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
Identification Form

Date:

10/13/20

Agency Information

AGENCY: HSCA
RECORD NUMBER :  180-10117-10040
RECORD SERIES: NUMBERED FILES
AGENCY FILENUMBER : 014696
Document Information
ORIGINATOR: HSCA
FROM:
TO:
TITLE: BUSINESS MEETING
DATE: 11/15/1976
- PAGES: 144
SUBJECTS :
GRODEN, ROBERT
HSA; FINAL REPORT
HSCA; METHODOLOGY
WC; STAFF
LOVELADY, NOLAN
PHOTOGRAPHS AND FILMS; ZAPRUDER
WC; METHODOLOGY
HSCA; STAFF
'DOCUMENT TYPE: TRANSCRIPT
CLASSIFICATION :  Unclassified
- “RESTRICTIONS :  Open in Full
CURRENT STATUS: Redact
DATE OF LASTREVIEW :  08/16/1993
OPENING CRITERIA :
COMMENTS : MLK material withdrawn, pp. 11-35. Box 279.

91
]é)oc]\.(d: 32266815 Page 1



.

L EXECUTIVE SBSSIOE

"

EXECUTIVE SESSION

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

HEARINGS

BEFORE THE COMMITTEE: .

on

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS

EXECUTIVE SESSION

'BUSINESS MEETING

Monday, November 15, 1976

Washington, D. C.

EXUCUTIVE SESSION

Official Reporters to Committees

GPO 16—75107-1

\ EXECUTIVE SESSION
ADDCI&: 32266815 Page 2



ii'-l-.c;onz”élez-, McKinney,

ff‘lDodd Ford, and Anderson.

5 »-f:?{/qﬁﬁultants~ Gail Beagle, Bruce Gwinn, Percy Harvey,

Lennon, Robert H. Maloney, Henry Sprlng,
f'-f:Quentln L. Burgess, §/taff/(551stant

'?‘-{staff P’Iember.

AEXECUTIVE—SES: S*I-@ N,_-

Comm i ,7&& ''''''
( BUSENESS MEETING

A'/zbf )

Ch v”‘
c“l"

1976

CMonday » November 15,

Sel ct gomm1ttee on Assa551natlons,

",/-"I'he comm1ttee proceeded into executlve sess:.on at 10 3: :

fPresent: Representatives DownJ.ng, (pres'ldrlng)'-,{'tDevine’,v"""

Preyer, Thone Stokes, Fauntroy, Burke,:)

Also present- Richard A. Sprague, ﬁ‘lef /Q(ounsel and

'._;;ﬁire,ctor;_ Kenneth Brooten,/dounsel Donovan L, Gay, y‘hlef
| %esearcher- Richard Feeney, Billie Gay Larson, Rebecca Martln,

jréit‘/czlonunlttee /S’taff Gus—Bdwardss Christine Groden, Robert Groden, |

i"if"';‘McGee, Vicki Peckham }(dmlnlstratlve /}‘(ss1stants~ Peter D

ishfoe o
Fedr

Gu.s ‘Ec,wgm’s $fecla/ e)SIISZM -

s51stants ,ff, S

5"?‘»

and Wllllam Brlggs, i




g |l office.
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'-97’ChairmanvDowning. For the purposes of the'réé;?d:Jiv
'wqﬁld like ééch person. in the room to identify theﬁgéiVégg1
Qith»their title. | ‘
| Mr. Bufgess. Quentin Burgess. I am with Mrs,;BﬁfkefS"u
f,qffiée.

Mr. Maloney. Robert Maloney. Congressman‘sﬁckéékf ¥i~

,‘f¥£L;{;Ms; Beagle. Gail Beagle, CongreSSmanbg@ﬁéélé;f; §f£i;é;ié
“;;f;{};.qgg: Martin. 'Rebeéca Martin, with the éqﬁﬁipte;%ségéfgﬁijf
o Mr. Gay. Donovan L. Gay; Committée st‘aff.»'- e ‘
iQer.'Sprague. 'Richard A. Sprague, chief cou#sél;itg
nf?{*Mt. Feeney.. Richard Feeney, committee Staff;fi j*?Q ?’
* Ms. Peckham. Vicki Peckham, Mr. Thone'a.oﬁfiéggffifﬂ‘
Ms. Larson. Billie Gay Larson, committé?i$té££i:ﬁif ﬂ77

Mr. Lennon. Peter Lennon, Mr. Dodd's Staffoﬁb“if ;Qvf

"ﬁ& Mr§'McGee. Joe McGee, Mr. McKinney! stéff;f”fw
M;.'._Spring° Henry Spring, Mr. McKinheifé_affiéé;ﬁj 5i;.v,
Ms. Groden. Christine Groden, cconsultja'n‘t‘:_° :
Mr. Groden; Robert‘Groden, consultant. .
o Mr;'Briggs. " William Briggs, CongreséméﬁiFéﬁﬁkfgffgjé;éff;

Chairman Downing. The first item‘on'the e2é§utiv¢7

Tfﬁ;séssion will be a presentation by Mr. Spragué;'w?;aﬁgf;;fﬁ“
. Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman and memberé?of tﬁé)S§lé¢ti?f
‘A,l,ﬁﬂxmnittee:

T I would 1like to;také‘up what haé}beenldoné%upiﬁb§thisf$7fT
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|| "we will wait for Mr. Anderson.

I o ~[.ihbrt recess;y

oges o

? ¢;;3;??
- point, what analysis has been made by‘the’staff with ﬁ¢§é;d'A
to‘what tﬁe needs;are of_staff in the direction'of‘thefgjrwr
investigation. ‘Suffice to say that in béing-asked to'; Q”
become cﬁief coﬁnSelTand director of this investigatién;i-

 iI ﬁaﬁe entered ubon those.duties with é numbe?:¢f¥ass§@é#igns;'
 iThérfirst’assumption is that it is the inﬁéﬁt:éffiﬁéiéégéﬁeés.

;ﬁin passing the resolution on the investigatiohng,EHéfthj i'

*';ffasséssinations of Dr. King and President Kenhedy;“tofSéelig,

J‘vﬂthat'the investigations are done in a thorOugh.pfoféSéiOQala o

ifmaﬁnér; the kind of manner that can withstaﬁd,'és it'6ﬁ§ht*1‘”

-f;to},any searching analysis as to what has been donefon*a 1'
|l ' day=-by-day basis.

.‘:"i?'With that in mind, I have also accepted the-baSi?i?¥i

 assumption that since one of the reasons that these ' .
o . . B ) ' . 2 : : : L
- investigations have come to pass is that A7

- chairman Downing. Let me interrupt, Mr. Sprague. .

,&17-,'Jphn Anderson has been appointéd to fill.in the:ﬁécahcy
‘ v Ma‘ sitqn . ! i IR o ST

 foherly'occupied'by Congress, Talcott, and he is‘oﬁ_his;way 

'7;?héfé:how; so if you will just desist for the moment;.éhdiik

Chairman Downing. The committee will'againf¢§me toffj
ficrden,
I have a letter here from Mr. John J.‘thdés;ﬁmiﬁofi£y7;g ‘f

“;léader,“addressed to the Speaker: "As avresultﬁbfwﬁh?fVi'”l»%'




fesignation of the Ho%geab$e Burt L. Talcott for the
Selgct Committee on Assassinations, I now make the apboihfﬁenﬁ‘
of the Honorable John B. Ahderson."

. %7Mr. Andersbn, welcome aboard. This coﬁmittee isrvery
r‘grateful to have your talents.

© . Mr. Anderson. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.. ' .
=== o

-

A- Mr. Harvey. Percy Harvey from Mr. Harold'PQrdféféﬁéfﬁif_

- Chairman Downing. John, Mr. Sprague iS‘just[bégihﬁinéff”:

g || his presentation.

"fAll right, Mr. S_pragué°

.Mr; Sprague. Mr; Chairman, if I may, I will justﬁl
: stért from the begiﬁning°
{ As I‘Was stating, upon taking this position as chiéf 
‘ counsel‘énd director; I have takén it with a number;qf 2ff
aséumptions which I think I ought to statekpféliﬁiﬁafii§;ﬁ
k»inne.ls that the Congress of the United States, 1n éassiﬁé
:ithe reéolutlon for the Select Commlttee on Assa551nafloﬁs;:'
‘ilntends that there be a thorough, hopefully deflnltlve
ilnvestlgatlon with regard to each of the assas;inations;f 
Martin Luther King and President Kennedy;
- Séconééi} I have made an assumption thatsoﬁe 6f;£hééLﬁ;;-
= freasons that these investigations have come’into £§ip§ ié?3if

“that questions have arisen, criticism has arisen, with. =

||’ regard to prior investigations, the extent to which other - = -

b u'ﬁI d: 3 22 o

"ﬁéggncies of government, particularly the/ﬁxecutiVé;B%ahéhiﬁf,g;, 4

-of 'government, participated in those previous. investigations, | .
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"and the extent to which those other agencies withheld

information, or did certain acts that perhaps indidatéw‘

destruction of documents affectihg the results of the’gxf' .

~investigation.

v_lgy I am not ;Stating, saying whether tﬁose-thinQS:éﬁéL]:
'i:§50aor not. I wan£ to say to this commitéea thaﬁfI thég?5
3fn0-¢9n01USi0nS: I have not the slightest °pini°ﬁk?§£§ﬁfff'

© regard to either death, with regard to anyAWrOngdding;bygaa_

© any agencies'of government, with regard to anyaihé¢C§f%éiéé;
Ciﬂ{%ith fegard to wﬁat haé been developed in the.pangigi?fékéj 
;ﬁhe‘fungtion now to»be to thoroughly investigate ana;;;:;
f?ascéféain'what is the evidenae, indicating who in fa¢;i'W

were the participants in either of the assassinations. i

Is there any additional evidence that was n@t;kaown_k

~ earlier?

n“f ‘In‘additi0n, is there any evidence indicating that

‘ifkthere;may have been participation hueach.of.thefaséaSSinatioﬁs
‘f:by more than one person, and whether or not ahy agehéiaé;‘f
 of government have impeded attempts to ascertain the answers

" to those questions before?

With that again being an assumption oh'myapa?t}ﬂifﬁagéﬂ,f‘

~ it that this Congress would not, in authorizing fhisffﬁfi
" investigation, have as its investigators the §995¢ies éfia*l

”f>:athe‘Federal Government that perhaps might beapa:tﬁbfﬂfhéa;fﬂ;gt

"[aarea to be investigated. By that, to be'specifig}witheéﬁSQfo




__to_me thatvwhat has tq be for this investigatidn«to bé;ihﬂ
thorough, at least attempt to be definitive, is an iﬁééééﬁ&ént
investigative staff of the Congress, not beholdeh:teiaﬁYT;?" |
‘other agency of government. Agaih that is one of the aht;
irassumptions that.I have made in analyzing what'hante{hegtﬁ
»fidehe, and haking a determination to recommehd“tesyehlasflr
ﬁlto what kind of staff is necessary for thlS 1nvest1§atieng§
‘E}I aﬁ not statlng whether or not the Congress"was aware'as i{f;e
‘f;tp:what really is involved in the investigation ef #wéi;Jf~
,fﬁeaiciées, two deaths. 'It‘is not somethingtthat yeh*aoEWith> -
;hthree investigators and two file clerks.

spﬁbon taking this assignment, I_haQe‘ihstitutedaa:hﬁmher s
;fbf,ﬁeasures, and have taken certain actions upttorthisft:i'.
hUp01nt, one of which wasbto be in touch with ageneles.of Afi
;the/ﬂ%ecutlve/éranch of government, the CIA, the Department

:\:XOf Justlce, who spoke in behalf of that deoartment and the

"‘;fFBI to 1n1t1ate requests for access to materlal in thelr

:fPOSsession. Suffice to say that the 1nd1cat10ns up to thls

‘|| point have been that of full cooperation, and I mlght say

Docld: 32266815 . Plge -

‘that in speaking to the representative from. the CIA he_fj*
advised me that just at the 1n1t1at10n'of our 1nvest1gatloﬁ;
?fﬁhe CIA has some 64 cartons of documents forfeXamiﬁatioH?ff;

”{and review, which points out to some extent’realfyfthefl.gf

”’fSLZe of the task that is being undertaken here, becauseArﬂfll’

Jgency - S
'~§gwe are deallng there with just one_hraaeh of tne Pxecutlve
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‘/ﬂranch of government in terms of a mass of materials.

%7In order to investigate, it seems to me that theré}*w

must be a review made as to what has been done up untii ﬂbw;f“
voI do not see how, in looxing and deciding the‘directioﬁs |
:f to GO, there can be any 1ntelllgent approach W1thout flndlng

'”out‘wnat has been done, analysmge@i it, determlnaﬁ;mn 1n

whﬂf ‘ move. lh arder Zb
bh@ae areas wia® needs to be done, = prytedard ST

l’iﬁ;f’to'be'doneo

Eabh of you has before you'a book in which ﬁefhaqéf§;7

‘{"laiq-out an approach in each of these two cases. Tﬁéf}pjs’
5. iquestiOn‘I‘think was raised as to why should werprooeedgonkj

. both matters, the two assassinations at the same;timeé';ﬁ].:7f

With regard to that question, let me respoﬁdrasifoiiows:i

I tn1nk 1t important that we proceed 51multaneously, for

1athe reason ‘that, as I look at it, as a hom;crde,lnvestlgatore7

: prosecutor, we are being called to the scenejof‘twoyhomi%idesia

- really 13 years later and 8 years later., I do'ﬁotﬁthiﬁk7”A"
it is in the interests of this Congress, if itfmeaHSfWBat.fl
~it said, investigating the matters thorougle:{that thé;?iﬂ 

"7p'Conqress ought to be part of any further delay.

For example, it has come to my attentlon that 51nce Tf

f?at»least the resolution on which this committee:isfpresentlyn E
Pﬂf;ﬁere as passed by the Congress, that authorities;iﬁfTennesseefj'”

- |l 'have destroyed some documents relating to the surveillance " |.




}lsh

1l on Dr. King. If that be so, and I have sent an.invéstigativeh
{fteam‘dbwn.to Memphis, it emphasizes the fact that ahyfuélay
.;oﬁ either one of these investigations is not really;in the
ﬁiihtetests of the Congress to uo a thorough{job.

m;hgyihere is another reason. As again anziuygstigaturh-(
’«.ffénd;homicide prqsecutor, to me one of the'és;éhtigiéfihia,wr
’€ith0tqugh investigation is not to.havg ajtiméhliﬁitétiqh:;i;
vfuThis is a different s?écies’of animal thau:thé:éghétéggtfiilih
ﬁ.;ﬁwéhting to have say the unemployment statistiﬁéiih}ﬁiéhigéh}‘f

‘-a week from Thursday and you can get it. You cdhhutjihﬁthi%ff

s ;{aEeQISay wrap up that matter by %é; months‘frombtoday;;“onCef}

;%joulbutfaulimitation, a time barrier, that is-déSt;uttiuéfpf:ﬁ.

”-7ith¢~invéstigative team, because what happens,»aﬁd'i;spéakﬁ;;fﬁf

'fffom experience here, the areas of inquiry,hthe@gébéié;fff;f“

j;Who are being subjéct to the investigation,
ftlme:llmltétlon as a point where they know- that ;f the§ gét
a delay,ylf they get lost for a while, if they t1e you up ih é_
ourt for a while, they can really end up prevéntlng the ‘
'm'f;cuncluélon of‘the 1nvestlgat10n, I think 1t would be.a
&;;fmlstake, ahd again my main assumptlon is that what 1s\.u»
l?ihtended here is to do a thorough job, prugeésiguélfj95zéf;f;iﬁ
mﬁfi;définitive as can be, to start imposingjsuméghét;;§; ufhtgqé
“;‘?»timeChlg we Qere to proceed, for exam?le,:ihﬂth;:hihégifi;ﬁ,t

" assassination first, there would be a great push to get that ', [~

fappéd up, so we could get on Kennedng*#F".H;”‘

‘Docid:32266815, Pijge A0
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‘7we'were to be proceeding on Kennedy,

'{;ofJPerry Mason on TV
11.}’at",.§ oint
pi}QMaybe I am not that good an 1nvest1gator._

f};{iable to do that.

. government, the integrity of officials.

1;to be w1lllng to be patlent and thorough°

fﬁwhéther a street,

171that street.

there wouid'nonetheleSS,.

'7f'be a push to get that wrapped up, to be proceedlng on Kln%:)
ﬁéﬂﬂ I thlnk that that kind of pressure ougnt not to ex1st
fﬁthat again in our main thesis of doing it thoroughly, we>_1

?péught to be willing to do them both.

g?Now what do I mean when I say "thoroughly"’ I am aware.

-and the appearance that you startfilrf

R/and you go t&//01nt 2 and it is a nlce path

I have never beenfi'

‘I think a great number of questionsfhave'arieen?inf::

| “ each ‘case, which I will get into in a moment, which

'unfertnnately maketthe(publie'question the'integrity“oirlf;~

Questions have.been

: f;raisedbpn each of these cases going into.theptherenghnessif

6fftheiinVestigation;;5For my part, as'your'chiéfﬁCounéeIfhf;}

3 and dlrector, I feel that 1t is necessary in the 1nvest1gat10n

p never;can“tel; 2 L

an avenue of anﬂlnvestigatidnﬂis a deadiﬁu

J'*iiend, whether it is in fact not relevant untll I go down

What I think is required when we talk abeutVa.thdronéh”ﬁ '

. investigation is a willingness to take up thejareasﬁeﬁf*drif"f

fitangential materiality, to be willing to'gégdennfthose“ﬁf:fk

|l roads, make a determination when we get_downTthereQ’yes,ﬁfafwm:‘7
e s ' ¢ X . : "',"”- 5 i ” ¥




;ﬁ;::really don't: do it in the flrst place.

- done thoroughly.
‘ivself defeatlng, and I would urge the members of thlS
f?commlttee not to part1c1pate, just for your own sake andl
.I';;w1tnout the desire to do it thoroughly.

l@to~your attention a number of matters.

D nfﬁ‘];;'cl : '3,2;'2'.1_5'61’;1 Bl Pafe’

10

what we:: found out'in no way aids, in no way is reallyffl"

j ultimately releVant to what we .are seeking; but if weg;i”

are'unWilling to be that~thorough, then again I say_theremis :

X f-no reason to be engaglng in thlS 1nvest1gatlon.

11%7To do it in a manner where we do not seek and 1ntend”to

';Qbe that deflnltlve and thoroqgh from my own feellng meansR_

I am aware that'

i.there?are people in the Congress who perhaps felt;that;no;u

T‘jfthese'investigationSVOught not to be pursued “for:various?f

f;reasonsC)But my p01nt 1s the Congress has dec1ded to do 1t
‘-fé;and I th1nk that there is llterally a vested 1nterest 1n 5*f}f'
gfeachymember of Congress; whether he was for 1t\oranotf1nhﬂf’

rthe flrst 1nstance, that 1f it is to be done, 1t nust be »,2

To do it in a manner thatuisvgoing_to” i

ralse as many questlons as have been ralsed up to now 1s

;..

‘for the sa&e of the Congress, in an 1nvest1gat10n that 1s

ﬁv;ijust going through an appearance for the sake of appearance;fQC

What do I mean when I say "thoroughly"'> Letﬁme bringV"'

In the brlef perlod§ﬁr

" f;oﬁftime that I have been working :on this matter,.not,onlygi

",ffgoing‘through concepts of what kind of_an organiiationfisfﬂy,fﬁ

‘:ineeded to do a thorough investigation,'reviemihgiapplicationsif'




11

ﬁ’e‘ ~

1l and not getting them all reviewed yet, trying to interview

‘1,‘2 - people, trying to take up questions with regard to the

3 v:commitment of the Congress in getting space, I have sought
i?4‘ - to get some investigative effort underway. I did not see

' ;52 ,why, just because I happened to be sitting doing somevhogse—
fé - keeping chores something could not be done in.thejmeéﬁtime.

fuquoarrog qap 'Kdoo_aouaza;ax 1
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Kennedy, we are obviously here talking about a matter that

3

has been 1nvest1gated that has been analyzed by God knows

how many people; how much as been written on it, I could not

Page 15
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When I switch over, as I am now, to the arealof’President,

g
i
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‘even begin to guess.

