Date:01/25/93
Page:1
JFK ASSASSINATION SYSTEM

IDENTIFICATION FORM

- > S - G G ST - P T A S D - S . e = — T — . A A T G G W - - — > SIS W S M D TR W M S M G S S SN o S N S —— - -

AGENCY INFORMATION

AGENCY : WC
RECORD NUMBER : 1791000110000

RECORDS SERIES :
ENTRY 1: EXECUTIVE SESSION TRANSCRIPTS

AGENCY FILE NUMBER :

DOCUMENT INFORMATION

ORIGINATOR :
FROM :
TO

WC

TITLE :

DATE : 12/05/63 .
PAGES : 4 .

SUBJECTS :
COMMISSION PERSONNEL DECISIONS

PAPER, TEXTUAL DOCUMENT
U

DOCUMENT TYPE

CLASSIFICATION

RESTRICTIONS
CURRENT STATUS : O

DATE OF LAST REVIEW : 01/25/93

.o

- OPENING CRITERIA :

COMMENTS :
PAGES 48, 50, 54, 57 ONLY OPENED ON THIS DATE. ALL OTHERS PREVIOUSLY OPEN.

- S — v — — . T G P - S S e . S e S D S —— — S — G - T - T . - T S —— — T T — —— — —— —

{R] - ITEM IS RESTRICTED



e ——

ar e ——— e s e om0

oty

B O
\ ;

TO INVESTIGATE THE ASSASSINATION °

oy
&

DRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION -

OF PRESIDENT KERNZDY

5 December i§33
S National Archives
ST T ' Vashington, D. C.

.

Reported and Transcribed by
Cakie Dyer
Raporter

Cffice of the Uanited States Attoirney

Washingion, D. C,

S




PRESENT:

Chief Justice Earl Varren - Chairman
Senator Richard B. Russell

Senator John Sherman Cooper
Representative Hale Boggs
Representative Gerald R. Ford

Mr. Allen W. Dulles

Mr. John J. lMcCloy

Mr. Nicholas deB. atzenbach, Daputy Attorney
Gencral (Present from 10:00 AM to 11:22 AM,
approximately).

PLACE:

Conference Foom
National Archives
Washington, D. C.

TIME:

Approximately 10:00 AM to 12:45 PM, § Dec 12G3




———

CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, this is a very sad and solemn duty
that we are undertaking, and I am sure that there 1s not one of us
but what would rather be doing almost anything else that he can
think of thzn to be on a commission of this kind. But it is a
tremendously important one. The President, I'm sure, is right in
trying tb make sure that the public will be given all of the facts
of this sordid situation, so far as it is humanly possible to do it,
and I feel honored that he would think that I, along with the rest
of you, are capable of doing such a job, and I enter upon it with
great feeling of both-inadequacy and humility because the very
thought of reviewing these details day by day is really sickening
to me.

I assume that all of you, like myself, know little or nothing
about what has happened except\wPat we have read in the newspapers.
I personally Xknow nothiﬁg, so I start with 2 rathar clean slate.

I have been doing a good deal of thinking though about the
situation. I have consulied with Deputy Atiornzy General
Ratzcenbach on several occasions and I tried to probe his mind as
to what he thinks we can do, and I have come to some very, very
tentative conclusions that I thought I might throw out here so all
of you can appraise them and then make your own decision. But we
have to start some place so I thought that perhaps I would give you
what my tentative views are at the present time.

Now I think our job here is essentially one for the evaluation
of evidence as distinguished Zrom being one of gathering evidence,
and 1 believe that at the outset at least we can start with the
premise that we can rely upon the reports of ilie various agencies
that have been engaged in investigating the matter, the F.B.I,, the
Secret Service, and others that I may not know about at the presen.
time.

I believe that the develozment of the evidence in this way

should not call for a staff of investigators. I don't see any
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reason why we should duplicate the facilities of the F.B.I. or the
Secret Service or any of the other agencies. If we should find
some special need for a particular phase of it I think that would
be time enough after to have the Commissicn consider it. Put at
the present time I do not feel that it would be necessary for us
to have any staf?® of investigators.

1 am of the opinion also that we should not conduct our
hearings in public; that it is not necessary for us to bring
witpnesses before us. If it is necessary for us to get the story
of witnesses we can get it through the investigative agencies
first, and then if we want to talk to them we can bring them into
our conference rccm and discuss it with them there.

Having that view, I do not believe tha*t it is necessary for
us to have the power of subpoena} I believe thot the nower of
subpoena and holding publi.. meetings wi2re vitnecses would bLe
brought in would retard rather than help ouvr investigntion. And
I already have some evidence of the fact that there are a good
many people who would like to be witnesses at such hearings if we
should have them; some who have had visions that told them exactly
what happened in this situvation and others who believe they know
of great conspiracies, etc., ramified greatly. And if we have
public meetings and have witnesses in public, I f22l1 quite sure
that some of that type of witneéses will try to force themselves
upon us and if we don't use tbem in public they would claim that we
had suppressed their evidence and taken only that which was agreeabls:
to us. '

I think that most of that can be avoided if we do it through
an investigative process and in doing so rely on our governmental
agencies. If we can't rely on them I couldn't think of any

investigators we can get to do it anyway. 8o I would hope that




we could hold our meetings &nd take arny evidence or any statements
that we want in camera, and eveniually make our repor: without
any great fanfare thfou;hout the country.

1 think any report we would make would carry with it a great
deal more influence douna in that way than if we attempted to have
any public hearings.

The President indi-ated to me that if Z‘his --mmisszion was set
up that in all probability there would be no legislative committics
having hearings, I thihk that would be very helpful, because one
investigatioa shculd b2 enough. I have heard that the State of
Texas had incended to have a so-called Court of Inquiry such as
they had in tiie Billie Sol Estes case, which wasn't a very admirable
performance. I have been reading about it. The Department of
Justice has had some conversat;dns with them. They have shown an
inclination to cooperate with us. I hava told them that if they
want to make common cause witn us and await their hearings and
their Court of Inquiry until we have made our report, that we would
be glad to cooperate with them in every way and, in deed, take them
in on our counsels. They have two very fine men. They have en-
gaged Bob Story, who I think everybody in the legal profession
knows as a very outstanding man, and then a gentleman by the nanme
of Jaworski. -

MR. KATZENUBACH; Leon- Jaworski, from Houston; Texas.
Mr. Chief Justice, may I interrupt one moment?

