus-
sell's concerns, but, like Russell, did 
not speak out at the time. 

The documents recently found in the 
UGA Library include a dissenting 
statement prepared by Russell but 
omitted from the Warren Report. 
Whether Russell intended to have his 
dissenting statement published in the 
report is unknown. Something that 
might throw light on the matter, the 
transcript of the final meeting of the 
Warren Commission held on Sept. 18, 
1964, two days after Russell dictated 
his dissenting statement, disappeared 
(apparently from the National Arc-
hives) years ago. 

The existence of the dissenting state-
ment proves the doubts Russell first 
publicly voiced in 1966 dated back to 
even before the report was issued. 

In his dissenting statement, dictated 
on Sept 16, 1964, Russell disagreed 
with the Warren Report view that JFK 
and Connally were hit by the same bul-
let, and also disagreed with the report's 
conclusion of no conspiracy. In Rus-
sell's judgement, the insufficiency of 
the evidence gathered against Oswald 
"preclude(d) the conclusive determina-
tion that Oswald and Oswald alone, 
without the knowledge, encouragement 
or assistance of any other person, 
planned and perpetrated the 
assassination." 

Russell's plan to resign from the 
Warren Commission is reflected in an 
entry on his desk calendar for Feb. 
22/23, 1964: "write Pres J & Resign 
from Commission." In a two-page let-
ter of resignation addressed to Presi-
dent Johnson dated Feb. 24, 1964, but 
never mailed, Russell complained the 
Commission was scheduling, holding, 
or cancelling meetings without notify-
ing him. Why Russell changed his 
mind about resigning is unexplained. 

The passage of a quarter-century has 
confirmed many of Scn. Russell's 
doubts about the Warren Report. 
Almost every major study of the JFK 
assassination since 1975 has rejected 
the single bullet theory, although there 
is disagreement as to whether this 
necessarily means more than one gun-
man shot at JFK. 

A 1977-78 congressional reinvestiga-
tion of the assassination specifically 
found that the FBI and the Warren 
Commisison failed to investigate 
adequately the possibility of a conspi-
racy to assassinate JFK and that the 
CIA was deficient in supplying infor-
mation to the Commission. The con-
gressional committee concluded, con-
trary to the Warren Report, that JFK 
probably was assassinated as a result of 
a conspiracy, although the committee 
did not know who the members of the 
conspiracy were. Where the Warren 
Commission found that Oswald fired 
all the shots at the president's limou-
sine, the congressional committee 
found it highly probable that two gun-
men did the shooting. 

It is no wonder that the Warren 
Report has failed to withstand the test 
of time. As Sen. Russell's public pro-
nouncements and his previously undis-
closed papers show, even members of 
the Warren Commission didn't believe 
it. 

Donald E. Wilkes Jr. is a professor 
at the University of Georgia Law 
School. 


