This document is made available through the declassification efforts
and research of John Greenewald, Jr., creator of:

The@BIaCioVatlt

The Black Vault is the largest online Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
document clearinghouse in the world. The research efforts here are
responsible for the declassification of hundreds of thousands of pages
released by the U.S. Government & Military.

Discover the Truth at: http://www.theblackvault.com


http://www.theblackvault.com

JFK Assassination System Date: 10/13/20
Identification Form
Agency Information
AGENCY': HSCA
RECORDNUMBER: 180-10114-10183
RECORD SERIES: 'NUMBERED FILES
AGENCY FILENUMBER: UNNUMBERED
Document Information

ORIGINATOR: HSCA

FROM: HSCA
TO:
TITLE :

DATE: 03/23/1977
PAGES: 73
SUBJECTS :
HSCA, ADMINISTRATION
DOCUMENT TYPE: TRANSCRIPT
CLASSIFICATION :  Unclassified
RESTRICTIONS :  Open in Full
CURRENT STATUS:  Redact
DATEOFLASTREVIEW:  08/13/1993
OPENING CRITERIA :
COMMENTS:  Unnumbered document follows #014635; meeting re: recohstitution of HSCA. Box 265.

vo.l ‘
DocId: 32263557 Page 1



DocId: 32265557 Page 2

o /71:.1./7" .

P i L
Stenographic Transcript Of

HEARINGS

Before The

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SN

 EXECUTIVE SESSION

——— - e o

Washington,D.Ci" .
' March 23, 1977 -
Alderson Reporting Company, Inc.
- Offrerad Repritow. |
300 Seventh St., S. W. Washington, D. C.

5542345




LaFrance‘/dogI §><

Bultman
’\\

g, .
louse Assisn.

\/23/77

3

14

- 18

16

7

19

20

21

a3

24

2s

L g d [ . o
° - . s

' EXECUTIVE SESSION 1

AFTER RECESS

(The committee reconvened 2:00 p.m., Hon. Louie Stokes,

it tion by myself.abd our Rahking Minority Member, Mr. Devine,

chairman of the committee, presiding.)

| _‘Present: 'Mepresentatires Stokes, Devine, Preyer, Burke,
_Faﬁntroy, Dodé,.Fithian'and Edéar.

‘Also Present- Al Lew;s, Staff Member, Bob Tanenbaum,
'Staff Member; Richard SPrague, Staff Member, J1m Wolf, Staff
Member, Bob Lehner, Staff Member; . and Thomas Howarth, Staff
Member. |

| ;ffThe»Chairman.b The meeting will come to order.

Firet, i might advise the members of-the committee that
we have been in touch with the Rules Committee. We”are advised|
that in all probabillty, we will go before Rules at 2:00
o clock on Monday and it will go to the Floor Tuesday or
Wednesday. < - L

The format at this point has been discussed and it was

,sugqesteditﬁiﬁiﬁéfﬁape“we might just go in with the preeenta-

'with Mr. Preyer and Mr. Fauntroy ready Af they fire any ques-
‘tions in regard to the investigation and with the other
‘members just in a supportiue back-up position. The thinking
being that in Iight of the briefing that took place the other
day and the higbly-sensitive~nature of the 1nvestlgatory

-material’that was given to them in all probability they are
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' not going to want to get into very'much questioning on that

- to be, they think, the best approach.

ilic hearing in his district on Monday. I wish it were possible]

for Mr. Anderson to be at,the Rules Committee when we appear

;whether we can persuade him~to neglect his constituency or

:not, but we might keep that in mind in scheduling.
Ewhether he is scheduled in Illinois on Monday?

ehe will be‘there.

_to try to have Mr. Anderson he here. We will try to work

‘that out.;;

"the Rules committee or not.

aspect.

-So the less said about that in all probability is going

| Mr. Devrne . Mr. Chairman.
The Chairman. Mr. Devine.d
Mr.-Devine.- I am not sure it will be a  problem, but
Mr. Anderson of Illinois mentioned this morning that one of
the 19 water projects that President Carter deferred or .

eliminated happens'to be~in,his district and there is a pub- .

........

because he is very articulate and on our side. I don't know

The young lady from Mr. . Anderson s office, do you know
Ms Brown T believe~so, yes. T don't know how long
The Chairman.. I agree-with you; T think it is important

" Do they have proxies in the Rules Committee?

Mr. Devine. I don't know whether they have proxies in
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Mr. Dodd. Absolutely'not. No proxies.

The Chairman. The Chairman can't vote for Anderson,
then? | |

Mr. Dodd. lﬂo; he has to be therel

Is~there»a:problem?-

Mr..Devine. His water pro:ect has been eliminated by

‘the President and he is haVing a meeting in his district.

1Mr. Dodd. You can't use the proxy, I can tell you that.

" I would like to see him there.

Mr. Devine. I would, too.
‘The Chairman. - We will have to try to work that out.

‘Let us get back to.the discussion of the report and

other matters relating to the report.

Is.everyone proVided with a copy of the draft report?

We are open to discussion relative ‘to this draft report. How .

.much time do we have, Mr. Spragne, in terms of being able to

'revise and extend this report,and prepare for final prepara-

tion?

Mr. Sprague.: Mr. Chairman, I asked before we recessed

‘for lunch if I could have that time to take up thh the

"fPrinting Office the matter of the printing of the transcripts-

that have been turned over to you and the matter of the

printing of ‘this report. 'f o

' We have been advised that if we get to the Printing

Office by 6:00 p.m. this eveningﬁ the transcripts, as correcteqd,
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;they will have them fully printed up for us this Friday .
'morning.

-this'report.

The sane would apply, by the way, with regard to
It will be printed up for us this Friday morning.

If we are unable to do that, we can have the report

-and/or the transcripts for them by 6:00 p.m. tomorrow morning,,'

“they will have either or both of those items printed up Monday |

morning.

The Chairman. I guess thisfpart of the whole equation

'will be a question of whether,some members will want to have

~snp§iemental or additional views to submit in the report, also.
Ikassume they will prepare those.

I Mr. Fithian.' Mr. Chairman. will we-need to take‘action'-
in the. eommitteeswhen we have a quorum to dispense with the

usual three days for minority views or for separate concurring

' views?

The Chairman 1 wonld imagine that we would have to,

tin light oi the time constraints here.

- Mr. Fithian. ' I have no separate or dissenting views,

‘fbut I wanted to make sure we don't get tripped up on a techni-

;cality.

' The Chairman I don't know whether everyone has suffi-

cient ttme to be able to get through these or not; to discuss

them.
Mr. Preyer.. :Mr. Chairman.

The Chairman. Mr. Prever.

32265557 Page 6
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Mr. Preyer. If no one else has a comment, initially,

I would like to ask a couple of questions about the ending

- part of the report.

I thought it would sound a lot more sterile than it
really souhds. It sounds more interesting or intriguing than
I thought it would.

I wonder about the Amlash_incident?‘ One reason I ask
is that I thought that incident thch is not new, of course,
and so we can't take credit for developing all of that, it.
gives us an opportunity to say a couple of those quoﬁes there 
along thé lines that the process by-which the“intelligence
agency gathering ant‘along has been compromised.

Therefore, to_maké the point which I probably over-
emphasized, that if ﬁé-donft-have to necessarily come ouﬁ
with a new reéﬁltyin.the Amlash case to jugtify, that whole
proce;éfis-Qoid, &b initio, and that is a go6d enough reason
for going ;head with it.

That Amlash case has some good-quotes on it: — I wonder

- why you left out Amlash in this.

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Preyer, my thinking there is that we
had méde reference in the'earlier,report, the end of last
year, to the U.S. Senate Select Committee's statement. That

is in that earlier report, at least their statement, after

-having gone into Amlash, And.that to put that in here would

| 1ook almost like we were repeating it.

DocId:32265557 Page 7
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Mr,_Preyer; You were considering both of these reports

2 || together?

~Mr, Sprague. Yes. As a matter of fact, in part of'this
report we have made reference to material in the final report.

Mr. Preyer.~ I have one specific question. At the top

_of'page 12 the<question about Ruby and Oswald. You say,

‘ k"The Committee staff has spoken with a Witness.

ybe we have Just spoken with a witness, but is there

_more than one witness on that subject’

Mr. Tanenbaum. No, that was the young lady that indi-

.cated

| Mr. Preyer. ‘There'was a witness ‘there who said that.

The other comment I would make, and I think it is impor-

~tant, is that we emphasize where we can what is new and what

is not just a rehashing of old evidence. Like that one at

Jthe top of page 12, necessarily you have to be very cautious
fin that case, but that is a brand new w1tness, as I understand

it.

Mr. Tanenbaum. That is correct.

‘71 Mr. Preyer. I wonder there and in other instances where

."you have a chance to emphasize that the staff came up with
.cj 4this witness, he'may'have been known befcre—but he never

':testified before, if we could have emphasized he never testi-

fied, he is new and it is not a rehash, that would be good; I

think that makes a good strong statement.

DocId: 32265557 Page 8
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The Chairman. Mr. Devine.

Mr. DeVine,'_Mr. Chairman, perhaps I am overly sensitive

about the problems that this committee has had since its.
jconception-until.such‘time as you became chairman. I am a

llittleitroubleﬁihy the wording of the first paragraph on page

St I think we belabor that too much, going into too much

'.detail about all these budgetary restrictions, and I have

rewritten some language for paragraphs l and 2 that I think

;would be less inflammatory and still do the job. Itwould

fread like this.i

-“For technical and adminiStrative reasons, the committee

-'had some delays in the course of the investigation. For

example, the committee did not have- access to certain files on

‘the assassinations,for approximately two months; telephone
service”wasfdisconnected for the same period, preventing the
 staff from'maintaining cantact with‘mitnesses and potential

.witnesses. and other problems which severely restricted the

"f;committee in its investigative efforts.

»WQW,;I don t think we should lean on the budgetary restric-

';tions, because that is one of the problems that we have to

dVercome in both the Rules Committee and on the Floor.
I don't think that we should talk about specifically
what our problems'were. I think the language suggested would

probably tell the same story.

[ e

-
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Then the nekt\three—line paragraph, I don't like what

;yon say: "...many of the impediments have been removed,"
'-under the chairmanship of Mr. Stokes. i would like to have

' them believe they all have been.

My suggestion on that is in line 2 of the second para-

'graph strike out “many of" and "impediments"” and insert
: problems" instead of “impediments and strike out removed“

‘and insert “resolved "_ That would.readz "Under the chairman-

ship of Representative Louis Stokes, the problems have been

| resol?ed and the investigations<are now resuming in a

thorough manner.

I am not married to the language. Mr. Chairman, but I

think that it would he less provocative.

The Chairman. I agree with you.,
The staff will take that into consideration.
Is there anything else?

: Mr, Devine. That is a11, Mr. Chairman. b § scanned it

‘durinq the luncheon period. By and large, I think it will

do. the job

The Chairman.f I wonder if I can sort of react to the |

~,'"investigation“‘bart here..