CHAIRMAIl:  Yes.
. NATZTNBACK: DBecause you didn't eiplain my presence

here, and I am here at your request to answer any questions. I am

° entirely agreeable and happy to leave the room. It is not my con-

templation to do any more than try to be helpful to you and I wanted

+0 make it clzar that I am perfectly happy to leave this room if so
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requested. 1In fact, in many ways I may be more comic-table not
being with vou in any way at all. I would like to male that
absolutely clear, that T czme Lecause *he Caief Justice asked me
to be here this morning, feeling I mizut be able to answer any
questioﬁs.

CHAIRMAN: 1 thought you might be able to answer any
questions that the merbars of the Commissicn mizltt have before we
discuss these other thipgs.

. ¥M®. KATZENBACH: The only point with respect to the
Texas Board of Irquirr, Leon Jaworski has ozreed to serve. Bob
Stor&'s wifc recently died, he has been oui of the country, and he
has not as yet agreed to serve. The& contemplate asking him but
he has not yet committed himself to do this because he has been out
of the country because of the recent dcath of his wife.

CHAIRMAN: Mr. Jaworski has, I understand, tentatively
agreced that perhaps they can withhold their hearings on this Board
of Inquiry and in the meantime cooperate with us, and I am hoping
that that can be done. To have one investigation would be a great
deal more helpful I'm sure than to have these others.

MR, MC CLOY: Is this the Staie of Texas Board of Inquiry?

CHAIREMAIl: Yes. It is a strange sort of ingtitution.

Mr. Katzenbaqh, maybe you can tell us about it?

MR. KATZENBACH: it réally is more like an open hearing
of a Congressional type, that is, there is a power to subpoena
witnesses, to corpel testimony. This is done publicly and is held
before any jurisdictional officer of the state. It can be called
by the Attorney General, Hr. Waggoner Carr, ana ne called this. He
called it after consultiation with the White House prior to the
establishment of this Commission. It is a procedure which obviously

in irresponsitle hands can be abused. It does not come to any




conclusions at all; merely takes evidence in a manrer, and the
manner depends upon the people who are conducting the investigation.

SEN, RUSSELL: You mean they can't make any findinzs?

MR, KATZENBACH: They make 0o findings.

SEN. RUSSELL: I thought that was rather like a state-
wide grand jury inquiry. ’

MR, KATZENBACE: It would be like a grand jury except for
the faét that they éomé to no conclusions, they merely take testi-
mony. And the only thing that can result #fter it is done is that
if they feel they have got enough evidence, to take that evidence
before a grand jury or, of course, tpey can punish anyone ifor
perjury. '

REP, BOGG3: Vho composes the inquiry?

MR, KATZENBACH: It is an iinquiry boefore any jurisdiction-
al officer.

REP. BOGGS: 1 know, but in this particular instance it
would be before the Attorney General? -

MR; KATZENBACH: No, before a judge or justice of the
peace, and the Attorney General cam pick his jurisdictional oificer,
who is really there in a neutiral capacity, that is, he 1s there
merely to maintain order and to order peopnle to answer questlons.

SEN, RUSSELL; Can he comsuit them?

MR. KATZENBACH: Tor fefusing to answer?

SEN. RUSSELL: Yes.

MR, KATZENBACH: Yes,

SEN. RUSSELL: Can they be held in public?

MR, XATZENBACH: Yes, they can be held in public. 1In
fact they are public hearings, sir. The only one that I am familiar
with, and is not a precedent that Attorney General Carr would be

happy with, came to light in the last political campaign and was




conducted by one of the ¢andidates for governor. That Attorney
General was Will Wilson ard the subjzct matter was Billie Sol Estes
and the television camerzs were in lurge :aumbers at the hearings.

RiP, BOGGC: Wio determines whai witnesses will be called
and what:rules of evidence will be followei?

MR. XKATZENBACH: The person conducting the inquiry, the
Attorney General or the special counszel woulid determine that, would
ask the questions anct would examine the wiiresses.

REP. BOGGS: The judge or justice of the peacevis then
Just a presiding oydlicer?

MR. KATAZNBACEB: He really is just a presiding ofiicer,
Congressman.

MR, D'JLLES: Uho initially apoints it? The Governor of
the State appojnts this commission?

‘MR. XATZEWBACH: Ifo, it is called ky the Attorncy General
of the Gtate,

MR. DULLES: Yell, can he do it without the Governor's
approval?

MR. XKATZENMNBACH: JTes, and I assure you that the last one
with respect. to Billie Sol Ectes was not one that-had the then
governor's backing. It is an Attornesy General piroceeding. 1 think
it is unique in Texas, but many things are.

CHAIRMAN: As I understand it, it is not a part of the
judicial process, it has no power of commitment for trial, they
cannot indict. It is merely a public hearing taat in the most
favorable light would inform the public as to what is going on in
the state, and the Attorney General, as I understand it, also can
select any judge or jusiice of the peace of the state that he want:
to concduct the investigation.

MR. XKATZEMBACH: That is correct, ves.




CHAIRMAN: VWell, I think those are the thinys I wanted to
say to you, and I personally would be very happy if the State of
Texas would decide not to hold any such hearings until this
Commission had an opportunity to survey the situation and make its
appraisal, because if there should be some irresponsible witnesses
come before that commission and give sensational testimony to the
public, no findings that they are untrue or anything, and we would
have the job of allaying the public fears ihat developed from that
kind of testimony-anﬁ I think it would be very bad indeed. So I
would be hopeful that it can be worked out. 8o that is the reason
that I told the Attorrey General that as far 2s I was concerned
if they wanted to make common cause Qith us a2nd wanted to work with
us in our procedure here, that wg would be glad to cooperate with
them and would try to cee at the ‘proper time that they got the
information that was necessary for them to make a proper presenta-
tion to their public. But if they chose to go it alone and do it
independently and before this Commission had an opportunity to act,
that I thought we would have to deal then at arms length; they
would be on their own and we would be on cur own. That was only a
personal view but I wanted to express it before it was too late in
the day to hﬁve any effect.

Now I think those are about the only things that I have with
relation to the Attorney General before he goes. The others are
housekeeping things and internal organizatiqn here that he would
not be concernad with, 3But he has promised me that he and his
department and his bureau would cooperate in the spirit of the
President's pyoclamation, and I am sure that will be done and I am
sure we will zeep a lot of pcople busy in yocur department, Generzal.

MR, KATZENBACH: Ve have besn busy and are presently busy,

Mr. Chief Justice.
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CHAIRMAN: Yes.

SEN. RUGSELL: May I ask something?
CHAIRMAN: Yes.