N 27we have the additional problem ﬁ} and I do not look -

-upon this investigation as merely critiquing whé}:has been

done. before. It seems to me that the mandate is to find

out what is the evidence and where it leads. But ebviously

we: have to look into whéjthas been done, and we have it in our

'repért here.

in the Warren Commission 1nvest1gatlen they had alg

staff, direct staff of their own, of 83 people They had
“vfféiévidn;addition ;} and it is the "in addition" that eounte;;}~l§0':%
a:"”‘fu11¥timebFBI agents assigned to that Warren,CommiSSioni‘h:
xulth all of the secretarlal and supporting personnel’necessary
'for‘those 150 full time agents to operate In addltlonl they .
xhad 12 full time and part-time profes31onals from the CIA
V'fliwho‘gave ‘again, all of the clerical and supportlng pereonnei‘t
ineeeesary for those ‘additional people. | | R
o They had, in addition, 60, 51x—zero,'full—timefptofeaetdnalg
: fren the Secretlservice‘asSigned to work with thfwaeiénﬁffi
‘Cemniseion again uith all of the filing, clerieaiiihaekfup f}*
‘personnel that they needed % '

| . The Justice Department has told us that they put four?:edbh
_full time people and would not have flgures for us as to what
;they had in addltion or the clerlcal and back—up data,g-.7‘

The State Department adv1sed us that they gave certaln

',,)
full tlme support but did not tell us of the number

DocId:32266815 PHge 16 = .
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W_The Internal Revenue Service stated that their Int‘eliigenfee '

Division provided six staff years of . support. I do not knOw'

what that figure means. But what I am pointing out is, thls

1s what:was involved in the Warren Commission 1nvest1gatlon

We are talklng here of an 1nvestigati¢n,that is;h»

not covering just that one assassination, but covering two..

So that when I talk, as I am going to talk to youiabontFV;“’”"
"a staff need of 170, one-seven-zero, while that may Sound tO

‘the experienced people around Capitol Hill and the people 1n

“the Congress of the United States as a big staff the determ1<;@

fnation of big staff is onlybmade on the basis: s Well it 13n~

'larger than what staffs other congressional commlttees have

N

anut I urge this committee not to evaluate it on'that_éjh
5basie, but to evaluate it in terms of the jdb:to be ddné;?the
need'that exists. -
| i“Let me say agalnva dobnot want to keep repeattng.myselfl
‘joutdo not know me. I am not g1v1ng a flgure that is- a padded_ﬁ

flgure I am not playlng the game of saylng,’"Here is halfﬂ

.aagaln what I need," going on the assumptlon that lt will be

hcut somewhat and- then I am ending up with what I really need
| Now I con31der, agaln my function to effectlnely.be -
Vyour counsel not to play that kind of game huteto lay oute'f
‘prec1sely what is the need And I w1ll, as.Iléay;:get iﬁtohé;‘
ibreakdovn of what one-seven-zero means. kButteompare:i70iif X

with what existed Withfjust-the_Warren.Commiesibn'and‘wehhavégf,!V*

DocId: 32266615 §
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gthe task not only of reviewing the work that they did, but
fit has;come to the fore, and again we have thresheld areasi
fbf{inquiry in the book that we have for you here, in the

. ;inﬁeétigation and assassination of President Kennedy.c But it
;heebcome to the fore, for example, that thereqwaé'ejaeggiﬁétionr
ieffe'docunent at least, hy‘ an FBI agent, “and iet»mé'éay;h |
%even there, I am advised that the Department ovanetlce‘may
shortly be prosecuting that FBI agent for’ perJury,.although 1t.
ilS 1nterest1ng to note what that FBI agent sald was that |

#hls destructlon of a part1cu1ar document relevant in the

Kennedy assassination was based upon orders.that he got frqm”'”

his superior.

“thQThe question in my mind is the'investigator here I do

tnot want to be locked in by someone who is charged Wlth

.perjury before we have had even_an opportunity toibe interQV_h

viewing him.

"It has also come to the fore at this time'that’the'whole'

area of our government's attempts to assassinate foreign

fleaders particularlyvCastro was an area that‘washndt5nadeff3fh
tknowable to the Warren Comm1381on So again‘ﬁe'erewtaikinéhu
netaonly of an 1nvestigation‘that goes into what hé&*béén;jitﬁ
ié;ne;-but frirs many, many areas in terms of"ereatthat h;sf¢d&et
ﬁé;tthe puhlicbattention since, which I dar%geyfrenreSents }!;§}}

‘some of the reasons that there is a public'disquiet;)””“

It is interesting, and we have it in our report to you,
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iWhen Patty'Hearst disappeared, was kidnapped, with allbdueifv

rrespect to the Hearsts, as compared with the magnitude of

'ian 1nvest1gatlon as to whether or not other people are .

;1nvolved in the assassination of a pre31dent where that was
?a c1v11 rlghts thing, but in tégée months 1nvest1gatlon by
fthe FBI in the kidnapping of Patty Hearst, the FBI alone 'not“I

italklng about state agencies, spent 82, 6 mllllon ' That lS‘:

jfaifigure we got from the FBI.

1?;?5? Now when.we are talking about what is necessary 1n an itii
itnvestlgatlon I get ‘back, you do not Just oompare 1t What
tdoes~the é; I am sorry I am not that famlllarkw1th'o0ngress1onal:::
icomnlttees ;} what does the Agriculture Committee have on ltsbg_:h
“staff? That cannot be the approach here.. It has to’ be on the
;3ob to be done and the need. RE

f’We have other documentation in our reportsfsuch'as'just‘

ftﬁénﬁbﬁse ImpeachmentuCommittee it had a staff ofbl74ffsbﬁh
\ﬁ;ﬁbéésf' There was not the need not lnvestlgatlng the' i
:complex1t1es and the mass of mater1a1 and the areas lnvoIved é;
iand the travel lnvolved which is called for herebln thatl 5
Eoommittee | That exceeds what I am asking-this oomnittee tohf‘.
fgtne 1ts support for in terms of a staff. BT ’

’As I say to you, frankly each time I have sald thlS I

Py fend up really feeling when I am talking about a staff of 170tb~'.

th is belng such a minimal figure that when somebody reacts ks

fand thlnks,"Oh that is too much",you cannot do thlS JOb
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“And I‘would say to you,

éln mlnd what I have been talking about here,

fis before you 7% of the two investigative teams
lKennedy and King.

'.each, attorneys that is, and 25 1nvestigators.l
A size investigative force,vthey just,
‘right there.

Do not attempt it.

‘3fkf;Let me also say this,

40

and I mean it, every bone of sincerity,

.do not tarnish this House of Representatives or yourself .
beQcommencing an investigation with not the facilities to*do
,a thorough job and you are not going to be able to, do 1t

5w1th 1ess then the minimum figure I am talking about

Show -

Let me gEsZe you how that breaks down and .again'keepinghf

Just thlnk how Q:A'

,minlmal it is.

In each of these two 1nvest1gat10ns I am talking about

‘7:%} and we have a chart on the last page of the booklet that‘~*9'

ba31cally
I am ‘talking about 15 1nvest1gators on

That is 40 -

vpeople on each.

If anyone is g01ng to think that that is. too mammoth

you know,'are not_f;ftx'

realistic.

Forty people, getting into the complexitieslof each_of

these, is as minimal a squad as you can hope to have
' h-fRight there then, between 40 and 40, that is 80 people
Would jou really think you can-do:lt on 1ess?vfby
I'amsnot.talking about éie?icali_fff w8

from the investigative standpoint,

atohdo;a,thorough job does not mean merely goingﬁto;some_

witness and saying. to him "Come before our subcommittee or . ~

TR




DocTd:32266815 -

R

4

oy feommittee and relate what you have to say." That isantytheﬁ

Way, in my opinion, you investigate. To investigate means

fleld 1nterv1ews it means being able to analyze whatfthie.
fwltneSS is saying, to be'able to then check;the areas of 0
ln‘l;eorroboratlon or the areas to disprove what he 1s.say1ng
;-?Q7It is only when. that information has been tested that
'?there is then, in that instance, reason to then brlng hlm S
lland_have him under oath, let's say, before a'eommltteéloi»é}l

|| subcommittee.

. There is another way in which the committee’aids'in the5§u"

1nvest1gatlon. Obv10usly, When we talk to people they do not

4 have to talk to us; they can tell us to go Jump 1n the lake

It is lmportant to be able to then say, "Well you do not want

'1_to talk to us, flne, we are subgéenalng you'before"a subcome_ﬁ

| ;'“ﬁittee of the Congresstffthe United States,3;andfthat.is‘wherewfj

you are goxng to testlfy

So it is a device to’ be able to use in the lnvestlgatlve‘}"

Jprocess- hopefully along the line as information iS‘developed.;”

to be able perhaps, to also use the terms publlc hear 1ngs

1f what is’ developed is developable and does not thwart the

contlnulng 1nvest1gat10n and is in the area that Ought to f'

be 1mparted publlcly
"* But you need to have, to do an investigation the ablllty

to put people on a polygraph if they would agree to do 1t

I do not happen to thlnk the polygraph is gospel I would




hate to see its use in court speaking as a prosecutor.

as an investigative tool,

can run it through the stressfevalua/tor.

4_-2
fButhl.‘
‘and also with the stress eyaluator,y

because some people will not agree to go on the polygraph

but you can be recording what they are telllng you and you

These are very,

yery;helpful investigative tools.

?fahlonski murder case‘

she was not down with the trlgger people;

SR P If you will permit me to digress here a moment, in the

with the FBI, we had a woman
Who was a conduit, she was not the initiator of the murders
we got her to go_p?p

on a-lie detector test; w1th an experlenced polygraph operator'

1*37in5i2n the‘responses that thevsubJect gives are unlmportant bfAs{fffr?fu*f
'czi>ifyﬂ€f{5‘ahmatter of fact the‘subject.can remain mute;beoause.nhat'gﬁnt§
F‘f;5@f€j};jzyou get rs the emotional response The answer 1s’mean1nglessreil
‘1%;i5l“;” With the expert polygraph people we not only, by the
f.i;p}g? use of a polygraph w1th that young ‘lady, were able to get
Efpf%;; out of hex information 7$‘not that she was saying 1t at flrstfyr
f?;éw blush lt was- f1nd1ng out really what she was w1thhold1ng 7$;iff
Tfﬂffiév and a good operator is not confined merely to. just the answer;l':fu
*?fédi he'ean ferret into what it is you are w1thhold1ng-from us‘rf

DocId: 32266815 ||P:

1n the assa331nat10n of chk Yablonshy

ascertaln that she in turn recrulted then her husband

he asks h1s questlons well We were able to ascertaln that‘

thls young lady's own father was the one who recrulted her fr

We were able to

We?,-

,were‘able to ascertain locations that the conspirators met;
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Il We were able even to ascertain the dates, the motels;jnot‘h

on the basis of what she was volunteering, but pinpointing it

'linkQuestions;

"iiTQQSo what I am saying to you is, to do a‘thofough'inVesti—
_gatien, this aree, a polygraph- stressevaluator‘unlt agaln is
fnecessery as is on my original chart, to be avallable to eachx

;ofnthe-investigative teams when'they have a need, when they_“d'

can put someone on the polygraph or run them through:théld”'

‘'stress evaluator to be able to call them there. -;Again;“you

?are'net talking about.clerieai people.

I must address myself now to one other major;afea'on_:?”

Speaking as a prosecutor and as a lawyer, I'have_fonnd

ﬁthat when I have two secretaries, items get filed‘fordme:inen
_Tabont~22 different fashibne;fend the way in which‘ene'seerejh;h
itary, the heading she flles somethlng under; We.never:fenemheﬁ.
later when we want the documents and I end up flndlng thete_i‘
;15 somethlng in one file that is relevant to‘something iﬁ;fh

7enother file and we, unfortunately, find it out7after the fact,

It is necessary in an operation of thls magnltude Wlth

Athe documents that we are talking aboutv;% and I w111 use, :
h,:fer;example Just the Klng plea of gullty é; that any document{
;that we obtain, we are belng inundated by people sendlng us |
‘;nformatlon now, but there is a need to get, for,examplevan

the Kennedy_case, access to flles; 1nformation{din the‘ki~
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.|| King case the investigation, the court records; these should-

not come to individuals on the staff, they will get lost. It

isxnecessary to have a document control unit so anything

dthat comes in, addressed to me, addressed to anyonefelaeron
' “the‘staff, it does not come to us; if it does it will neverf

‘be correlated or used. It is necessary to have an operation

here that these items that come in must come to a'centralvai'

‘document unit, which must note,bobviously,’the datefefl7i'
vreceipt, they must separate out in its initial-evaluation,A B

":Kennedy on the one hand, King on the other.

;S?There has to be a research group to analyZe-that'ddcument,f'4

|| not only for purposes of a master filing of. the docnment;'bUtf;
{| for purposes of cross-references, knowing-whereathé}:iSftoft"'

|| be listed for filing purposes.

Agaln that is a small part of it. ThiS‘doenmént.may-f'

lrefer to six dlfferent people We have to be able to cross—:

,reference~that to what we already have in. That gullty

plea of Ray's must be cross- referenced to what:we already
. *

jhave in so that the use of the namevBridgmanéthe_use'of:the{°:\
namefSneed, the use of the name Galt, so that-whenywe have]a;;"

file on those it is cross-referenced to everything_elSe,thatl-ﬁz

exists.

ThlS is a mammoth task for it to be handled properly

.Not only cross- referenc1ng things as it now appears, but their;

Adocuments that we already have in have to now be recross—”ulfd’
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trefetenced so that they show the later documents that clon‘_;e'_in«.i
JQ?When you realize that we are talking just in thexKennedy,
:case of tens and tens and tens of thousands of documents
Tllterally, the size of this area just bespeaks ltself w1thoqg\'
hfurther elaboratlon. | .

. As a matter of fact, I submit that what. we‘do need‘here
not only is this research staff, the document control'untt;’
_but we will need, as I think they used in elther the L
1npeachment staff or the Watergate lnvestlgatlon we ought to['
fuse in comblnatlon here, not intead of because I do not. 11ke ‘
‘;tovglve up thlnking power by;people, but in addition ;hthink_
ﬁevought to have and use a computer to aid_us‘in'thishtectoss;;
#fefefencing’problem; | ‘ |

What does this unit. do when they flnlsh? That docnment‘w
~that came in, let S say addressed to me, is not goinéﬁto.éo_d

rlght into that file and 51t there; it has to get -L-lt w111

M
tnot do any good if it came in today and it g%Qtho me a month ?
;from now. It has to be a unit that can operate and. has a |
sufflclent staff so if it comes in today, thlS cross referenc1ng,€r
‘“fdocumentlng is fast enough so that document gets to ne“that ;
same'day. I mean you need that for this investigation;?:hfn
’";aiYou‘are going to do this with three file &1éfk§;fyo¢5"
‘areigoing to do it with six people? To say‘it’ishdtofpoint;i,;
'fbﬁt that you need to have.an‘adeduate staff. 4 | .

* What else do I envision here? Make no mistake about it, " |
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~hurdles thrown
opinion,

‘subpoena

| state,
;w111 do it in some, perhaps

"one of our needs:

fget any idea that I am JUSt trying to pad a big thlng I

’“ﬁéiﬂi32ﬁﬁﬁﬁr§

46
. : ‘pre ! ) ¢
at least in my own view, there #% going to be many legal

at this investigation, raising broad, in my

constitutional questions, going into the power of

contempt power of the Congress. There is going:to'

,be a constltutlonal question rﬁalsed as to the power of Congress
gto be 1nvest1gat1ng here at all, partlcularly in the case of

“,Dr King.

99we need a legal staff to aid %f you know when we need

‘subpgenas issued, for example, I do not want the 1nvest1gat1ve_‘ x

some 1nvest1gator ‘there preparing a subpéena and he s
poor fashion.

4; We want one legal unit, so when the 1nvest1gators need fﬁ"“

”ffff}gf a subpdena prepared it is not done on a hit-or-miss ba31s f”’“*1?

fwe.have some legal experts who are preparing them forweach :

They just say prepare a subggkna and 1t

1s done unlformly on a basrs that we know will w1thstand

attack.

I submit one of the things we need now is research

5§h}j&9:iby staff so that the resolution recreatlng this commlttee in - o

the forthcomlng Congress is approprlately bottomed to Wlth-”‘th

stand constltutlonal attack in the court.

~What kind of Staff am I talking about? Agaln do not ;f.“

am .

‘talklng about a staff of four lawyers and a ch1ef deputy,-

’fjflve people
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'%7Another area, because it cannot be ignored; security is

‘a problem, from a twofold standpoint:

- One, my own concepts as to what is done when we are

éfdfessionals trying to do job, not having leaks{fthur‘bwn

‘investigative effort must have adequate security.f‘It'will_not4

|

‘rn a matter I will raise with you shortly ;f:we sent some—éfl
: wbodyrout to Denver to interview somebody; it~would3not‘do thé
fiﬁVestigation any good if there are leaks of théts?nfofmatiQﬁgf.
;hr,hnhenvwe get reports back, all ef a sudden they”éré:&”'h
fapnearlng in the Washlngton Post or any other news medla

- : .,bThey have to be on the basis of our own securlty

'1In addition, we obviously are going to bejgoingeintbﬂi"'

that are security problems. I haﬁe taken up, 'as Ihsay,‘with_
_the,CiA and representatiVes of the DepartmentIOf Justice my¥°

views in terms of our right to have access and their response

has been pretty much along the same line, of a willingness

‘.'tb‘grant access, stating that there may be some indiVidualfw

51tuatlons which they would like é; they do not want to say

that they refuse to turn those matters over, but tteyiwouldgif
rather take them up on a case-by-case basis, Whether:theyfs» ¥

feel}that the disclosure of the identity er the disclosure»liff"

Of the'means of securing the 1nformatlon may present a dangerﬂf

'ln terms of an ong01ng matter
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27Well suffice it to say, I have no desire just‘to}make.

- a blg point, aad I am perfectly happy that we proceed on a

1l professional basis and take those matters up on a Case—by—_

‘case basis.

"Obviopsly, for example, if there is a document;thatitheyf

have a name blanked out, or the means by Which7thevinformationf

was secured and it says in that document that it was sunshiny

in Houston or in Dallas on a certain day, I have no desire:

v-dto get into a demand that, "Oh, I have to know who that;isf'"

'and the means by whlch you got 1t

But on the other hand, 1et s suppose there should be a

;1_"kdoeument where there is a statement the name 1s,om1tted‘p;pl'
‘Vf,:;and the means by whlch-the 1nformat10n is'obtainedifin>Whieh;
: feomeone is saylng that they were present atva meetrng and |
o fthey heard, let's say,’an aesaes1natlon plan of Pre51dent
{Kennedy belng discussed;’ then that would be the other srde‘of

'-the line.

h Yes; on a case-by-case basis I think there‘wouldlhaveﬁlgﬁ

gto be a demand and a fight to get that 1nformatlon

!

~So we ‘need to have our own securlty operatlon Agaln L

.béing perfectly blunt w1th'this committee,-I_think thatfa previé,{f

ousfcommittee of the Congres% of the United Statee by

: fv1rtue of what appeared to be leaks of 1nformat10n not only

harmed ithe area of inquiry but,.from my own polnt_oflvlew;

iharmedejﬁst the-étanding}andpthefstature“ofithefcongresa}of"f;ff1’*
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3thekUnited States.

9? I think that everything that this committee and thlS
*staff does is going to be subject, in years to come; £o., -

i fsearching inquiry, and it ought to be. And I repeat i

Want this staff and I urge this staff to thlnk of it in that57
.sense and to have it done in that dedlcated profe531onal | |
manner. B | .

| We need, therefore, a securlty unit to assure the agenoies;‘
Mof the,ﬁ%ecutlve)granch that yes we have prOper securlty ~‘»'

,and control for our own area as Well

I have in that document that is before you further 5€'€?

.laYOuts because up to thlS point I haVe not yet talked about-if

secretarles I have not- talked about just some of the other ,ehfaWA
;ilsupportlve things. So that this figure of 170 is jé as a.ia
_matter of fact, I really do belleve as you llsten to me. the'
ouest;on really ought to be in your mind: Can you‘do_this kind
offaﬂjob with even 1707 | e
'&iii I am stating that, yes, we can attempt,to do it; but dof;3d
not/cutiit below that because, if you cut it below“that,;youl:fﬂ.h.\
are'just making 1% impossible. L

; We'have felt a desire to present to you 7} beoausexin'myhf
;v1ew when we talk about these 1nvest1gat10ns we ought to startﬁ

: w1th what we are talking about the two murders : It-wasﬂ“.

raised earlier: Why have two subcommittees?' I hope I have

at?least made my presentatlon in any manner of some effectlveness;wf

Choald:32266815 || Pag
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,that(therevis a recognition that we ought to proceed on botha}'
and it would facilitate the investigation if there was a
.Subcommittee that was really staying on top of Kennedy, lf
thete is another subcommittee staying on top of King;

c'ff?Now, what I also urge, aad I have it in our}report,bllf'
nthihk.it'important, hoWever, that the entire_commlttee bé:iiUd
hept advised; "I do not think ;} the questioh was falsedfbeldg”
on the subcommittee as‘to what one does that limit iu?tefﬁs t”‘
vofbthe other? It ought not to. What I would urge 1s that

thefejshould be a meeting of the full commlttee I would say,:

-at_least a minimum of once a month, where we can bevbrought

o ;jup to date SO that the subcommittee in one is brought up to "

hdate as to what is happening ln the other.

I think it important that it be a team concept nothlng
dpolltlcal about this. It is an attempt to find out whether%~
'or not there were other ‘participants, who are the part1c1panteh
lh two‘murders. .

