Muarch .30, 197 =

" Mr. Dellums with Mr. Marlenee. « - - -
Ms. Mikulski with Mr. Evans of Delaware.. -
Mr. McCormack with Mr. Cha.rles Wilson of-

_Texas.

Mr. Staggers with Mr. Symms £ e
Mr. Roe with Mr. Flsher -

So the resolution was agreed to L , 6

as above recorded. - 5 .
A motion to recon51der was lald on the
table. i "

REQUEST FOR PERMISSION FOR

SUBCOMMITTEE ON CENSUS AND

POPULATION OF THE COMMITTEE

ON POST OFFICE AND CIVIL SERV-
“ICE TO SIT TODAY WI-IILE HOUSE
' IS IN SESSION

"Mr. LEMMAN. Mr. Speaker, I a.sk'i
unanimous consent that the Subcommit- .

tee on- Census and Population of the

Comumittee on Post Office and Civil Serv- -
ice may be permitted to continue to hold. .

hearings and to take testimony today
while the House is in session. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objectlon to
the request of the . gentieman from-

- Florida?

Mr. ROUSSELOT. Reservmg the rlght
to object, Mr. Speaker, I realize that
originally the House leadership had
asked and we were scheduled to meet at -
3 pm. today and that that made it diffi-
cult for subcommittees which had al- .
ready scheduled meetmgs durmg ‘the
early afternoon.

However, Mr. Speaker, as my distin-
guished chairman will understand, I am
constrained to object to the request,
which I think the gentleman will un-

.derstand, because this is a eritical issue

that we are debating.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I would ask
my colleague, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr, LEHMAN) to.—.withdraw his.
request. :

Mr. LEHMAN. If the gentleman will
yield, Mr. Speaker, at the request of the -

distinguished ranking member of the -

subcommittee, I will withdraw my re-
quest and reschedule the hearmg- e

PROVIDING - FOR' THE CONTINUA-

TION OF THE SELECT COMNHT’I‘EE -

ON ASSASSINATIONS

M. BOLLING Mr. Speaker pursua.nt
to the provisions of House Resolution 445,

I call up House Resolution 433 and ask -
- for its immediate consideration.

" The SPEAKER. The C}erk will report
the resolution.. - e ;

The- Clerk read the resolutlon ~as-

follows: .
H. Res .433 :

Resolved That the Select Committee on
Assassinations (hereinafter - referred to - in
this resolution as the “select committee’),
established by H. Res. 222, Ninety-fifth Con-
gress, adopted February 2, 1977, shall con--

‘tinue in operation for the duration of the

Ninety-fifth Congress.

SEC. 2. The select committee shall report
to the House-as soon as practicable during
the present Congress the results of its in-
vestigation. and study, together with such
recommendations as it deems advisable. Any
such report which is made when the House

'_ of the House..
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is not in session shall be filed W‘lth the Clerk

Sec. 3.. The provxsmns of H Res.,222
Ninety-fifth Congréss, adopted February 2,.
1977, shall ‘apply to the select committee
during the period of its- operation under -
this resolution, except to the- extent such

© provisions are inccnsistent with any pro- .
_The result of the vote ‘was announced,‘

vision of this resolution. For -the purpcse -
of carrying out H. Res. 222, the select com-~- ~
mittee- is also authorized to bring, deiend,
and intervene in la.wsmts and mz.&e apblb,
cations to courts.

Szc. 4. The provisions of H Res 1 Vi.uety—
‘fifth Congress, shall not apply. to the select
_committee after March 31, 1977. ; =

. © COMMITTEE AMENDMENT i

'Ihe SPEAKER. The Clerk mll report
the committee amendment.

The Clerkread as follows:

Comm1ttee amendment: Beginning on.
page 2, line 8, strike out all of Section 4.

" The comrmttee amendment Wa.s agreed
to. Lt

Mr. BOLLING Mr, Speaker I move =
‘to strike the last word. "

Missouri (Mr. BOLLmG) is recogmzed for
5 minutes.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Sneaker I do not
intend to take-any time except to say -
that amendments are now in order and
that I-intend to honor the agreement
-that I made earlier that I would not
move- the previous quesmon untll i 2 fe]t
the House was ready.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I would sug- =
gest that- anybody who has an amend-
ment might offer his amendment at tlus
time. I have no amendments.--

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

(Mr. PICKLE asked and was given per-

- mission to rev:se and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, I would
ask “the chairman of the committee

- whether he has any requests for time or

requests to offer amendments, or does -

the gentleman wish to take time to dis-

cuss the bill by section and in detail.
Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, if the

"‘Igentleman will yield, I would say that.