>

I guess, Mr. Sprague, I will direct the question to you

-and to Mr. Tanenbaum. I am’ concerned that with reference to

the.investigatory.material that appears in the report, that

we do not have the news media once'again taking another shot

DocId:32265557 Page 10
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%at us in the sense of their_rehashing the samé old stuff

. which gives our opposition on the Floor the arguments that

" they need. They‘will'very hastily say to George Lardner-or
 some othef-authp; who isian authority on each one of these
:investiéationsﬂé— I guess I am wondering whether that section

' needs to be reworked or less data included, we need to make

moreireferénée to the fact that there is'within our pqésession

much more,sensitive and highly vélatile information that

- just cannot be disclosed in light of this type of investiga-

tion and that type of thing.

I am justfwondering whether we need to go this way.
'‘Mr, Sprague. Mr, Chairman, that really hits the nub
of the problem, because to have something is going to cause

the problem; that it is so limited as to make it aﬁpear what

" in the world is_béinq done, and on the othef hand, to just

<

have that it is.sé‘éenSitive creates, I guess, the problem

' that he:a:é going to be criticized. Are we just hiding behipd

.ﬁ;",qiﬁhat we hafg attempted to do and really part of the
E:eggoh éhatléﬂ;é has nbt been submitted to you, as I'indicated
fiﬁ-ﬁ;ﬁi&fbé on'Mbﬁdgy; ig-that we have gone through'a number

o drafts. What.joﬁ have here is a tremendously toned down

version of what éx;stedh trying to really incorpbrate and put

into writing what has been the comments and suggestions by

' members of the committee.

DocId:32265557 Page 11
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:whether there is .a balance between so-called new material
: which_has—already been'revealed in the'Warren COnmission
jreport_andfthe.Senate:Intelligence'Comnittee report'—- is it
;ali.afrehaeh offthoeeltwo things or is there enough new stuff

' to show that wefare not just rubber stamping or rehashing old

it is hard to say something is new as opposed to rehash,
-becanse in fact people have read everything under the sun.
. ’.istebody may well enggest,.and I am sure has suggested, that

‘Rnby'and'Oswald~had'been‘in.contaot‘prior to the assassination.

’ <standpoint, is that we have looated a witness who apparently
isays thata The allegation may be old and in terms of proof

- that may be nil.;

we are doing is looking into what has been alleged to be able
*~_to prove or disprove 8o that to go into‘what we are doing is
going to, of aecessity, raise things that have been raised

right along. That is one of the reasons that we are doing it.

:documents that were prepared} final documents, we were able

Mr. Devine. Mr. Chairman, =
I think, Mr. Sprague, what concerns the Chairman and most

of us is that any material contained in thls proposed report,

material? ' - ' -

Mr. Spragﬁe. Part of.the;problem, Mr. Devine, is that

"Ruby kneﬁ oevald. What is new, in a sense here from oﬁt

Obviously in this 1nvestigation, one of the things that

The Chairman. Here is what T have in mind. From the two
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to take those two documents along with the oral'presentations'

"and we were able to convince both the leadership of the House
' and most of the Rules Committee members that we were on to

jsomething here that needs to be continued.

- As a result of that, I doubt that the Rules cOmmittee is

nging to really want us to get into disclosing what we feel

‘we are on to here.;-

- - Now the question is in terms of this presentation here

"will we get the same kind of resalt that we have gotten last?
' _Obvioﬁsly we can't name names as we did the other day. I know

ithe media are. sitting here waiting to tear us apart on this

report, and we have to out-think them.

I am just wondering, are we hnrting,ourselves with this

 approach here right“hom? L

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, I really don't know what

'else could be included ‘I am struck by the fact that Mr.

' :Preyer, in reading the-Kenhedy aspect, said it came out

_ _stronger than he thought it would.» From'that'standpoint, I
:{would assume that it would,be somewhat helpful -To lIimit it
l';further raises the problem that AL we are going to be attacked,

- that we obviously are-not doing much.

The Chairman; You don't see a problem here revealing

this much?

Mr. Preyer. I think it is a problem all right, as you

jhave outlined it.

DocId:32265557  Pdyge 13
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The Chairman. I think we can make a statement that

-t there are in both cases witnesses who have talked to investi-

gators who have never been interviewed before, never given a

'statement ‘before, substantive in nature, and so forth.

' Mr. Preyer;- I am wondering what is new, looking through

" it the Kennedy thing, and is not a rehash.

On page 11, second paragraph, "ogwald was associated’

with anti-Castro groups. There is new evidence on this,

‘isn't there; it has not been. rehashed?

Mr. Sprague, That is correct.

. Mr, Prejer. The second paragraph; the Hunt letter is

‘new. That has just recently surfaced.

Oon page 12,. top paragraph, that is new. In other words,

the firat three paragraphs, each I think can be defended as

‘new evidence. _"w‘. B ". L -

Trafficante, I don't know~whether that witness surfaced

‘before or not that we arc talking about now.

-'The Chairman.* Whatfwould trouble me on page 12 is that

‘the committee received information, not yet: corroborated .

I think the news media would take you apart on that,

}Qi received information, not yet corroborated » What does that

I mean?

Mr. Preyer.f wohder if ‘we should not make some blanket
gstatement at the,outset or at the close of it that we empha-

‘size these are all leads; they nave not been suhjected to

DocId: 32265557 Page 14




i cross~-examination or polygraph test or the usual test of

12

| corroboration, but they are the kinds of things that are so

_important, if true, that they must be run down, that we should

be allowed to corroborate and cross-examine them.

I think we would be making a mistake to try to give an

- :impression>that-these-thingS"are all true. Then if they

blow'uo in our‘face;.we will really be in trouble.
Mr. Dodd. ”I.think'your point is well taken.
Possibly in the very beginning, I think we get ourselves

into a box whereioneﬁputs the puroose of support? Are we

| supposed to be able, in the period of time we have been in

‘gexistence, to come up with corroborated conclusive evidence

that would convince the Congress we should go forward?

I think everyone in the Congress knows what difficulty

:this committee has' had over the past couple of months. The
{language wouldAhave to be chosen carefully. ‘I think if you

a7 ' stated at the outset what the purpose of the report was and |

thatsnas to bring up to¢date the members,of Congress with

-_”regard to the~activ1ty of the committee, the hurdles that they
*have had to overcome and so forth. and not allow ourselves to

; jbe put in the position of trying to defend the material we

have withrconclusive evidence which has not been brought up

at one time in the-pastﬂ-fI see us getting into a situation

where we are really boxed in.

Mr. Preyer} - If we could disarm the press at the outset

DocId: 32265557 Page 15




"'-thisvcommitteevhas been conStituted, these questions,are still

DocId:32265557 Page 16

by saying "Sure, this is uncorroborated."”
it down.
:of saying we_have'not been able to get into this stuff and it

is thoroughly because of our problems, which is one:thing we

' have been saying, which is a fact, which is true, and then to

'is not our intention in this report, to defend necessarily

'unanswered and we are in the process, within the limited

itim.e we have had of developing the leads and other information

Ithat has come'tosus and that I think we can say*that some of

‘before surfaced, without being sensational or wrong, but to

13
We will say it has raised questions and we have to run

Mr. Dodd. We don't want to get ourselves in a position

also come forward with evidence thet we have had an opportunity
to examine thoroughly, that is contradictory.

I think we ought to make to clear in the beginning that '

that kind of evidence being fact;:

'.-Tne Chairmen. 'It maﬁlbe that we can approach it from
the'viewpoint of'saying, we refer back to the time that the
committee weg.origineliy constituted?'it was constituted as
a direct result of the unansﬁered questions tnat were apparentl
as<reiates;tovboth‘these'deeths} | |

Obviously, the short period of four months‘or so that

-

the leads and'information that have comefto us have never

show that there is an ongoing progressive state of an
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finvestigation. In that regard, I think, further, we can say
- that obviously there are things we cannot include in this

. report because of the sensitive nature of the investigation.
1a sense; responded'to‘what'is being raised now, because on
‘page 2 at the beginning we do say in the bottom paragraph,
f"While the committee believes that the new leads must be

vigorously pursued,,we emphasize the fact that it is impossible

and capable of verification. The investigations are in their

-infancy and,itherefore, the committee cannot submit verifiable

A;inquiry is completed.and the evidence gathered( tested and

'was saying in'the;beginning.

;on'page 12 where it saYSi "The committee has received infor-

;mation, not yet corroborated," was that we wanted to keep the

uthough there is that statement at the beginning, we thought

3it well to reemphasize»that with regard to that particular
information so as not to be caught off base, because I would

hate‘to get.in the posture for this committee where we are

'making one statement with a number of others and then somebody

ge 17

1t

Mr. Sprague7 Mr. Chairman, I thought we really had, in

to predict whether the information will be proven reliable

conclusions,with.respect to the assassinations before the.

corroborated."

I thought,that_would-address itself to what Mr. Preyer

fThe~reason.in the latter part dealing with Trafficante

credibility of this committee at the highest level; and even
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'goes out and proves thateone'statement is untrue and that

' giving an implieation that everything else is down the drain

as well.

That. is why I thought we covered really what you are

' raising here.,zx

Mr. Dodd. ;I am nggesting rather than that, that should

;be.the first paragraph. That is out immediately.-hThis is

-the'first thought’that is in this report that we are not, in

effect, saying that it is in its infancy, we have not had a

chance or opportunity to corroborate all the evidence and
:testimony come forward‘because of the obvious restraints the
'committee has operated:unden, and sO“forth I think that

'ought to be the first thing that we say.

I think that, in a sense, will get us off the hook of

having to defend each and every statement that is in here with

3regard to potential witnesses, evidence and so forth.

Mr. Sprague. We just ‘want to be very careful like that

Tfafficante-knby situation. ‘We can put it more in the

. beginning than we have it. We‘did not want it thought‘that
'this committee representinq the House of Representatives is

. 'making the statement. nonetheless, because if things are not-

’

put in»a cautionany sense, it is,gahg to have the weight of
this committee behind it and it ought not have that where we

are not abIe'to_say that definitively.

The Chairman. 'Mrs. Bnrke.
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| Mrs. Burket Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Before we get too far along, I wanted to ask if it is

| possible to clarify who Mr. Maheu was. We know, but every
- time I have heard the name or the name said, I have heard

: ]someone say "Isnthis the same Maheu?l

COuld there—be some séntence there explaining which

‘ Mahen and the fact that I guess he testified to certain things‘

: .before the Church Committee"

Was it the Church Committee?
Mr. Spraéue. That is correct.
.s;I<will_certainly put in who he is and his.statement
that he was_in fact recruited for this purpose.A

Mrs. Burke. The next thing I am saying is something I

- am not sure about the reaction politically.

The allegation that we qo on here, the CIA, FBI, and

fvarious things. If I could argue both sides.‘

It does raise confirmation of suspicions that some people

ThaVe.' On the other‘side, there are many people I find in the
7Hbuse that. nnless there is somethinq that they can really
;cling to, they are terrified by the idea of criticizing our

; intelligence agency.