‘ SEN. RUSSELL: General, I see occasionally 1in the press
articles that purport to have come from the F.B.I. as to bits of
evidence and things of that kind. How much of their findings does
the F.B.I. propose to ralease to the press before we present the
findings of this Commission?

MR. KATZENBACH: Well Senator, I Lnow the story té which
you are referring - -

SEN, RUSSELL: 1It's been in the papers.

HMR. TZENBACH: Yes. And I know that the Director and
Mr. Belmont, who is the man in charge of this particular investiga=-
tion, are utterly furious at the informatioa %hat got into the press.
I talked with both of them on this subject. They say they are confi-~
dent it could not have ccme ficm the F.B.I., and I say with candor
to this committee, I can't think of anybody else it could have come
from, because I don't know of anybody else that knew that informa-
tion and some agent somewhere along the line, it seems to me, may
very well have done it; or a clever reporter, as you are familiar,
can put together a, b, and ¢, so it did not have to come from one
source.

MR. DULLES: Vhat repdrter was that?

REP. BOGGS. Sterling Green.

MR. KATZEMBACH: Yes. BHe is an AP reporter. He is a good
reportce:, he has covered the bureau a long time. And 211 I can say
is that as far as the Department. of Justice i5 concerned and as far
25 the Director is concerned, that story generated enough heat witi-
in the Federal Burecau of Investigation that I doubt that another

such story will appear because it is a real peril I thinX in even
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being seen in the presence of a newsman.

SFd. RUSSELL: I didn't read the story but 1 noticed
in two or tlree different papers the headline, F.B.I. Report Shows
50 and so.

MR, XATZENBACH: They didn't source it to the F.B.I.,
they wrote it, it is believed that the F.B.I. Report will - -

MR, MC CLOY: It is probable - -

MR, KATZENBACH: Yes, it is probable that. Vhich you
recognize from ycur many years in Washingion, Senator, no responsibl
reporter is likely to feature, certainly not this fellow, unless
he knows thet he had a pretty good source. It was a great embarr-
assment to us because other reporters say, how do we play the
story? 1Is it right or wrong? Agd we just couldn't give them any
guidance., 1 tell you frankly I didn't Lknow whether that story was
right or wrong on its owa, its facts. My gucss was that it was
~oirrect. Bt I 4did not have the information at that point to have
made that story, nor did anybody else to my knowledge outside of
the bureau itself. Eowaver it occurred, I repeat that I think it
is unlikely that anybody in the bureau is even going to look in the
same direction as a2 newsman after that story.

SEN. RUSSELL: There will be 2mple speculation and enough
ruRors withé@t any of them being attributed to the F.B.I.

MR. KATZENBACH: Without any help from anybody; yes.

SEN. COOPER: May I ask a question to that point?

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

SEN., COOPER: It is reporied in the newspapers that this
report will be completed, at least ccmpleted to a certain point,
this weelz.

MR, HATZENBACH: Yes.

SEN. CCCPER: And that it would be made publiec. How what



about those statements? 1Is it complete?

¥, KATZENBACH: The report is not complete, altliough I
believe subiiantially so. It is not complete for the reacon that
new leads keep coming up. I may give you one example why it is
not complete. The interrogation of Hrs. Oswald has gone on for
somne time and is not as yet complete. Theve is greatl reluctance
for the responsible officials in the bureau from the Director on
down to say it will be complete by a certain date. And I think
all of you gentlemen can understand why, because they really want
to pretty much exhaust their leads. Now they have done a fantasti-
amount of wcrlz, a great many agents on this following up a great
many things in an effort to prove negatives as well, and it is a
very difficult proposition to prove that something couldn't have
happened. But we have felt from the outset there, and I was cor-~
fident that this Commission would feel the soame way when it was
appointed, that one of tih:z wahi:ppy and difificult jobs is to try to
dispel rumors, no matter how wild, to show that they couldn't in
-fact be true. And that is a very difficult thing to atticmpt to do
btut that is what they are aittempting to do, and it is prckable, in
my jucdgment, when you have all their things there will be still
other things fhat this Commission will wish to have investigated
and run down, and the bureau will do tiais to the utmost of its
ability. They are very reluctant to state even tentatively con-
clusions, and Irankly even to me at this point, because something
can happen to make them wrong.

Mow in line with your question, Senator Cooper, it seems to
me that with the appointment of this Commissi&n that probably it
would be the desire of this Commission that the report be turned
over to it and not made available to the public. The Chief Justicc

and I éiscussed this briefly. I am quite sure that would be the
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F.B.1.'s preference in this. There is the problem. 1 think that
it might be ~esirable perhaps to put out a very short statement at
that point tv dispel rumors that the report was very differznt fron,
for example, the leak that Senator Russell has spoken of. In other
words, I would not like the fact that it is not madz public and
turned over to the Commission to imply that it was because they had
discovered é conspiracy of the right, left, center or otherwise in
this respect. So I think perhaps it would be desirable for a brief
statement to be made public at that time to allay that kind of
rumor, But that is something that perhaps can wait the completion
of the report, that decision, but my own judgment would be that you
gentlemen would want to study and examine that report and the under-
lying documents; you would not wish these to be made public. Now
that obviously is your decision and I don't intend to influence that
or any other decisions that you have in any wvay.

MR, DULLES: May I ask one guesticnh 2boiut the report?

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR, DULLES: In working with the ¥.B.I1., which I have done
for a great many years and have the greatest admiration for their
work, their rceports genzrally are in the form not of reaching con-
clusions but of stating here are the facts that we have found. HNow
_ those factsvéometimes would lead to certain conclusions. I mean if
they say we have found no evideﬁce of whatever it might be, that in
a sense is a conclusion, but it is a statement of a fact too. I
don't %now how this report will be delivered. Will it be along the
lines of a series of reports rather than conclpsions in law?

MR. KATZZENBACH: It will have no conélusions in it. It ic
going to be a statement of the facts; a statement of this fact Bbasces
upon this fact., For éxample, he stated he was a member of the Fair

Play for Cuba Commiitee to this person and that person. Ve have not
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been able to locate, or his name does not appzar upon the rolls of
the Fair Plav For Cuba Committee. That sort of thing.

ME, DULIES: 1 see.

MR. KATZENBACH: A series of factual statements based on
their investigation, and will disclose what they have done. As I
say, there may be many other things that you wish investigated.
The bureau will investigate those things that you wish in the
absence of your wishing to investigate thein independently.

MR, bULLES: Could 1 ask one other question, Mr. Chief
Justice?

CUAIRMAN: Yes, indeed.