I have no requests for time from -any:
Mempber. I know: of only one.amendment -
that possibly would be offered. I have no
desire to delay this matter. I'am rea.dy to
~ vote ‘at any time. - ey
© Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Sneaker my ques-v
tion actually was addressed to the chair-
man of the Select Committee, the gentle-
man from Ohio (Mr. STOKES) as to
- whether he had any requests for tlme or.
if he wanted to take any time.. - 5
Mr. BOLLING. I think the answer to
that inquiry would be no. I think the-
gentleman from Ohio would intend to
respond, as.I did; if questions are to be -
asked or-if the amendments are offered,
~or if there -are statements- made that

“need responses. But. we have. debaced

this at some length earlier. " ~
-Mr. PICKLE. I thank the gentleman
Mr.. Speaker, earlier I told the House -

that I had planned to offer a substitute

or amendments to this bill and the rule

* would so provide. I also told the Mem- -

‘bers a few minutes ago that I thought
it might be best, at this point, to have
a straight vote of yes or no on the resolu-

[

was originally a question of Mr. Sprague

and-his conduct and our doubts and our-
suspicions and uncertainty about him.-
However-: now that ﬁue has been re-

moved.

The questlon is rea.uy do we renew this
committee? Do we keep it alive?

As I told the Members of the House a

few minutes ago, if the rule had failed, I - -

would offer a bill and introduce it that -
- would provide that the Atborney General. -°

would establish a task force to consxder g
- this matter further.” -

The rule did pass so my request to vote
“no” did not prevail. I can understand

~ this because many of the Membkers have
- commented ‘that they would vote “aye” -
on-the rule and then vote “no” on the -

resolution. I accept that.

I hope the Members will listen to what - ™.
"I say because I am trying hard to make -
~ what I believe is a constructive appreach -

" to this proposition. I have a bill drawn -
The SPEAKER. The-gentleman from . .

up here that would direct the Attorney

-General to establish a task force-in the

Department of Justice to further investi-
gate and study the assassinations and
deaths of John F. Kennedy and Martin
Luther King, Jr. I would assume that the
bill would be referred to a regular com-

mittee and would proceed under regular
order.

Another section of the bill also provides 1

that there will- be $1.5 million appro-
priated to carry out the purposes of the
proposed act. And if any Member later
would want to offer an amendment-that
would provide for an extension of 30 days
for the present staff to continue, I would
accept that.

It is my firm conviction with all of the
charges, the changes, the accusations,
the denials, the doubts and the’ suspi-
cions, that the best thing for us to do

is to put this investigation back at the-

appropriate place where it belongs and
let them. Justice,- carry out what we

- hope might be a full and complete

investigation.

So if the Members vote no on the'

resolution, this does not.mean that all

is gone or all investigation is stopped. It .
- simply is an attempt to direct the inves-

_tigation now and send it to the Depart-

ment of Justice. “Some Members will” -
comnient that the Department of Jus- -
tice had looked at this before, and that .

is“true. They just issued a recent report
-that had been compiled under the past
administration, and that general con-
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txon 1 believe that gets to the issue at o
" hand 2t this stage of debate, whereas it

clusion was that with respect to-the - .~

Martin Luther King assassination, the

assassin acfed independently; = -
The present administration, the pres—

- ent Department of Justice, points out” .
that that was a report prepared by - =~

Attorney General Levi, submitted to the
Congress as ordered, and each Member
could draw his owrr ctonclusion. It.was
not and is not a definitive final expres-
sion of the Department of Justice under
Attorney - General Bell. The . Depart-
ment of Justice is not asking for this

approach, but the Department of Jus--~

tice has been asked and will they pro-
ceed? Can they proceed? Do they feel

that they could carry out this order in -
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tice has said, yes, if the House of Repre-
sentatives gives us this request, we will
undertake it immediately and forth-
rightly. So I think that is.the better

approach to take. Many Members hon- .

estly feel. that with a new chairman
and with new. rules, with the cost cut
down now to $2.7 million per annum in-
stead of a total of $13 million, we can
proceed now in a regular and orderly
fashion. That may be, but a much bet-
ter approach would be -to allow for the
appropriation of $1.5 million and turn
this over to the Department of Justice.
. We have to ask ourselves after several
months of wild if not reckless charges
the question that the American people
must ask themselves: Can any good be
accomplished by this investigation un-
der this present established procedure?

I think the American people are always
going to have doubts that if we proceed -

as established now that we could ever
Teacn any kind of satisfactory accord.
We would always be in doubt. .

This investigating comm;ﬂee is a sick
cat. I do not thm we can mend it or
patch it up or squirt some. high-life
medicine in it. I think the best thing to
do is send it to the Department of Jus-

tice, which really ought to be doing.

it right now. I think that is by far the
best approach under the circumstances.

So, Mr. Speaker, instead of offering
amendments or a substitute that might
or mignt not be germane, I think the
House might as well go ahead in what-
ever order they think and take a vote
on the resolution. I have come to the
conclusion that it is best to vote no
on the resolutioh, send - this to the
Depariment of Justice, and let them
proceed in an orderly manner. I have
supported the rasolution previously, but
I do not think we can do this job now
under the present climate, and I think
it is best fo turn it over to the Depart-
ment of Justice. That is my hope in ask-
ing that the Memoers vote no on the
resolution.

Mr. TREEN. Mr. Spea.ker I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

I have asked for this time in order to

make: some inquiry of the chairman of
Before . doing . that,.

the committee.
though, I would like to state that I have
supported this committee. I supported its
original creation, and I supported .the

~extension until March 31. But I have -

several questions that I. would like to
have answered that will help me in

making a decision on the resolution; I

am undecided at this time.

Mr. Sprague, according to a wire serv-
ice, resigned either last night or this
morning. Did he give any reasons for his

resignation that ~the chairman can.

share with the House?