What else do I urge on you? I have sent to each of &ou
,and I thank Mr. Devine who 1n1t1ated the request and I 7
:really think it was a failing on my part not’ gettlng it l;”%
;through even before the 1n1t1at10n of the request-j}‘but I
'have sent, of those that have presently been employed or thosef"ﬂ
-to whom commitments- have been made to bring on the staff -
’teeumes and the positions of the people so fat employed

o 0bV10usly, w1th1n the budget that presently ex1sts »Iffid“

' kgagéfén,,;‘
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fcannot'be recruiting the kind of staff to be doing this job.
{Wh?t I have been seeking to do is to recruit the peoplelat
g fthehtop who are going to help guide these investigations

b o e

'?the;deputy chief counsel for example, in Kennedy and 1n Klng.

27The reason in my mind %; I happen to be very much 1nter-

;ested in a team effort to get a good job done.‘ I,do not§;vi
1vant to just recruit a staff and then bring in a deputy-chief 4
counsel. I would rather, with the wealth. of talent that is

.‘available have those people on board and have them part1c1pate_'l

e LWith'me in picking the‘team that is going to work w1th them;;Aff 7

'“?Lifs -11 have been in homicide work but ;} I have had contacts in-

. ?i;:fjs

'”ﬂﬁﬁ ZTZA

a3
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“Now it may not appear to you gentlemen from readlng

\_:;those resumes, but let me assure each one of you agaln 1n.svf;*575
| _;f:terms of getting to know me, of the people employed not ~7ﬁz;'

35;5l4l'one represents anybody Ehat X e before I took thlS pos1t10n
; Phlladelphla I have not 1ooked upon thlS as Just gettlng

: frlends or people that I knew on board,

I have actively sought to recruit on a natlonal base

people that I thought could be the cream-of the -crop talent

fto do a thorough professional job. That is what I am . seeklng

tQ,dO here.

”°*p As vounlook at these resumes, I do want-tofSay,'Ildo:;Z"“

not know one of them. They are people that7I'have lnterviewed«‘.‘

'that not only, upon 1nterv1ew1ng them dld I make the dec1510n

but I made requests I suppose.to prosecutors ,other people




B V)

‘ ,»;/::i}.;:»]4;*; T L

i, 15

16

7

DocId: 32266815 ||P.

|| around the country to get evaluations of them.

imY'reCOmmendation.as to what I say is a minimal kind of -

ffllllng in of the detail of the actual number of. pe0ple

2 ﬁwashihgton._
e ‘{$1 OOO
1; 13:fFf4“

"Let‘me,
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- That is what

1I,am seeking to do. Hopefuliy, if this committee will aocept

3staff what I will then do is go on w1th the plannlng, thei
in
fdocuments in research, and be able to come back to you at v

-your next meeting with wha tthat total budget requlrement is.

o ;_‘7 You know,

salaries is Just a small part‘of thlS'thlngp'Vt

TfWe‘are not dealing with a matter thdt is just here in

As Itsay; I sent out a team to Denver ih‘a[fHF“
matter I will take up in a moment just to do that cost us

to be g01ng out 1nterv1ew1ng, 1nterrogat1ng. 7«117'H'

If this committee through 1ts subcommlttees must hare‘.
_hearlngs in various parts of the country, Just the_travel
e;pehses ‘the 1nvest1gat1ve expenses; are a tremendous part ?
;of the budget which have to be included in a request for {

'approprlatlon

'5f~What I would hope is that if this committee approves 1nf

.concept what I have said, that I be directed to. submlt to

‘you by the time of the next meeting the detailed, really, Af'-t

"approprlatlon request that is requlred to do th1s Job

-ending it here, really, point out agaln the detall S
that is necessary.
I start from scratch in both of these homicides.};Iﬁy

assure you, you are hot dealing with someone who has = = =
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, him.

"

':preconoeptions or opinions. I probably know less, or knew
ﬁieas°ahout both of these assassinations than just about‘anybody':'
féisé in the country when I first took this position.- I,fonnd
.};#f.in looking over the film you are about to see.;%;something
ﬁthat I had not even known, for example, in the paet'jgnf:?hr‘
fthat at the time a photograph was taken by the Assoc1ated
‘CPress of President Kennedy being shot, the photograph taken
'from the front of his car going back, that_that photograph
Lehows the doorway of the book deposrtory in Dallas ’andfﬁf‘”"

”standlng in that doorway there is a person that, when you look Nl

4

at hlm 'appears or looks like Oswald. And thlS -L*and I am~"
;not saylng anything that is new ;} this was brought to the
fattentlon of the Warren Commission. The Warren-Commlsslon;ff '

'determined that that, in fact was not Oswald.

§§ObV1ously, if it was Oswald and he is standlng 1n theiig,i

. ;doorway at the moment Pre31dent Kennedy is assa331nated you

fcan lmaglne-what questlons,that raised.

L: They determined, and it is in their report no, that was'Yv

tnot 0swa1d it was another individual named Lovelady, WhO‘;wf“n
falso worked at the Dallas book depository, who did bear an
{ama21ng resemblance to Oswald And Lovelady looked at’ that

' fphotograph for the Warren Commission and sald yes, that 1s

57ijﬂAs a result of looking at some of the film that you -y el

;. _are‘about'to see, it turns out th%:ﬁ"other’film Was{taken”as”_ff;"
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T . . N
_?8#%m~ ;ﬁhme other fl{@y, eé%%é minutes later, I am told 4

again this has to be documented and examined. In the additional

~;ju;23 ffiim Which was taken, there is a picture of a person who,
C:Dh_h“gfifﬁlias jou look at him, llooks kind of bearded who has, to say the 
s ﬂ”lhfs; ileast a couple of days' growth of beard. | I was adv1sed
”??;é; by the person who is exhibiting the film that in’ that ;fV
“h};?} exhlbltqr s opinion this bearded individual in fact.washhi
thhéi ‘hevelady.
lﬁi;QQ ;" ~ Well, obviously, if Lovelady has a beard and as.you
Zﬂfiﬁbl Icah see in the plcture of the person that appears to be Oswald'
:{;i{ .lt‘iS of someone who is clean—shaven, it raises qhestiehsein_;u
| 5 -my;ﬁihd, can it be? What about it? -~ | ]
:C:)A' tilkghhgsgjequrse, the first thing to find out is is thls apparentl&

hﬁ:};;?aﬁbearded person Lovelady. If he is not, then that avenue. 1s'
; fﬁéﬁféﬁ avenue of immediate”ihﬁestigation. -Subseqhently;ﬁe'
,hw111 get into that as well. | ~ A

' In addition, this bearded person is wearing a certalh.r
;blaid_shirt, black, red, it stands out, you Wlll.see&it:in”h‘
| fthehpicture. I diepatched, as a result of thath17sentiééméj;h
{peeﬁle ;&hwe found out where Lovelady was. tTh¢~1éé;'hé?Q§S f,x
:khown'was in Dallas. We traced him to Denver.4’I eeht;eht;3”t1
e ‘some people to Denver to interview Lovelady. 'Andﬁheteiadj’z.v
iwasbshown this addltlonal film, the new film, if I can’ call 1v3
‘.‘1‘fit that l Sure enough, Lovelady and his w1fe both see it-and

'TSaY@t?Yes,'that.is-me.ﬂ- And his wife goes on tO,SaY;that{ 7
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“75}}9; ?thls that in fact that is still a different person than;the?fff
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|- shave, and so forth. And Lovelady said,q&Youv

:day of the assassination. Nobody ever asked me.

55

’ALoVelady hates to shave, she always has to be on him to

w, you are the

“ ;first people that have ever asked me was I shaven bn the

shown that original plcture where I said the look allke of

ﬂOswald was me, nobody asked me, really, wha t Jacket or what'}_‘.

;shlrt I wore that day or anythlng “about _my gppéag;nce § ieiff

9? Now do not misunderstand, I happen to be a blg bellever ;

: ithat to be thorough and detailed #} and I am not saylng fromxjf

?person of the look-alike of Oswald who was photographed@f'Whatlglzm
;?I am now doing, one of the thlngs I am going to ask,’ ‘we waﬁtf&?,
i-;to subpgena the Assoc1ated Press negative, the orlglnaljﬂfﬁ
“negatlve that they have and we want to arrange to haveaf;*‘
:thlS photograph of what appears to be the look-allke of Oshaldhh

-blown up.

’Obviously we want to see what kind of shirt.waS'Beingrlfsk
y _

sﬁorn‘ ‘we want to see v he could still be the same:personhﬁ;7tf'
Eand the beard may yet be in that picture, although 1t does
;?:not appear to be at the initial thrust of it. But what I
;amhsaying to you is, this is the kind of detail thatqlsfft ?t-
'involVed in doing a thorough investigation. If it.is éoingftos
fbe dohe in a way that reflects credit, it has to he‘dohe'i_ﬁ‘ :

ithoroughly

To do 1t in a way w1th 1nadequate staff not a. w1111ngness B

oot et ] Bane
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‘to be thorough and not a willingness to be professional about
 it, you are going to be subject to searching inquiry, an

;evaluatlon as the Warren Commission has, for my money it means

uithen do not do it. But if you are going to do it, dbeit,

;%horoughly

“7We do have this film. If there are any questlons I w1ll

";Be;happy'to answer them. Maybe we might recess for lunch

%i‘n, Chalrman Downing. Thank you, Mr. Sprague I feelfsure:

?£héfe are questlons We will probably take them in order and o

fgo to 12 30 and then adjourn for lunch. ~
- Mr. Gonzalez?

 Mr. Gonzalez. We had a brief discussion abeutfHOW‘we[;lif

ffhink,we have learned as we have gone along, I think you. - .

‘realize:some aspects of the congressional procedures that- .

lﬁmay not have been too clear to you.

We do have some questlons that:we will have to dlrect at -

5the proper time to the leaders of the House. But at thls

9. p01nt I do not know if the fact is clear that you cannot really

[make commitments. There is really no way we can 1nsure»¥7 '

. %eemmitments to people that have forsaken a job iﬂ?efder'to”getef

'on with the committee until we know exactly What is g01ng to be

. done by the 95th Congress in providing approprlatlons And I

chlnk that really is the all-important question at thlS p01nt 1

I do not know how to resolve it.




,‘ 5‘7” ‘

99 Mr Sprague. Mr. Chairman, with regard to the statement

_—_——-—-an
-

':Lby Mr. Gonzalez, he is absolutely right. And let me state
_5that of the personnel that has been recruited 7} thlsbls a
_skeletal kind of recruiting I amvg01ng into. Ff'when yon look
at this resume, I have recruited people who are- g1v1ng np
dgocd positions, who are coming here as profe351onals really,g~
vdw1th a klnd of faith and confidence that the.Congrese 1ntendst3

‘to do a thorough job.

Chairman Downing. Mr. Devine?
' Mr. Devine. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
I will be very brief, Mr. Sprague. I am extremelyf

impressed by your presentation.  You have been 51tt1ng there,;,

chor éé hour and 15 minutes right off the top of your head
fglVlng us a very fine analysis of why you think we should go f
. fln the direction you are seeklng to go, and I flnd very

.tllttle-area of dlsagreement.

You point out about polygraphs}ﬂlle detectors, you };ft

vrecognlze 1mmed1ate1y it is merely an lnvestlgatlve tool B>

is not conclusive.

I have three questions that perhaps you can'anSWerxd75/“'

dtapidly. I am concerned about press releases by anyone d{5in
lﬁccnnected with this investigation. I had to fly to Mlaml :w
‘flaet‘week one day and back the next, and read in the Mlamﬂ.

;Herald all about the fact’ that as I 1nd1cated to ycutearltet,i ey

thlS is’ g01ng to be a mass1ve 1nvest1gatlon it cculd be a " .
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57;‘pcareer for many people, with no termination of the number of
B perSOns-involved. And that raised the question, not particu-
‘larly as to whether or not that is the right thing,. but

-who should make releases, who should be talking about what

B ~__-_fthis committee is doing.

5? I hope that we do not have press releases by the executlve
-dlrector or by'staff members or by commltteerstaff;- I thlnk

- we should determine policy on who is the spokesman and who,jf;

;should talk about what.

' The other thing th{:t occurs to me, if in fact the;fpff
COngress does proVide the funds to give us 170 or mOre'persoﬁs;u
-dwhat are we going to do with the bodies? Do we havéta;placebl*

ﬂto headquarter them? If we have met that partlcular problem

‘—.p §maybe you have an answer to that.

';:‘-ff"';_..¢§hairman Downing. That is in the general area..

J'Mr. Preyer?
hMr. Thone. How_about that first question?
’ Charrman Downing. Do you want tobrespohd?
.HMr. Sprague. Yes, may I respond?
"r:~: Chairman Downing. Certainly,

h_f Mr. Sprague. With regard to the last questioﬁ‘first,b}s

we do have an 1nadequate temporary space in S

W2

_Annexz right now, really just three rooms 'but‘we;areff;'ib

maklng arrangements to get additional temporary space rlght .

L next to : 1 % Wthh I thlnk w111 be adequa te for the remalnder

15 |jpage 38 -
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ef'this year with what is do-able with the limitatiohs ef
:budget for this year. |
ﬂ?umat I would request, and do need, if the commlttee
4 onuld feel that what is being asked is proper, I thlnk there
lshould be the initiation of a request of the Atch;teet tqh;“
‘fligive:yoﬁ the place fortthese numbers of bodiesx,ahduaﬁeettehing
;tooﬁe as.well, with the new Congress. Thatlis‘onuthecaéénéa:‘
:ﬁhich.we will take up as well. 5 |

h:f With regard really to the first questlon 1 thlnk that
.ithe only spokesman, really, ought to be the chalrman and there.
7-ought to be a press aide to whom those 1nquir1es from thefiffhi
.preeeAgoes; so the chairman is not drlven crazy b& the demahds:

I may say this, and if there is criticism, I accept 1t

"~Wh11e I have not spoken of the investigation or the materlal

';fthat I have laid out here wha t I have said publlcly has been
ken the need for staff, and‘the numbers of staff. That I have‘
idone on the basis that I thought that there is a certaln
epubllcleducatlon involved. This has nothing to do W1th the
hrtéiteetion of the investigator information developed,qut_l,ﬁa:?
: }do_recognize, well, 170 in my opinion is minimal, it-soaheeh?
{tremendous when someone hears it. L

B really thought it would be of aid, even to’ the coﬁﬁlttee
?and the Congress, if members of the public heard. hot from a. |
Qeongressman but someone who is, I do hope, con51dered a

profe531onal, as to whatlls the profeSSLOnal need for staff
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' about myself.

:ﬁess“of’your presentation, Mr. Sprague. I_agree,with you
entirely on the importance of this being a definitive investi=
‘gation, and that if it is not done right it iSfbetterinothto}ill

1l do it at all. . ,;*;'35T§:3f;1f',

»of how.we convince Congress of that and what role we as’ 4”fﬁ

B flnd1v1dua1 members should play, if any.

h"?Wlth a report in December?
’1ji‘ Maybe that is the way to give it maXimumiimpact;/forfgi":
'udoﬂnot say anything? Or should we among our colleagues

flnformally be talklng about the needs for staff such as you ;h

‘:-,that this is something that ought to be done whlch I do

fagree with?

fw1th the Speaker I guess I should not say the Speaker
?probably the next Speaker of the House and the present }t;
4 fSpeaker really for the purpose of laying out, not 1n the f'“

wdepth_that I just did here, but the concepts and the klnd of fﬁ

60

That is the reason, and that is the area that 'I have spoken'

Y gyghairman Downing. Mr. Preyer?
g . - T—— _ v |
- Mr. Preyer. Well, I agree with Mr. Devine on the splendid-
Along that line, I would be interested in the strategy
 Should we let all of this suddenly hlt the Congress coldh7
have indicated here?
What should we be doing right now, if we agree w1th you i

'Mr. Sprague. Mr. Preyer, the chairman'and‘I'hare metf“hf:"




g
staff that is required, because in my view a big mistake,f
would be made in just thinking that we just drift’alongr

r.%?WhatV Organizing now for something in January7:oIf

',thlnk and here I urge this commlttee /. 1 cannot do every-~

,thlng, you are the congressmen, you are the people experlenced{'

Von.the Hill, not me. I am w1111ng to knock myself out If .
‘you want, I will appear before 435 congressmen ‘one- by one, -

‘and go through the same presentation | so it 1s understood vff'

Hopefully you would feel that that 1s not necessary But s

1f you feel it is, I will do it.

I think it is important that on a nonpolltlcal ba31s

dWthh is really what thlS 1nvest1gatlon is - you cannot y~-1;““

"
3urge that strong enough 7? that really the 1eadersh1p all

around both parties, be brought 1ntolrecognlzlng'what

_~hopefu11y you do, and that it is understood that yes we willﬁ

‘the required approprlatlon ‘
I think the groundwork for that must be done as of
| .

“yeSterday, not tomorrow. I think it has to be worked on now.

o

One of the things that I read rlght now I understand -
: : | Ul B
.did not until I came down here;}that when the new CongreSSx‘J”‘ o

convenes in January 3, there is an interim of time in which . "

.bithlngs have to get going. ' i

Well, I really do think that when we are talklng about ff{nf‘
| ,

\

,:investlgatlng these two assass1natlon§, we-cannot-be in the'

f s ﬁ'aﬁ.ﬁ 41

' ;get thlS kind of backlng and- that; yes we w1ll get what is.fn-”"




~in the posture of getting the kind of staff 11ned up

62"

fpéstﬁie of telling investigators you may have to go out
pto Denver or you may have to go to Toronto, or.may.have~to:
'goisomewhere_ else, that stop, stop the 1nvest1gation cold
_hecanse we need gﬁ%, th;>e weeks, a month, for the reorgani—

zation of the new Congress.

271 do not think that that would even, Just the appearance f

of it I do not think would be appropriate for the Congress .H

What I would urge this committee to do, and I do ot

,know What to do, but 1t is to get involved or take the ih,xi“

: :Steps with the leadershlp sO theY understand that;ought not if;
nfto be so there could be introduced H, R 1, i R 2 perhapslf

AH R. 3 something where there is a contlnuity and We can be kD

s ObVlOUSly we cannot recruit all of the Peoplef?OW».weff*?

:‘h;foah‘only be recruiting a few people. I think itvhasdto hqgii*

fkdone immediately.

: Chalrman Downing I will get with the Speaker to seevi;**'

‘-

hwhat can be done to provide this continuity

It strikes me we have two ways to go in the resolution s

hImmediate action on the request by the committee for money 3%ff"

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, I also have one.other.comment'

- I do not look upon this as a career matter for the staff

th w1ll be nice to work with you and I will apprec1ate it,

’,fbut I have other fields to go to back in Philadelphia

" v_ThlS'lS 1n my opinion ~a one- shot operation Wthh 1s




-b,‘think it came out at the Senate hearings‘thatzgfvh¥d‘.'
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fdifferent than the usual continuous committee. It is to

ido both JObS thoroughly

5?2[ have stated you cannot put a time llmltatlon When I

MSpeak.to‘juries in murder cases, where we are go;ng to lock

fthem up Jjuries like to have some idea how long theyvarebv.h

going to be conflned for the length of this: trlal

k'fﬁ Well- I give them an approx1mat10n saylng, but 1f 1

tsay a/ﬁonth do not at the end of the month Jump up and say;ig‘
iMr Sprague you promlsed us the case would. be over today
;Inﬂthat sense I do not. thlnk there can be a tlme 1rmrtatlohﬁz;j-
‘1I hope that we could flnlSh ‘the job in the Eé% year perlod ‘
5i?of the next Congress. | I do not think- that 1t ought to berpt;l;
7V,on and on and on and on, ~and’ Wlth the klnd of staff € am

:talklng about I hope we can do a dﬂflnlthe JOb

Chalrman Do wning. Mr MCKlnneyV

Mr. McKlnney, Mr. Chairman, I hope you will excuse my:'

II- voice.

.~ I am pretty impressed by your presentatiou;'bINdo:have"'5_

:one problem

Most of us are wearlng about six hats at thlS table .I,iif

7do not want to add to the staff. But I do think that'ourtV-A
“reputatlons are going to vida of this, every person at thlsffj

itable is going to be Eﬂ@h&m looked at as a buck passer }ajf'"””

L ap

;:fallure' amd another'mmﬂﬁtof those sort of wtntewashers [¢rr;;*ﬂ‘




’ athis_instance, and I will say why in a moment .,
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;they are going to be looked at as people who did a»thorough,
i b.definitive job.

et simar s

‘.f%@%@m&@ebmmio@w&n&%@n@@%ﬁ%am#%%mka

?éﬁé I really do feel, without-interrupting your flow,,thabg;bf
‘we are going to have to have as members someone'onfthiSn”fd

\.fcommittee7thatﬁkeeps us from being just innocents.'i%;“““

We are not a jury, we are not sequestered to hear each b

'jstage We are g01ng to have to come in here w1th some klnd i

?of background behind us and some contlnulng knowledge X

i

I do not think we can take your staff and keep pulllng

?them all the time to get the background 1nformat10n Itf}ﬁfffb;

iseems to me the Senate Commlttee trled 1E w1thoutv1nd1v1duai ]
?staff and found out it Just could not be done 1f they d1d i
;not ‘have a continual liaison person w1th your operatlonw .
fbartlcularly on the subcommrttee level y
”{bW1th that I Wlll stop speaklng

jlghairman Downing.' Perhaps that is a goodfsuggeStion;gfr

'~ Mr. Sprague. May I respond, Mr. Chairman and Mr,vd't?‘ﬁl

*McKinney?