MR, DULLES: I think the members of this committee are
going to be importuned by people\by telephone, letters, etc., with
all kinds of leads. It may be that a common procedure, Mr. Chairman
would be useful whereby we could pass these all along to the F.B.I.
I don't Ziiow any way else to do it. I have already had several of
those and I think it likely that all of us are going to be impor-
tuned. I don’t know what the procedure would be but if a common
procedure could be worked out it would be usefu:z,

CHAIRMAN: Yes. There is no doubt that we can work that
out.

SﬁN. RUSSELL: While you are om that, the comumon pro-
cedure, how about the relations of the Commission with the press?

REP. BCGGS: VYou're so right.

SIEN. RUSSELL: Ve'll all be asked every time we turn
around questions as to what we have done, what we propose to do.

I think we should adopt some rule that would ﬁrotect the work of
the Commission as well as that of the individual members.

CHAIRMAN: I believe you're right.

SEN, RUSSELL: I mcan in dealing with the press.
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CHAIRMAN: Yes.

REP, BOGGS: Senator, I would lille to suggest in that
connection that the Chief Justice, or whoever it might ke, at the
conclusion of each one of our meetings should izmzue akout a para~
graph statement and that ought to be it.

SEN, RUSSELL: That is perfectly agreezble to me. Of
course, we are wide open to the press. The Chief Justice can be
somewhat protected but we can't be moving around the Capitol with-
out being beseiged and importuned, and we have to gi&e them some
answer. I would be very happy 1f we could adopt that as a prin-
ciple, that a2y information whatever should be issued by the
Commission and wculd come from either the Chief Justice or whoever
he selects as Secretary of the“CPmmission.

MR, XATZENBACH: 1 was going to suggest in view of the
Chief Justice's position, which is obviously a difficult one in
terms of ﬁhat most difficult branch of the government from the
viewpoint of the press, that perhaps you wished to borrow on these
occasions or have on these occasions one of the White House press
pcople. dr perhaps that is unwise. But a press person so that
the person or select spokesman here -- 1 don't think you wish tc
appear on-television on this all the time, lir., Chief Justice.

'CHAIRMAN: I never have and I don't propose to do it
here. - '

MR. KATZENBACH: I think to have somebody, or one of
you gentlemen, but to save your press inquiries, if you had a
nerson to vhem all inquiries can be referred. I think that is what
both of you gentlemen had in mind, and my own feeling was that
perhaps in handling the press you wanted somebody with experiencs.

REP. 2CGGS: This person, whoever he may be -- and this

takes nothing away from anyone connected with the VWhite Illouse -~
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would actually have to sit in here to know what was going on and
it would seem to be that someone connected with the Commission
would have to do it. And I would think that as we are going along
that we just shouldn't expose ourselves to saying what happened or
this pr.wticular day.

REP, FORD: May I add to what you said, Hale? 1 agree
that we have got to have somebody who is going to help us handle
the press. I would think it would be wiser not to have somebody
from the White House. The more we disassociate ourselves, as 1
understand our mission, from the White House the better it is for
all of us, and I should think the President would want it that way
himself. 4

REP, BOGGS: Yes.

REP, TORD: 1VWould it be possible, iir. Xatzenbach, to have
somebody from the press staff of the F.B.I.? First, I'm sure they
are cleared for whatever would be available.

MR, KATZENBACH: Yes.

REP. FORD: They are extremely knowledgeable in how to
handle these kinds of press matters. To me this is a better way tc
do it than to have somebody from the White House.

MR, KATZEMBACH: I think your point is good and I would
be happy to get one any place you find a press person unless you
want to get one of yocur own, which raises some problems. Or it ma:
be that some of you gentlemen have had enough experience with the
press., I just see this mob that is going to occur.

REP, BOGGS: This 1s what is going to happen. Vhen this
meeting 1s over the mob is goingvto beseige the Chief Justice and
hie is going to be on television because they are going to be the-:«
televising him, and somebody will ‘have to say sometihing aifter this

meeting is over. Tor whatever it is worth, I xnow at the Waite




House breakfasts we adcpted 2 plan when I first started going --

1 thin® it had been done under both Republican and Denocratic
Administraiions -- that one person would make a statement and that
would 22 it. How this is going to be a real difficult problem and
we had just better try to work it out.

CHAIRMAN: 1If I might make a suggestion, I think there
is so very litile that ought to come from our meetings - -

REP, BOGGS: zTxactly.

CHAIRMAN: - -~ thaf it wouldan't be difificult for us at
the conclusion of our meetings to say, now what is there for the
public? UWe can draft it right here.

RE?, BOGGS: <sractly, sir.

CHAIRMAN: Yes; tell them vhat it is and get it over with
and get out and that will be the finish of it as far as I am con-
cerned, because I am going to try to treai this as much in a
judicizl way as I possibly cam, and thatv in the first place is not
to talk.

REP, FORD: The only problem, Mr., Chairman, is I don't
+hink it is wige for us to spend time at the end of each meeting
deciding what we are going to say to the press. If we could have
somebody here who could take notes and have something rough-draitec
it would sa?é us time and it would be recady for usec, and I think
you are the one that ought to spéak for us.

SEN. RUSSELL: That is going to cause a great deal of
confusion, Mr. Ford. The Chief Justice won't go.on television,
and I can readily approciate why he would not wish to, but we can'
cperate here in a complete vacuum. The people won't stand for it.
You're going to have to have some statement of some kind. VYou ctu
make it very general. The F.B.I. rcport today, of course we can't

go into that. Today, =ay we laid down some o the ground rules,
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discussed some of the nossible difficuities that wouid arise in
the course of our inquiry. But you have to have something.

a2, BOGGS: No question about it.

SEN, RUSSELL: You have to have something.

¥2, MC CLOY: 1f I am clear on thig, Mr. Chief Justice,
it seems to me we have an analogy. Ve have international con-
ferences where matters of great interest are being discussed and
usually at the end of the day you put out a communique and you cal:
the man in and say here it is. You can't %cep off television. Yot
don't need to speak on television because wvihen you lzave this plac
they will televise you.

CHAIRMAN: That's all rigﬁt; you can't help that.

MR, MC CLOY: But yoq»?and out the statement and there
is all there is to it, and this is done cvery day in international
affairs and 1 thinlk this is the wvay to do it.

REP, Z0CGS: Abgolutely.

MR, MC CLOY: And 1 think we have to take time every day
_ to do that. .

REP, BCUGS: It has got to be.