Mr. STOXES. If the gentleman will
yield, Mr. Sprague said that he- did not
in any way want to be an impediment.
I want to read specifically from his letter

of resignation which reads as follows:.

Dear Mr. Chairman and members: I am
hereby
immediately as Chief Counsel and Staff Di-
rector of the House Select Committee on
Assassinations. I do so with the hope that
the Congress can now proceed with the chal-

submitting my resignation effective
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proper fashion? The Départment of. Jus--

lenge of .seeing that these. mvesngamom are.-
pursued promptly.

Mr TREEN. I thank the chairman.
Did Mr. Sprague at any time indicate

that he did not think that the funding
expected to be requested by the com-

- mittee would be sufficient to do a thor-

ough and adequate job? Was part of his

. reason for resigning- his belief that he

did not think the committee would get
epough money to. do an adequate job?

Mr. STOKES. No, sir. He was asked .

specifically about this new budget before
he left and as to whether or not the
investigation in his opinion could be con-
ducted for that sum of money, -and he
said he had deferred to both of the coun-
sel who head up the individual investi-
gations who felt that in their opinion it
could be done, and he accepted that.
Mr. TREEN. The origiral budget was

about 6.5 million. That was the original-

idea, and was that for the entire Con-
gress or was that for ornly one session?
Mr. STOKES. That was for .one ses-
sion. A total of 313 million was proposed
for the full Congress. o
Mr. TREEN. And the proposed budget
is now what, about $5 mililon for the
2 years?
Mr. STOKES. For the first year we are
proposing or projecting $2.7 million:
Mr. TREEN. Yes.
" Mr. STOKES. Part of Whlch is, of

course, reduced by our having to pay -

back to the. contingency fund. of the
House, which is about $2.5 million, and
we estimated the second year would be
somewnere in the same neighborhood.
Mr. TREEN. I would say to the chair-
man, and the House, my reason for pre-
viously supporting the committee may
perhaps be similar to that of others,
and thab is, while I do not know that.the
committee will turn up anything, I have
felt that this.is a subject of such im-
portance to the American public that
we should have an investigation for that
reason. I personally think there are some
questions about the King murder that
do need answering. But I am concerned
about us authorizing this money and the

- continuation of the committee and then

at the end having someone say:.“We did
not- have enough money to do the job
right.””-If -that occurs, my purpose and
the purpose, perhaps, of others will be
frustrated in that we will have had.the
investigation and then we will still have
some people say:
ficient authority and we- dld not have
sufficient. funds.”-

My question is, Mr. Chan-man Are
you satisfied sincerely that under your

budget -you will be able to do.an ade-

quate job, a thorough job of investiga-
tion, that you have the authority by vir-

-tue of this resolution and the previous

resolution, which is also part eof it, to
do a thorough job in these two areas?

Mr. STOKES. I can say to the gentle-
man that the task force under the chair-

- mansnip of the gentleman from North

Caroling (Mr. PREYER) expended a great
deal of time inquiring into the various
concerns that this gentleman has and
when the task force came back it was
evident to us that they had laboriously
inquired into the situation. They felt,

“We did not have suf--
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- they assuréd members of our committee,

- that given- this amount of funds they

could do the job that needed to be done,
. Mr. TREEN. Do you, Mr. Chairman,
specifically fsel you have the authority,
and with this budget, assuming that it
is approved, this committee has the au-
thority and the power to do a thorouvh
job? Do you feel that way? :

Mr. STOKES. Yes, I do, sir. i

Mr. TREEN. I thank the gentleman. :

Mr. BIAGGI. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TREEN. I yleld to the vemleman
from New York. - % e
Mr. BIAGGI. I thank the gentlema.n .

from Louisiana:for yielding. - - -

.~ In response to your threshold questxon
as to the reason why perhaps Mr.
Sprague resigned, first I would like the ..
Recorp to show I supported the résolu- -
tion and I support it again, but I was-
disinclined io support it with the pres—— 5
ence of Sprague as counsel.

I would suggest that as a result of the
head check made it appeared that the
resolution was doomed and only Mr.
Sprague’s resignation could possibly have
saved this committee. And it is my con- -
clusion that he resigned in order to save
this commitiee -or at least give it a

. chance of survival.

(Mr. TREEN asked and was given
permission to revise and ettend hlS :
remarks.)

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
strike the requisite number of words. —

Mr. Speaker, let me respond briedy to
the surmise of the gentleman from New
York, Congressman Braccr, to say that .
on behalf of the committee I conducted
an unofiicial whip count. It was the dedi-
cation of the previous counsel to the
concept. that the investigation ought to
go forward, and it was the feeling that
the vote was very, very close and the -
vote today might well-end the commit-

-tee’s investigation. This led Mr. Sprague -

to resign. The gentleman from NeW York» -

(Mr. B1aGGYD) is entirely correct.. m iR
This has been indicated in the genera.l-v

debate on the rule. He was not resigning -

-as a result of charges against him. :

I would like now briefly to speak to
the observations of the genfleman from :
Texas . (Mr. Picxirz) that we, perhaps, _
ought to let the Justice Department con- -
duct a reinvestigation. Now, I am not one
who is-opposed to the FBI and I'am cer-
tainly not here to in any way impugn+-
any Government organization. I am -
here. however, to argue the case that it
would be a very bad judgment call on
the part of the House, it would be bad.
on two grounds: One, that the House
having started an investigation should:
now indicate by its vote that we will not
abandon this -investigation and go our
separate ways in the lropes that at some
future date the bill of the gentleman
from Texas would be introduced, would
be acted upon favorably and that the -
Justice Department Would then pursue
that action.