' That sounds nice. In my opinion it is not workable in o

" What I hadwthought was desirable here, and agaln on'

,fof'the'reasons for the subcommittee is. that what I 1ntend._“ﬁx

' tokdo 1s to see that on. a weekly bas1s each member of the o
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subcommlttee is fully adv1sed as to what is going on and "

ﬂ:hwe are g01ng to take that: burden, the deputy chief in. Kennedyﬂ

itp Qér;Klng, for that subcommittee, with me, is going to have"

;; gtheﬁrespons1b111ty of getting together and g1v1ng that
r??»;ilnformatlon s |
Fé?; p”;g? I think the obligation ls‘ours to furnlshdlt weekly,ﬁdb\“
7 :

i 'hﬁ;fﬁfas opposed to having a member of eaCh congressman S SCaff ‘.

~standing or sitting by, for this reason:’ Again, 1t 1s a

Il 1ittle different area of operation, as I see itﬂ,hfﬁuh

I had a meeting, for example, going‘over this'natter}j’,_]

|l 'of the film, and the person out in Denver, Lovelady, if in " .~
‘| fact we must be sitting in on these meetings}and~havingﬂoneg3¢i
jtepresentative from each congressman sitting in tofdiecussg‘d"t

‘Il that congressman, it becomes an unworkable operationaxi~”‘“'

- The 1nvest1gatlon phase here, in each case is7notﬂon1y;,7 »

1etbs say somebody in. Denver .1t has to do w1th New Orleans

’;t has to do w1th Houston The only way that a staff member’€'
froﬁveach congressman could then be knowledgeable on hlS ownvt;
vwould be if he was to sit wlth me and the chlef deputy 1n L

llterally every one of the overall operatlonal matters,J ndij,,

?that would mean that we have 12 staff people s1tt1ng in there;ﬂwd
I thlnk it would be unworkable S

" What I would reﬁuest at least is that 1n starttng’outigi
at least you attempt it lnltlally the way 1n whlch I suggestéhb

:where we have that burden and keep each subcommittee fully

DocId: 32266815 Radp:
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2l maybe then we would have to make some change, but I would

_Urgé.that we at least attempt it that way.

JadViséd.on a weekly basis. If that does not seem to do'it;ﬁ

i  ‘6.:6’$;:+(:,7




CANTO
FLWS AT '
12 noon

12

fjs

19

it up in 10 minutes, it would be good.

ool

"E€27§hairman Downing. I would advise the members
é’wevare'trying to close up by 12:30. I don't want.tO,ffl

4?cut it short. We can come back to this.  If we could. wrap

U

 Mr. Stokes?
. Mr. Stokes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
'A.Mr;'Chairman, I may have severai questiohs.;t
Chairman Downing. Take the time.

Mr. Stokes. Thank you very much,

v‘you'for the presentation you have made. I Wouldveoncht;ihhﬁ R
hethe‘analyeis you have made withvreference tOjthe;abédihteiheeé:
;defvprpfessionalism, not only by the staff but'bffthieséOmﬁitte%
;iConsequently I would be one who would certalnly support‘ |
whatever you need, in order to brlng this 1nvestagation,t
‘ithis maseive typelof investigation, the type of staffhthattk'

"°<3'y6u need. This makes me really wonder why yqu‘wantftbzmake 3

5

1|. this type of presentation in executive committee ratherf~"7

than in open committee.

' It would seem to me that such a presentatiohwauld'haveqaf
had value to the public at large, and would perhaps commenceh:
helplng to mold the opinion of the public at 1arge as - to' :

ﬂthe mas51veness of the job, the need or. nece351ty for'-‘;n'

q’m{

?fI would llke &@@S& your comments on that.

=

'5_profess1onallsm,4the kind of stafflng that would be requlred.t_'i

Mr. Sprague, let me join with my colleagues-in'COmmending}z;

8
L -
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gyMr; Sprague. Mr. Chairman and Mr. Stokes, I do think'j
b3 Koy . : .

:that the laying out of what is needed in terms‘of staff-fis
s;aeSirable to present to the public, and as a matter:ofjfact,
Q;that ‘is the reason w1th regard to public press ccafereaces
1taad 1nterviews I have done that. What I thouqht would be.7"
;.ﬁhdesirable would be to raise in a public posture attth;si'A
,apaiﬁt even the questions concerning the guilty-pieaechRaQ
"or the question in terms of a photograph. Iﬁ thé7do§ﬁﬁéatff'
,we have submitted to you, where we. lay out tnreshcld” |
'-éaestlcns of inquiry, I thought maybe there mlght be some
i3questions raised about that, that it would facilitate and‘ ;"

‘be‘de51rable that that kind of detail not be sald pcbllcly;?imi £
tjbecause I do think that in terms of the appearance of reallyb
V'profe551onallsm, that the avoidance of saylngthat‘kaad.cf}-;

'Hithlng publicly is helpfulo_

“Now I did not know how I could be really maklng thefﬂr"

tecresentatlon to the commlttee this morning w1thout at the.?a::
ajgame tlme gettlng into some detall of what was fouad cat”at
.;the threshold - I thought it would be more,meanlngfa;‘totii
:fthe committee to get that kind of detailvas‘meiiitovamaerstahd  -
_athe presentationG‘ If I could have made thevpreseatation_iﬁ;f
ngjusi the aumpers, and I would bevglad to dc_it’againtwithout.e

‘getting into the detail, I quite agree w1th you.:f:

. Chairman Downing. I take part of that respon51b111tY-““"¢

It was a decision I made and looking back‘onslt,'1t.may.have555
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é?h
vbeeh better fo'have it made public but that is somefhihgdthat}l
'jiskup for question now. -
;{'fﬁi Go ahead.
hﬂsahgﬁf”gggggg.. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

::fj;'Mr. bprague,'my next question has to o W1th the degreef,-

esof stafflng that you have done thus far in your recru1t1ng

‘mechan;sm.‘vof course one of my major concerns,‘ln éﬁ area‘fﬂf
”ffa f‘ihpwhieh I am quite sensitive, is that of mlnorlty‘app01n£meht.
'ri reallze this is a skeleton staff that you have put tegether;
{,but I have read the resumes that you have submltteditpiusjh? .
rfand‘I:doAhéﬁevsome very serious concerns with_referehee“tofiijh
,;ﬁereonnel thus far recruited. ?articularly-I-leehﬂatpyeufr57:g
eh s£;ff_fecrﬁiting in the area of attorneys and-inveetigafbre,;ahgl
fyehgeorrect me if I am wrong, but other thah‘Beifofd;Laweeh;”I
1féfé5éﬁy other minorities on that list of 11 thuebfa;.empieyed?

V'Other than Belford Lawson in the 11 that you have employed f-ﬁ

fjhhus far; are there any other minorities?
| Mr. Devine. Are ybu'talking about black mihe;ities;er i g

S /esP 5

'-Republlcan minorityg® -’

! - ‘Mr. Sprague. Are you just asking about aftbfheys,“Mp,i

vétekes? | o '
Mr. Stokes. I ah concerned with attorneyseendlihveetiéf

'}gaﬁors;,the list of 11. I
_Mr.}Sprague. Mr. Lawson is the onlyeblaCh hehhefzeff-"

:those-presentkgemployed. However, that is not tb?say_hehﬁi.ew
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kS ‘VKing and Kennedy &=

is going to be the only black member, and we are interviewing.

others, and I have been in touch with Mr. Fauntroylabout;'
recruiting black members.

¢€7Mr. Stokes. In the case of Belford LaWson,lwhomqu-
= } P L

r“happen to_know and I know he is a very busy laWyer;'probabiy;

Vone»of’the top counsel in the country i?

fiIs thisvthe son?
Mr. Sprague. Yes; this is tne son, Mr. Stokee;{;?éf
Mr. Stokes. He is being employed full timé-tﬁé;.V{ff_
lbf’Mr. Sprague. - Oh, yes. | o

Mr. Stokes. I couldn't see Belford Lawson being emploYEd'

for $20,000.

N Mr;_Sprague.' Full time, as will be the requirenentef_ﬁ.7

14 || for each member.

Mr. Stokes.' Let me ask you this. 1In termsfoffthefgf’f

tselection of those who are going to act in the capac1ty

3gof acting chief counsel or deputy chief counsel 1n both the
mVes '/"gofons,

- were any blacks con51deredwln;yﬂ,V'

. terms of those appointments?

» Mr. Sprague. Yes, they were.
Mr. Stokes. Can you give me some idea‘about‘how many?f

Mr. Sprague. I would say approXimately:fOur»for:tnoeei(t

positions. I am not talking about other'positions where ""
'”they are under consideration. As a matter of fact one of f

'fthe reasons I have held up the filllng of the p051tion of
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f;; deputy chief counsel of the/ﬁegal‘ﬁ1v151on right now 1s‘,v_~:'

ZfI am trying really to get a black attorney for that p051t10n.'

%?buu Stokes. So that I understand you are not saylng

o g
S

f?you have any difficulty or trouble flndlng quallfled legal

"3§talent in the black communlty for these p051t10ns.>

" Mr. Sprague. Mr. Stokes, I have been having'sometdyﬂ’-ifd

ifproblem. I have as a matter of fact contacted numbers of = .
?:people and urged them to submit, and I have-specifieallyvgff

’fgstated black attorneys with criminal experience to me.f{:“

. Now I would be glad to sit down with you andvdisense,fjéf

étebme of the people that were considered here, and}really.fhf*f
:ﬁthe reason why they were not put in the p051t10n of deputy

'.ﬁchlef and I feel pretty confident that in dlscu551ng that

;?ﬁh;t;YOU will concur.
’*<5;i357‘»?fd€ There is in my opinion, and 1 think I have/méééait{qnite
e :iéiéar as a matter of fact invmy discussione;icertéinigpgéaini?A
2f;;;{1;?hthihk with Mr. Faunﬁroyp I want te see the Staffiﬁg:ﬁé;ey;;y
. ‘.’Jéquaily balanced. I wonid not, for example, wahf £° éeé_iui
:;the Klng probe a black investigative probe and the KennedQI'r_

ifwhlte. I want to get people of all races. I want to get B

it on a combined basis.

Mr. Stokes. Neither would I like to see that;‘bnt‘I,f_j

eéwould'like‘to see a concerted effort, of course;fin'balancing-
°‘5}the staff to see that we do get and prov1de an. opportunlty for;*i

'ffsome of the talent that I do know ex1sts, and I would be
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- very happy to work with you on this, in terms of your'*:

andeble /awyerg

and I w1ll be glad to discuss the matter

5:w1th you outside of this hearlng.

‘;gyer. Sprague. May E make one further response, as a

fmatter of fact along that same line. Some of the peopleA

’

'iiln the Chlef deputy spot as you noted from New York they
”;have at my request obtalned the names of some expetiehced -
fib;ack attorneys_and investigators. My problem‘thetejistnotiﬁf;_
‘;biaokiatpall; I really would ;ike to get a more hroad“haseihfs
1fI;§o”not-want to have everYboay from one localitY~ofitheffﬂn
Voophtry.r I would like to have the staff realthtepfésenteiﬁ*o

'avhroad national base.

1}"Mr; Stokes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

:;vfchairman Downing. ‘Thahk you.

':The hour of 12:30 has arrived, so we‘will'reoess,uhtiim_

.iéiifhthat is‘con?eﬁient;_eThese.booklets thatjyoﬁiﬁé;é 151}75
h%frohttof you are fairly sensitive as theybcOntaiﬁiﬁoﬁ'bﬁiQﬂﬁf"
.iﬁﬁ?vmode'of questioninéAand line of questioning.6f”cértéinf;f
;fwithesses, but it also contains the namesxof{the'mithesseSffl}5
'Qsmhich we propose to investigate, and forthatmfeasoh Ipheii¢§éf'
: ilthatIWhen‘you leave todaytthey ought to.be turhedbaog #65jf~

fithepoommittee. If yoo want to see them ihvtheEmeahtime,i{ﬁ;a

:EIEthihk,itﬁis perfectly proper for you to go?ihto thehoommittee’“
5:055 to see them but to let this materiai-out:tovthe.pressz.w‘

;mithghinder,thejinvestigation. If you will bear with me, - .-




' leave it here and somebody will be in the room, Mr. Feeney,

_you will see to that. The room is going to be eléctrbniéaily“

swept while we are at lunch again, and we will come backy '

 fapd3resume the questioning of Mr. Spragué‘and‘gb fofwérd   
Jﬁ';igif with‘th¢ rest of the agenda. s
.ﬁ7g iﬁ. $;fhepress is gqing to come iﬁ and ask he¢§ué§£ibné, J3'
’ i§.it all right if I say that‘the number of 170’wés ﬁ§#£idned;i
"af# é f éharthat we spent all this time explaihing it? | S

]

"ijr. McKinney. I suggest that Mr. Sprague éxplaih $omeH o

f;of the technical reasons for the depth of investiéétion..fjﬁf f
“o'clock.

. to reconvene at 2 p.m., this same daX;F
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' ‘Chairman Downing. The committee will recess until 2 = |,

‘”Hﬁ-’uiﬁhgreupon, at 12:30 p.m., the committee was recessed, . .|
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‘nzgof some: of the allegatlons that would go to the stafflng

75

j, AFTERNOON SEESION E N j
H R ﬁ;4§~p~m~+ﬁ§
{'1s§?§hairmahpgownlgg. The commlttee will come to order.
‘liAre thefe any people in the room that haVe nohlbéenii

identified to the reporter as to their name and staff '

{l position?

‘The committee will come to order.

;At the time of the recess Mr. Stokes had fihished,hisﬂV"

ii@ﬁéSinning of Mr. Sprague. I now recognize Mr;.Thoneﬁgjjﬁ”‘“

" Mr. Thone. No gquestions.

. Chairman Downing. Mr. Fauntroy?

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.,

[v_Mr.vSprague, I simply have one questiohﬁtoxwhichllnh{;i”
“would like for you to react,

1l‘You are aware of the fact that a great;deal'ofHSuspicions_

has been directed at the staff in many 1nvest1gat10ns X:j_-~

i of the Warren Commission, in terms of 1nformatlon leads that-V*

in terms of questions that ‘were ndt,;;ff?

have

rgwere’not followed,

i B been : e
ﬁ;asked that certalnly it would appear should §a<asked, and in* ;

3{somevinstances allegations that materials and evidence thatf]iﬂ

3Wésimade available was not in fact noted.

that you have 1nducated !ﬂiﬂ we must do,

As we prepare ourselves to do the thorough 1nvest1gatlon§.‘“;

I-am’concerned‘also“'&'"
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”f;about staff, and for that reason I was certainly supportive
5;§f the agreement that staff should be hired by you, since

ﬁfyou,were going to be responsiblelfor the investigatibn,'.

‘?kl;eady, hoWever; I have received a number of‘qaestionsfyw.
;aboat at least one staff person, Mr. Robert Ozef;'en §hee}
i};basis of his conduct as federal prosecutor in thefsfaﬁeiak"
gjpf_Michigan, relating to a Supreme Court Judge@ whasgv
?34ecording’to newsbaper accounts that have been made a§aliable 
Vﬁo me, he is accused of having engaged in 1nvestlgat1eﬁ by'

of be

térfdrism, and t-am Spon51ble for somethlng,thatAyou callATW

;gu11t§ by announcement, so much so that HI!Q the Natlonfae

aga21ne hﬂn&'taken note of his conduct ~and numerouS{p~e;j11Q§ &

removed from the position of investigator.
,»971 raise that‘question for two purposes. One is that weff,

certainly want to be careful that wen%bt subject’euréelves:ﬁgfﬁ'"

“ ;;19:

as an investigative committee to unwarranted criticiém for - L
overzealous, and employing tactics that may not

up to the eye of scrutiny and falr plax§)ﬁ!ﬁ=ﬂ!!0 I_ﬁv?

‘ 3l
the questlon because I would wonder what you would

of hav1ng,to assist you in the hiring of a_;arge1fiikf1-7

that we think is necessary, a personnel committee'of“%@fF

s 3l
S




this committee, to assure @M= not only es®® your concerns '

- that you get the very best,

1“responsible for the staff and the team work::

‘Gfpersonnel,‘to keep it on that kind of a level,;

; a-miStake would be made to go back from that.

,;concerned
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and we want that, but'alsof5

~our concern that we not be exposed unduly to both politicalf

. pressures and to possible embarrassment up the line. -

§ZZMr. grague..er. Chairman, Mr. Fanntroy; with”regard'

E?to-the two parts really to that question, I took thisfie75f
;iposition_on being assured that.the determination:AQ?tézwhéhiﬁ»h
ﬁfto‘hire would be made bv me, forbthe reason,that?iﬁ'@ii&iéwhgf'
{inveetigation should not be'tinged with seleetiongonhéef?ff‘i"-“

“political basis, in the sense as an investigator Iiam: oy s

.\It°of course‘}ff;

7Ewould be 1mp0551ble to do a thorough and proper 1nvestlgat1ve a
‘fjob w1th people that have been put on who I do not approve.q?:

1!1 say that preliminarily.

I think that it has come across as a'high?watermark'fvfg~

“at the inception of this coﬁmittee that the committee haS;i;?f

e:been w1111ng to really turn over its own power for'hlrlng

and 1 tnlnk

and I think that the questlon ralsed that people: f

';ought not to be on the staff, however, that 1n‘any way oould
"i?reflect upon not only the integrity of tne_staffhbut'really;gth
f{theﬂcommittee, the integrity of each persondon‘the oonmittee;ia
iiiéia point that I would not quarrel with, ana.W5Uid ha&é'5°£ii

5‘the sllghtest objectlon let s say when there 1s somebody

';l

R - am certalnly. L




e

5ff”1 ~that I think measures the test for putting on the st&ff}?i

C:D‘ _f;l;}é ',if there is let's say avpersonnel committee fhen to sﬁ5ﬁi£u
; fﬂ fé :7that néme for let's say the personnel's committee‘deﬁé#mination

1f“Yés, we concur" as opposed to it being initiateditﬁe other

ffﬁéy éround,vwhich I think would be wrong. vI{wbuidAhé§é;fl
 ‘”;;”6: ;fﬁ6 6bjection along that line, and I thinkﬂthat sfiiiiméé£s‘j 
t*1i;¥5£ﬁe:same high_levél of selection, so that that'is ﬁ§  ﬁ;;jﬂ
“ifffé ;iféépénse to that. | | ‘
::1i9}':” f§?‘With regard to Mr. Ozer in particular,'iet;ﬁéfgag;;héﬁlfif
f:I amiéware and was aware, upon employing‘him,iof:ﬁﬁé  ;;?;f;ﬁ¥:-“%
E;c§ﬁ£r6§ersy that has occurred as a result of7hi$up£6§é§ﬁ£ioﬁfff
'-5ﬁ§£ a justicehof the Supreme Court in Michigén, anaLiﬁ;i;;f T 
@jiobking into it, I ascertained certain facts. '
u: ¥1:Mr, Ozervhas been a'prosecutof inthefDepa#tﬁéétféf‘ffiﬂ
 f&ﬁé?ice for a number of.years; heading strikevfofqgéliﬁjﬁ‘; "’
:.}xPhi;adelphia’and‘Buffalo, before being out in £hé)¥i§£iéénﬁéﬁ; ;
‘5;?éféé;> From the knowledge £hat.I have of him, hé ﬁ$§:§lQéyééﬁ’;_
beén, and I think- it gées without question;_ah‘ex¢éiiéﬁ£if£,  j'
f'iﬁvestigator. 3
“ j_ From some observations of my own, this is:be£o£é iff?¥fQ¥
f;ébming here, I had knoWledge of his prosecuting sbmé ¢agé§,;f?
*:;pdfinlﬁy‘OWn view he is not quite the trial:iéwfef £hé£f;2;iJ'
ifif§§ﬁld like to see. That is not a reflecti;nvéﬁ“ﬁim;?jﬁé §
' ié é qood investigator but he ought to let other¥§é$p1§ ?{i 

'  ‘tryihis*cases.,;That is all I mean as to that= 7

DocIdi32266815 Hage !