The statement, for instance, in here that,Hoover tried
to mislead the Warren Cbmmission.. From my experience, and my

own experience relates to appropriations where we reviewed,

. for instance, the CIA budget, where we took a vote. there and '

\
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: the:majority of the members of that committee voted not to

- know what was in the CIA budget, the idea being that there is

' maybe the people who feal that way would never vote for us

- are well taken.

' might not be necessary for us to telegraph it.

" "The committeé‘has obtained evidence suggesting the actual

17

this terrible apprehension of criticizing those agencies.

So, I just,want'to raise the question, realizing that

anyhow, which is a possibility, but I am not sure, and I
‘would just th:qw_thét out, Mr. Chairman.

The Chairman. I think the gentlewoman's obServation;

'The gentleman from Ma:yland said he had original;y vote&
for it, but now hefunderstood that it would embarrass the FBI
and like ﬁhat, he ﬁsed the_FBI in his objections the last time.
He'épposed the res91ption.'

I think that.ig.Qometpihg we might rethink, in light of

thatAkhowledge. _What we wind up doing is one thing, but it

‘Mr. Sprague.' May'I'réspond, Mr. Chairman and Mrs. Burke?

ot e

We put it in, and it is on page 14 really dealing with

&eét#ﬁctionxéf évidence.f

That, in fact,)is éométhing-ghat is known and that the
erdeﬁal Bureau ofgInvestigaﬁion has admitted. It is not a
disclosing qf sqmethin§~upknown there. .It seems to usvthat
not putting in a’métte:-tﬁat.is concerned with the cénnection

'between 05wa1d'énd the FBI, when it already is an area that is

DocId: 32265557 Page 20
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. in the public domain and questions have been raised, would

' lead to the question why is it not mentioned since you are

mentioning different things? That is the reason for that.

It seems to us that everything we do is going to be

reviewed,.subject’to analysis. If this is an area involved

fin the investigation, if there is a feeling of not putting it

in now because, let us say, someone might attack us on it, I
query how thorough will be the investigation if there is a
concern likerthat and something that is publicly known.

The second part dealing with the misleading statements, i

:again, that is not based really on witness's statements.

' :That happened to be something that is predicated upon the

| actual documents that exist.

© ~ Mrs. Burke. If this is ‘in the public domain, I would

think it should be stated specifically,rather than "The

.committee has information it should be saying that evidence
:has already‘been corroborated_or there have already been

_ statenents before committees that Oswaidfhad a link with the
"{éiA. If we. have it in the public domain, I think it should

‘I be specifically stated. e

TheﬂChairuan. Mr. Tanenbaum, isn't that in the Warren

.COmmission report?

Mr. Tanenbaum. What is in the report is that Oswald

had some pro-Castro views. There is nothing there that

fndicates that he had links to the CIA, that we have, namely,
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' through Feliciano. That isinew; it is not in the public

- domain.

_ The Chairman.’ I thought the Warren Commission sent

their counsel tofJ; Edgafiﬂoover for the purpose of his mak-

' ing inquiry aszto whether Oswald was one of their agents or

not. - SR I .
v Mr.'T;nenbenn;' Tnat‘haopened‘in executive session on two
occasions in January 1964. |
The Chairman.’ Mr. Fithian.

.. Pithian. i'share some of the concerns of Mrs. Burke;

I am wondering if, on page 14, we might not want to do

E:I.t slightly differently. I think;that we ought to indicate
'at the beginningvoq.that peragrepn at- the top of-the page
‘that "It hes algeadyﬁﬁeen established that," or some such
| wording, if;thatiieﬁthe case, and then T am wondering if we
émight not dtop the'nether accusative paragraph which followe

A involving theACIA,-et cetera, "must be fuily sezﬁtinized."

t does seem to cast this whole inquiry and investigation

’into sort of an investigation ‘of the: FBI and CIA. some

'aepects of'those two agencies obviously have come into review.

I am wondering if we: need to irritate those members who

J

‘otherwise might go. along with us. T have found one of the

‘more effective arguments.with some members of the House is to

arque the caeejthat we ouéht.to clearly delineate, in the’

' course of this-investigation, exactiy what administrative
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' prccedures were and were not followed by agencies of the

government in order to establish whether or not there is

' need for legislative remedf.' One of the things we do not

: point to in this report -- maybe we don't want to; maybe

'} that is Jumplng the gun -- but it. does seem to me to be a
i:very convincing.justification for this commlttee as a
congressionel_con@ittee'to"reviewvthose procedures and to
'conclude sometime‘oown the linehthet we ought to mandate

i that in times of national emergency or assassination of a

A; Presiﬁent or a national leader that certain things would, ofj
' _necessity, be-donewby these egencies;'that all information
;wouidybe'imnedietely transmitted to dulyhcohstituted investi-

; gative bodies, or some such thing.

For a lot of them who are uncerteln as to ecactly what
froie either of these agencies:waS'and there are those in the .
tHbuse who fall on both sides of that they can all agree that
i€ this investigation demonstrates a breakdown in the normal
-lﬁprocess, then it might well be the responsibllity of thxs

y fcommittee to recommend some legislatioa correcting the process;
'fand,that is not necessarily digqing up the bones of J Edgar

{Hbover, it is Iooking down the road.ahead to prevent some

1“\ ,breakdown in the process. '
;35 T am.wonderinq if we might not want to drop words like’
k«{'_ <,§24 i 'scrutinize, .at cetera, and recast that in such ‘a way that
u s} it.siim'p]‘.y indicates we are going to review all of these
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'processes and where they demonstrate or prove to have broken
down we may want to subsequently recommend legislative remedy.
' That is not proving who killed JFK or Martin Luther King.

It is an entirely different thrust.

'-Mr. Tanenbaum. I think a point hés to be made here.
That is what we are not simply saying from what we know that
J. Edgar Hobveg whiépered’in-somebody's ear something that was
significaﬁt: that CIA made a misﬁake in filing a report,

we think during the course of the investigation we are goiﬁg

to look into those kinds of problems.

'The_two areéélﬁéfﬂa;;-wiéhnéhe FBI and CIA are very
significant. In fact, J. Edgar'iiédAabout a very important
witness concefningigheir oﬁn assassin; Oswald. CIA misrepre-
sented also about Léeiﬂarvgy'0swald; his alleged trip‘to
Mekico City;' |

It seems to_ﬁeAthat people who otherwise might_not vote

for this committee because'they think thére'might be a

problem in. those areas might bém;éf§¢héfd éressed, when
confronted with the report, that docﬁments bgsed upon tﬁeir
own ddcumenﬁééién,'not witnessesjthat we hgve but upon ﬁhings
that ﬁhey havethem;elvés,Athat we were a@le to put»together,
they.will be very. hard preséed oﬁ the merits publiély to vote
against the éommittee thgpihas demonstr&ted unequiﬁocally
thatAboth of‘these.agenéiés éignificantly played a role in

'covering up, aéquiescing or participating in the assassination

Age 24




1 of the President.

2 Mr. Fithian. Why don't we say "based on documents in
3 possession of these'agencies"? - In other words, we are not

4 now drafting this from newspaper accounts. It would strengtheh

S it if we say "based upon documents in the possession of these

‘_6 agencies."
7 I am still wondering, ihstead of saying all this
8 || scrutiny business, that we might'not hint at some legislative
9 remedy. I know as an investigator you don't worry about what
16 we might do later on in offering a bill before Congress, but
n that might well be the action of this committee.
12 | Mr.-Tanenbanm. Absolutely. I do think that it is very

.13 | important that we ourselves maintain our own integrity with

14 ‘ regard to this.
TS | I agree with Mr. Stokes,‘there is no need to telegraph
16 | a play that.may be called sometime in the future. This is a
A7 || very fundamental issue and that is part of what we have
.18 already found. For us to sidestep it now, it seems to me, is
19 || not tOvrealiylplay , fair anofsquare Qith people who are in
20 | the opposition. | | =
21i S If they still wish to vote against us, knowing that we
22 have documentation about Significant major importance, power-
113 ful misrepresentations ‘and cover-ups, then let the record be

24 || so stated that they voted against it knowing that, rather

25 than just simply'saying that we are-going to carefully
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scrutinize or in any way boliticélly, we can all agree.
This is too important to do that.

Mr. Preyer. I think the first paragraph does what you

are talking about. It sets out, it talks about information,

-when corroborated. It talks about evidence.

I believe with Mr, Fithian on that second paragraph that
there you are‘dfaQihg a conclusion rather than talking about
what we have in evidence. From é political point of view, it
is going‘to antagonize some people, I am afraid. They wili

say we are on a crusade against the FBI and CIA.

P
I don't see how we can lose anything to either strike

out the second paragraph or amend it in the form that Mr.
Fithian has squesged. We.are not trying to hide from any-
body that we have evidénce and information that they are
involved. )

The Chairman. The staff can take those;sugééétions in

mind and work that over.

T TRy

—~*”“%Mf§'§§fé§ue. Mr. Chairman, we can omit that second

paragraph. . ot A .

Mr. DeQin;;_ As a postscript,to what bas been said
about that, I think it should i - tie final report, but it
can-ﬁe inflammatory to those persons who are loéking fbr
excuses to vote against'us. |

We have to survive in order to get to the point to

establish those things. It is not essential that this be
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retained‘at this point:I.think»it had better‘go out.

Mr. Sprague. I think it is easy to omit that second
paragraph altogether. |

‘Mr. Fithian, Mr. Chairman, a ;mallitechnical matter.

On page ;0, which has the budget, would it not be helpful
to put an ésterisk'behind that final'figure at tﬁe-bottom and
indicate in tbe fqotnote‘that this figure includes the repay-

ment of the $254,000 for the funds already expended during

. the January to March period?

Those of us who work with these figures so much now
know that is the case, but i think it might be>helpfu1 to
oﬁher members who are reviewing the budget to know when they
seé the'one page that has the.budget in it, tﬁat that total
figure at the bottomiincluded'the January-February-March
repayment of fuﬁdé already expehded.

Mr. Séiague.l'Mr. Chairman, may I brihg5to Mr. Fithian's

attention that the paragraph just preceding that budget

- figure ends with the foliowing statemeht_:

"We submit for the cons;deratioh.of the members of the

'Hbuse the foiiowihg summary ofiqa::probosed budget of 1977,

'which includes the fﬁnds;“

Mr. Fithian. What I am sayihg is if somebody is bothered

withlthe budQet, they.don't fead the reét-of the report.

They'say "That is $2)796,000. I thought the Speaker was in

' favor of $2.5 million"™ -- bang.
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Mr. Sprague. We canveasily put an asterisk and put that
specific thing under it.

Mr. Anderson. Mr. Chairman, I have a brief comment, if

~you have not passed the point of discussing page 10 of the

.report.

‘T think that,.to.some extent, this very, vefy-skeletal
outline of the budgét leaves‘a little bit to be deésired. I
am wondering wﬁy'it can't be fleéhed out with just a little
bit more detail.