CHAIRMAIl: I think it would be dangerous to what we ar=
trying to do if I were to te subjected when we leave this place tc
having them put those microphones in frent of nie and ask me
guestions and have %o answer them.

MR, FORD: Ho, no.

REP., BOGGS: U[No, no.

SEN. CCOPER: I would like to agree on this point., 1
tolieve this Commission has got to decide at the close of this
vho is going to do it and what we are going to say. I thinX the
idea suggested by lr. McCloy is the best one. 1 do nave one othex

questicn about this press business. You can tell them you have nc
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comment to make but they keep questioning you. 1 thirk the only
way we can protect ourselves is to say the decision was made by

the Commission that the only statement that would be made ~vould be
made after each meeting in the form of a statement. What do you
think? Otherwise you know, Dick, as we all know, they pressure you
and some of them try to put words in your mouth. Most of them who
have talled to me have been very good, they appreciate the impor-
tance of this work, but some of them do not.

SEN. RUSSELL: TWNot all of them will, but you have to pro--
tect them against this other ten per cent.

SEN. CCOPER: Yes. 1If we are not able to say that the
Commission has agreed that a certain‘procedure will be followed
then we haven't got any protectign. They will hound us to death.
What do you think, Dick?

SEN, RUSSELL: Oh, yes.

REP. FORD: W¥hat about this practical problem? Hale is
from Louisiana, you're from Xentucky, Dick's from Georgia, I'm
from Michigan. I can handle the AP, UP, the network people, but
our local television, radio, newspaper people, they want a personai
story. &nd they say, well can you just talk to us for a minute?

I mean it's a little different than the major &P, UP and other
groups. If we are going to have a rule that nobody goes on, that's
fine, but are we going to have a statement that the Chief Justice
will read or will it just be distributed as he goes out? Are we tc
stay off all television, etc.? I think we ought to make a decisior
in that regard bLecause vou know how these local people are, nore
co really as far as the four of us are indivianlly concerned tha
ihe major n=tworks.

¥, RUSSELL: Of course you just can't say 'no comment

to every questicn that is asked but I think most of us can protect
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:ne int2grity of the proceedings hcre, wof suy it with gravity
) seriousness or sorethirg like theat.

RIP. F2RD: 12 we could have ropies of ~hat tue Chiedl
Justice releases ancd then read it ourzelves, i thac i3 what they
#ant on a Jocal basis, *lint is fipne with me.

SEW, DUS3ELI: It's a tough cue. T bave keen turoagh
them. T hove becon at the "hite Housc whea w2 Zad thsse very
intirate coufarerces, and Mr. Dulles nsed *o Le there, waere the
Press Seciretary of the hite House would prenarz somcihing and it
would Dz sulmitied to all those presont tsiore wo acjourned., The
only thing there that would shake me cowniately abou!l :hig and
Conrcress was the faaet that come of the mambers wrhulid leair stories
they shoul?da’c out to *their friends. And I have =azn siocked timez
and again ia the Zreaed Services Committice and wome cof ouv hearings
on vary sensitive aaivonrs, soae of cur wavesticuiions, Tula as
the HMacftrthur inquiry, wvhich some fellcws gave out, 23at I'am not
afraid of anybody in tlis zroup, but I'm surs all of you gentlemen
who have beén in Congress know there have been oze:sions when thiags
have been lenized which rhonld not have teea fxcm Waite Houszs coit-
ferenctes and executive sessions.

]3¥P, B2GGS: VYes, sir.

¥R, DULLE3: [ want to tentiiy {»n “he fzati that Congress-
men can keep secreis if they really ucdersiand. 1 never had o bad
secret lealt.

SEN, RUSSELL: If you keep it *o a saizll erougn group
they can, »ut I have been utterly amazed at lcast from what I Lave:
seen in the Consress.

REP, BOGGS: Ripght here this morning when ve lcava her
and go taclt to our vespective places of aboie cach cae of us is

going to bz beseiged by the reporiers, fellows that Xnow u&
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personally. o today we have to have a statement as I see it,
Mr. Chairman. You have to give it out, 2nd 311 we caa say is,
well, the Chief Justice gave out a statement and that is it,
period.

REP, FORD: If we had it on that basis.

SEN, COOPER: I thinXk the confidence of the country and
the press itself on this will depend greatly on whether we are all
t#lking about this or not.

SEN. RUSSELL: They don’t want to go into details but
they want to have siomething. They will go sniping at you if you
don't.

MrR. MC CLOY: Ve will be subjected to all the pressure
they wiil be able to bring to begr; buet I think this line is the
one we should take and we should adlhere to it as cluse a5 we can.

MR, KATZENBACH: May I say this in terms of the press
problem, that it would be desirable for me to leave you wheh you
have finished this so the press cannot corment on the fact that I
sat through the hearing. It seemed appropriate for me o be here
at the outset bLul : want to get out so you genilewen may have some
tine. -

MR; DULLES: I think we have one or itwo quesiions befoie
gou go.

SEN. RUSSELL: Yes, I have one. Mr. Dulles referred to
this examination of F.B.I. files. He has done it very oiten, I
have done it two or three times, and as he states, there are no
nonclusions there whatever. That might be well encugh, but the
“hing that worried me ou one occasion particulérly, there was
dothing in there that would malke the evaluation of thé credidilit:
of witnesses who told cenflicting stories. How is the F.B.I. going

to help us with that? Is it going to zIve us the baclkground of the
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witnesses?

MR, KATZEIRACH: Vell on thst score we will do whatever
we can to help you on that; that is, to Zhe extent “usy 1ave con-
flicting»stories on this we will do everything we can to give you
a basis for evaluating that, includins the background of the person.
if that is what is helpiul. But often in this kind of incident th~
conflicting stories can be where everybody is telling the truth,
at least can be resolved through mis-recollection z2nd through re-
checking the facts. Thét is one of the things that is presently
going on. You have people that say they saw a certain person here
at a certain time, and that may be quite an honest statement. This
sort of thing has occurred. You then can establish by a great deal

more evidence that the person was in arother city at thati time

and obviously it s a case of mistalken identity. You are bound to
have some of those. But my ancwer, Senator, is that whatever you
+hink will be helpful we will give it to you.

SEN. RXUSCELL: Do you go into the man's baclkground? In
other words, say he has a police record. Would that be in 1¢?

MR, XATZ-NBACH: The answer is that it night or might not
iepending upon the relevince of it, importance oi the iestimony.
1 this is a question of people who a great deal depends on what
“hey are sagfng as to whether or not tnat would be checled, they
nave talled to literally hundreds of people and I don't assume
they go into each instance as to whether that person has a police
record. But that is easy information to get any.iime that it would
appear to be relevant and it will be cdone.