'_S;;Héwever, in the situation in Michigan, he uncqvérgd:v
_;evidence against a justice in the Supreme Court in Miéhigah;.'
Eﬁfor which he then tried thatwﬁustice. The jpsticehwéét;g
:iéthitted, but convicted of perjury charges‘érisinérffhmif 
Jhtéstimony before the investigating grand jury. ,Ifhédihégn,

ffadvised that Mr. Ozer had made statements to theVneWth'77-7"

'w<i’media, particularly Newsweek Magazine, which subjeétedfhim ﬁf“'

;;to admonition from the Department of Justice for(havinq;;d

}ihad;been éllegations made that his use of the ihvéstiéhtihéihf
“emgtandbjury had been}in a heavy-handed fashion. T %
h‘I guess I must insert here, having_beeh»a proséqﬁtéf;;
;thathI am verybused_to the concept that when-yhuz%tbcééa.h&th
against dertain individuals who were placed ih'a'féirlyf?h"i
;étrbng position with a political organization,_céuhtéftﬁf,

¢haf§esta§ainst the prosecutér many times are ﬁade;;tA%g;:;ff

ahﬁétterybf fact I think I evéh do a disserVicé‘theré;:hMangIh5
timeéibart of reélly‘what hcéurs in prosecution;‘ittheéa'hétﬁf
;f?eﬂéémeone in a high level in a political orgahiz;tihh; the{hfi
lﬁaefense becomesva counterattack against thenproéec&tét; s§ti'}_
5that for allegations tq'occur'is not something thét;motéé_:;ij
: méiéné way or theiother. h
o What I did do; I sought information from the Departmeht{i;
of Justlce today,‘and they have submitted a letter, whlch I
. hahe, wnlch I wou%d be glad to make avallable, that whlle'i
hvtné Depértmént of‘Justlce thought that ‘Mr. Ozer ought’not-to;;:

B
“-'v;"‘,y', J_ “ :

é;spbken to that magazine. I had also been adviséd thatitheréffﬂ.“f
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" have made his statement to the news media, they did inVestigate
f’his use of the grand jury, and found that there was nof
ufimproper use or nothing high-handed or improper in that. -

5:3f§? In'addition, I have here a letter, which is from  ;‘
'~§District Court in the Eastern District of Michigan;EWhich}ii'
?:I-would be glad to just make a part of the record,‘unlessv‘V
1l you would like to have it read.

;?timé that Mr. Ozer was heading a strike force in Miéhigan;?ﬁFQi
‘figiving rise to the allegations. 1In this letter Judge Guyfiii.
2

71@ipr9cess by which Mr. Ozer did handle that very matter7whiCh"fi

Tfof{ anid he endorses him and backs him up completely. I say -

f;the personnel and the way in which they are viewed g

.|l been aware, even from Judge Guy's letter, that,Mf,'Oiér; iL{“

"‘f;the‘Congress of the United States, and that is‘:gally,a~fiﬂﬂﬂf

Lpuﬁia!3§§§58155“4'w

.80

ijJudge Ralph Guy, Jr., the District Judge ofvtheAghitngStates .

Mr. Guy was the %?ﬁbed %g&@a& attorney at the very - = - =

”felates fully the thoroughness, the total integriﬁy of the }ji

£ Mr,,Guy,'then the Usdbed Spetes attorney, was fuilyfkﬁdwledgeabi

"“that really in response to the question that you have raisedg;_

i,;iﬁoo strongly, to do a thorough job here, the intégri£y bf7f }5 v

fgélllimportant, and I have spoken to Mr. Ozer, because,I_haVe"ﬁ

- ‘sometimes is not the most diplomatic individual in going’f\;f:

“on his investigations, and at this point he is'répresentingt ‘

'{ﬁigh;tone.of‘whatyone must do.

..'I'might say that in addition, and again I éénnot_say this 1-

e
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'had'made.a.statemento
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 Sprague's answer.

g n

'§27suffice to say that from my conversations with him)t o

~and looking into these matters, I was and am satlsfled as to
;hls 1ntegr1ty and ability, and his intent in not d01ng
{fenythlng that would be a disservice to the staff or;th;S'

" committee.

With regard to the statement that he made to the hewsf3}

{\media;,what he said was a statement after the defenseﬂeodnsel”

The defense counsel, afteritheg;i‘ffﬂ’“

‘conviction of the Michigan justice, made the ‘statemént to o
:Ithe>news.media that well, the justice was acquittedtdflthe‘ﬁff
f?sﬁbstantive charges, and it was a technicality, that“heMWas#'i

‘convicted in his perjury charge.

' Mr. Ozer's response, which he then gave,.whigh'hef'?fitjw

‘fﬂf}Q 'fbeihaps‘ought not to have done, but it was inerespehseito7“

f%tﬁattthat Mr. Ozer said "well,

it is not an acquittal. ‘A

Tfjﬁstiée of the Supreme Court has been convicted of a i
]féetjury case,"” and that is part of what led to that‘neWstf“ffl

- comment.

"I feel confident of Mr. Ozer's integrity and;ability-st

T Mr. Fauntroz;

o -

I did not intend to get intdve specificfi”f

%jﬁStification of this particular employee, but to maketthe’j
Tgbéint'ﬂwm perhaps a happy medium between our desireeehsb‘totj
'have someone on staff and on the other hand not nav1ng any» t'

role in at least looklng at staff@ m y)ur formulatlon of

Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied,hith"Mf.}f"f" i




7f‘82'
3fthe propoSal is acceptable to m%j.lgat ig,that we have,aAﬂ
demall committee to which you could refer, because thérefyff

I might be things that the members of the CongressVWOuld’Seé  

: énd;perceive immediately that might not occur_to:ydg{;;"

~ %Qghairman Downing. Thank you, Mr. Fauntroy;f_; f if;'
f‘Mr. Anderson? ‘

' Mr. Anderson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

  'Mr; Sprague, as you have noted this comﬁiftééiﬁiliﬁ;i%‘
3§léunch,én investigation or a probe which is ﬁnpre¢éé§££ed
a :?iﬁ £he historyrof the Congress, and being without}aﬁ§?i¥ ﬂi

. precedents therefore to guide us, it is difficult to make an .

“T;?ésééésmént and evaluation of the sﬁaffing :equifeﬁeﬁfs; éé{faﬁ:
'{éiﬁdiééied in the proposed table of organizatioﬂ!ﬁhat'i§f ;v
':igefore~me. <

» j ;-I am wéndering witﬁ feépect'to the Kennedytéﬁdithé: i;ﬁv'
:;Kiﬁg task force, where apparéhtly abéut 35 percen;?thﬁﬁé:;i
‘ggﬁéréonnel would be’LawyerS and 65 perceht investigéﬁéfs;?iﬁlf'
Agiﬁétjseéms.to be about the ratip,_is there in faq£‘3§mé'.
.“prééedent for that in the manner that the Senate-ﬁééérgéte ?! ;
;,rjéommittee was organized or the Hduse Impeachmen£ C$ﬁmit£éé§i?:3
>ﬂﬁ6Q”didfyou arrive at those ratios? Is theréléomé'ratiéﬁéie?t}
Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chéirmaﬁ, Mr. Andeerﬁ,;i-dg n§£.haVé>
.a fétionale with regard to another committee;7litj;és;justif_
”}**.“Zlecwn thinking process here of about Oné‘laWyég'With eéch   -1.

v{ >§two.tQ three investigators working as a team, and;i;wasf f.]tL3
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trying to figure the number of teams that I thouqht'would;bey_

necessary. The invéstigative talent, the lawyer talent that".

I am talking about here; is not just legal. They aregtol
?fﬁake part in the investigaton aslwell; and from preVious‘
-yworkihg with lawyer-investigator teams, I have tried tofuse_
:faééroximately one lawyer wito t%o to three investigatorsiji"
';ffT§7guu Anderson. Very brlefly, you have already had alﬂ
f?coiidéuy with Mr. Stokes on the question of the efforts wﬂiahf'
:tyéu havevmade with respect to minority hiriog. eﬁéréffilel?f'
lfgeneraily I am wondering, aod not in a great-deal*oépaetaii;fy
’°that wouldn't be necessary, how do you go about recrultlné'
fpersonnel for an a551gnment of this kind? Do they largely
~o0he to you, or do you go to them, and if_so; to whom do
';youAgo?' Do you have recourse to certain professioaalgki

.organizations that put you in touch with pe0ple?f;wfjf_ff7fff‘"

I would just be interested in a very brOad}'éeneralffwf"

a'de3cription of the process.

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, we have had hundfeds'of;”;;'

‘fapplications sent in to; which we are in-the‘procéés¥éftffﬁy“"
;trev1ew1ng. .What I wanted to do and have done; to some;yﬁyt'
-iextent is the people that I thought would be in the senror
tfoositions, I wanted those»to be people that Iehave.goneqffir
‘:out and recruited, who were not just peopie Qﬁorﬁadysgbﬁittédfs
1fabpiications. What I did do here, I havercontaotea 15wyefs,;x}

:I*Haye'contacted judges, I have.contacted,proseoutors around}f°
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A

:fhad had contact, worked with them, and as alresulteef'that,ff}

o84

;fthe country, and asked them, and I put to them, that‘me‘ate 
Athyihg to get a totally dedicated professional staff;hh&
,1é:Would they think about it and submit names to me of peo?ie-
rzéihuthe upper echelon. What I wanted to do, when’ I qot the
;ipeople in the upper echelons, I wanted them to go through
i;these applications that we now have, and cull from them and‘
fieet up interviews then of those peoéle,.but>in the?uéher"”‘

' echelons it was my initiation of inquiries. When I;Wasf§5

“'given names, I then made other inquiries of people that . .

"fthen arranged interviews, and from those inte:Views that]mf;}5
V"gfm*}z ifi:did personally, I culled out those in the upper echelons;i;?
‘ ’“fﬁé?"Now of those people, I have turned over to them at this _ |©

lgfpdiht the applications that have come in, and have~aSked'?v.ff-;’

: them to go over these appllcatlons with me,- after they
:fhave weeded out those that they think ought to be weeded -

h?but, and our thought is to then arrange for 1nterv1ews_w;th e

those people.

 Mr. Anderson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Downing. ﬁMrs; Burke?

you.

|

I also certainly want to commend you, Mr.'Sprague;'onV;jfl

"Mrs. Burke. Thank

?iYour statement to this committee. One question‘hae'beeni T o

‘ fbothering me. You indicated that one of the reasdhsiwefhadf5ﬁ£i?

“to have independent investigators was because those'traditional'f

5 DucId32265315 ﬂage L R




;3{1 agencies thatvwe would draw investigators from would?VA

2 possibly be a source of a great deal of the investigatieh'

3 ~and review.

qlh4yki-ﬂ€22Do you see any problem very specifically’in:theiFBi:h
‘t5tt?conducting the inyestigation of the staff, 1f those staffL,p'”

y"ffg16>}fmembers may ultimately have to review the FBI°' The thlng?;

EI ;':‘that bothers me is the possibility that somethlng mlght
o S.Ibbe in the profile of a potential staff member‘that'wouldff¢3gfi

”ff};;gsﬁ{ﬁét be disclosed, but could be disclosed at some}futurebi;

fﬁfjogyftime if it became necessary to discredit thisicomnittee;;i

'gf;jii_-fbg J’;@r.'Sprague.' To answer your question, yes,:thatfiS'anffﬁf

—

. j2 || area of concern to me. I have I guess two thoughtsﬂin:T_ SRS
‘,CrD_T”f a513:;41response., One is that whether the FBI or any other agency

VLRI | I 4
s |l is asked to do a backgrond check, in fact they can do 1t

'ﬁ;whether we ask for our purposes or not, and 1f in fact theyl"*

'ffdo it, and obtain any information.that they subsequently

'-fffi?' ' want to use for whatever purposes to dlscredlt they are o

-ffree to do it. There is going to be nothlng secretwaboutf*? b*»*'

tﬁfkéijg ‘ Wh0_lS employed on this staff, and there isrfulléreignwforffn“

'vanybody to check their background, so that the problem of
’-JvanyOne'releasing information, that is 901ng to be whether-_rf}“'
‘_,3We utilize them to do a background for us or notef.lk,-»ﬂf'
h : ) ] . « "k‘”V R T
Second &, I have considered whether we ought to ask thebv-
’QDefense Intelllgence Agency to do a background check in lleujf, o

,3of the: FBI, but I really thought that there 1s no reason totff;
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avoid it. Thé background check is not for the pﬁrpbég §f 
that agency then determining for us whether we Willf;¢Ceét

v»of reject thaﬁ employee. It is information. I am‘éll for
f;letting‘the FBI get all of the information'tﬁatiﬁﬁé?¥é;h;'
.jfﬁfﬁing it over Eo us, for us td have it for éValﬁéggﬁgff.nA
.{whether we want that pe?son, not asking ﬁhem'to désit;j ££j
fidcesp;t achieve anything because they can do:ahytging;f&ﬁi
_'ﬁot avaii ourselves of_thata It doesn't bother.ﬁe: }i“ao‘ﬂ  ﬂ
f;not $ee that that is going to ihterfere in phe l¢a;£;faﬁd\?fi:
F y6uf‘concept'that maybé they have developed stéthiﬁétiﬁ};;fﬂff'f
' f5éékgt§und check that they are not going to'fufn 6Véf;'f;;:
f;énd‘tb use it atlsome'time, if that was‘to‘ﬁé, t#aﬁrééﬁ bé L 

:faoné*ahYWay in any event, so it seems to me>thatfif that . ..°

fﬁsfthe reason for avoiding having the FBI do'évbackgrduhd-a ]i

ficheck,‘it really doesn't hold water. cy Pl

‘fifﬁ%?l guess I also have this feeling in my mind Withff}‘ >f7
fffegard to it, and the reason that I do not sayIIEt‘énothef*f"

‘agency do it. I said earlier the goal is to do a thorough,

- definitive job. I do not want to be in a positi6n,gand : AL

'rSuggest the committee ought not to wantvto_be, £hat

AJfWéste'the time of this committee or the_staff wi£h'a'pﬁb1ic;ﬁ;f
" debate how _come this committee and its staff did not allow

‘its personnel to be subject to an FBI check.  It;is:a5wastefo
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of attack can subsequently occur. I don't even want to - .. [

-fofjénergy_to-get into, and With_afbroad-bodY'of the'publi¢‘ 7if f}




gjbéing used in a political context, and I personally am

| 17ohecked, and who will not leak a lot of tnlngs to the';in'

i 87

it doesn't mean that much but they are going to think'thato

l»that‘is of some significance. Why avoid it? I seé;noﬂfx
reason to do that, and so my feeling is yes, let's have .

ifthat check.

ij%?Mrs. Burke. That answers my question. I‘sﬁppoSe;;; h

.~ one of the reasons some of us were very conoerned abouti*

‘??particular members of the staff is the p0551b111ty of 1ts

t'ﬁ¥Very concernéd that we do have staff people who have been o

‘.press or to agencies.

"*t As I see it, our credibility is going to depénd upen -

hﬁthé,level of the staff, and also the securlty of the Staff

'?; Mf. Sprague. I couldn’t agree with you more,vand thls

Efgétéinto the area of staffing.. You know people ask hQW]h»}”
doﬁyou make judgments? Well, it‘is difficult :ohdiifésouré 3Q
jithls commlttee that I feel very deeply the burden’ that 1s‘f'

ifon my shoulders in terms of not lettlng you down;»not“lett;hgﬁi<u

'*,;;}eally the public down.

I do feel it. I feel this. obligation to do a thorough ”(h

;fjob; and that includes a staff that isn't 901ng to let any
ﬁfof us down, and 1t is looking into their background.vo'

j?It_lS evaluatlng them, sizing them up.

v*  I hope I end up being right in that task.

. Mrs. Burke. Just one further question. -




e
9? Is it still our pesture that all staff peepie-thagf;;e‘f‘
hired will be on a temporary basis, or are we now seyi;%'l.
that all staff people from this point forward are éetmaﬁent
people° N
%?Chalrman Downlng There has been no-decieion; but I

k \

just assumed that they would be permanent unless they dldn t

'jtprove to be qualified or for some reason had to~be&dismis$ed.'

Mrs. Burke. I see.
151 Thank you very much.

Chairman Downing. Mr. Dodd?

R

IR

. Mr. Dodd. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Sprague, I also join my colleagues' in ceﬁmendingftf,f_

.you' for your statement this morning, for your putlininéiof;ﬂt@f'ﬂ

|l how you envision the role of this committee and the problems. .

- ‘|l - you are going to have in tackling,these two aSSeESinationq:i;f

‘€ne Investigations of) eems I have a couple of questions =

‘" that have been raised at least in part, put T wagnﬁtffea;ly:ffg

. satisfied with the response.

‘kt.t.- One was raised by Mr. McKinney regardlng our 1nd1v1dual
T 6%21e.h$w:&9 gyt

. staff people that we have as gembersh I am.sure. you are. aware‘
 that all of us on this committee serve on at least;one Qr;ff’5
~ two other committees in addition to our obligationeeiﬁf g

our district and so forth. Aside from the finaneialte*th
 problems, what will be the relationship as youvséeiit,between:;

f%our'individual staff people and the committee‘staff?i::}t'

DoeTd: 32266815
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f2 9 5 .gi{gr. Sprague. I think I ought to make clear theirolé,that

=

. U2 1 I see of the committee itself and the subcommittees,-because

. it may help really explain the way in which the in&esﬁigation

¥%br§ceeds. I do not see the committee dr sﬁbcomﬁittéééwgﬁst'
;ﬁsittiﬁg and being given transétipt after ttansériét‘ﬁo’réad,
fosi iJrv:ii’nlitnes_ses just being brought forth here to feéﬁifj;iiiﬁeféf  
.5i§‘éc1ﬁg to be a need here for members of'fﬁe”éamﬁiﬁééé,f;ii
.&iﬁzé'{;tWolmémbers at a time from each of the Sﬁbcomﬁitfeegiftoi,

“ have to go, for example, to Dallas, to have to go to wherever - |-

.;@g;ﬁ,o for purposes of at times taking testimony;’wheh;ﬁitnesseé;ff%i
éqare'not otherwise taking testimony.

Tt _ gi“ié  There is going to be more of an investigative»role;f:ff} ::ﬁ

. by the committee and the members of the cdmmitteé themselveé}f:

in all parts of the country.

““. “That is not going to of necessity mean avcommittee 5 :5 ‘*

“ having a staff member just read things. The‘onlyaway'thaﬁ;if;y

can operate, for this committee to be successful as I - .~
f;?;é thision it, you are part of the investigative-téam>feaily,;9‘
1fﬁié~ ahd we have to deal with you on a direct one by one basis, TR

and we can't deal through intermediaries.

. Mr. Dodd. There are obviously going to be bgééSion51when-
| -;/,.TS»' o : 4

material is coming in where each one of us a®® going to - -

"7jf72;t want to designate our own staff member to be responsible for -

;fhis legiSlative area, and there are going to{bé numer¢us ﬂ£

occasions that will arise where because of our other " . .

LpoeId:3s266815 H




»2,90y‘
‘fTobligations’we will want that staff person to bein;oontaot
ﬂ‘with the committee, to determine exaotly what is goiné;on,
Ewhat is coming in and so forth as a conduit. 2
.5;”9? Mr. Sgrague.v Fine. I would be happy for any andrv1dual
‘&that any member of this committee de51gnated 1netead;o£:;-

';fdeaiing directly with us, if you want someone else'in'touch'h'

7 I with us to be the intermediary, fine, as long as it is someone’

‘ffthat you have designated. That is no problem'Whatsoever.f}f

3 Chairman Downing. Let me intercede a minﬁte;? I thlnk

{?you have got a good point, but it ought to be 11m1ted to one ;?

‘ :fiperson. He ought to be known to the commlttee.euw*fVﬁfu

Mr. Dodd. You are anticipating my next-queStiOn;‘Mri;-:

:Chairman.‘

'ihChairman Downing. Go ahead.
Mr. Dodd;‘;You then run into the potential'brohiemag?i”

f;tnat'Mrs,'Burke has raised and that is ofhconrae”hy?:*ﬁ?i’

;;de51gnat1ng someone on our own staff you have éﬂti12 i

'}iaddltlonal people who may not have had checks)done on thenﬁbff;umz

i'asd‘ybu increase or open up the possibility of leaks an§ |

; and I &= wonderﬁmg what you are thlnklng about lnfﬂﬁi

erms of that relatlonshlp, more than just what the dally 4

0 ’:”ff?;tasks will be@ —

- Mr. SPrague. Ivguess my response to»that”won;d be;“'r”n
chat_the information that we would be conveying to the

intermediary would be information that in'my opinion,fifﬁ,géff”‘N




LI
that person had not been himself cleared,.it was proéertte:n'
'.let's say clear and something ef a more sensitive QAﬁggéF
'ioccurred, I.would want to take it up directly withjﬁeﬁﬁers
¢ief the committee, unless you arranged that thattiﬁteraediaryg
ﬂiwas‘himself cleared. o

'¢§Z7It would have to be an area of a‘certain‘balanCihgjf;

5fof,what it is we are talking about.