You have a figqure here of almost $2 million forsalaries{
and nothing more. I don'tﬁknow, I could be wrbng,'b&t”f
think when the members learn that in lieu of the original
contemplated staff of i70 ﬁhat you are down to 115 and they
are goiné to be ph;sed in gradually over a period of time
from the present level of 73, that I would explain that a
little bit;fr think, and adjust a little bit more detail on
the budgeﬁ.

The Chairman. Maybé that reconciiiation sheet that you
worked on thié.morning might_be the way to do that. |

- Mr. Preféri One suggestion has been that we put the

budget plus the reconciliation statement plus some of the

comments on how we got the six and a half million to $2.7

million that was made this morning into'the Congressional

Recofd, print the hhole_detailed budget in the Congressional

Record. I think your point is a good one.
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1 ' Looking at that cold there, it looks bare.

2 Mr. Anderson. At least on the salafy item, I would like

3 to see a little more detail.

The Chairman. Where is Tom Howarth? |

Mr. Sprague. I think he is working on budget for the

- Appropriations Coﬁmittee right now, Mr. Chairman} but we can
" follow thrbugh on that. .

The Chair@ah; -Mrs. Burke.'

Mrs. Burke. Mr. Chairman, how many staff members did the
Watergate Committee have?

Mr. Devine. 1In addition to the staff meﬁbers, they had
the total coopérated of all the FBI, Secret Service and the
State Department and everybgdy else. I don't know the'number
| of persons on the ;ﬁéff payroll. I think it i§ in our ori-
ginal report. |

Mr. séfague;' Are you talking about Wérren Commission
-Or Wﬁtergéte?

Mrs. Burke. ﬁatergate.

 Mr. Sprague. Watergate, I dO'nOt'know,

 Mrs. ﬁuiﬁé;‘ The Judiciéry;inquify, Imﬁeachmgnt Committeef

Mr. Spragué.l'Ifhave-a.ﬁecollectiqn.sémewhere éf 120.

‘Mrs. Burke. fhis is one of the thinés that was raised
with me by some of fhe people ﬁho‘servéd on that committee, -
and I was trying to gét.the correct figures.

Mr. Sprague. We can get that. It is 110.

v
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Mrs. Burke. I think it is good for us to know.
The Chairman. Mr. Fithian.
Mr. Fithian. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that in our

own handling of“this, that we point out or emphasize in our

| discussions the point Mr. Dodd raised; the fact that there

are two investigations going on, so any members we have can
be divided by two. _ |

I am wondering if we might not follow up so that the
staff has very specific instructions on what Mr. Anderson4
has raised with regard to fleshing out the budget. I am verf
much in favor of the total budget we discussed this morning
and Mr.vPreyer's remarks going into the Congressional Record.

| I don't know how much.is appropriate to include in here,

although I am not one to worry about duplication of places
that. members of COngress could find to read this thing,
because lf we tried to get at ‘them both throuqh the Congres-
sional Record and this, they will think there is something
wrong with it. | |

I am wondering if we. could give the staff some very

specific direction as to how much of the budget and- how much

vof the material you are-going to.put in the Congressional

Record'is going to be printed on-pages 10 and succeeding
pages. .
'Mr. Preyer. bne thing that occurs to me is that we could

print the neW'hudget'here and put a column of the original
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budget beside it 30 that you oOuld see how muoh salary had
been reduced and so forth, and that would give you the oppor-
tunity to then put a page of comment under salaries and

_ N _
explain that this reduction came about by reducing to a total

115 from the original total, and that sort of thing.

‘Mr. Fithian. And then perhaps some comment at the

bottom that would indicate that anyone who wants to peruse

- the entire budg%t and explanation,of it should see pages

X, Y, Z in the Congressional Record of such and such a date.

I think we are not giving too clear a road map where
they can find the information.» They are all pfessed for time
as we are. If we have in there, indicating on pages whatever
it is, in tomorrow's Congressional Record they can find the
entire budget, at least it cuts the ground out from under them
by saying in the course of the debate, "Well, you don't pre-
sent us witn enough information on this budget to know whether
to support you or not." |

It arms us a little better for the debate if we do that.

The Chairman I suppose the headiines will be,-"Tnef
committee cut. the Sprague budget by $4 million, anyway.

| Mr. Sprague, - The committee cut SPrague.'
'Mr, Fithian. I see here Item 3, "Consulting Services."
It seems to me that at‘our task force meeting, Mr., Chairman,

we had some discuseion about spelling out something there,

' about experts or something, forensie services, scientific
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services, so that it did not sound like it was a sludge fund
for consultants, knowing the way the House operates.
Mr. Dodd. Mr. Chairman, I have gone through the report

and have a bunch of little technical changes and some that

. are a little more substantive.

"I wonder if we might start with some of those.

The Chairman. Sure.

Mr. Dodd. On page 1, second paragraph after the words
"Martin Luther King, Jr.," for clarity's sake you talk about
"despite the eight years since these final conclusions were
reached” and so forth.

On page 2 at the very bottom this language might go
toﬁard the front. “The‘ipvestigations are in their infancy
and, therefore, the‘committee cannot submit verifiable con-
c1u81ons with respect to the assass1natlons.

I would change the language to readr"Before all the S

evidence is gathered, tested and corroborated, and inquiry is

completed.” - ' | e =

Pegetthree, I have a qqestion on the very first sentence,
"While the'cemmittee is pursuing new information, it has also

undertaken to initiate an exhaustive de novo investigdion of

the assassinations.”

it seems to me from the Rules Committee discussion and

others is this to be a de novo investigatation or are we going

" to be relying on testimony, evidence and so forth? Maybe I
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moment in time.

'béck to the beginning, wherever you have to. I think de novo

A30
still unclear. I thoughﬁ this was not going to be a completely
de novo investigétion. That is a fundamental question. I
thought we were éoing to be in with those things already'

established, we are'not going to go back to the very first -

Mr._Sprague. .Mr. Chairman, I tﬁink that is.alpretty
fundamental question. I’haﬁe been under the assumption that
we are going béck to ground levei number one, because part of
the problem that would exist if it is not de novo is how db
we know that whicﬁ is in fact so?

We must start at the beginning. There aré,obviously,
things along the way that have been established; there there
is not going to be any difficulty in our reestablishing. But
it seems to me thatvis.where we stﬁrt.

'mﬁr; ﬁodd. Maybe'I'am suggesting that theﬁeisvsome
lan&ﬁaée afﬁer that sentence which would say; in effect, just

what you have said that obviously, where evidence has been

L3

established as being conclusive, the cbmmittee_is not going out
to reeStablish that evidence. - |
| The Chéiéman.- Will'the gentleman'iield to me?
Mr, Dodd. sure. ' |
The Chairmanf . I suppose whaﬁ you ére sayihg by eliminat-|
ing fhe words de névo yéu could say-"initiate an exhaustive

investigation of the assassinations," which includes going
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might engender some'discuSSion. We still can do what we have

'looking at all of them. 1In thé meantime, there have been

some new leads.

31

to. |

Mr, Dodd.“That is a kind of fuse word language to 6ur
colleagues, to hear the WOrd de novb. -

Mr. Fauntroy. I wonder if I may speak to that.

‘I have not had an opportunitf to'read'this,'but it seems
to me what;has been effective in my discussions wifh pther
members has béeh;té say that the committee is actually active
in two areas.

Fitst, that we are identifying documents, evidénce,
names and locations of witﬁesses and the like that are
avéilablé to us through both state, local and federal agencies.
We are identifyihg ﬁhat. |

And that we aéé-AISo,‘secondly, and I hopé this language
is included_inkfbis draft, we are also in the process of
lﬁoking at.ﬁew and previously unpursued leéds.

With'those two things on the way, obviously we have to
do, in my judgment, a de novo investigation. Once we have
in hand e#grything that everybody has tﬁat we have lookéd at,
theh.we-do.Ehé:investigaﬁion:And~come right up.

V'Sécondly, ih.thé process-I ha#é been éaying, Qé are

doiné*it. Like being cut off from the FBI files; we are

What perks up peeple, in my jﬁagment, is when you say -
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| language I have added here is, "Thé'task_of investigating‘

32

new and unpursued leads. I would hope that we hold to the
idea of doing the investigation but having in hand when we
do it, when we go to sit down at ground zero and say that we
are at the.Raianw Motel, we know everybody else who was
there and where they are.

" ‘The Chairman.: You would agree with Mr. Dodd's reasons?

Mr. Féunfroy. ‘Make it de novo.

.Mr. Dodd;‘ Thé last paragra?h on paée 3, "Now that the
committee has adopted rules of procedure and.proposed a bud-
get, we are ready to continue."”

I am ghé;;E;;%the word”"concentrate" to "éontinue.“. I
think the qohcept should be woven through the entire report
that this is a continuing function we are undergoing and not
something we are céﬁcentratinq on. Change the-word
"concentrate" to "continuing."

on paée 4 -- and this was raised by Mr.fFithiaﬂ'in part -+

at the beéinning of that Section II A, I would like to
include“here<énd—;hfﬁhéré»éi;;FE;e staff may find helpful,
this restated concept of iegislative'acﬁiqp at the concluéion
of this inéuiff;

.Again, froﬁ a Judiciary Committee staﬁdpoint; 6ne of
their major concerns isvthat éur fesélutién and our efforts
be designed ultimately to resuit in legislation to come out

of this committee,:not just a criminal investigation. The
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these two murders, especiéily as thgy relate to identifying
possibly future legislative action by Congress was commenced
under reso;ution," and so forth.

I will read it again. Afterhthe words "two murders,"”
ﬁespecially as they rela#e to identifying possibly immediate
future legislative action by'the Congress."” That is something
I feel we should.emphasize, £he legislaﬁivegintenﬁ, because
it is one of the‘maibr-ériticismé we face.

On page 5, paragraph B, "The 95th Congress," going doﬁn
to the beginning of the third sentence with the words
"thereafter," after "February 2, 1977." “Theréafter, on
March_s; 1977, Conqréssman Louis Stokés was appointed
Chaifman bfrthe Spgaker of_the.House of Represgntatives and
the committee was aéain reorganized and continued to pursue
the-investigatioh;" : | |

.Againi£he woid "continuance."” This is the period, that
month, that I think is impdrtant'so far és I have understood

it, that even though the phones were cut off and even though

- the access_was_eliminated to the FBI, the staff was still

working, reéééréh’ﬁas being done'aﬂd so ﬁo;ﬁh.

_i think it might bé'important that a;:ing that.month's
péri&d; the'émphasis_was on cohtiﬁual operatioh; éripﬁled
thouéh'it was, it waéiStill é continuiné_investigatién.

Mrs. Burke. There.is no mention here of the former

| Chairman Gonzales. T think there are peoplé who are
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immediately saying "and they did not even mention his name."
Mr. Dodd. We can put in subliminal cuts.
Mrs. Burke. I think we have to give some recognition

of the fact that‘he was the chairman at some time. Believe

' me, there are a lot of people who are very sensitive on

this-poiht,AI.am telling you, arguing and discussing and
rationaliéing that we are tfying to say thaﬁ he has not been
just overlookéd éﬁd~élighted and.everything else.