There are just too many “ifs” in that

" equation.

Now, let me turn to one xtem Whlch I
think might be of interest to the House
and-that is the recent release of a special »
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task force ‘to review the Martm Luther
King, Jr., security and assassination in-
vestigation and the report by the Depart-
ment of Justice. I was reading this report
one evening and was startled- when I dis-
covered -these inconsistencies- .on ~two
pages facing each other. The pages are
98 and 99. On page 98 they are talking
about how James Earl'Ray came by his
expense money by which he bought cars
and paid for them in cash and any other
number of expenditures that total prob-
ably- $9,000 and perhaps- as much as
$10,500. His only known income was $600
from washing dishes in Winnetka, I

This is the Justice Department’s report.

~ and this is what they say:

‘These expendltures suggested thac he, P..ay. :

had financial assistance and, hence, possible
coconspirators. Therefore, the Bureau ‘was
particularly interested in determining his
sources of income. On April 23, 1968, the Di-
rector advised all field divisions to consider
Ray &s a suspect in any unsolved bank rob-
beries, burglaries or armed robberies occur-
ring after April 23, 1967 (which was his
escape from the pemtentlary) The results
wers negative. -

Now, what we are saying'is that they
put the entire network of the FBI to
_ work to see if James Ear]l Ray was a sus-
pect in any robbery or burglary that
could have been done by him with the
money. Their own conclusion is that “the
results were negative.”
Imagine my concern when over on page
99 at the bottom of the page I found this:
It is the Bureau’s opinion that Ray most
likely committed on a periodic basis several

robberies or burglaries during this period in -

order to support himself, Ray’s criminal
background does lend credence to this theory.

Our problem, of course, is we must
recognize that if the commiitee is going
to carry out the mandate of the House
to look into the processes of the Govern-
ment and see whether or not all infor-
mation was transmitted to the Warren
Commission or all information was avail-
able in the investigation of Dr. King’s
death. Then, clearly, if that is.one of
our mandates, we may need to come back

. to the House and indicate legislative cor-

rection which would be the responsibil-:
ity of the House. But my question is how-

do we ask the FBI to investigate itself?
That is one of the questions at issue here.

It would seem to me that we took the-
right course last September in author-"
izing the investigation. It seems to me -

that we reaffirmed that course in Feb-

ruary and it seems to me that we ought

to reenforce it again today. If we oppose
the investigation, if we oppose the work
of the committee and the investigators,
on whatever substantive grounds, We
should know what we are doing. "

The SPEAKER pro tempore: The time
of the gentleman from Indiana has ex-
pired.

(By unanimous consent, Mr. FI’T'H’.[AN
was allowed to proceed for 1 -additional
minute.)

Mr. FITTHIAN. \/Ir Speager if someone
opposes sincerely on the basis of sub-
stance the House going into this inves-
tigation, then he should vote no, but not
on the basis of some possible future ac-
tion by the Justice Department.

If the Members favor the House going
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.mto this, then their position is to vote

yes. It seems to. me that we ought to
keep focus this afternoon and make that

decision not on the case of the former.

chairman versus the former chief coun-
sel; not on the case of whether at some
future date the Justice Department may
take this up, but on the facts and reali-

ties which face this House today; that-
is, are we or are we not going to carry:

out the mandates of two preceding res-
olutions and carry on the investigations
into these two murders. --. -

- Mr. Speaker, I would urge the Mem-

bers to vote yes on the IVSO}.U.T,IOD. on
final passage. -
i AB!L‘EN’D)IEVT OFE'ER..D BY MZR. BAUMAN

Mr. BAUMAN, Mr. Speaker, I offer an
amendment. :
The Clerk read as follows

page 2, add the following new section:
- *Sec. 5. The provisions of clause 6(3) (3) of
rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep-

resentatives shall a.pply 'bo ‘the. select
comm.xttee 4

Mr. BOLL]:NG ’VIr Speaker Wlﬂ the
gentleman yield?"

Mr. BAUMAN. Iyield to the gennleman
from Missouri.

‘Mr. BOLLING. If the gentleman will
ma.ke one minor correction as follows:

"We have stricken section 4, and the gen-

tleman has section 5 in his amendment;
it should be section 4.

If I understand it correctly, thzs is the
one that goes directly to the maiter of
stafiing and the manner in which the
members of the commitiee will staff it-
self. T am advised by the members of the
select committee—and I agree with
them—that this-amendment is a good
amendment and should be accepted.

Mr. BAUMAN. I thank the gentleman.

Mr: Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the amendment be modified so that

it reads “Sec. 4” instead of “SEc. 5”.