—

,ghairman Downing. The gentleman or any member:ofgt@éflfﬁr'

. committee for that matter could designate a name now’orﬁi”’“ Sl

~whenever he can, and we could have that man or woman cleared.. |:

Mr. McKinney. Mr. Chairman, could I interject?fr,;fﬁ”
B My whole reason for questioning was that I am belng

;fperfectly selfish. I see.one staff member on my staff

jfﬂ-'}spenc’t:l.ng all his time with me, staylng on top of thl%j.ﬁﬂ&

"d%ulte frankly representlng Falrfleld County, Conafst&@u%

FNSwWey
SiEket over 700 letters a week w1th the staff

I can't

'ufthat I have.ﬁow. I guess it is belng selflsh wﬁh money.»'

; ” T T
_I don t know whether Chris was almlnghthat dlrectlon.' I

)Vdon't know if we should de31gnate one person »1m’-

Farthermore,

' fotake the ‘whole blt@buisn@@mbe@mmesda I don't" know how I am

e preséent 5
¥'901ng.to take one person out of éﬁé aff m@ﬂa

- Mr. Dodd. 1If the gentleman will yleld back I wasn t

:ftalklng about the flnznc1al problem° We are talklng

' fpotentlally of 170 staff people to this commlttee.- We add

’“'; 1n effect 12 more staff people in terms of the request of
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the House Administration Committee. We then are,goihg'tof;7 :

~ jeopardize the effectiveness of the committee staffeﬁﬁf'ﬁw"

-as ‘being one of your real concerns.

e from a financial standpoint. I understood)that];

You may want to

"Qrespond to that.

: etfﬁiyr. Sprague. Could I say this, because there ﬁay'be;ﬁ.h:

 some area of confusion here with regard to,whatfdetailodo”{f.f

. you want to have information.
" here,

f*in that investigation, for example,

hdld not need to know the specific questlons asked of each

”:fECOal miner and the specific responses.

ginterviewing'coal miners for a certain purpose.f

Let me give as an example

if I may use the Yablonski murders, at,one“point¢g5
I had peoplevin-Kehtucky;ﬁ

Well I

The summary that I

'v'ejneeded to know, just to let me know, are they proceedlng on fv

?fthls thing, are they asking the questions about certain flih

ifunding, and what is developing took Egge-minutes‘of myfffffff

" time to learn things of that nature.

'3H_Now if this committee wants to know every little point,ff

“then you are going to be having your time and YOurx7'

~:ihtermediary's time just taken up on detail thatﬂiethihk’is:lo

.:éoing‘to be a waste of your time.

f'I mlght ask Mr. 5prague

eMr. Dodd. So I don't drag this out ahy lo.ngeir;'b,y\T

e, give ok

Gi some thought & to the/ghalrman s suggestlon that !B we

@5 de51gnate SOmeonqgushould 1t be . someone who Wlll be w1th'”l
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bjto have with him through our Offlce.awéa;ﬁm@:“.%i
xi};thisvis something we are all-going to do.

”fI would like to know how we deal with that,

”:ﬁrii " me repeat that hopefully this is g01ng to be a team effort

,_if§h1é>'fand I know for my part the 1mportance of the task ;
Ethis whole subject,

gﬁof Columbla Committee.

'itrouble.

93

~ this all the way through?%at relatlonshlprant :

7

I thlnkf

it would be helpful to us to have some clear idea,;beCause,

I guaranteeiﬂy

ffwe are all g01ng to have a- staff person a551gned to thls."”

so that we?donftvf

Efinfringe upon your efforts or the committee‘sVefforts;"and7f'“'
:ﬁat the same time we will be kept fully abreast of_what iszkdiau

;;going on.

‘/ Mr. Sgrague. Fine. I shall do so, though agaln let

I really

*\,ido intend to see that each member here 1s kept adv1sed and
::matters are discussed w1th them, and frankly to the extent
Tfthat it can be done without going through 1ntermed1ar1es,fﬁ?'

' g‘fLI prefer to try to do it.

 Mr. McKinney. If I could interrupt without killing ~ = .

I would agree with you. Iiwould wantanff

_fto be at every meeting, but the mere fact of the matter 1s

Tam . ool

,?that g@wm&ﬁe trying to be ranklng member of the Dlstrlcti“ff~f

o

. I just picked up the Washlngton Post

',“today and saw that one of my agen01es 1s 1n terrlble'“-

All hell is going to break loose. ‘We need somethlng'

hd} 't

5?reall¥>1f you understand the way we llvqg wﬁa@h is tough

foll

'}to understand because I stlll don'tqugderstand 1t after zﬁ 7h;t,;




1
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ey we ”Q&CI Tty Vet
Jyearsgﬂsomeone who sits next to us who says " Hey, boss,‘flu

.fremember," becasue we are g01ng to be a team, and we are
v4g01ng to put our final stamp on your dec151on, and I knowhf
;;Whatjwe are going to do. We are going to run to.greet the -

'fAmerican Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, from'éommittee¢

’-f{meeting to committee meeting, we are going to‘go‘to.yeﬁtf7yf

‘.f gtiefings and we need one guy like Hank: "If ypularebgoingf;i

~"ff'_t_‘o let me forget one thing on this committee, we,are‘dead;a;&ﬁ

" we need you." '

e | o re.plmemwi"
S?‘I think this is what we need, not naﬁau T
Sameone '

&:A.J,A =

';?asﬂto remind us that we are not meetlng with the Amerlcan

‘!Leglon and the Boy Scouts. We are talking about-the_;f?ﬂf7

| assassination of Martin Luther King. We wantvsdmeone:who o

~t'{skeeps track of it. 1It is a stupld way to live but that 1s ff;{'*

S cover
the way it is. We g® to many areas.

d .e,g,'e Ak a@eﬂ:ﬂs | 3

 Chairman Downing. Counsel will take this_uhdér_éonsi—ff‘

..deration.

~ Mr. Sprague. One last thought on that 1f I may. .When5:(5

':jyou say attendlng these meetlngs, I really thlnk our obllgatlon-

’l;s to keep you advised w1thout even meetings. I thlnk we
AhaVe an obligation to keep you advised on an_independentuvif

jibasiso We have to make it our business to get to you, not .

|l with the formality of a wmeeting. That to me'is,part‘of:ljfffg

- our function here.

I
=
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Dodd. Mr. Chairman, if I may indulge, Mr. Sprague,a'

»{Qone other small question and then I will stop. I thlnk 1t

5;is important. It has to do with the media and the-press.:
;Ivmight point out that in the last week or so I‘calledﬂ

{?Mr, Sprague prior to a radio 1nterv1ew, to talk w1th hlm

étabout what I should be talklng about and what I shouldn t

‘J:be talklng about. I got a letter today from someone;else,~fir

iiwhat has some hidden information allegedly; ahd I am.suret

itall of us are going to be inundated with thls klnd of thlngﬂgi”

"j?and I would like to see some of elther unwrltten rule,If”ffoﬂfb,'

;'gentleman s agreement or somethlng, wherein those of us

'j:on the commlttee don't want to unw1tt1ngly be the,cause:of:'”7

thlS team effort suffering-as a result of a medla play, not ‘?‘

:;ln an effort to in any way sabotage the commlttee s work

:;ibut we may be the source of information that shouldn't

“{jbe_made public,

[ ¢ think you understand what I am talking;about,..I‘ame

4 sure all the members do on the committee, and I‘wondef'if'»‘

i you mlght be a little more clear as to how we should handle ff‘

e

Fﬂ';@that. What should be done, so that we don't sabotage thlS

© Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, responding tofthefquestion;*'A

-’,éwthat it would be agreed that it is only the/ﬂhalrman and

Ifthe~p:ess,a;de.to whom inquiries from the pressvshould?come,ft

tfit is really repeating what I said before, that T would hope:<o




TR {,;&;}sié
} C::>w,’5";if;:i3
‘._v;34 

f};{s-

‘fi;}s

18

L9, 7 ¢

who would speak on behalf of the committee and the steff;ﬁ

~or of course anyone that the/ﬁhairman would designate to§f

,;make any speech.

7rAs the 1nvestlgatlon proceeds, even with the 1nqu1r1es

efby the press out there when we recessed for lunch,

,;reelly.would like to see as a(policy that there)notibeiehy5‘
f%aiscussion even by the;ghairman or anyene with'regehd:te?fi
:iwhet-the evidence is as we are'proceeding. I thihk'ﬁhahfiffu
mlthaf is just the wrong thing to do. | | |
- - The scope of what I think is desirable et theﬁmoment‘n;ii,.r

';whlch I would hope that the ?halrman would perhaps concur

~.is proceeding, but I think there is a need to let}theff;f* ey

‘lhﬂthisbcommittee, as to that kind of educational piocesseto:;'
’ygthe public, so they understand‘thet.that isbreaily‘hoﬁaa£ ‘
lﬁbig figure. | b

Now that has nothing to do with what we are_geihémté':,e

“look into, for example, on the questionsvasked,iare'wefﬁ‘g"h

- follow through on whether it went to the Warren'Cdmmissioh,h

fwhat the CIA allegedly did.

I do not think there should be any responses of that

\',‘»-

qfnature. ~That is what we are 1nvest1gat1ng..
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~ in, I thlnk there is a matter of publlc educatlon 1nvolved Fae

e

v;right now, having nothing to do with where the'lhvestlgatlonf7

1| public know, if my figure of 170 is a figure ‘accepted byh?:hff

“fgoing'to examine this alleged report by J.vEdgar.Heever,‘ahdef’




ffthihgs ought not to be.

S?Ikmrhopefully from time to time when things'areg;j'

Qldetermined on some definitve basis, then thé commitééék f 
;thevﬂhairman, might decide to have a public heériné,;aﬁafi'
;;éresent some testimony, but beyond doing it in tnatiméﬁher,
1?and‘beyond just an educational process for thé pgbilcvés';;:
1ftouwhat the financial needs are and the size‘of the"éféff
i{I thlnk it detracts from the dignity of this 1nvest1éat10n‘ ‘“

;to be saying "No, we do not know of the FBI memo" V;A"We

ﬁ?are'going to go into this or that CIA file." I think“those;kki

. Mr. Dodd. I thank you, Mr. Sprague. -

Mr. Chairman, I thank you for allowing me to ask that e

. second question.

Chairman Downing. You are welcome.

. f_Mr. Ford?

" Mr. Ford. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. . .

‘I have two questions of Mr. Sprague.

_ﬁif it is possible since we are talking about approx1matelyff”
',k;170 staff people, each member of this committee; isiitfﬁﬁf
;possible that one member of the staff could be éSsiénéd'tom'

“each member of the committee?

 Mr. Sprague. In my opinion that is 1mp0551b1e really,Jf

ifone reason belng I am not misstating it when T say that

{fmy 170 flgure 1s a bare bone flgure. Evenvto‘come_down*,j”

bocrasstessts vad) 76,

~ .One as Mr. Dodd mentloned earller, I would llke to know 3,
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- from that 170 by 12, is putting it in a most diffidult:i']:,
n’ - . gt . & . -

; situation, but, second%@, in terms of the staff,.this,is*y'
jﬁé staff that is doing an investigative job for you, fdr;thev
?ﬁphblic. I can't run an investigation where 12 people”on that

;fstgff'are just sitting in on every meeting that.Weiaref}V 5,

?;iﬁaving, determining, when I get a report from somébodyxtdday;

1 that something is occurring in Dallas, and I want:tS_Sit?f;, o
with"my top people to review that‘aﬁd find out what.isltqf
be done. Ought I to be calling 12 aides of 12,C0ngfeésmenfbf

“to sit in, before I then review that and decide what to" 7

};db,‘and then when I get that underway, I am'getting‘éﬁ&}°

“report over on the King matter? Do I do that?,[lt'is”an;:*;“

?iﬁnworkable thing to do it that way.

_?2;Wh§t is workable, and I répeat again, is’thé};ﬁligagiégi?p

_ontmejto keep this entire[asﬁmittee advised és.to Qhé?;isi;gif
ggéing on. I repeaflwhat I said earlier. .Tryiitigfﬂﬁay;giifii“i
;f_it doesn't work, fine. Then we will do‘itiéoﬁéééﬁher.way,ii

. Ford. One

-

. Mr other question.

I missed the discussion, but how will you divide”theftfjf‘

staff with regards to the King-Kennedy maﬁter,‘o:'will‘yqﬁff7 -

divide the staff at all?
f.Mr. sprague. There is an organizationalgéhartvin“thef’

© back of that book that I have there, and in'brief;itzis"iii

‘“-ids attbgqg;s and 25 invéstigators on each. R
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, j"x27£hﬂ Ford. I see the chart on the back now. i

o Chairman Downing. That;was gone into this morﬁiﬁg;tﬁr; ;'

:Ford. But if you have any specific qﬁestions,feel fféé?f;:

:éé ahead° i

| h, Mr. Ford. I yield back the balance of my time, fQ“'“
'-ﬁ”Chairman Downing.  Thank you véry much,,Mr; Sﬁrggééffﬁ

| “You have been very pétient and I think you have ekplainéd in-:~

M:idepth your feelings about how this investigation should be :

il*f;gf conducted.

Now Mr. Sprague is asking, and I.think‘hé ié‘éh{iti;d?ﬁé;'
: wHéther we accept his concept of how the cdﬁmiéféé §h6ﬁid:BéV“ 
VFSﬁaffed,*and I would entertain a motion noﬁ;frpm?samésﬁé??;¥ ¢;
.igpéépting’the concept or discussion or 'whétgvgfLY§ﬁ1%aﬁEiE .1k‘”

':;QAMi.vGonzalez. Mr. Chairman, I would likéitéZQEQéitha# ﬁﬁé
féémmittee, in affirming its earlier approbatioﬁ of‘anuspfééﬁei
'iggifhe general counsel and chief of staff,Afurﬁhéflﬁﬁaffifif

”affirmation by accepting his organizational chart and‘}af1 

'vpresentation as to the staff organizational'matters i; accordQ

4

V éhce with his recommendations.,
Chairman Downing. Thank you.
‘Do I hear a second?
'iSecond?

Mr. McKinney. Second.

~ Chairman Downing. All those in faVbr? ,
" Hrs. ' t

. ¥m Burke. Mr. Chdirman, I would just like to ask ome ' '

s o




: iqueetion. How does this organization anticipatehwepwon}div
zﬁroceed7 i
R"vQ?Would we be holding hear”ings ln.the subcommlttees and
hthls information brought before individual subcommlttees and?
ethenr at the end, the full committee would meet or"coulduwe‘j
have a bit of clarification? Lart o

1 thlnk the organization seems excellent except I am not

»;Qnre I understand how we plan to proceed.

Th;_ghalrman D wning. All right.

;Mr. Sprague I turn that one over to you ' Ivhavé an .

answer but I think he can tell you more succ1nct1y

‘h& Mr. Sprague. '~ Mr. Chairman, as I see 1t w1th each of

9 fﬁhevtwo subcommittees, the investigation whichuls.under:waygmhh-h

- Jcontinﬁes in greater measure. Of course, I'must say:there;‘;kﬁr

cannot be much lnvestlgatlve effort with the 11m1tatlons 1n
*Staff that'we have now. It would really only be at the

flrst of the year.

It,ls, as the 1nvest1gatlon proceeds we would b;'adv;;lng”
- | weach of the subcommittees as to exactly wha-gﬁz are d01ng.£Jya
hw1th people out in the field and dlscu351ng w1th that e
hsubcommlttee whether or not at thls Juncture there is any
problem occurring where we need to use the.suprena power of
‘that‘subcommlttee and bring people before the subcommltteel.n
‘for purposes of obtalnlng thelr testimony and‘ 1n addltlon

dlscu551ng whether or not we have developed certaln materlal




1subcomm1ttee constantly up on what is going on.

people belng hauled in to testlfy

it

fh‘feven'though we have developed it out in the field and wehgot_’
it willingly and there was no use to the subpgena power, .-
{|. but where, as a result of what we have developed, we ought

1to have a committee hearing to get that fully on thelreeordﬁ

*

. and under oath in front of that subcommltteeSkeeplng 1n mlnd*-

that at some p01nt there would also be a decision whether

‘ 1t ought to be a public hearing. But that is why I say, .d}fi

repeat what I said earller the function is to keep the

ﬁlt is not just a matter of a subcomm1ttee s:.ttlng and ‘

.Does that answer your question?

‘wifh bﬁi Burke. Yes.
BN ===

As you see it, then, as the subcommittee is informed g

1t is in a private, not a publlc meetlng, as we go through?

':; Mr. Sprague. Yes, with a determination then made taklng

lrt{up with the chalrman really, of the entire commlttee

“I guess whether or not certain information whrch‘has beenh;3
obtalned ought now to be put forth on the record publlcly

» Let me 1llustrate again what I mean here.': Maybe thlsifgi N

‘ would help explaln at least my view of it.

T related earller about the 1nformatlon about thls:;o:'%

Lovelady It would not be'appropriate just to;oonvene,a‘fs,{,“

-hearlng of a subcommittee in the Kennedy assassination just. . -

‘ ftoueubREEna Lovelady from Denver and have him testify;; The?hf;
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 first step is to go out there and interview him and find out:

~what does he know? What does he say about this other photo#

'3 || graph?

j;ﬁ;ﬁVrmw we have gotten that information. But that doestnot
f_fhegate what ‘is in the original Associated Press:photo;;hWe
K-__ought.not to be just wasting;ourptime and this getsubach:to.p.
'ﬁhow'busy the committee members are in other things.. &

) We now have to examine this original AP.photo get 1t
fblown up,get it looked at, find out wha''t is there . It may

'turn out that that in fact is still a plcture of Lovelady

j:That ends that area and we will make a report of:that to thepfi

Subcommittee, but there is no need to have taken'the*timetup.ﬁ;;.;

ﬁih;thekhearing,
| Let's take the converee of that. Let's’suPpoee ias-ﬁé:f;i
.:tproceed here and then make that blow-up of the AP~ photo tﬂ'f,
V:turns out, absolutely, that the person in the photograph Justhf
';haslno beard whatsoever ‘that he is wearing a dlfferent
:hshirt'than what Lovelady is wearlng mlnutes'later“on a photoipp
: that is established; at that point I thlnk that the\subcom-vij}
mittee mlght well want to consider, with that klnd of X

ﬂ7?g1nformat10n, brlnglng Lovelady in, brlnglng 1nrthe*expertehi~t

'"”.}and the‘blow-up of the photographs, and havihgha‘hearihg, ffh*

4 eUpon getting that on the record, they then mightfdetermiﬁe?x -

?thls is of sufficient 1nterest in the publlc areaa;.lt doeSf5

'M'.' not 1nterfere w1th the ongoing 1nvest1gat10n there mlght ffj*&

PR




- then be an obligation to present that at a public hearingghfﬂfa
‘rgy'ﬁhat'is my view as to the way in which these matteraff

would proceed

'"eier Burke. I see.

;Chalrman Downing. Do yoo‘understand?

=

l”:f}lﬁa: Burke. Thank you very much.
‘Chairman Downing. Thank you.
‘iT‘Thank you, Mr,'Sprague.

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, before you proeeed;‘mayeflijj_f~

'j;I‘request, however, because I'could not help'notioeethat»it;Tf;
iﬁasbstated that some material had coﬁe in;'asvlisai&weariier;i;
?{ghe‘document unit is an importanttunit in this;ihéeatigatiohﬁ;gv‘f
h;‘é#d,l»would réquest Mr. Chairmah that:eachvﬁeﬁberpof'theiriéj
; ;ooﬁﬁittee if they should get any 1nformat10n or any materralsr
?sent in to them, that they forward that or a copy of it to mei:
;because then that w1ll go into our document un1t for that‘

| croes‘reference thlng Ovahlch I have spoken.

ab.ﬂ.;Chalrman ~Downing. | That is a good suggestlon Mr:_Sprague
iI hope the commlttee members will do that |

":'_Mr. Dev1ne, Mr. Chairman?

" Chairman Downing. Yes, Mr. Devine.
Mr. Devine. In order that we proceed ihhorder:ah&_?;;;f
5§r§§er1y, I notice in the‘minutes of our ﬁeetiﬁgioﬁfsépéémbériz
29 it was agreed that the chairman be glven the authorlty to eQ

'employ a person or persons to head the overall admlnlstratlon vvvvv o




‘:Qon"that{ if you will.

SAppE e |

and/or legal investigative staffs of the committeesfso?long;gal

‘as the actual title of a permanent position not befgiven;h"“

) and that the word ”actlng be used in whatever title\isxl

fselected

»:~47Now in response to a question raised -down there 1t saySP‘“

jany such employment could be made permanent only upon conflr—,f

"matlon by the committee at its next meetlng. I am- merely f'

'gralslng the questlon whether ‘formal action 1s nece531tated N

}by these minutes today as it relates to people that Mr
;Sprague mentioned.

Chalrman Downing. We have already taken'formal*actiontif‘f

fon Mr Sprague,

‘T_Mr. Devine. Individually,. yes.

I am wonderlng about the other persons whose resumes

iihave been submltted or do we want to reserve on that untll

,ffa"later meeting?