SEN. RUEGELL: My thought is, I mighf be asking you to
2o baclz and look into that.

MR. KATZEURACHE: Right. I think in an c¢rsent of that

t1e 2

%ind you will wan%t to ask further questions about it and we will



get you the informa{ion.

SEN. RUSSELL: Now I assure the F.B.I. has intentionally
inquired into all aspects of this tragedy, including the man who
%illed Oswald?

MR, KATZE!NBACH: Yes.

SEN. RUSSELL: Since that is related to the matter under
iavestigation I suppose you are going into it also?

MR. KATZENBACH: Yes, that is correct,

SEN. RUSSELL: Are you doing that in copjunction with th-
State police authorities or doing that on your own?

MR. KATZENBACH: This is bging done largely on our own
in conncction with that investigation, for the reason that the
facts or tases that we used for..that investigation was Seciion 241
of the Criminal Code, which tallis about conspiracy to deprive one
~f his civil rights; and indeed if there was a c¢onspiracy with
respect to the shooting of Cswald it would come within that statute,
and because of the phone calls there was enough suggestion of a
. conspiracy Eg do so., Since that could potentially involve the
Dallas Police that in&estigation is being conducied independently
. oy our bureau and will be done so until they are satisfied that
there was or was not any hanky-panky on the part of the police.

The important fact, Senator, most of the evidence with respect to
whe assassination of the President was in fact handled by the
bureau.

IR, DULLES: Mr. Chief Justice, shouldn't we bz extremely
cereful in any dealings with the Ruby matter? I mean it is under
trial now and I was wondering what guidance yoﬁ could give us as n
Cormission?

SEH. RUCSSELL: I intended to acit that myself.

MR, DULLES: The trial is put over to February 7th.
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px. DULLISS: YT the LXecuillve usuer, 1 weilicve == o
haven't a ébpy of it ~- under which we are atting includes the
Ruby case to some extent.

CHAIRMAN: ©Oh, yes, indeed.

MR. MC CLOY: To some extent! It is right in there.

REP, FORD: On that point, cculd we have a copy of that
Executive Order? I have not received one.

MR, DULLES: I've not either. It was quoted in the
paper; not fully.

MR, KATZENBACH: VYes, I think it was fully. It was
quite short, austere. Ve would be happy to have the order sent
to you.

CHATIRMAN: Will you do that?

MR, FATZEHNEACH: Yes.

MR. MC CLCY: I think we are getting on some quite
sensitive business and while we have Mr, Katzenbach here -- because
some things I think we ought to discuss with him here and with hin
noi being here —; I have a fee%ing that we ought co try to get as
much as we can Irom him before he leaves. I have a considerable
nunber of comments I would like to make on your suggestions, Mr.
Chief Justice, but I don't think they are prokably in order here.

CHAIRMAN: ©h, no. I thought I would just let that out
generally and we could discuss them later.

MR. MC CILOY: This is a major situation we've got wit
the peading of a nurder trial.

SEW. RUSSELL: Yes.

MR, KATZENBACH: Don't count on that being tiried in

February, gentlemen,




MR. KATZENBACH: No.

MR. DULLES: It might be later still?

MR, KATZENBACH: Yes. That recess was asked by the
State's Attorney, this one, and it is customary in alinost every
state, iﬁcluding Texas, to give defense counsel at least one free
ride. He may not want it, but I say don't count on it.

CEATRMAN: VWell I have given considerable thought to that
and 1 have felt that it will be very unwise and probatly unfair for
us to make any report that involved Ruby before he was tried, Ard
{ thought this, that there are two alternatives; onz was to not
make our report until he had been tried and, secondly, ii there was
a portion of that which applied to Ruby we could sequester it until

such time as he had bteen iried and then release that to the public

=y

later if thera wzy necessity for us to do the othoer beforehand.

Now I was thinking of this., 1If this thing goes over from
February, let's say, to March or April, and then they talke a few
w»eeks to try him, maybe he can get a disagreement and then they may
wut it over three or four montgé more.

MR. DULLES: A series of appeals possibly?

CEAIRMAN: VYes. But leaving the appeals aside, it might
~arry us over for upwards of a year before we could do anything.
59 1 thought of the pessible alternative of sequestering perhaps
a portion of it that applied to Rudy, to be released only when he
has had his trial.

MR, MC CLOY: O©Cn paper that sounds plenty good, Mr. Chiaf
Justice, but one of the great issues is whether or not there is zuy
relatior. between Ruby and Oswald.

CHAIRMAN: Yes. It was only an alternative.

3EN. RUSSELL: If you say Oswald was it ~~ maybe we



shouldn't get into that!

RE?P) BOGGéi If there was ever a public crime that was
witnessed by moré people than that in the history of mankind - =~

MR, KA&ZENBA&H: May I express one thought on that?

| CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR, KATZENBACH: It is possible that all of :the evidence
with respect to that is examined by this group, that depending on
what it is, that that could have no efiect upon the trial._ It is
entirely possible, i1f you look at particularly what I'm talking
about, the appeal stage, but what the trial of that is likely to
be, and here I'm sticking my neck out by making a prediction. To
prove the killing is a rather simple mattier, over a hundred million
people saw it, and that is the prosecution's case in essence with
respect to 3uby. The defense, it would appear if one can judge
from newspaper accounts, is going to be insanity defense, s0 you
are not likely to get much in the wéy oi facts out of that trial
with respect to this Coumission. If that is true and if those are
the only iséues raised at the trial, it may depend on the facis
and how you evaluvate them. It may be that you will not have the
longer period here if you don't go into anyihing with respect to
the issues raised at that trial.

REP, FORD: TIow in Texas do they determine insanity?

MR. KATZZNBACH: They have a temporary insanity rule,

REP, FCRD: 1Is it a jury decision?

#HR. HATZENBACH: Yes, jury decision. To be candid about
it, I suppose there is a rcal possibility that that defense will
prevail, "hether it will or not it certainly is a possibility thei
he will be found not guilty by reason of insanity. That is one of
the' verdicts  that might come out. That of course would solve to

some extent your problen.
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SEN. RUSSELL: I don't a2gree with you. Of course, there
1s no reason for me saying I don't agree, but if I was Ruby's
counsel I would tell him to postpone this -- not to postpone -+the
case, I would be crying for a trial all right, I would be demand-
}ng one; the quicker he is tried, the sense of shock, knowing the
American people, the better chance he has.

SEN. COOPER: =xactly.