-The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
obJection to the request of the gentleman
Lrom Maryland? 5T i

“<There was no objection. )

:Mr. BAUMAN. Mr., Speakefi Wl $usk.
e*zplam to -the membership that the
amendment does nothing more than

write into the resolution the guarantee

. the chairman:of the select committee
‘gave us, that all future employees of the
~committee will be employed full time as
members of the staff, and will not be en--

gacred in any other outside activity.
:The SPEARER- pro tempore
MOARLEY) .

(Mr
The question 'is on the

amendment offered by the g°ntleman'

from Maryland, as modified.

- The amendment, as modlﬁed was.
agreed to.- :

*Mr. HIGHTOWER. Mr Speaker I
move to strike the last word.” -

*~ Mr. Speaker, I ask for time in order

to propound some questions to the gen-
tleman from Chio (Mr, STOKES), Lhau-
man-of the commitiee. :

~Mr. Chairman; as I understand i, ME.
Sprague’s resignation was clear and un-
equivocal. Has the committee met and
accepted the resignation? -

Mr. STOKES. If the gentleman will
yvield, I will say to the gentleman thab
we met at 10 a.m. this morning in an

open session of the commttee ‘and the
vote was. taken. The vote was 11 to 1
to accept his resignation.

Mr. HIGHTOWER. Has the comm1t—
tee adopted rules in regard -to hiring
practices, future hiring practices? -

Mr. STOKES. Yes, we have.

T Mr. HIGHTOWER. Does the chau'man

have the authority to h1re a.nd ﬁre staff
members now? :

Mr. STOKES. The commxttee has full
authority over all hiring and ﬁnng That

- is in our rules.

Mr. HIGHTOWER It Would take an
act of the full committee to hlre and ﬁre
any staff emvloyee? i

Mr. STOKES. Under the Dresent rules E

- Mr. HIGETOWER. I understand.: It

,WOUId appear that the resignation -is
- _-clear and unegquivocal. Can we have the -
" Amendment offered by Mr. BaUmaN: On )

assurance of the chairman that at.some -

- future time Mr. Sprague will not be com-

mg back to the committee?

- Mr. STOKES. The gentleman - has my Ty

complete assurance on that. ;
Mr. HIGHTOWER. In any capacity, -
as adviser, consultant, counsel or full
time, part time—in any capacity? B
Mr. STOKES. The gentleman has my

“full assurance on that. -

- Mr. I—HGHTOWER I thank the chalr-
man.

Mr. RUDD. Mr Speaker, 1 move to
strixe the requisite number of words.

(Mr. RUDD asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend _his
remarks.)

Mr. RUDD. Mr. Speaker I would- hke
to commend the gentleman. from Texas
for nis assurance that in the event this
resolution goes down to defeat, the bill
will be introduced to permit professionals
to become involved and conduct this-in-
vestigation with full force and vigor. -

Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose continua-
tion of the House Select Commn:tee on
Assassinations.

This matter has been a consxderable
controversy in.the House. I have talked
to some of the committee’s members, and
met one evening with several - of the
committee staff to discuss the many se- -
rious reservations and doubts T had ¥
about continuation of the committee:

These ‘doubts and concerns have not' :

been dispelled.” " - * oL TS TR
. First, there is the questlon of a con-

gressmnal committee attempting to re- -

view evidence of crimes tha.t are 13 a.nd
8 years old respectively.- e -

“The world’s best law- enforcement and

investigative professionals have - col~ -

lected and. reviewed evidence,“and ' no
new evidence has since been uncovered to
change- the 01‘10'11’18.1 verdxcts ‘in these
cases. - S L
- The trail of ewdence is now stone cold
Efforts of this congressional committee-
to review the evidence or uncover new
evidence in the case of either the Presi-
dent Kennedy or Martin Luther King
assassinations are.efforts in futility: -

The fact that no new hard evidence

.has been uncovered to date by this com-

mittee should be reason ‘enough “to

abandon this report. The only product of

the committee’s work has been sensa- -
tional and wild speculation generated by

its activities. - St

H97417'""
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A classic example of this sensation-
alism and wild specuiation is reaction .to
the suicide yesterday of George de Moh-
renschildt, the 65-year-old professor at
Bishop College in Texas.

The commiittee staff had been try- -
ing to reach Professor De Mohrenschildt ~

in cornection with his statements that

he had new information about Lee Har-
vey Oswald and the Pres1dent Kennedy
murder.

The sta.tements had been pubushed by
a Dutch Jjournalist, but.. Professor
De Mohrenschildt apparently shot him-
seif after wide publicity and attempts by
the comm_lttee to get further mforma-
tion. ..

Proponents of the committee's contm
nation; including the news media who
will benefit fram such sensational stories,
are . citing this new development as
prima facie evidence that the House
should continue - the- Work -of . the
committee. ;

This is an attempt to ra.ﬂ:oad Con
gress, and to decelve the Amencan pub-
Ic. i
What we are not told is t.hat accord-
ing to a March 20 newsstory in the Dallas

Morning News, Professor De Mohren--

schildt was recently admitted to the psy-
chiatric unit at Parkland Memorial Hos=
pital after his wife filed papers.to force
his commitment as a mental patient.

. This apparent suicide victim was con-
fined as a menial patient at Parkland
from November 3 to December 30, 1976.