4'“Chairman Downing Let's reserve on that.

It was my thought that should be llmlted to chlef

?boﬁnsel and/or staff dlrector, top-flight posrtlons, we wouldfi

;ﬁot have to do it right down to clerical help,stet s reseryei‘

-g:Mr.vThone. You did not vote formally

Chairman DQWﬂlng; The motion made by Mr. Gonzalez and“iﬁ'{

;it:has‘been seconded, that we accept the presentationTasf

= lofﬁgredﬁby thehchief_eoﬂnsel; all in favor signifj h&lsayingl_




4 kWhere he could view the entire sceme. I believe“heTWasif.'

‘event th1s is one of the few films of the entlre event

aye} opposed, no.

Q?The ayes have it. Thank you.

Now the next item on the agenda is the show1ng of the

Zapruder film. A llttle background on this f11m

i { Mr Zapruder was a dress manufacturer located in. Dallas n

;Texas The mornlng that President Kennedy was to v1s1tfjif_hf3,'
’ fDallas and take this route, Mr. Zapruder and histseeretaryffff
éWent by and picked up his 8 millimeter Brownie moVieieameraf;]f

|| and was fortunate enough to get a position of prominence,

iStandlng on a pedestal supported by his secretary In anY ;:fikﬁ#

. Now there were many cameras around that:day, but appar-;?evjﬁ
iently when the shootlng stopped they very w1se1y fell to theé*
;ground or for other reasons dld not keep a contlnuous fllmlng:;
.;of the event. Thls film has qulte a hlstory - Mr, Zapruder::
?sold it to Time-Life, who kept it %gg or s;gzn years and |
%Subsequently,_for reasons of their own sold it back to

”LljiMr Zapruder s son for the sum of $1.

"ga‘It has been shown in television, I think;gand ﬁaybe'spmeﬁt

||-of you have already seen_it, but it is, I believeiiafStartingﬂigib
f';polnt which everybody muSt see and make theirgOWHSJUdgmeﬂtfl
;as to what they do see.

Rk?f'The film w1ll be shown by Mr. Robert Groden iido"ﬂ?fﬁ

/

Jnot see him in the room.
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Cantor'flsfjsi-}to thank you, Mr. Groden for a very good presentatlon

4:00 g
(cont.of
Eilm)
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1s Cantor .
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“and slides and single shots taken at that time.

TR

gljlr Sprague. May we send for him?

Chairman Downing. Mr. Groden is known as a'filmhexpert,

“an expert in photography. In addition, he has been eu~"

fstudent of this matter for the last ehééen to eygz&e years

jSo 1f Mr. Groden and his assistant will come in, we w1ll

1‘?d1m the lights and see the film.

. We also ask Mr. Groden to narrate as he goes along what %

we are seeing.

~ Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, one correction. It is more ~— -|*

.{fhan\the Zapruder film. He has put together a:numher of fiimgﬁfhf

‘Chairman Downing. Thank you.
£§ film was shownsj

"H”Chairman Downing. On behalf of the commlttee we want

5 _;,Mr, Groden. Thank you.

' Mr. Gonzalez. There is one questlon I have.

The policeman who had drawn his gun and ended up on ’igf

' ftép, was he ever identified in the testimony?

' Mr. Groden. Yes, sir, he testified to the Watfenf@"”

369mmission;‘ I am unclear as to his name. It may'hane”beenizh
EEBaker_or Smith, but I am unclear as to which one it was.
ﬁI do_not know. His testimonylis'in the volumes df~thegWarren@~

- Committee.

£TChairman DoWning;f Mr. quden,vwill yon pleaseﬂsﬁick‘>
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*ftﬁ4V‘3by“the Warren Commission. All of it was avallable to them

s
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2b0dy, a very peculiar point.
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" stmiwek around to see if the committee has questions?

-‘jif?JMr. Thone. Who is the gentleman and what is his interest

hhere? I do not know that I got that.

thhairman Downing. Suppose you tell him, Mr.fcroden;p

qyour background

Mr. Groden. All right, my name is Robert Groden I

A reside in New York City. I have been researchlng the photo-
;graphlc evidence in the Kennedy assassination case for the |
.'last ehé%en years. 1 brought and presented thls ev1dence tetg‘.v>
;the House of Representatives on several occasions for the 1ﬁtt_
{purpose of trying to raise interest in some of the_unanswered??

iqueStions contained in the photographic evidence,

' Much of the evidence that you just saw was nener»Viewedf;

5The Warren Commission as a body never viewed the fllms that

fyou Just saw.

The Zapruder film, perhaps the s1ngle' most 1mportant g

1preee of evidence, was never viewed at all by the entlre'hﬁrp
:;Conm1s31on; 1ndeed there is only ev1dencevthat three or four "
_mnf’the,members actually saw it. They did deal W;th‘SQQF;QnS?f€:;
| ‘of the film in slide form, but in all the millions of words
fin;the Warren Commissien report, there is notbonetmention;

fsnot“one word as to the backward motion of the President's =

i I was asked to appear here and present to you the :E“]f;
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' photographic evidence as I have been able to compilelit;“

¥ ;There is more evidence available. I know where a lot of it
'*ﬂ:"3r ;is, but it has not been available for study before.: And that is

?Who:I am and that is why I am here.

;E?ffsr ?khéz?yk. Devine. What has motivated you durihg these’e;ééeh
'?}jféh iééars,’who finances your study? E
'dig'i,:}.‘ Mr. Groden. Nobody is financing. I have rever‘receiVed -
;hhe penny in assistance for finding the films, maklng the
“.;coples or any of the work. I have done it purely out of appﬁ”

Jde31re to know what has happened a dr1v1ng cur1051ty and

tﬁy}ig';perhaps the mystery What happened to our Pre31dent7v.h.f=*'

Jifdz f;fA} I wanted to know I happened to be in the rlght place at

‘fC:D;»' @ﬂf;éf ﬁthe rlght time to obtain prints of the fllms that you Just

-saw;' The original films are avallable, 1 know where they are
“HIf there is any questlon in your mlnds at all aS>to the QQ

:Qvalldlty of these films, the originals can ea311y be checked

;%, hCoples;of some of these, the most 1mportant ones, do ex1st
?;é' in. the National Archives. The prints can be verlfled fOr,:f
}i; fvaﬁthenticity-very easily.

Mr. Dévine, Are you employed otherwise? .
i Mr. Groden. I ﬁas up until a few weeksagoa? Théfé}Wésv~f;
VC:D : i.;?éé. i%.cehflictbetween my job and.doing this work. }IlémﬁﬁOﬁ’r.

._ J?éS; thhemﬁibyed I am trying to go into business for“myséif:GpBﬁtt;f,”

;gﬁ?és»'fthan a Job that would not allow me to follow through on thlS if

439966815 ||P
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V_otype of work. I felt this appearance was more important
. and we had somewhat of a disagreemént among other things, and

;I am now unemployed.

Q?Mr Dev1ne How did.you sustain yourself'duréng;these,

'elﬁ&én years?

'var. Groden. I have done photo optical work as my

fprofe381on since 1969. I developed the technlques whlch you
fsaw here dealing with 8 millimeter blow-up, llquld gatlng
kI am proficient in step-framing and other photo—optlcgl:f_&o:o
i;ochnioues. | v
I madé my living at that for several years; i\&a;'féfﬁﬁ- ';’“
”, ﬁéte in having the type of machinery availablé.to ﬁév becaﬁéoé,
Zthere is no way I could have afforded to do this Work, BeﬁchE ?f%;
ioimé-for this type of work runs to about $50 an hour;f;Theo;‘h
isxngle rotoscope version that you saw of just a closo up of
V,tthe Pre51dent s head took about fiyye hours. to shoooquoéﬂgflr' 

'framehat a time, refocusing every frame, repositioningothe g

exact point.

- These are in some cases done from the original film‘

;and in some cases done Wlth a first- generatlon copy of the ek

§

" 38 :fllm even  in the blow-up cases where zooming in, Jln that:51i'?‘"
]type of area, would have been phy51ca11y 1mp0331b1e

oBut the techniques are known and verified and they'have inf7V*7

‘some cases been recreated.

I believe last year an attempt was done to recre?te L6
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by the CBS television network show on the assassination.

Again, the time consumption here would not allow thevsamepf

‘type of work to be done, and this has been my specialty over

fthevyears, 8 millimeter blow-up.

ﬁ?‘ghalrman Downing. Let me ask-a very importanthuestioh.»

”_Have you done anything to alter these films so as to

- give a wrong impression of what you see?

Mr. Groden. - Absolutely not. The film that:you saw 4,;d

[at the beglnnlng was requested to show the authent1c1ty of thel.
i"fl.lm;a_nd the frame sequence. All I have done to the fllm

o iis liquid-gated it to clean it up. I will descrlbe that
;proeess very briefly. i

Rl Lk

k ;the orlglnal film to the raw stock or the unexposed fllm for

As the film is photographed in an optlcal prlnter from ;ffoq'

:the dupllcater llght passes through the fllm If there

hare any inconsistencies or 1mperfect10ns in the fllm such ';df
;as seratches or dirt, they will be amplified by the llght
fpassiné through the film. If you take a low-oxygen content;i;
pllquld and coat the film as it is being photographed s
jitends to make the light go in a straight line. toward the dupll—:;?p

;catlng lens. This is liquid-gating.

The other technlque /9 two other technrgues I used

_;one is step framing, whereby you photograph each frame more
.‘fthan once to slow it down so that, as it is Vlewed’-you Com*;ffzti»

'prehend_What you are Seeing better,
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3“i \lg?kh? hivd techniqu¢ I used was rqtoséoping, Whiéhf;§ 
' <:>;7  '12 2 taking a pbint of reference and in the aperture, as ybﬁfz'3 
711 ? photograph the film, you repositién each frame so thét:the” '
7 C:> | f§j4' réame}point of reference falls on the samevspgt.~iThi§iwéjlg
‘;fﬁé xﬁoﬁ eliminate the shakiness of that hand—héld'caméra.éad;
h“.y é- ftélephdto lens. L
ifijEJf - Other than these three techniques, there has beéﬁfzif“'
[f 8’  ab§o1utely nothing done to this film. The order éf—fraﬁés ;5:

9|l as you saw them is exactly as they appeared in theucamefé__””

-+ 10 [l originally. Nothing has been added, nothing hés,bééﬁ{suﬁvityf

(Rl trécted.

s »  13% ¥ _;1 £héirman‘Downing. Thank you very much.
" 13 | Anyvfurther questions of this witness?
:;jﬁ;  Mr. Stokes. In your presentation you made refé%én¢é%?iby

i};éﬁ :ﬁé gome filmed interviews that you have héd;with‘wipnesses;aﬁdl

i;}ijé :.tﬁéﬁ‘fbu further elaborate upon what happened to tﬁé:; %fgff;»

xfﬁiju  WitﬁéSSeS, et cetera. Are thdse film interviewé éVailéblé f6'

. :19“1: . Mr. Groden. Yes, sir. I did not mean to}giyé_tﬁe;2if; ’

 €150 fiﬁpféésion_that I had done those interviews. 'Thdsé inté#?iéwéf

'?é;; 1Wefé done by Mark Lane and a professional'filmamaker; IEEéliévé‘"

: f vff£éj 'hfélﬁame is Emile D'Antonio. But I am not sure of’thélf i' ; 

5??25‘ ,éxacgyname.

~f{,TtThe film, when edited down, was released as rush to ,fﬁﬂf,::
< 5 judgﬁeht;'inVWhich many of these interviews do exiét,7jThere'aref,‘

'n..-....'-;fvil'l- oy ﬁﬁﬂlfhh
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; “also humerous outtakes or sections of those interviewe:which |
ihere‘not included in the film, which I have not,seeﬁgjhgutf
?the film itself is perhaps the'single most important’adcuﬁent
ghf how deceased witnesses and what they had to say. - |

§? I had thought that perhaps if the fllm and the outtakes
fWere subJectd to a psychological stress evaluatlon vlt mlght
'"%ald in establlshlng the validity of the storles that appear
;1n the £ilm. | |

gt. Stokes. Thank you very much.

?thhairman Downing. Further questions?
;LfiMr. Dodd. Mr. Chairman?

Chairman Downing. Yes, Mr. Dodd°

et Mr. Dodd. A couple of things.

‘'The letter, letter or document, I gueés aﬁfidaﬁitetega:dihéhf
fXéentHosty in his statements regarding Oswa;d,t;i. o

- 'Mr. Groden. Yes, sir.

. Mr. Dodd. 7}.was that not eventually shown'to,have,been

AufavmiSStatement by Mr. Hosty, and in fact the Dallas'Police”e_h

';Departmente>1here was some speculation as. to whether or not
;they should be shifting blame from them to the FBI aﬁd ‘;t

’5therefore that affidavit was questloned to have been

e testimony of the i e
hdlfferent from théXfoIEEf-ﬁhg‘gverheard Mr. Hosty make that

{statement?

. Mr. Groden. In this particular case, and where it deals

5w1thithat'particular document, I am not sure. The document

SongaB15 |IPA
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itself is one of the few exceptions that I went into;'away'a.

from the photographic evidence and into documentary evidence.

I} T do not know of -such a history of that partieular document. -

'Butrwhat‘you say may indeed be'true

77Just as that document appears in the report that is thegf

way I dealt with it. What you sald may be true and I do not

claim to know one way or the other.

the dent‘oﬁ'the:

\
hg

Dodd. How about wisshessrwnss

,chroming on the inside of the limousine, in which Pres1dent 2

Kennedy was travellng@,kés that dent ever determlned to have'

‘sort of testimony thdt later surfaced which indieatedrthatithat
ihad been caused by something. entirely d1fferent7-3; ffi

Mr. Groden. As far as I know, it was never establlshed fa

Atﬁatdthat.bullet ﬁ; that that damge was- caused by a bullet
rlﬁbeiieve there has been testlmouy to the contrary;'but‘;t‘:f"
dhasﬁuever been established te a certainty how that dent;di»a"
'géF there; And certainly no evidence has evef edmetfthatd;u

tas to the damage to the window itself.

Mr. Dodd. Lastly, with regard to the movement.of»Pfesi:Qfe

1deut Kennedy, being forced back and foreed forWarda>did Y0u417

fhappen to speak to any pathologlst or balllst1c5experts or

people who would be experts in the movement’of awhuman body;t»‘:?

upon the impact of a bullet?

Mr Groden ~ Yes, sir, I have. I have»skaeﬁ'todSéveraIia'":

it S et s Rage 09 v




"hj?siﬁfl have been told, is a stiffening of the body :' What we are

’<;g,*‘:see1ng in the film is not a stlffenlng at all but rather a*«

~d2?;18‘

"~hﬁ;119“ ‘

“? ‘of impact and away from the the grassy knoll,jexactiy,inlt

1250

‘deCtors. I have heard the testimony of pathologlsts

aforensic pathologlsts and a great many other people hunters;
fpeople who are familiar w1th reactions to bodles as they‘t”

g Tare struck by bullets, both human and animal. And the only
‘partlcular instance that has ever come to llght whereby an. df
{opp051te effect would hold true, as to the tranaltlon of .
dmomentum from the bullet, would be in somethlng called'“

: decerebrate rigidity, whereby there is rmmedlatedatrffenrng;rff_ o
,uéf the_body and a violent reaction going in anydfosaihie?giyengi?}

o way. It would not have to go backward or forward, -it can .

T’Jff11g R
. n'»;go in any particular direction.

W But the one characteristic of this partlcular phenomenon,

:~rag doll effect. The visual thing, and that is the only way
S A:o;I can deal with it, visual reaction is that the Pre31dent '
FI’HJZE 1was struck and forced or physically pushed backward away fff:

ffrom the source or whatever it is that caused h1m to react

~ Given the other evidence, 1nclud1ng the fact whlch I dld ;;ﬁﬁ

vnot mentlon durlng my presentatlon that approx1mately 23
ﬂ :feet as I recall, behind and to the left of the p01nt of
1kf1mpact on the Pres1dent s head, a large piece of skull_fragment;y;

':was found and it has been pushed backwards fromwthe.point:*y"n-

“accordance with the movement of .the President's_hodyffi?yf5”" ‘
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flrondcally enough, the eXact»motion of the President;sd ’
X dbody'from moment of impaetfuntil he hits the seat hehiudhhim,
'Lit_is in an exact direct. line with the grassy knell;>hothh':
ithéﬁend of the stockade feheehand the end of the retaininga
fwall on an exactly stralght line | o
9? Agaln there is no absolute proof that the shot came ﬁ?v
from that point. But the President responds; ot_seeustte%*dd,i
fespond on such a way that'it seems quite strahgev VCertalnly
:you have all seen the reaction of the President's body,iit?ff_
‘ seeﬁs quite strange»that there was never a formallmentloh_QVh“‘
:bf the travel of his body in the Warren Commissienzfépett{ihf:u'
| éhf,I do not claim to know the answer why:there Wgéunaﬁ;hbﬁﬁfliz
et iuisually, photographically,ﬂand according‘te theﬁ?t%éh@éféﬁ9éuz;i
';hf eye and ear witnesses, éﬁaleast one shot didlcdﬁewffeuhl"h
!the rlght front and that is the only way I have been ablev

; ,to deal with it, that-and-the‘photographlc ev1dence,-f5f'””

o ﬁ3 Chalrman D 1ng Thank you, Mr. Doddatku.;;

o faer- Fauntroy7
J“Mr Fauntroy. Mr.Groden, in the body of 11teraturet;gifhf

v ddeveloped over the past 13 years by people who have been‘w

,1ook1ng into this matter, there have been,allegedy numberﬁof}ah

;hhetographs ;ﬁve either been ignored or suppressed orlln f;h

' _seme instances destroyed, I noticed 1nthe‘course:of fqur;_:d

a;;presentation a number of films which apparentiyVWete:hot‘the‘;*

‘;Zapruder films.
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fthe entire grassy knoll area..
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'?1-§?£ﬁu Groden. Yes, sir.

"'Mr. Fauntroy Were any of these films, say, the famed

ol "babushka lady's" £film?

Mr Groden. No, sir, ‘none of those were the famed -

v"babushka lady' s" £ilm.

h°m;d I believe you descrlbed that film qulte correctlyﬁwhfhehj
v"babushka lady" was a young lady who appears on. the opposrteiid
v81de of the street from Zapruder. For years the crltlcs:;d“'
A‘ﬂ gnOtlced she was there in many photographs and‘fiimshand‘thatcﬂhf
ﬁsheidoes appear'to be panning the President With a:ﬁdtibﬁvﬁﬁf<3

tpicture camera. From where she was standlng at the p01nt of?ﬂ

the 1mpact on the President’'s head, she would havenfllmedcp

"I have an unconfirmed correspondence w1th several people;h

1n Texas who claim to know who thlS young lady 1s and that shef

: 1s 1n fear of her life, but she described 1n exact detall

where the "babushka lady" was, what she was wearlng, and

every 51ngle aspect of what had happened. Thlsclady makes the}f

4charge which is as yet unverlfled that she. was approached

the day after the assassination and that she had unprocessed

f11m 1t had not been processed yet that two people had

approached her, one of which she later tentatlvely 1dent1f1edj}

fas ~someone else, and I would llke to not g0 1nto that at

thlS exact point, pending further 1nvest1gat10n ik

",She claims that this film was taken from her hy twOvmenf; :
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'inho:represented themselves as being FBI'agents The fllm 5
;&as then to have been processed and then returned to her ;pShe'
5neVerdsaw either of the~m'nkorhthe film again, and‘thepfllmb

5has not ‘surfaced,

.,57 The story may be true, it may be a fabrlcatlon clearly

1

{there was somebody there taking a film, :&om the actlon that

| We see on the film. We have never seen that partloulartfllmr

or several others.

e Mr Fauntroy. Do I take it that s

“:‘fthe photograph that you showed of the flgures behlnd’the:ﬁfh{df};“
%gfences,was @ the Mary Moorman photograph? »p:' ". )
“ “Mr. Groden. Yes. The rather gralny black and Whlte‘éffP‘>;
'lEolaroid photograph was the Mary‘Moorman photograph the~}}r”a
séeeond of a series of two. The first one, as alleged by

Mrs. Moorman or Miss Moorman, I am not clear Wthh iéuffflfiﬂ :

" ‘Mr. Fauntroy. _ Ms; i;
Mr. Groden. = Ms., okay, Ms. Moorman. A ‘to have shown

L jth?.dePOSitory window that Oswald was alleged to*have been ln'ﬁ
_This picture was taken from her along with'thefSeéond Oné bijV:
’zxthé Dallas police, and later handed over to thesFBI and had

.. || never been returned to her, at least for years. 1t had not

Everyone who orlglnally saw that photograph sald 1t dld
4‘_1ndeed show the dep051tory window at the exact moment orfffo*
around the exact moment that the shot was flred,, S;nce»welhave

;not,seen}the photograph, there is no way.t0‘determine‘whétherff

poe’ 96. .
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7aﬁyone, Lee Oswald or anybody else, was in that photbgfaph}
‘~_ But she did take a photograph which she turned over'ﬁb the"n

|| Dallas police, and we have never been able to see it.