I think we have to put some reference that he was
chairman. |

Mr. Fithian. T would suggest that perhaés we could

establish credit where credit is due very early in the repért

on the creation of the comﬁittee, but saying in respect "In
response to the regéiution proffered in the.Hbﬁse by Henry
Gonzales (D)-Tekgs, when he first introduced the resolution,”
which qoessback a long way, "and Mr. Downiﬁg’s resolution.”
In.éﬁher words, we can point to both their resolutions
as being the fathers --.
| Mrs. Burke., That is not true.
Mr. Fithién.;-I am not éuggesting'that we put anything
in:tﬁat is not frue. | | | | | |
‘Mr. Fauhtﬁoy, ,Fxpi&iﬁ;it tbfhim.
 Mrs. Burke. Thpse,resoluﬁions were introduced and those

resolutions were vbtéd qn'énd defeated in March 1976. The

| only reason that those resolutions-were passed was the
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compromise reached on the resolution introduced by Mr.
Fauntroy.
It was a matter that the only reason the resolution

came up on there:before the Rules Committee was that we had

fobtained aAchange in position and support for another resolu-

tion just 6ut of-céurtesy and we had to wait for.the matter
of having an old :eSolution 6verlooked, ﬁhat thosé resolu-
tions wére brought up.

That is a very misunderstood point.

Mr. Fithian. To give credit where credit is due in

including the Martin Luther King resélution?

Mrs. Burke. They were not before the House.

Mr. Fithian. As a meﬁbér who came to the Congress
first just one terﬁ §go for many, many months whenever dis-
cussion of the investigation of.reoéening the Warren
Commissionjéame up, it is my clear impression that the:e was
only one ﬂame associated with_that and that was Henry
Génzales.

Mrs. Burke. All of that was over and it had been voted
ubo# and théléﬁdle‘mattef waé set to rest. It was only
brdgéht up again in”#ﬁe-contéﬁt of the King resolution, and

this‘ﬁas a matter of just, really it was just a matter of

.havihg'a vehicle rgtherzthan just overlooking it.

‘Thé'Chairman.i That is an'important point that the

' gentlewoman is bringing up, because among the members on the

e 38
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Floor that is not understood, but that is thé fact.

Mr. Fauntroy. I did attempt to explain to the former
chairman when he cut off access to the FBI materials by the
staff that he was overlooking the fact tha£ the only reason
he had access was that I was kind enough to accept --

‘Mr. Dodd. Let us go off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Devine. "Congressman Lbuis Stokes was appointed
chairman by the Speaker of the House of Representatives

succeeding Henry B. Gonzales."

S JS— _—

/ . o o A
Strike out "and" and start the next sentence, "Immediately,

the committee was again reorganized."
The Chairman. Would it not be better, Sam, if we said

this: ' "After February 2, 1977." "Upon adoption of this

resolution, Henry,B..GOQZales was appointed chairman of the

B / _
committee." Then thereafter "on March 8th.™

Mr. Devine. Either way.

The Chairman:‘“Itm?bildwsAéhﬁgfgniaéiéal éeqﬁeﬁée.
Mr. Devine. Either way. |

‘The Chairman. Does that sound okay?

All right.

Mr. Dodd. The next paragraph on page 5, beginning with

the language, "One of the first actions'was adoption of the -

rules of procedure“ and then this next sentence I have added

' language, "This item was a major requirement of the House and

DocId: 32265557 PJLE 39




37

it is the committee's belief that these rules are outstanding"

2 | and then I have added here other language: "in their recog-
3l nition of the requirement of due process, orderly investi-
.

gations and emphasis on strict controls of staff activities
5| and may become a model for investigative committees in the
6 | future." | |
7 - To repeat, afﬁér the word ”outstanding,"."in'their
ﬂl recognition of tﬁe requirement fbr due process, orderly
9 | investigations and emphasis on strict controls of staff aéti-
10 | vity."
n In the nextAparagraph, "A task force of ﬁhe committee

12 || was appointed.to consider the budgetary and staff require-

(. . 13 || ments of the 9nsuing Year._ In addition, the committee
14 reaffirmed the deciéidn to divide into two subcommittees."
18 Mr. Edgar. .If the gentleﬁan will yie;d at this point
16 | where you éfe.reaffirming and dividing into two subcommittees,
RYAN B noticé on the front page, the third page in, it is not
18 | numbered, where it lists the members of the committee, it
-I9£fii§t3'our_chai;man and éachlpf our_mémbe:s, I wonder, since
" 20 | we have ma&éﬁéhé'division,iwheﬁher we_éught not to put the’
.2T }twb names of our éh;ef'investigators into the King énd

2 Kennédy assassinations to highlight to the members of the

23 | House that not onlgfis'Dick Sprague-the Chief Counsel, but in

‘I' 24 | fact Mr. Tanenbaum and Mr. Lehner are working as lead people.

25 I think it would be heipful for the rest of Congress to
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know that there are those two persons pursuing those two

independent investigations.

The Chairman. That can be done without any problem;
Mr. Sprague? Mr. Chairman, could we also include in
' that the tﬁo chief investigators on this?

Mr. Edgar. I don't have any problem ﬁith gﬁat. I just
ﬁanted SOme way of showing thé'substance of the number of
péople who are on staff who are fop staff personnel who are
pursuing the investigations.

Mr. Fithian. I think the value of doing what he is
suggesting is that it is a graphic way of sayihg there are
two ihvestigations underway here which subconsciously may

affect or impact on some people who say, well, there are too

many staff, or whatéver.

It would shdﬁ‘at the outsét that we have Mr. fanenbhum,
Mr, Lehner ;nd the chief investigator under that organiza—
tional chart apﬁearance. T think we would do a lot to trans;
mit to them directly.

Some_peop;e.may'flip_this over and see who is on.th&s.
-committee ;h§éaj§}‘That might be the ohly page some péople“
read}‘so far as I-kpow.’ | )

‘The Chairman,AAokay, fine. fhe staff will take care of
that. . | '_

.Mr. Dodd. Onﬁpage.G;‘I changed the language "Mr.

Fauntroy, again, wasfappointed," td "remains as chairman of
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the King subcommittee and Mr. Preyer the chaifman of the
Kennedy subcommittee.”

.I am trying to show flow rather than emphasizing tﬁe'

breakup the committée went through during this traumatic

' period, to emphasize flow and continuity.

'The end of tﬁe next paragraph, paragraph beéinning, "A
meetihg was.immed;ately ar:énged," I have added a sentence at
fhe end of the last‘éentence there to read, "Access to FBI
materials on both assassinations was continued.”

‘Dropping down to the two paragraphs, the paragraph
beginning with the words "On March 11, 1977,"‘going to the
very end of that p;ragraph, chanéing the period after the
word “cpnsultants“ t? a céﬁma and adding the following lan-
guage: "including béllistiés testing of thé alleged rifle
used to murder Dr. King."

' The next paragraph, beginning with the ianguage, "On

‘March 16, 1977," and the second sentence in, "The witness

refused to testify, claiming his'priviieges under the First,

Fourth, Fifth.and Fourteenth Amendments,” not just the Fifth

Amendment. -

" Purther in the neit~sentence,'"Thexstaff.continues to

expldfe the leads developed in this area, and the committee

is cbnsidering récailing this witness to pursue these ques- -

'tioné," again to réflect the status with which the witness

| left the committee.

DocId:32265557 Pdge 42




4o

1 The Chairman. I think the official language was that
2 | he remains under subpoena to this committee.

3 Mr. Dodd. ' Correct.

4 Maybelthat yould Se better said that ﬁay then "and he

5 | remains under subpoena.”

6 On page 7, under. "Rules of Procedure," a teéhnical

7 amendment.  "ConéreSSman Jaﬁeé J. Delaney" and "Chairman of

8 the‘House Comﬁitfee-on Rules"Ais'the proper title of that

9 committee. |

10 On page 9, subsection D, "Staff and Budget," the second’
N sentence, "The committee hﬁs," andlI have chaﬁged the language
12 "been fully briefed™ to "discussed at length."”

.13 Mr. Edgar. Going back to page 7 where the American:

14 Civil Liberties Uni&h letter is noted, I have noted in a
.+ 15 || number of :eportg-they do include letters from the Administra-
16 | tion and létters from other people. o | S
57 - I wohder what the value would be to make that statement
;Ja and then include the leﬁter from the American Civil Liberties

- 19 | Union. Ié that a bad idea or excellent idea?

‘féO vA  d Mr. Sﬁrﬁéue. 'Mr. Chairman, may I be heard on that?
i f 5iThe Chairmén._ Mr-vSpraéuet | |
- -22 : 'Mr. Sprague. I think it is‘a bad idéa, for the reason
'ééy) ‘ ..-i23' that although that ietter now supports the rules and supports

24 the continuation df-the,investigation, they state things that

é%y/ 25 | we allegedly were going to do in the past which we never were
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going to do. It happens to be a good illustfation of the
falsity of things that had been spread around.

I do not think that we ought to have their letter ﬁere,
since it does state things absolutely cohtiary to what we
ever intended té do. |

"Mr. Fithian.' On many occasions, including'in.this
report, hoﬁever,‘thEre-are éxamples of éimp;y:taking.or quot-
ing from insﬁffi;ieﬁt sentences; we in the profession do this
all the time. We don't use a whole six-page letter when
there is only a half page that is pertinent.

You put in an elipsis.and the three sentences you want
and you §o on. It is called selective evidence, Mr. Chairman.

~ Mr. Sprague. The trouble with that is that you end up
with a Slank lettéf;‘ |

The Chairman. The essence of the letter was the fact
that this éuote as contained here was the real essence of it.

Mr. Devine. I know a number of members that if they see

' the ACLU favors the investigation, théy.will vote against it.

The Chairman. That is right. It is a red flag for some |

of the members.

‘Mr. Dodd. On-pége'lz, top of page 12, the‘sécond
sentence, "The committee staff has spoken with the witness
who stated that iniNovember 1963} priorgto the assassination

of President Kennédy; the witness was personally introduced

| to Lee Harveyioswa1d~by Jack Rnby,; has that been
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corroborated or is that é fact?
Mr. Tanenbaum. Yes, it is a fact.
Mr. Dodd. It has been corroborated; the committee has

received information not yet corroborated that Ruby traveled

: to Cuba and so forth?

Mr. Tanenbaum. I am just trying to protect.you.

Mr. Sprague,4 Mr. Dodd,‘the statement that is there is
absolutely correét;' In other wofds, we have interviewed a
witness who has stated that. We are not in a position of.
saying whether what that witness is sa&ing is true or not.
That is different than the next sentence which is based upon
informaﬁion that we have received of somebody telling us that
he was at the jailhouse and hg saw Ruby coming there to visit
Trafficante. There is £hat difference.

Mr. Dodd. You received information that ﬁnby traveled
to Cuba to'Qisit Trafficante. You received a statement from
a witness who claims that he was introduced to Oswald by Ruby.
One is corroborated.