He made his unsubstantiated state-
ments to the Duich journalist aiter his
release from the psychiatric unit—re-
sulting in the international newsstories
that brought him to the attention of the
select commitiee. -

Mr. Speaker, I would hke to ‘include
the newsstory from the Dallas Morning
News alb this point in the REcorp:

MENTAL ILLS OF OSswALD CONFIDANT TOLD -

(By Earl Golz) :

George de Mohrenschildt was having men-
tal problems shortly before he told a Dutch
jourralist last month he kmew in advance
Iee Harvey Oswald was going to assassinate
President John F. Kennedy. The Dallas News
has learned. - Ay

The Sa-year-old Bishop Couege French
professor agreed to commit himself to the
psychiatric urit of Parkland Memorial Hos-
pital last Nov. 9 after his wife filed ‘court
" papers to force commitment, Dallas County
Mental Ilness Departmental” records. show.

The hospital said De Mohrenschildt was
‘released from the psychiatric unit about
eight weeks later on Dec. 30, but declined to
give information about his examination.

The hopital did not refer De Mohrenschildt
to the County Evaluation Center for further
examination, which indicated he was not
considered harmful to himself or others.

The House Assassinations Committee last
Tuesday quizzed a Dutch journalist and
longtime De Mohrenschildt friend, Willem
Oltmans, who said he had interviewed De
Mohrenschildt last month at Bishop.College.
Oltmans did not say whether he had known

of De Mohrenschildt’s previous mental prob- :

lems. -

Oltmans ‘quoted De Mohrenschﬂdt as say-
ing he knew in advance what Oswald was
going to do before the assassma.tionin Dallas
Nov. 22, 1963.

“He said to me, 'How do you think the

- ; i P
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media would react if I came out and said
that I feel Tresponsible for Oswald’s be-
havior,” ” Oltmans said.

The Oltmans interview - developed into a
national mews story -and sent investigators
from  the “congressional committee scurry-
1ng to Dallas in search of De Mohrenschildt
‘and his acquaintances. As of Friday, how-
ever, the probers had rot inquired about kis
records with the Dailas County Mental Iil-
ness Department.

In response to a request from The Dallas
News, which asked that court records re-
garding De Mohrenschildt’s -mentat illness
proceedings be made accessible because such
action is “in the public interest,” Probate
Judge Joseph E. Ashmore Jr. did so.’

Congressional committee . investigators
have been working on the De Mohrenschilds
case under the impression he disappeared
aiter he leit Bishop College March 1. Olt-
mans told the probers he accompanied De
Mohrenschildé to-Europe after he leit the
college on a leave of absence of several days,
and then lost contact with nim. -- .

. Bishop College --officials said Whﬂe De

Mon.renschudt had .not been. heard irom,

they 'still expect him to return after the
school’s spring vacation ends Monday.

De Monrenschildt, who was born in Rus-
sia, was questioned at lengih before the War-
ren Commission in April, 1964, because of his
iriendship with Oswald months before the
assassination. Then a petrolsum engineer, he
had beiriended Oswald and his wife when
they arrived in the Dallas-Fort Worth :a.rea-
in 1962 from Russia.

Mr. and Mrs. De Mohrenschildt had left
for Haiti in connection with the oil business
seven months before the assassination ard
were living thers when it happened.

One of the fascinating aspects of De Moh-
renschildt to the Warren Commission was
his personal acquaintance with both Oswald
and the mother of President XKennedy's
widow, Jacqueline. During his 10 hours of
testimony, he acknowledged he had written a
letter to Mrs. Hugh Auchincloss, Dec. .12,
1963, expressing his sympathies after the

- assassination.

De Mohrenschildt told the commission he

had met and become Iriends with Mrs.

Auchincloss. at Belport, Long Island, in 1939,
within a year after he arrived in this coun-
try from Russia. He sald he also met Jac-
queline at the same tlme when she was a
little girl,

In his letter ‘to M.rs. Auchincioss, De
Mohrenschildt stated he still had “a linger-
ing doubt, notwithsnandmg all the ‘evidence,
of Oswald’s guﬂt i

“De Mohrenschildt told the commjs.sion he

“will have the lingering doubt for the rest
of my life .. .

President Kennedy.”

Mrs. Auchincloss later w-rote back to De

Mohrenschildt saying, “It seems extraordi-
nary to me that you knew Oswald and that
you knew Jackie as g child. It is certainly &
very strange world.” She added, “I hope, too,
that Mrs. Oswald will not suifer.” s

Such an incident should warn us that
this committee, if continued, will inspire
those of guestionable responsibility who
want to obtain publicity or promote their
own self-serving causes through nation-
wide notoriety.

I am also most concerned a.bout the
unprecedented and ambiguous provision
of House Resolution 433, which grants
the committee standing io sue or inter-
vene in lawsuits in Federal courts.

This is obviously designed to allow the
committee ‘and its staff to file motions
for grand jury data, and to make motions

. mainly ‘because he (Oswald) -
did not have any Dermanent animosxty Tfor-
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generally to bring lawsuits and mtewené

in lawsuits to get its views on tl"—e Dpublic

record.
I have been informed by the Ameri-

can Law Division of the Library of Con-.

gress that sach authority has never be-
fore been granted to a House committee.
There is no general jurisdictional statute
for Federal courts to hear suits brought
by congressional committees.