MR, KATZEHRACH: If he is relying om insanity. If he
also wants to state anything about public compassion then he has
to make the motion for delay, if he waants to preserve that.

CHATIRMAN: Vell, General, I think before you leave I
would like to have it understood, if it is the wish of the
Conmission, that these reports.-of the various agencies should be
given to us before they are givén to anyone else and that we have
an opportunity to appraise them before any publicity is given to
them. If we do not have that our work, cur burden is golng to be
mech greater and it will raise great confusion in the minds of
the people of the country. Do the rest of you agree to that?

(Members nodded),

MR. DULLES: That would apply to the Texas report too?

CHAIRMAN: ©h, ves, I think so. MNow the General will
tell you, he and I have had several discussions about this Texas
matter because there has bheen éome insistence on their part that
they both wanted to have our full cooperation a2nd at the same time
they wanted to have this public hearing through-the Court of Inquiry
before our hearings, belore our worlk is done, And I told them that
I thought we had no right to say to Te:xas that it could not do
that if it wanted to do it. I think they have a right to do it,
but I do not think they have a right o insist that the ifederal

agencles assist them with their evidence in order to makXe that the

[&)

big show that it is destined to be, and that if they wanted to

- 28 -



cooperate with us and wanted to come here and abide our final
result before they have their public hearings, that I personally
would be willing to cooperate with them in every way, shape or
form. But if they decided to go it alome, if they decide to do it
independently and without regard to the effect that it has on the
work of this Commission, then I thought they ought to go it alone
and not have the benefit of our agencies' reporis and cooperation.

OEN., RUSSELL: I may Le in error but I rather got the
impression that the President probably suggested they have their
inquiry down there. Do you know about that, Mr. Xetzenbach?

MR, KATZENBACH: That is correct, Senator, the suggestion
did come from the WVhite House. It came before the appointment of
this Commission.

SEN. RUSSELL: That's right, and that being the case if
he were to let them know that he now thougnt it would be best <o
have one incuiry, that this gfqup should do its work beziore they
go into theirs, don't you think that would be persuvasive with them?

MR. KATZENBACH: Yes, I do, Senator. I Jo have great
confidence that this is in responsible hands and that they will
cooperate with any wishes that the Commission iandicates. This ié
not to say ~- I think the Chief Justice dJdoes not disagree with me
on this poiqt -~ that they don't havec a problem in Texas, having
said that they were going to have a Court of Inguiry.

CEAIRNAN: Yes, that's right.

MR. KATZENBACH: I think that what they wduld wish to do
is address a letter ito the Commission through the Chief Justice
stating that the Court of Inquiry there, that it was the desire of
everyone o cooperate, explaining their position, and I think thal
if a letter were written back to them suggesting -~ not anything

more than a suggestion == that the public hearings might be held




in abeyance while this was examined here by this Commission that
they would be amenable to that suggestion. It wouldn't have to
be put in a way that would interfere inm the Federal-State relation-
ship. Qne has to remember that in this case -- I know the Chief
Justice has been conscious of this, the overwhelming interest of
the Federal Government in the assassignation of the Precsident of
the United States =~ that they too feel they have an interest 1o
be brought out at an appropriate time, because the Governor oif the
State of Texas was also attempted to be assassinated, and because
it occurred in Texas and because candidly within this room I think
there is a feeling there that the image thus throughout Texas is
that justice is not all that they would wish it to be and would
want some opportunity to refurkish that image and at an appiropriate
time., 1 am persuaded that theée gentlamen are completely respon-
sible gentlemen and they would be amenable to any suggestion that
this Commission makes, I Znow the Zresident's view with respect
to the importaince of this Commission and I am sure that he will
support the Commission in everything that it wishes to maintain
its status and compieteness of its investigation.

SEN. RUSSELL: Mr. Chairman, there is one more question,
please = =

MR. DULLES: Could I ask one question?

CHAIRMAN: The Senafor was going to ask one,

SEN. RUOSELL: Excuse me just a. second, Mr. Dulles. It
seens to me that the main objective we should have right now is
to prevent these two hearings colliding. Thgy ought to rush
theirs tarough to a conciusion and submit what they have to us,
else they should wait until this Commission has had its inQuiry.

RE®, BOGGS: Or not have its own.



OEN, RUSSELL: Vell they will almost have to have it
now, they have announced it.

MR, XATZENBACE: He is on the spot, but as far as having
it I think, in an easy stages approach, if at this moment it were
said by him that in their desire to cooperate with this Commission
they will postpore their inquiry until this Commission has had an
opportunity to do things, from the point ol view of? this position,
that this will postpone it, he will then bz into the Ruby trial,
and postpone it on that basis and perhaps by a stage to stage
basis he could arrive at that conclusion. I think it would be
very, very tough for the Attorney General to say I am going to cali
off this hearing now for all time. -I think that is 2 heck of a
position for him to be in, and I don't think the Commission would
want to say to him vou call off wours.

SEH. RUGSELL: Ho, indeed. I hops you don't think I had
2ny sush thing in mind. I theught perhaps the timing of it might
be arranged by negotiation and I am confident that it can be.

MR. KATZENBACH: I thini they would like to write a
letter to you and they would like to have an answer, and I think
that properly couched that would take him off the hook for the
immediate future. And then I thinlr that reasons can be found to
do it. At least we in the IZrxecutive Branch fcel an obligation
toward them for the reasons the Senator indicated.

MR, MC CLOY: They have the same problem we have, the
murder trial. I'm not a trial lawyer and I don't know what the
law of Texas is, but generally speaking you can't take discoveries
or you can't have depositions in criminal cases, let alone a murder
trial. Jo what he does if he should talte testiiony now, he will

be violating that principle, I sihould think, because he warld ke



inteferring with one of the other branches of the Texas Goverament.
I would think this is the main reason why he has to posipone that,
because he can't differentiate these things, Ruby, the Governor and
the President. I have some difficulty in knowing just how we can
cooperate. We can say we offered to cooperate. Just what form
that cooperation ta%es I think has to bLe thought out, because he
has a diiferent approach; he has got to have public hearings. We
don't have to have public hearings. How do we cooperate? 1 think
we have got to think that through a little further.

CHAIRMAN: OCh, yes.

REP, FORD: Mr. Chairman,. while the General is here 1
would like to clarify if possible who gets this report. 1 mean how
widely distributed will it be?.

CHAIRMAN: ‘hat reporf are you spzaking of?

_EEP. FORD: 7ue F.B.I. rcpore.