Mr. Spragge. I will say either is corroborated. I

know that we‘have_a witness who says the one thing. We have

| information about the other, but. we have not really gone to

those sources yet. We cannot state that, in fact, when we go
to those sources they are going to be in a position of saying,
yes, they saw it.

Mr. Dodd. I am just trying to protect against the
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1 accusation later that we are blowing smoke. If you want to

2 leave it like that, I have no complaint other than just

3 || protect ourselves, that is all.

Qﬁ?) 4 Mr. Fithian. When you say "committée-has received infor-
S | mation, not yet corroborated,"” that leaves me a little uneasy,
6 || because it appearé as. though the counsel is antiéipating ’
7 || corroboration. |
8 I was undér:the impression fhat that was uncorroborated
9 | and likely to remain ﬁncorroborated. The inference I draw

10 from that is that it is not yet done, but we expect to get
mn this done shortly.
12 ' Mr. Sprague. I do not want to give that implication.

13 He was not yet corroborated. We don't have corroboration at

14 this time.

- 18 Mr. Fithiéh;  Could we get out of it by striking the
16 & words "notsfeprand put in the word "uncorfoborated"? |
w7l The éhairman. Before the word "information"?
—;m$”:W“'f1; - Mr. Fithian. Yes. That is even better.
'|9A M#. Sprague. That is fine.
.20 ' ‘_Mr. Fithiah. - On pagé 15, second paragraph, "Recently an.

21 | FBI informant stated he had seen an FBI agent and Lee Harvey
22 | Oswald meeting.” Who did the FBI informant state that to?
23 | The committee staff; another iniformant?

24 Mr. Tanenbaum. To Dan Rather.

25 ' Mr. Sprague. My problem there in stating that, I woﬁld
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~ that he has now said it to us. We can put in there "advised

i
not like it to look like‘a House committee is relying at-this
point on a report.cérried by a newsman of what was said to
him. It is the basis of the statement that we are making,
but I don't like the idea of any notoriety.

-Mr, Fithian; Say-"reliable source."

'Mr..SPrague. ‘I don't want to say reliable éourde, either|

Mr. Devine.“Yéﬁ can say publicly étated.

Mr. Dodd. It is a éuestion‘I would ask if I were look-
ing at the report. If I was reading this thing and wanted td
poke holes in it, that is one of the questions I would ask. .

.Mr. Tanenbaum. We have spoken to the wiﬁness on the
telephone. He is the witness who indicated previously he wants
to take a lie detector test. He has indicated to us that what
he said ﬁhen is so.A Before he speaks to us any further, he
wants to take a lie detector so that we wi;l understand he is
telling th; truth.

Mr. Sprague.' I guessvthe answer to your question is

by the.witness,"_

._The Cﬂai;mén;‘ In talkihg with hiﬁ,-did you copsidér that
an interview or jﬁét conversation?

rﬁr. Sprague. I would call-iﬁ an interview.

"The Chairman.;:rf'ﬁhat is a fact, ﬁhen you could say
i"I'he’wi;tness,.:I;ntel:':v:i.'ewe'o:! sy our staff" or "witness we have

interviewed."
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Mr. Sprague. My thdught was to say "Recently, an FBI
informant has advised the committee that."

The Chairman. It takes it out of the Dan Rather cate-
gory, at least,_and puts it here.

Mr. Dodd. fage 15, the third paragraph, "An FBI
ballistics expert," the third paragraph down, beéinning with

the second sentence where you have the wordi"others by con-

. trast believe that the bullettpoésessed sufficient character-

istiecs.”

Mr. Lehner. We have one expert, Mr. MacDonald, who has
stated that. We also have.Mr. Haines who stated that, who
was a former FBi agent. I don't think we would characterize
him as an expert. That is'why we left it with that vague.
"6thers.". - —

‘ﬁr. Dodd. T think you ought to say "another expert."”

: thihk yoﬁ.ought to be clear. |
| Mr. fauntroy. I think that would be helpful.

Mr. Lehner. We caﬁ put "an expert." |

Mr. Fauntroy. "An.expg;t" or "Anoﬁher expert," but I
wouid not iéé&e'it as "chers.f ‘_ _ 

‘Mr. Dodd. 'The‘laSt-thing is on the lést page'éf the
repoft, page 23.' This is merely 5 quesfién. I don't know
how iﬁ should be déﬁé.’?Again;.I would like to emphasize the
committee, t@erefbre,ﬁrecdmmends,; and going to the two

points here.
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- language regarding legislative intent ought to be stated at

‘ language on page 22 saying "and recommendatlons.

.allegatlons and so. forth. I would like to have that, if it

_ 46
I would like to emphasize again here that I think the

the conclusion of this report as well. I will repeat it again
We ought to emphasize that, however possible, in this report.
I don't know what language, but in addition, that the House
reconstltute the select ‘committee and that the House approve
the budget. . N

The Chairnan. ‘'Will the gentleman yield to me on that?

I am just thinhing out loud with you on this. The first
thing is that I am wondering whether we need to have this
recommendation, and secondiy, I am wondering s we are not
asking.at this time for action on the approval of the budget.

| f don't know that these two explanations need to be
included. Just strike’both of those_recommendations.
| Mr. Edgar.fiUnder title of.SeCtion 5, it ought to say
concluSLons. |

The Chairman. Strike both recommendations. Strike the

Have you flnished, Mr. Dodd?
Mr. Dodd‘: TWb other points. One is the statement'

"deay we had a closed session w1th Mr. Sprague regarding

is not already.typed up; we are'g01ng to need that right
awayt It may be far too'iengthy to incorporate in the

Congressional Record. I think stapled together and collated,
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it could be available to members to go over..
I have had several requests for it. The members who are
most concerned about this have expressed. satisfaction that

those of us on the committee are satisfied, but they still

~ would like to be able to have access to it.

I think that should be done immediately.
The Chairman. ‘Do we know when that will be ready?

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman,'it will be ready tomorrow.

We are making copies for every member of the committee so

that you can have it for your own use if you want .it. The
17th, I guess, would be in-the morning.

Mrs. Burke. I was going to suggest that if we feel it
important enough to be in the record, we could sequentially
each sign for an entry in the record for it to appear that
way if it was not too long. I think we can get it in the
record if &é feel that it is justified. |

Mr. Fithian. "Mr. Chairman, I am not sure whether it is

the intent of the committee that it should go in the record.

The Chairman. I think there is a consensus generally

that it ought not 'go in the record and be picked up by the

"press and let them make an issue of that at this point in

time.
So now I think it ought to be kept within the members

of the committee'ssjurisdiction, and they can share it with

those members when they please.
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1 ‘Mr, Dodd. I can reﬁember one member in'particular who
2 is going to be asking for a copy.
3 The Chalrman. It was in executive session, and I don't
| 4 | think he should have it.
A ' Mr, Fithian. Congressman Wirth raised the question

é 'originally. Mr. Edgar and -I have both talked to.him at some
7 length. |
‘8 : OQur arrangement is simply this; that we, as a member of
9 the committee, can get a copy of that proceeding in executive
10 aession. That if he and his staff person who has gotten
ffl involved in thls and dug into it earlier and raised the
12 question, want to come over to Mr. Edgar's office and sit

=13 down and read it, that is fine.

14 I wholeheartedly concur that to now make this thing
-15 | public would make == T think some reporters are looking for
16 somethlng to run one good solid story or two between now and
A7 | our vote on.the Floor. I think it could be handled that
.18 || way, if they are that interested. If-they are not that.
19 interested, they should not see it, anyway.
“26 - If they are interested, they can come over to our office
21| and look at it. -
2 ‘The Chairman. - I really want to caution you that that is
:,23 all this committee needs. |

24 ‘ Mr. Fithian. I have an altogether different point to

25 raise here, Mr. Chairman.
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1 The-Chairman. ‘I know that Congressman fauntroy has
) been waiting to be recognized regarding the section dealing
3. with the Kennedy matter.
4 I want to recognize him, and then we can come back to
s || You. | | :
5 ng. Fauntroy. .Mr. Chairman; I would jnst like'to'
£7 "euggest some-trappings for'the King report. In the first
'é" instance, know1ng the penchant of the members for scanning
qui reports and trying-to glean quickly what the reports say, I
10 would suggest avtopic sentence to begin on‘page i4.A |
*.1]3 . —After you-say “Developmeht“ofwtﬁe'inﬁeétigations_into
12 the assassination.of Dr. King," I would like toAsuggest a
13 ‘topic.sentence that:summarizes what‘the report is and if it
" appears that that“topic sentence would go something like
.18 that." S :~l - | _iwv-~-.
16 l‘,// "Tne investigationAintothe.assassination of Martin Luther
. '_King,.Jr;; is proceeding along two lines of inquiry. The
el committee is. fiﬁ§f"*—§eetigat1ng new and previously unpursued
.i9 1eads in the. assa551nation of Dr. King. Second, the
0 committee is investigating a number of guestions not answered 1
21}' by our rev1ew of available documents and investigations con- B
--52 ducted by federal, state and local agencies into thesassas-
. sination." . | o
‘24 Having stated that, it seems to me_then logically, we
'wés- conld'list-under the tonic "New and unpursued leads," which I |
| nogia:aizsﬁﬁs?fifage 52
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think ought to be up there because everybody is asking,
"Wwhat is new?" -~ I may quarrel a little bit with <the
order, but it seems to me the fact that James Earl Ray is -

now willing to talk with us after having publicly said that

' he didn't shoot him and has indicated in his pleading that he

did not agree that}there was no conspiracy, that is-a new
lead.‘ .

Secondly, i.think at the vefy top of the new lead on
this ballistics test, we sort of run into the ballistic test
wiihout saying why we are running into it. 'Thé key sentence
there, I think, has to do with the belief by a£ least one
expert that the bullet possesses sufficient characteristics
to permit a definitiye conélusidn.

So, the new leaa we are pursuing is that the conélusion
was reached that.ﬁhe-bullet couid not be identified; on the
basis of oﬁ£ information, now it may be. I think thatAsome-
how has to-he the top of the reference to the ballistic test,

because the ballistic test does not make,context until you get

‘that far. .

Now the £h£rd'group is one that I‘have found on page 16
to be'very_impressive among the members:with whom I have

talkéd when I say as a topic sentence to them "we are investi-

Vgating," I say "si;-previoﬂsly potential witnesses who are

prepéred to testify-oh pre—assassination plot activity."”

You have a statement here that essentially says that, but
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then having the people ldoking for the six. We don't have
them here. But just that statement, look at six people who
have never been interviewed before whom we have identified

with whom we have talked, who give witness to pre-assassina-

 tion activity, several witnesses about conspiracy against Dr.

King's life.

| Is iﬁ a proﬁ}em for yoﬁ to quantify that, saying five?

er. Lehnef. The problem is‘that some of these witnesses
have spoken before to the FBI. The FBI has given in at least
two instances, I think, a short investigation of it.

'A-Mr. Fauntroy. It is ﬁhat category. Sartdr, his family;
there is Bga:d; McFarren, Zapp, Davis. We can't detail that
in the report, but it seemé to me that the impression ought to
be given and it is-é fact that we have identifiea and are
pursuing-pqtential witneéses on that.