The authority is therefore obvmusly
being sought as an open mandate for
ihe commitiee to have fishing expedi-
tions into grand jury t%timony and
other data.

Much-of this material IS often hearsay
and otherwise not acceptible ev1dence in
a.court of law.

Access {o such matenal by this com-~
mittee wiil not serve the cause of truth
and justice, but will only further fan
the flames -of hearsay, rumor, and sen-
sationalism.

_ I urge defeat of this rnsolutwn and the
prompt termination of the Select Com—-
mitiee on Assassinations.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Moaxrey). The time of the gentleman
Irom Arizona (Mr. Rupp) has expired.

(On request of Mr. Picxiz and by
unanimous consent, Mr. Rupp was al-
lowed to proceed for 1 additional
minute.)

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? )

Mr. RUDD. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. PICKLE. Mr. Speaker, I appreci-
afe fthe gentleman’s reference to the
fact that he would support the approach
I have recommended.

The gentleman from Inchana (M,
PrTaTAN) also asked why I have not al-
ready inftroduce this bill. I take this time
to clear up that point by saying that
under the rule under which we are de-
bating this Tesolution I cannot offer
that as a germane amendment. I can-
not force another cornmitiee to consider

something other than what the Com- -
mittee: on Rules is offering for us to-

consider now. Under the rules of the
House it would mnot be'germarne.- e

-‘But I assure the gentleman from In-
diana that there is -no -iffy gquestion
about it. I have the bill prepared, and
the only reason it is not being offered
now is that we must wait for a vote on

the resolhution. Once that vote has been-

taken, and the resclution not passed,
the measure will be mtroduced I assure
the genileman.

"Ms. OAKRAR. Mr. Speaker Imove to
strike the requisite number of words,
and I rise in supDor* of House Resolu—
tion 433.

Mr: Speaker, I support this r%olution
because I believe that what is really
at stake here is the credibility of the
Federal Government in the eyes of the
-American people.

One of the most fulidamental desmes
of our American people is the desire for
the truth, and, clearly, their yearning
Jor the truth on the assassinations of
President Kennedy and Dr. XKing has
not been safisfied. Our quest for truth
should be reason enocugh to continue an
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investigation that ziracticaua?- ‘devas--

tated this country in the 1960’s. . ;
As important as these two cases are in
themselves, I believe this investigation
has a significance beyond them. If.there
is not further investigation of these

cases, despite all of the questions that

have been raised about them, how can
the American people - have any con-
fidence at all in the ability of their Goy-
ernment to deal with. the now frequent
acts of violence committed by terrorists,
among others? vt : .

I would make two other points in
support of this resolution. First, in
neither of these cases has there yet been
a vigorous, probing, and independent
investigation. We now know that the
Warren Commission in effect left it up
to the FBI and the CIA to uncover their
own mistakes and wrongdoing, and, of
course, these agencies did not do so.

. And as was pointed out earlier, there

is not the possibility of these agencies
Investigating themselves. The House can
conduct a truly independent. investiga-
tion, and-I know that this is the type
of probe my distinguished colleague, the
gentleman from Ohic (Mr. SToxES), and
this wonderful committee intends to
pursue. -

Finally, if we fail now, there probably
will never be an independent investiga-
tion of these two tragedies. Already over
13 years have passed since the death of
President Kennedy, and nearly 9 years
since the death of Dr. King. With the
passage of iime, important witnesses,
such as the one who died this moming
or last night, pass away, and esvidence
becomes more and more. difficult to
uncover. 5E LT

In addition, this Congress was not
afraid to pursue the truth-in reference
to Watergate. Let us not be afraid to
pursue the truth in investigating the as-
sassination of a young President and

~ the assassination of Dr. King.

. AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BAUMAN
Mr. BAUMAN. Mr, Speaker; I offer an
amendment, -+ e H A
The Clerk read as follows:: - = oo -
Amendment’ offered by Mr. Bauman::On
page 2, beginning on line 4, strike out the
following: For the purpose of carrying out
H. Res. 222, the select committee is also au-
thorized to bring, defend, and.intervens in
lawsuits and make applications to courts.”

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, a few
moments ago in debate this particular
provision of the resclution was men-
tioned. This is the first time- that the
language- this amendment would delete
has appeared in any of the resolutions
dealing with this select. committee. I
think the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
RvTDD) properly pointed-out that such a
broad grant of power is unprecedented
in- the annals of the House of -Repre-
sentatives except in specific instances
when committees have come to the
House and asked for permission to in-
tervene in pending matters before the
courts. - A A s

The most recent and one of the rare

instances was when -the subcommittee -
chaired by the gentleman from Cali--

fornia (Mr. Moss) asked for permission
to intervene in‘'a suit in 1976: A_ft_er ex-

. ‘opposition to the amendment. .