ﬁgghﬂ‘Fauntrox. Thank you.

El’Chairman_Downing. Again on behalf of the committéé;blm“
'i5jf¢;5 ;Want to thank you, Mr. Groden. I think this is a'proper’f%  l'
Aplace to start this 1nvest1gat10n and you have contrlbuted

,.“,

fgreatly I think to the committee, both you and your a581stant

- So the committee .thanks you.
'Efafjé";;;f “Off,tﬁe record.

'ﬂf{1{ ;;fé '£§iscussion off the record:J

.j'Cant6r ifié’
fls ‘

Q 00 . 13 e
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k v‘g7ghairman Downing. Restate your caveat as to film for

E;the purposes of the record.

. Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman and members of the COmmittee,

’“I thlnk I ought to make it absolutely clear that the

'”'ufpresentatlon of the wyﬂy@ss that we just had here was only

é?ﬁo acqualnt the committee at the threshold w1th photographs
htof the scene. 1In no way are we presenting that W1tnessl;i}
Rhtof any conclusion; inference, his interpretation?oféshadows;;'
flthings of that nature. That is why we are commencing.theif:;gh
:%inﬁestigation. It was felt;that it would be_heipfuidto;haue;f.
;fisoneipicture at the beginning of the scene-of thejc;ing;ijiwf
.;éuhioh'we are going to present in the case of br;‘king.ésf;~'"
:;Qell., Obviously we intend to get all of the photographlcv
i?ev1dence that is available, the orlglnals, and have themiiaft“
iiexamlned for subsequent presentation,‘but thisdistnot,’tV
Eand was not thought to be taken in any way‘as‘pfesentlng
iianYthlng in terms of any. 1nterprtat10n or conclu51on.d{?;n

o " The only thlng I do want to say, that whete‘there“was;d'"
f:pélntlng out of a Mto Lovelady who appeafed to have ;fEia:
;notlceable klnd of beard'and a strlklng red and.blaok shlrt;z
};tnat our investigators did fly out to Denver and oresented.;:i'
fthat élcture to Mr. Lovelady,‘merely to asoertaln trom hlmh‘
;15 he the Person with that apparent beard and black and whltef’
:;ShlIt and he has indicated that yes, that 1s-so.‘ﬁThatﬂ1n‘noia

;| fwaYiindlcateSmthat that person that appears tohbe‘similar tofi”




“f;ﬁR{f.dwhen'viewing them.
g

‘' particular witness'

Hlfféﬂ not trying to be difficult.

Coa7
Los | | PR I e
frg= il it is open, the witness is going to have to omit‘referenceslhf

ﬁ Which‘he might have made if it was not open.

ajsome basic evidence from him, or several

'”thlngs whlch counsel mentioned this mornlng°
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Oswald is not yet Lovelady as we are going to have to

investigate that photograph and blow it up into a largeri

_Fthrng and have it examined.

>¥i297»1 do want to repeat that what has been presented_ighi
iléﬁly just the preliminary informational piotdre;:%biﬁoti*f
’fséeak,ftaking us back to the scene, and I for:oggedéiﬂo£1_h,

~-accept any conclusion or interpretation.

Mr. Dodd. Mr. Chairman, I don't understand then. i

—Y

. recoginze we are not reaching conclusions by seeing these'

j&fﬁ&df;;films but I don't understand why we have a closed‘session;ﬂfpf‘

It is not a conclusion. No one here is

’stating in fact this is exactly what happened based oh'this",3f>'

testimony. I don't see what we are

_jeopardizing by having the meetings open.

I am- w1lllng to listen to a reasonable reason why.,.

- I just don t understand why T

it should be closed.

- Chairman Downing. The great problem here'ishthathif i;d

In'other'WOrds;?,

5»I don t think it would be proper in open to talk of Lovelady.'[

”He has a right to some privacy untll we are ready to get

of the other

He-would’ A

:_probably have to w1thhold those, and that I guess is. the ba51s




“eithat'one photograph that you have seen here of”thié_one.fa”
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5/for the closed session.

27Now tomorrow we have the King assassination slldes,,the

i I )
a{authorlzatlon for subppenas. I don't see anythlng that
fwould come up from here on in that would really warrant 8.

’closed session, unless counsel disagrees with me,*”'

- Do you see anything on thg remaining agenda? ..

Mr. Fauntroy. }Mr. Chairman, I would just like to askﬁi

B ' ' FN oz Dt T g
I @ question on the authorization for subgéenas.t-Are you -
T?taiking about the names of people whose testimony we'wantzf,t”

" to preserve?

SiiMr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, not quite at thls p01nt hr”

"”fThere are a number of agencies such as in Tennessee‘who»
i;have said that they w1ll supply all of ééere materlal to ue;f’
;%They Just want to be protected and have a subggEna served
“on- them, so what I am requestlng is the authorlzatlon ef

he commlttee to be able to serve those subeéenas.,‘if*5*'

I am told, for instance, that.the Assoclated,Pressﬁdnff:

F%person who appears to be Oswald in the doorway'is.glad t67"'

urn that over for examlnatlon, but they want a subgg?na

o fserved on them. That is the category that I am~talking“

;about._

3[ Mr. Thone. Mr. Chairman, I don't want to start where

Mg

I left off thlS morning, but I think. Mmg odd 1s absolutely,ﬁ,;

-; erect-.,Mr- sprague, you said before that what we really




‘,awherewithal to conduct a thorough investigation.

jﬂwe all agree with that.

“,sen51t1ve material,

oo

hf?fQWere talking about g

i”the size of the staff

0cTd: 32266815 Pag
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" need now is an educational forum here to acquaint the public

‘and members of Congress with what you are going to need:and

I'think:

I thought we had a. brllllant

Zdopportunity to do that this mornlng and we closed the doors-s'

ﬁfon the press at that time.

€;7I appreciate that occa51onally you may have some real

and at that tlm% hopefully at the end

f‘of the morning or into the afternoon,wmy you canhhave a‘f

vote and go into executive session, but it wouldistillISeem;if

f;to'me'that we are missing a tremendous opportunity'herevto

ﬂfevolve or to consummate this educational procesS'that’YOu‘ﬁ;"

I thought you dld a very, very T2

fisklllful Job this morning of dramat1z1ng to. the 12-member,f
ffoommlttee here on why you really needed'this*170-man;staff,ji“

“most of which, of course,would be lost to the,publio}fiﬁkif"'

Mra Chairman, in response to that I do_,”

Mr. Sgragu °

5v;?th1nk that the presentation as to the need of the staff,

is a different area, however, fromr

.,f;the actual nitty-gritty of the 1nvest1gat10n, and I franklyzig
%;wonder to what extent it appears as though talklng aboutvthe“;
T%areas of investigation and the gathering of.evidenoe»v |

;;ﬁublicly is conducive, as we start an inveStigationgifiih

 think there are two different areas.

Mr. Gonzalez. May I say something in that respect?f'iﬁ'

G T




:;similar feeling if you wantvto have everything out in the -

ﬂtbeen made by you and the staff from the FBI.

'area of free and open’ dlscuss1on, without glVlng a fleld dah

bﬁlﬂf32§ﬁséiﬁg;B?qE"'

\
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"g71 believe every memher here of the committee has5afdt'

" open and all. Nevertheless I will point out one thinghthat:,
'3fhappened this morning that might have been inhibited-ﬁhadf'

;ybu had the press present and I think that would have beengﬂ,

!

'ﬁfthe thlng that. they would have hung their hat on, and that_ﬁhf
i;fls the inference that the leaking out of that memorandum

éisupposedly from J. Edgar Hoover came only afterva requestzhadl

i

'; Now that is what they would hang their hat on, and then

>l?:>1{»iﬁwe would find ourselves pltted against the FBI from the very

‘ iiftzlffbutset. Why go into that?

The press isn't 901ng to accuse us of h1d1ng anythlng

*hat”thls point. ' There is nOthlng to hide and they know 1t, ﬂ;f,'?

ﬁfbut‘it is essential that we,dlstlngulsh betWeen the proper-igﬂi i

lto some distorted reportlng of - segments of that dlscuss1on;«;7f“

Chairman Downing. I think that is well stated Mr.nf e

Gonzalez.

';.Mr. Stokes?

“ Mr. Stokes. I have some further discuésienhon thisff_ffé

\;;point. I have some real problems with Shroudingreverythinggf}v'
'fin secrecy when you are constituted in order tekmake’an:<f7;
f?investigation by the Congress. For instance, this afternoonfh

i;in the movie that was shown here, I faiLed_te seehanythingﬁyahd
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"'lt occurred and who might have done it, et cetera@ amﬁ-lg‘
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_”abOut that movie that was of a sensitive nature thatishouidh_h

have been withheld from the press or from the American pdblicﬂ

= I don't see any difference in that film and this book entltled

or ’ or ﬁos 97‘4&;—

,{"Cover Up,“Athls book here entitled "Betrayar, am@@maa book
..:here entitled "The Umbrella Man," in which all types of

}theorles are advanced w1th reference to the murder and how

"just seems to me that unless someone can show me what “;d_;

:twas sensitive about it, in terms of the investigation,,that?;f,-‘

this was an unnecessary portion of executive sessibn;;and*ﬁﬁﬂ‘
I would further question, wsmdem the constraints of’anfuu1§‘
‘executive se531oq9\“£at am I to do this afternoon 1f the press, '

ens A N
@ggﬁ to call me and ask me about thls.mov1e; What constra1ht5¥vg

iare'upon us with reference to a movie of this type? * [

?Qchalrman Downing. There are no constraints.l_You were

‘-fshown the movie, and you are free to make any comments,ﬂi?ni

VEFH;f ;;you want on it.

Mr. Stokes. Then tell me why it should have.been - Lol
shown in executive session?

.Chairman Downing. Because at the time we didh't,knbwi

Glexactly, I didn't know what was going to‘be'shcwn;" Lgdkinqz,

;3hack.on'it perhaps it could have been.

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, may I respond_to-that?,d?;d
.~ Chairman Downing. Please do.

-mrjmr..SPrague. If Iimay, and I apologize if I‘appearftoth_




'be a llttle too abrupt with the committee.

v_”me that that is the answer to what Mr.

. members of our staffs here.

ﬁlthe-prosecution business quite a while in Phiiadelphia;yd

“this.

::isfg01ng to happen.

136
I do not”mean

to be. I thought that part of what we had at least suggested

~this morning was that statements to the news medla,would_
fdonly come from theﬁghairman or the press aide,for~thetcommittee

.Qor'SOmeone designated by thel¢hairman, and it would seem.tog.

Stokes just ralsed.”.

%71 hope we do not get 1nto the 51tuat10n frankly, where

everybody here comes out of a meeting and glves hlS
'ginterpretation of one item and somebody else gives;a differehtj ,

|l interpretation.

:;égr. Thone. Mr. Sprague,

let me interrupt if I ﬁayffif

“right there.

" You have 12 members here. We have got Seyen,bfteigﬁt;7 e

Mr. Sprague, you»havegbeehfin:fff_

There

f?is.ho way that statements are only going to come fromff:f7df"

*"Chalrman Downlng or from yourself on an 1nvest1gat10n llke

/
We are just kidding ourselves if we thlnk that that

Ié;just won't happen that way. That 131“

5<another relnforcement for having your open hearlng, because gff
"f*then you stay away from the rumor and the twisting'and_the~ﬁ

L'turnihg and everything else that will inevitably follow. - -

“.  Mr. Sprague. May I get to the second bp.‘.a'r.tjdof;my""">~

- comment there?

3;There again with all due respect, when;itﬁisfpoihtedf;$ﬁﬁf

Cne ot 39266814 . |Page 10




b and let the public in,

PERLS

;}ﬁahd looked at

":?J;decision let's have a public hearing.
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1l out let's say a book here "The Umbrella Méﬁ?%EEtrayal;"a"'

" these different books, they may be written by inditidual5'
.iauthors for whatever their purpose, but I do think-whenl_
something appears before the Congress of the United‘States,k

that is-what you are, there is a greater signifioance;to'

it . .

it impedes‘our ability just to hear

%”and review things, some of which may not be of muchjvalﬁe;

Cit,

; States on what you doy.and the presentatlon of matters

t'__‘n’c‘;\,n’,_etheless on a publicrbasis gets a certain‘greater;eui
'"%;oeeétahilityv .
« it here. It almost comes acrOSs\aslthoth'“hﬁ
!?;oﬁ have seen b
-;impbrtéhce by the presentation before you.
e‘:Now I am
i;yoﬁfhavevseen
e Let us: present that

"an{the publlc forum, but I don't thlnk that you are g01ng to

. aobeeBlS ||Pad

some may be, but if everythlng that you are g01ng to have A

'i,5‘27i think that if you think that just to presentosomethihq;_"

'”f(ifa{;here is going to be subject to just the publlc looklng at,%ffv

and’ you are going to be trotting the news medla 1n here,.t

i}I frankly think you are g01ng to do yourselves aldisserviCeiv

You have got the 1mpr1nt of the Congress of the Unlted »

just from the fact that you haVeoreviewedtit{”“‘
fit to give this a certain higher'levelvofv“aqff“'

not saying that there doesn't come a time when'

certain matters, that you may not*make atgz_;»'°
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'7help an investigation by just starting out and sayingilet!syf

have everything really public here.

27bhu Stokes. Mr. Chairman, may I respond further to that7“

_—-—-—-——

ftI thlnk it is going to be necessary then for thlS commlttee
'ﬁto<try and adopt some type of guidelines,with reference to
lfWhen we go into executive session and when we open it to

f;the public.

'Viv‘I would disagree with Mr. Sprague in the Sensefthet> F

'eithe'presentation made here this afternoon, whenvpreeentedf:'

'to\32’@embers of Congress, is being presented tchengréss,w

-
-~

-5ahd the public has a very real vested interest in;hearings 5
eiand inquiries of this type when we were'constitﬁtedffor'the.
;fpurpose of making an investigation on behalf ofrthe"d*" 5

‘7American‘people.

"I would be the first to say that we ought tQ_gbﬂiﬁ}g51ft

'ie%ecutive session when there is somethingsehsitiﬁe-tdytbe7 '

; tetel.investigation that might iﬁ'some manﬁer betéietﬁptiteﬁife
e;eﬁ{ﬁave some adveree beariﬁg uporn any witnesses tg*égbéAQ;béébf
ﬂyéiygngressional committee,.bht obviously~the ﬁefetity:offtﬁeti;

'ﬁ,whlch we have recelved in executlve session today, there fj e

ﬂﬁﬁ%n

jihaseSbeen gheiﬂq sensitive, nothing of an adverse‘nature

;fin terms of the public er witnesses, and it woulqieeem te megﬁ.
ffthet-wemhave spent a great deal of the Ameticanjﬁﬁﬁiie;eit;{}
'ltiée'in executive session which they ought'te‘hate;beehﬁe;f1:7“

Ty i,

A4
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4 ",j?bulldlng a foundation here today as I see it.

g E A s eedd §

:;I think it is in the publlc interest and: %Bsm I thlnk a"
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'§Zgr; Eevine. Mr. Chairman?
Chairman Downing. Mr. Devine.

Mr. Devine. Mr. Chairman, I generally almost without

Qjexception'favor open sessions, open hearings, andvlgdidn't‘

'.ffVOEe to close this one.

I might say, however, that the atmosphere'in Whicthe-

TtoOk'the basic information from Mr. Sprague and'VieWeaijQ:
“.ffthe_films and so forth was in a very orderly busineés—like,
";5manner. I think if the press had been permltted here, we.h

?Wbuld have had a carnival-like atmosphere.' I don't thlnk

beeﬂe s ',

fgthat Mr. Sprague could have been as candid as. he hasﬁ I e
thhlnk we are in a posture today of bulldlng our’ foundatlon,ff

4’ff{the basis from which we will launch the 1nvest1gat10n;j;f{f

I think it is perfectly proper to do this‘infexeCufive;“

ﬁsession. ‘You know they have waited 13 years after»onein'f»"'
fgshyears after the other. I think we need a few-mere'daysfﬂ'”

‘;to get our feet on the ground before we open to the publlc.uu

St wi 1 R'VE'

’hf%}jé‘»?more respectful 1mage of the Congress to have our hearlng
AR | o A : ‘e hearﬂg
-%tomorrow as we did today,and 1f you want to openhup at he
4%f ﬁconclus1on of the basics, then let Mr. Sprague and you or'

.jwhoever wants to make any statements necessary, but we are

Chairman Downing. There is merit onabothfSidesfas there'

f~a1waYS is. - I tend to go slow in-closing‘up.:'
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ﬁgyDo you see anything tomorrow that possibly Shoula:be‘

discussed in a closed session?

 §:. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, of course I echo what'M?;
'Sbevineejust said. I think that the presentatien_heeeﬁeenj
,fen a more prefessionel level just beceuse Qé’havélgégneinf
Qeexeeutiﬁe_session, and I would hoée that we would,eeﬁfieee
1iiﬁ:thaf vein. Wheﬁ I notice on here autherlzatloﬁ.fer‘

[‘subgéenas, ‘I do not thlnk it ought to be a publlc dlscu551on

'3“.e-1n terms of the issuance of subgﬁenas. I note that one Of

fethe ereasbyet'to be discussed is taking up with-the ieaaefship
:in_the Congress ahead of time now getting, mekipg éﬁigethaty
;ﬂtﬁeie is the appropriate funding° | .

| I_am not a gember of Congress, but I queetion-how ﬁueh
;Tof a discﬁssion of that nature would be really nelped by et
udelng 1t publicly.

" Mr. Dodd. Mr Chalrman, may I make a suggestlon7 ' }{~ 3

2 Mr. Stokes hit]on a point that I intended‘toi7,
»;»"”r'n‘e.rﬂmtion° I see here some question in all of our minds.about;ff

~Qexactly whﬁn we should or should not be is closed se551on.;-4-

éfI think maybe the first thlng we ought to do would be to
'iihave some sort of criteria laid out. I thlnk more spec1flcally.
‘:;ﬁ?; Sérague, in terms of when you believe we should and
ifeheuld’hot be in closed session.v There may be&a;differente'
iiSét'Of guidelines we ought to be follewing‘than:ﬁhei wé::i““ 

iﬁtfeditionally follow in the Congress in terms OffheVing_e:.ef

5 lpage 108 . - ..



Qfor sen51t1ve data involving the personal lives of people»,
§7that that has been invoked, and I think you are talklng about

?fsomethlng that is entlrely different than what we have‘fl

iﬁorlterla laid out, discuss them and then make a(dec151onggjl'”

- about whether or not we ought to proceed in this manner.

;ifw1th it by tomorrow morning. If it is ruled closed and you
\~‘want.to make a motion to overrule the Chair, you(area»ffl-

°'»ffperfectly able to do so.

,.J5141%Hé?:'
closed sessions. Traditionally, and my more senior~colleagﬁesg
" here will be in a far better position to talk about this'thanm

LT but it has generally been when it has beenvhational'security

tradltlonally followed in the Congress in termsiof;closed”;

;“se551on rules,

\',3971 think before proceedlng maybe we ought to have those‘

'-,ghairman‘Downing; Chrisf'suppose we do“thisgémLet;gfﬂ
?fo. Sprague and I get tooetheriand try to Cométu?,#éﬁéérowli.
mOrbing—with some criteriabthab would be acceptabiepbiﬁ‘gf
"Mr. Dodd. irthaak you, Mr. Chairman. |

if“Chairman Downing. But anyway we w111 try to come up

v ,A/

One other thing.  Please leave your folders on: your’,?ﬂiﬁi
f?desks and they will bé picked up by members of the staff

ithe booklets. They will be brought tomorrow if youvwant] _ijf

rthem. If there is .no objectionnjﬁ

Mr. Fauntroy?

:ber. Fauntroy. I am concerned that we have7a;litble
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better grasp of what we are-going to look at than we have‘i‘

" had today coming to the.meeﬁing. I am anxious to feastiupopf
‘what you have in mind in terms of what we look at. I just

;;wonder if it is that big afriék for us to look through

|l this material.

f”S?Chairman Downing. It is, Walter, because you have got’;

-

fiw1tnesses by name to be sub%genaed and you have got the"

E;llne and mode of questioning of certain witnesses.

Don't you agree?

» - Mr. Fauntroy. No; I didn't even know thatffhatfwasggjp.

. ‘involved.

Chairman Downing. You can see it any time you want ... =~

_to, but I think we ought not let it get out, because those . .

“‘witnesses will not cooperate.

’1e The staff has informed me that this room is”nétjdpen“;aﬁ;'

'Qfomorrow but we will find‘a‘place and will nbtifyAyeﬁ.;fffie

The committee is adjourned to meet again tomorrow at . - .

3f10 o'clock in a room to be designated.

E@hereupon, at 5 20 p.m., the committee was adjourned

':ffto reconvene at 10 a.m., Tuesday, November 16 1970:]