It ma§ not be necessary to even rearrange this lapguage
except to'just give a little topic to that.
The Chairman. Will you yield fo:.a moment?
. Mr, Eaﬁnt;oy. Yes._. ' |

' ;The Cﬁaiéman;'.x.ghink fou:could fework.this on page 16.
Ybﬁtiéecbnd senﬁenée reaily does not say véry much.f You say
"ThéAinform#tion furnished by soﬁé of theée witnesses has the
poténtial to provi@é‘independént corroboration for the infor-
mation received bj.thé committee from others of these

witnessés."

DocId:32265557 Page 54



52
dog 53 , '
1 To me, this is a rather awkward construction there. You
‘:;‘:"‘ \\ ‘ L] [ 3 - -
éivj 2 | might sort of reghape it in terms of hitting upon what he is
3 | talking about; information relating to pre-assassination
. . .

conspiracy?

Mr. Fauntroy. Once you have done that, then I think you
can go inté.questions.not answered by our review.of available
documents_énd investigation of state, ‘local and federal
officiais. Uﬁde£'that, it seems to me you éould list first
the funds question and tie it to the FBI -- I think you have
.done that -- to the FBI task force report. The passport is
' a question, the escape froﬁ the penitentiary,-the removal of
the security surveillahce. The radio diversionary announce-

ment and the one family member, the question raised by the

FBI.

These are questions left uhanswered that we are pursuing,
that they éil happen to be related to the'éuéstion of assis-
tance; whéther we have assistance both with the fund, pass-
port, escape from the penitentiary, and.the.radio diversion
and the one family member question which Mr. Bell mentioned,
énd then finéiiy, it seems t§ mg-thﬁt there ought to be a -
'paraéraph - and you ésSehtiallyhdo:thaé -;thtchvméntions
' the task force report of the Justice Depaétmént and makes
reference to thelfadt.that we haﬁg alreé&y mentionéd the

~ Justice concern about funds. I think they are concerned about

one family ﬂember."?g_éiill oL
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1 In the previous report, you said three Questions

2 remain from the task force report. One was the fund; they

3 said it was a mystery, the fund was a mystery.

4 They said one family member and didn't explain had been

5 ~ involved.
end 4
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.Before Dr. King poihted to coﬂspiracy, ihat could be
among the unanswered questions.

Mr. Chairman, in short, I am not recommending any speci-
fic language at_this point because I havé not had a chance to

do it caréfully, but I do note it would be very helpful to

have a topic sentence that gives us those two areas for which

‘members can scan quickly to find the basis for those state-

ﬁents.

The minute they see new and unpursued leads, they will
wake up. If you just start reading about Ray willing to
testify, they are not goiné to wake up. |

<TheAChairman. Page 15, the_third paragraph down, third
line we have a typo} "bullét." "On page 17, second paragraéh
where he said "Th;-éommittee intends to invesfigate the
source of Réy's'ﬁunds in general and of those $20 bills in
parﬁicular:" I would end that sentence wiﬁh "funds."

Mrs..Burke.

Mrs. Burke. Mr. Chairman, the first memo that we

' received on the King investigation is made up of two parts.

This is s&ﬁétimé back. One was a series o£ questions that
ﬁerélraised.. The sé§on&-memo,vI believe, Qet forth cities.
%Of the thingsAthatiweﬂhavefréceived Auring this time,
thoée‘two documentg;_td_me, r#ise mbre question and appear to
go into areas thaﬁ'héa not been pursued by most of the writers

more than anything else.
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- details, the'ﬁind of things I am thinking about, but one of

 referring to. It is this whole area of questions that have

Justice Department's task force.
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' we are not saying there were questions that had not been '
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I just wohder if some of those things could not be em-
bodied in this report? The kind of things that were raised in
those memos, do you have those available now?

Mr. Léhnef. Let me see if I do.

Mrs. Burke. They were in the notebook you put here at
one of your early meetings, and it had a list of questions.

The Chairman. That was the analysis the staff did of the

Mrs. Burke. No, I mean some time ago.

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, it was one of the first
committee sessions. ‘_ \

ihe.Chairman; I remember.

Mr. Sprague. ﬁe'just‘gave'it to Mr. Edgar.

Mrs. Burke. ﬁé turned them in at that time.

Mr. Sprague. We still have them.

Mrs. Ehrke.-‘I see here,'this is it, that Mr. Edgar ﬁas.

of bringing before members of the House concrete issues. I

have not seen this for a long time, so I am not sure of the

those -- let me see if I can find the kind of thing I was

not been answered.

Mr. Sprague. Mrs. Bﬁrke, I think when we prepared that,
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answered. I think we are suggesting they were questions
that would have to be addressed, The answers may have in
some instances existed and in others they may not have. We
are not sure, |

Mrs. Burke. I know what I was trying to think about.
The circumstances‘immediately surrounding the sﬁodting; the
location of the foom, the determination of what hotel Dr.
King would register-in, the chaﬁge of hotel, the change of
room; if, in fact, these things did take place.

These are a number of questions, and I believe there
were a series of questions on Ray's immediate‘issues, under-
standing they have not been pursued.
| My reaction to this section was that it was very, very
general, and in trying, i could get something I could present
to;members that would béwpersuasive of what I have been trying
to do rath;r than using this approach as to review some of

‘these questions that had been raised in the past.

éolI would really hope we could bring some of these

a little bit more into thisusection, a little bit more detail,
even if iﬁ'isfohly questions. I_recognize we are}at a dis-
advantage more on King because-you’have a Sody of material,

so mény writings on the Kennedy aésassinafion;'you do hot have
that in the case of the King assassination. You do not have
all the documents thaﬁ have been reviewed, and all.that sort

of thing.
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investigations. This is.really a reemphasis of what Mr.
Fauntroy has said with'regard to the King investigation,

I am wondering if, at the very beginning on the first
pége or two, you-cahnot use that in the introduction as well
as in the éoﬁclusion.

Other than that, I am réady to vote on it.

Mr. Devine. _Mr} Chairman, I move the adoptibn of the

proposed committee report, as amended, and I think under the

rules, it is necessary to have a roll call on that.
The reason I make the motion at this time, I am due at
my office at 4:00 o'clock on an important matter. I would

like to vote for mysélf and my proxies, if we have a quorum

. present,

Mr. Dodd. Undéf the Rules of the House, any time a
committee ;gportéyouf'legislation, you have to.have a majority|
preseht when repdfting out from here. |

Mr. Devine. 1If we cail the roll and leave it open for a
few minutes, I think wefgan beat the p?oblem.
| Mr.'Dpd&;_ That is a long count;

' The Chairman. The clerk will call the roll. .
 The élerk. Mr. Stokes.

.Ehg:Chairman. " Aye.

The Clerk. Mr; Dévine._

.Mr. Devine. 'AYe. ‘

The Clerk. Mr. Preyer.

age 61
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og 61 1 (No response.)
P 2 The Clerk. Mr. Anderson.
3 Mr. Devine. Aye, by proxy.
The Clerk. Mr. Fauntroy.
(No response.)
The Clérk. Mr. McKinney.
Mr. Dévine. Aye, by pfoxy.
The Clerk; :Mrs. 3urke.
Mrs. Burke. Aye.
The Clerk. Mr. Thone.
-— ~ " (No response.) |
The Clerk. Mr. Dodd.
Mr. Dodd. . Aye.
The Clerk. M¥; Ford.
15 (No response.)
16 The Ciérk. Mr. Fitﬁian.
a7 Mr. fithian. Aye.
18] - - The Clerk.~ Mr. Edgar.
19 Mr. Edgar. Aye.
.20 The Cﬁaifﬁan.~ We have to hold until the rest come.
21 AMf. Dodd.var. Chairman, may we go off the réc&rd for a

7 minute?

23 The Chairman. Off the record.
2%l (Discussion off the record.)
25 I The Chairman. Back on the record.

!
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Mr. Fithian. Mr. Chairman, T move a roll call on the

report.

The Chairman. The clerk will call the roll again 6f

those members who did not answer to their names.

The Clerk. Mr. Preyer.
-Mr; Preyer. 'Aye,

The élerk. Mr;'FauntrdY.
Mr. Fauﬂtfo&.  Aye. |
The Clerk. Mr. Thone.
(No response.)

The Clerk. Mr. Ford.

(No response.)

The Chairman. Would you announce the vote.

The Clerk. fhé'vote is 10 aye, none nay; two by proxy.

The Chairman. Accordingly, the réport is adopted, as
amended. | |

Are you satisfied, Mrs. Burke?

Mrs. Burke. Is‘thgre going to be someone available --

The Chairman. Mr. Sprague.

' M:; Spfaéﬁe. . To respoﬂd to Mrs. Burke, the answer is

abéolutely’yes.'.The-two.peobie.who are,a#éilable‘afe Mr.

Tanenbaum and Mr. Lehner for anyibriefing that any member of

this committee wants, or member of Congress, at any time.

Mrs. Burke. 'I-ganvgive you the names of two people, if

' the appointments can -be set up.: One is Mr. Danielson. The
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62
othef person is Mr. Krebs, Mr. Lloyd, and it‘could be done if
someone could take over a memo to Martha Keys of Kansas. She
voted against the first time. She might change her voté.'

Mr. Sprague. The only question I have with regard to
this is the staff is under instructions from me, and I am
under my own instruct;ons‘of what I think are tﬁe instructions
of the committee that we do:nqt make and have avoided making
any contact on our own with'any‘members of Congress other
than the members of this committee and what this committeé

sets up for us with any members of Congress.

’/- : o
If you are saying to us for us to make this contact and

set it up, we will do so. What I would frankly prefer ié if
a member of this committee who wants to do so would just set
up the appointments, we will comply with them.

The Chairman: Mr. Pithian. ‘

Mr. Fiégian.' Mr. Chairman, this brings me to the point

T wanted to make before we break up.

ek e

Starting in about 30 or-45 minu€és, I will be contacting
each member to’éet from them some time, hopefully before 7:00
this evenihg,iip any case bj noon tomdrgow, a final_tally of
how we stand on our entire whip .count.

'Included in the tally i woﬁld hope would be the names

believe could or would want to be briefed. At that point

then, to make more expeditious use of time, T wogld like to
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“wants us to-follo#‘up on.

of the members éf this committee prior to any vote.

‘I will get with you no later than tomorrow afternoon. I would

63
arrange takipg all the nahes from every member of the
committeé who needs briefing.