R
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tensive debate m the House and a roll-

call vote that intervention was allowed.

permit the select commrittee, by its own
-majority vote, to file lawsuits and inter-
vene In lawsuits against others, includ-
ing agencies of the Government, in any
number of different capacities.
© In'a memorandum submitted to the:
Committee on Rules by the chairman of
. the Select Committee on Assassinations,

the gentleman from Ohio (MT. S'ron_s) 5

in part argued in favor of this by saying
as follows, and I quote: : -l

- . . there may be instances where it may
be preferable for the Committee itself to ex-
ercise its right to secure evidence from the
Executive - branch -of Government, rather
than having to rely upon the Justice De-
partment to pursue statutory contemps.

This memorandum in many ways de-
Seribes the wide-ranging possibilities of |
what this committee can do by majority

-vote without ever returning to the House “will in some wa

of Representatives for any sort of man-
date. . ... 7

-I know of no pending litigation that
this committee needs to concern itself
with; and if, indeed, there are such ma.t-
ters, the privileges of the House would
dictate that we retain, as the full House
of Representatives, the right to vote yes
or no on whether or not any individual
committee ought to be engaged in this
kind of litigation. .

Mr. Speaker, I can see the possibility
of the use of this provision to harass the
FBI, the CIA, or any number of agencies,
should the committee take that direc-
tion. I do not suggest that it will, but we
should not even create the Dossibility
that it could do that on its own volition.
. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I would hope
that the House of Representatives would
deny to this committee of all commitiees
. With its checkered and erratic career and

“ conduct, the right to go into the courts in

a wholesale manner without first coming

" back to the full House of Representatives
" and seeking its approval. - i

.. Mr.. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in

(Mr. STOKES asked and was given .-
permission-to revise and. extend his re-
MATKS:) o ieipidy wing i Bein, s
' Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, the spe-
_cific reason  for insertion of -this- lan-
guage in-the resolution is that House

--Resolution 222 does not specifically give

e committee authority to sue. Unless
this authority has been specifically dele-
‘gated by the House, a committee of the
House cannot bring lawsuits, :: =0 - =

That was-what the court held in Reed
v. County Commissioners, 277 U.S. 376
(1928)-when a special Senate committee
-had attempted to obtain election ballots :
the resolution establishing the special
commitiee- contained language identical
to that of House Resolution 222, that is,
the authority to require testimony and
other -evidence “by subpena or other-
‘wise.” The Supreme Court held the ab-
sence of specific authority to bring law-
suits required dismissal of the suit.

- Mr. Speaker, the Senate then, pursu-
ant to this case, enacted a resolution
which gives all of their committees the

‘Tight to sue and defend.

S d i H AR

© Being ah investigative cozhmittee of thé

Subpena evidence or have the authority
of the committee challenged in the
courts. 3 : 7% ey

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, this is the spe- -

cific reason for the insertion or inclu-
sion of this language, so that a House
commitiee charged with an investigative
responsibility would not be in the awk-
ward position of not being able to sue in

a court of law and of not being able to -

defend. e P o o
Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the -
gentleman yield?. .

Mr. STOKES:T yield to the gentleman . .

from Maryland. . ] 2. s
- Mr. BAUMAN. Mr, Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. byl

He has made the statement that this
y: prevent challenges of -
the . committee’s - jurisdiction in the
courts. It would in no way brevent such .
suits being filed by any party who con-
sidered himself aggrieved. )

. All it would do, Mr. Speaker, would be
to say that one would not have to come
to the House for authority to answer. It
seems to me that we should come to the
House for any authority to go into the
courts on any matter, but it would not
diminish in any way the rights of parties
to contest jury subpenas or anything
else. il

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I agree

with the gentleman that that is the pre-—

cise position we would: be in in coming
back to the House for authority.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the amendment offered

by the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.- -

Bavman). :
The question was taken;- and ‘ the

Speaker pro tempore announced -that -~

_the noes appeared to have it, = . ...
“to the vote on the ground that a quorum -
is-not" present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evident. ;
_ Iy a quorum is not present.. ..~ . g3

_ The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members, 7o ek

--Mr. BAUMAN. Mr." Speaker, T cbject -

The vote was taken byélectronic .:dé-. -

_ vice, and thére Were—yeas 223, nays 195,
not voting 14, as follows: - — - ... .

-7 . [Roll'No. 110]" .

) o .- YEAS--223 o Pk
Abdnor .~ © Brooks. - -Corcoran.  *
Allen : | Brown, Mick. Cornell

bro - Brown, Onio Cornwell
Andrews, N.C.  Broyhill - * Coughlin -
Andrews, Buchanan - Crane

N. Dak, Burgener Daniel, Dan

Archer - Burke, Fia. Daniel, R. W. :

. Armstrong . .- Burleson, Tex. Davis . . -
Ashbrook.- - - Buiter—— dela Garza

* Ashley - Byron Dent -
Badham © Carter ~ Derrick
Bafalis - - Cavanaugh * Derwinski
Baldus Cederberg Dickinson
Bauman Chappell Dingell -
Beard, Tenn.-  Clausen, Dornan _--

edell DonH. - Drinan- °
Beilenson Clawson, Del  Duncan, Tenn. -
Bennett Cleveland Edwards, Ala.
Bonker Cochran Edwards, Okla.
Brademas Coleman Erlenpborn
Breckinridg Collins, Tex.  Ertel

Brinkley . Conable Evans, Del. .