I would like to arrange then a series_of maybe threé;
four, five times.wheh we might get four or five of thé members
together so that one briefing would accomplish four or five
members at a time until we exhaust tﬁe list of those who are
persuadable but néed-some‘kind of briefiﬁg, and that .is one
of the purposes of this whip couﬁt. |

The second purpose is to go back to all members that.
any individual member here_wants to go to with a computerized
letter; included in the letter a paragraph or pﬁragraphs that
we are devisihg now and which I would like to have some review
by the staff so thgtkwe can go back to the individual mempers

of any member of Congress that any member of this committee

We have the capacity to do that with a computerized
letter. All it will take is some individual letterhead from
your office and the individuals you want us to send the 1etter#

to. We will process them and have these ready for signatures

We will aiso‘repor£ to you, Mr. Chai;man, as to where
ﬁe stand 6n this thing} specifically in ‘terms of count.
I just spoke to Mr. Devine. His man has been sick, but

he is hoping to have a Republican count'sometime tomorrow.
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hope all the members of rhelcommittee here would make every
effort to contact people on their list, because we have to
have a hard count by tomorrow at 2:00 in order to put the
rest of the mechenism in motion that we have.

Mr. Dodd. If the gentleman would yield, it has got to

10

-1

12

be before that. We have a whip meeting tomorrow morning at
9:15 in the morning;A I would like at that meeting to be able
to take our accumulated count, even if we do not hive the
sponsors, and turn a good portion of that responsibility over
to the normal whip operations. That, I think, would increase

. /"_’_‘__

our possibility of success.

1 If the leadership of the Congress is pushing this as a
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whip item, it can be counted in the remaining rhree or four
days. ' If you can give me that information before 9:15
tomorrow, at least whar you have -- | |

ﬁ;. Firhian.' I will give you what I have up to that

point. I would raise no objection to the regular whip

system handling this. . I think it is cruclal from my exper-
ience today, those of us who are members of the committee,.to

talk personally'to'some of these people.

we really needed was about five or sixminutes of discussion
in which I could simply-tell them, nothing that is really
classified, but ]ust tell them it was my judgment, based on

| these things, that thls thing ought to go forward, and both
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of them made a commitment today to vote for it.

2 We have a very long way to go on this matter.

3 The Chairman. Let me ask for a point of clarification,
4 Mrs. Burke. The briefing that you want is not the executive
5 briefing?A |

6 ‘Mrs. Burke. It is going to take almost that with some
7 of them. -} |

8 . But let me turh the list of those over to Floyd of those

9 who need briefings.
10 The Chairman. It needs to go all the way.
.1 ' Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairﬁan, we have not the slightest

12 objection, as lohg as it is set up with members of the

Sy _ ‘
£;. <13 Congress by members of the committee for an executive brief-
' - 14 ing‘

- 15 The Chairméh} ‘But I agree with the procedure of the

16 § staff not contacting any member unless so directed. I talked
A7 | to Al yesterday and instructed him to call a couple members.
fla I assume that was done. I know it waé done, in one case.

19 Mrs. Qufkg. ‘Theéé are people wﬁovasked for briefings.
.20 .But‘it couia»£e1§6ng by Ehié‘methéd. fwé-will try_tpis first.

'”‘21_ :1ﬁr.'Sprague;. We would be happy to'hgve the executive

2 type;'full, éombletg, and let them know what it is.

23 Mrs. Burke. 'iﬁ_the case of one, hé is a whip, and itv

.24 | might not hurt --

A3 | The Chairman. Ybu-ought‘to get to him tonight. The whipq
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- tomorrow by noontime, so that we can get it over to the

- typewritten copy of the report to the printing office by
'6=00.p.m.itomof}ow; we can meet that érihting deadliﬁe of

’ Mbhdéf morning. fIawas'just allowing a little time tomorrow

is leaving us tomorrow.

A couple mattérs. With the committee having voted out
this report as amended, when can we anticipate that this
report will be ready to file with the House?

Mr. Sprague. Mr, Chairman, we should have £he type--

written draft of this with the amendments suggested here to yo

printer tomorrow. They told uslthe printed copies of that
would be ready Monday morning.

The Chairman. Mr. Preyer.

Mr. Preyer. Does that have to be ready by noon? I
know Mr. Anderson made some comments to Mr. Fithian about the
budget provisién.l I was not sure whether tomqrrow is clear
or what those changéé are going to be or whether it is going
to involve--é‘théf will take séme‘writing_and iefiguring of
that. . | |

I am wondering if we can get ﬁhat done by noon tomorrow.

Mr.'Sprague. Mr. Preyer, as loné as we can have the

in case after it is examined by the Chairman, there is a
desire to have some more changes. We do have until 6:00 p.m.
tomorrow. ' o ' ‘

The Chairman. With that, you also have a matter of the

o1
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members correcting the tfanscripts and ordering them to be
printed. Have you had someone following through with that?

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, if the members have no

amendments or qhanges to make, we can get them there by 6:00

- pP.m. today. They can be printed by Friday morning.’

"In the event.the.members are noﬁ in a position to say
that yet, as long as we knoﬁ by 6:00 p.ﬁ. tomorrow, that can
be completed bi‘ﬁbndﬁy morning aé well. |

The Ch;irman. I would suggest you have someone follow
thfough with each member to be sure that is compiled right.

There were a couple of other matters tha£ I wanted to
get into tonight. Don Edwards' lette:; did we have the staff
prepare a response to thaté

Mr. Wolf. Ye;; we have, Mr. Chairman. His letter just
wants to make it clear tﬁat those rules that apply to the

committee staff will also apply to the individual staff person

‘on our staff, designated to be liaison.

For example, restrictions on reveéling the names of .

subpoenaed people, et cetera. I think just to make that

"cleaf, it<wbﬁ1d'require an amendment to ourrules as to what

we'aré constituting.
'The Chairman, . Would you prepare a letter to him in which
you advise him that we'appreciate that #uggestion and that

the matter will be corrected by way of amendment after we are

-réconstitutedj
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1 Mr. Wolf. One point on the report to be filed. On

2 my meeting with Mr. Collins, he requested that the Rules

3 ‘VCommittee be given, even if'it is only a typed version, of

4| the report Frlday morning.

s - If the Chair would like me to provide a typed Xerox

'5 version whlch w111 be done by that time. The printed copies

%:f7 _:w111 not ‘be' back untll Monday morning.

,4The Chalrman. fWhat do you need from us?
.9 e Mr. Wolf. - Just your authorization to provide him the

10 xeroxes of the typed copy.

-n -f”.The Chairman. That is on the budget?
‘}j . ‘Mr. Wolf. No, of the report.
13 | .Tﬁe Chiarman. Of the report?
14 e Mr.'ﬁblf. :Yes; |
.15‘ | The Chairman.. I see.
' _15}i vAll'right, you have that. — )(‘
L7 - One other thing. On Bruton and Baish, when we last met,
- —-—"“Fg [ “you ﬁé&e to checkrout the usual ramifications of our accept-

',9_ ing the resignatlon of Mr. Bruton as opposed to our flrlng

a0 " him,
';tzl,r?'“-.dmr. Wblf.'.That is correct
.izy: d-_bfhe Chairman._ And how it would affect the payroll statug.
23 i " can you give us a-report on that?
, é4 - Mr. Wblf; 'Sureiy. It is‘my'recommendation'that his

'25 "reeiqnation as opposed to firing,.the committee take the
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latter action. It is véry questionable whether‘o; not he was
fired at that committee meeting held in your office, I
believe, since the procedures of the committee itself wére not
followed at that time. .

Thére'appeérs to be no difference. We have checked with

House Administration, for their purposes, for his back pay

.claims for any other legal significance’tolaccepting a resig-

nation és oppésed t§ firing.

The onl& possible distinction might be for an unemplby-
ment claim that he would file with the District of Columbia.
If his resignation were fér just cause, he woﬁld still be
eligible ﬁqr unemployment.

The Chairman. Caﬁ we have then --

Mr. Wbif. Bécéuse of Mr.'Fithian's amenément requiring
majority of theAcommittee to bé present to- terminate staff

member, I do not believe a majority is present, so I do not

- think action can be taken at the current time either on Mr.

Bruton or Mrs. Baish, who also should‘bg re-fired, if you
will. ’
The Chairman. The only thing is, I think you should be

in communication.with him so he does not feel we are ignoring

his correspondence and advise him that the committee has the

matter under consideration and that he should be getting a
reply in just a few days. Explain it to him.

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, f'do not agree with Mr. Wolf
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with regard to Mr. Bruton's situation.
As I understood it and from previous meetings, this
committee has already decided to accept the resignation of

Mr. Bruton as of the same day that that firing occurred,

' provided there was no legal difficulty which would occur, and

we were to check that.through.

That has been checked -- |

The Chairmah. I do‘not'fhihk they actually took the
action. I think it was left opén for him to check it out and
return with a report back to us.

Mr. Wolf. |

That is my understanding.

The.Chairmén. And if it was possible to go ahead and

accept his resignation, the committee ought to do that. That

appeared to be the consensus of the committee at that time.
I do not th ink on the record they formally did.
Mr. Wolf. That is my understanding, Mr. Chairman.

Mr.'Sprague. I do not think, for a person to resign,

‘involves the hiring and: the terminating. We are talking.

about a different situatibn,

The Chairman.  He posed the question in a letter to us

whether we had been fired, and if so, was it done in a duly

consfituted meeting of the committee, and so forth.
.In checking it<put, also we:ascertéined that was really

an informal meetin§~that was called. It was not an official

' meeting of the committee. That action had been brought to our
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| that put the committee in this position, I would like to state

- not think we ought to respond to his letter w1th any Oplnion

~concerning the'firing. He has requested we accept his

| to do something by way of substantiating, or something of.this

71
attention at that informal meeting. We would'not be able to
say to him that it was done in a duly and legally consti-
tuted meeting of this committee,

Mr. Fithian. Mr. Chairman, since it was my amendment

for the record that there was never any intention in that
amendment_which would precludevanyone from resigning from the
staff. K

I was talking abour forceable separation from the staff,
and that is what the amendment directs itself to. Therefore,
there is no problem with the committee, as far‘as I can see; nd
violation‘of our rules in any way to accept his resignation.
Ifuit is a forced termihation, then it would be another
matter. A .

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairmah, I quite agree'with Mr.
Fithian. The only issue is, can the committee accept his

resignation.as of that same day? The answer is yes. I do

resignatlon. I thlnk we merely ought to respond and say we
have decided to do so and that our record w1ll reflect that.

’The—Chairman, . There was another item, as I recall, to
the $4O office teleﬁhone bill thch I had the impression, in

all probability, they were legitimate calls. But he was asked

A4
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sort.
I am just wondering if that is something we do not need
to neéessarily get involved in since we are talking about'$40

and we are denyipg the claim of something in the neighborhood

: of $2500. Maybe we ought to respond in that way, and we will

pay his $40 upon signing the proper vouchers, and so forth,
and then the other members and I will officially have the
cémmittee do thaf. |

Meanwhile, Jim Wolf, you call him and advise him of fhe
status of-this matter so we do not encounter a lawsuit on
this point. |

- Mr. Sprague. I do ndt think there is any official
action required by the éomﬁitteeAunder the rules with regard
to a staff member ;ééigning.
| The Chairmana Probably not. We can check that. If

there is néf, we can go ahead and reject that.

We will recess, subject to call of the chair.

(Whereupon, at 4:45 p.m., the committee adjourned,

subject to call of the Chair.)
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