MR. KATZENBLCH: I'm oure that will te done just as you
wish it to be done. I would say that that report would go to the
President, it would go to the Attorney General and myself, because
I think that is the appropriate channel within the Department of
Justice fof it to go to the President. I had thought there ought
to be a senior official for every one of the potentially affected

departments who would be your liaison with tazt particular depart-

ment. I think probably Dick Helms from CIA. I don't know who it
will be from the Department of State, perhaps the legal counsel
over there. That would of course be their selection. And somebody
from tie Department of Defense and a senior official from the
Treasury Department; probably Chief Rovley; myself, I think, in
the Department of Justice; along with senior officials Irom the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, probadly Mr. Belwmont or his first

assistant, since he is conducting the investigation. I mention



these names because I cuppose it will be azppropriate for those
officials to see the bureazu report. Since the bureau's report
is accomplished in part from evidence subnitted by these other
agencies 1ln an ordinary bureaucratic way they ought to have an
opportuﬂity to at least know how the bureau has reported their
position. Now the Secret Service will if you wich, and I suggestec
it to them, give you a separate report with respect to everything
they did with the protection of the Presideat up to the moment of
the assassination. I think vwhat happened af{er that would probablj
be covered in the F.B.XI. report. I think you ougiht to have that.
And there will be evaluations to be made from that. XNe2dless to
say, that report, parts of it, camnot be made public insofar as
they disclose the procedures of the Secret Jervice in protecting
the President. I say with compleie sincerity, if the F.B.I.
gooied, if the Secret Tervice gooied, if the Dallas Police goofed,
if anybody nade errcrs or wistakes, we want the Commission to make
that judgment, eiter all of the facis, honmesily. It is possible
to put these facts to you. 1In other words, the senior officials,
certainly that is their desire, that all of this be put there and
that you have everything.

REP, FORD: Vhat State officials, if any, will be given
this report? MNone, I assume.

Mﬁ. KATZENBACH: Hone.will be given this report. Does
that sound reasonable?

REP, FORD: Yes.

¥MR. DULLES: The Board of Inquiry, maybe you have to
give them a reporti?

MR. KATZENBACH: I don't kelicve under any circumstiances

we would have to give them a report. They of couwse turned over
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iurned over a2 good deal of evidence to the Dallas Folice. The
Dallas Folice had turned thzt back. Iovw they row that; there is
no way of closing the door already opened. They know what they hac

at that time, they know the results of the ballistics tests and

vho sore of ile witnesses are, etc., That was all ziven to them

pv]
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at a2 time when it was of course contemplated that Oswald would be
ciaarged, iandicted and tried.

MR, DULLEZ: HMr., Chairman, I was woadering whether this

ni

Cornission, to nrotect itself an

ey

t8 report, siovld rot nossibly
call on certzin agencies and departnents Zor a renort. i'm sure

the F.B.I. and Depertaent of Justice of course will come Torward.
CHAIRMAN: I have a letter predcsed aleng this line.
MR. DULLED: Rrcuse ne., That iancludes State authorities
~oo0 then?
CrAIFRM/IIl: Th, ves.
MR, DULLZD: I thinlr that.would ke helpful.
CELAIRMA: Very. Are there any other questions o? the
GEN, COOPER: One other question. ‘Vould the F.B.I.
seporit counrehend all of the activities of the Dallas Police
and ary evidence that they 2y have accumulaied?
MR, IATZENZ2LCH: I believe that it will., You may wvich

-

to aslk the DJallas =
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they have and seek their cocperation

in this respect as well as other Toxas authorities, which also
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ndling of the matier of the Court of Inquiry ig
2 poteirtial galn %to you.

RE?, 20CGGS: In connesiion with the word ihat you ucad -

geoZed - by ary one of these groups, Cecret Jervice, F.B.I.,
Dallas Fclice, can we erpect ithece redoris that cone to our

ra
[
I




attention o be objective ahout that?

NE. XKATZENBACH: I would hone 5o, Congressman. You are

1]

as 2ble o make that judemert as I am. It seems to me that 21l of
the Zacts -- you can inguire iato then.

REP, B0GG3: e were talking abouil the press. There
have been many insinuvations in the press.

BR., TATZENBACE: 1 have no reascn o believe this is itrue
o the Tecret Jervice or true of the burean. How there may be
nroceduras in there thaet you will want ic male recommendations
about if you feel it can be improved. I now the service ilsell
is certainly reviewing a2ll that they have o see vha%t zu: we do
that we didn't do on a2ny future occasion. But z2ll of these depart-

nents are i

. A1) of them had sonethins
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to do a2t leagt with Oswald i not with the factis relating io ithe
acsessination, and z2s far as the senior officia 1

ments are concerned I know thoy want you to have all the facts.
In wy ovn limited experience wizh the government, under those
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Dranch, Senator Russell.

,hII:HAN~ Lre there any furiher gucsiions of the
Geaneral?

M2, DULLES: The naterial, Mr. Chairnazn, that we receive
that would te within the jurisdiction of the F.B.I., chould we

nass that to Mr. Hatzeabach?

CUAIRMAN: Don't you thinik thal cught to be through

3 g

whateves organization we have here, £llen, =ather then do it

threugh the individual? In that way we will kpow whails going




be crackpot stuff but it will be up to us to see whether it is
crackpot or not.

MR. XATZENBACH: We have a crackpot file over there,
which makes it very simple soretimes.

SEN. RUSSELL: My staff is not that generous. They
call it the nut file,

CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, are there any further questions
of the General? (No response). If not then, General, thank you
verﬁ nuch.

MR. KATZLIIBACH: Right, sir.

CHAIRMAN: Ve appreciate your coming over.

MR, XATZENBACH: ¥ill I be in touch with you later, sir,
on these letters, Mr. Chief Jusiice?

CHAIRMAN: Yes. Thank you, General.

MR. KATZENBACH: Geood luck to the Commission.

(Mmereupon, at apnroximately 11:22 a.m.,
Mr. ZXatzenbach left the conference room).

CHAIRMAN: 1 was very glad, Tenator Russell, that you
mentioned that matter of the reports beczuce I have spent several
days with Mr, Katzenbach now trying to assure him that it would
injure the work of this Commission if thoce reports of the F.B.I.
or anybody else would be lealed out piecemeal, and also whether
they should go down and reveal to the Texas Roard of Inquiry
everything that they lnow and malte it just a reshash when we get
to ours. And up to eleven o'clock last night tﬁe Texas peonle
had not yet agreed to withnold their hand until we had had an
opporiunity to do this and I'n Qéry hapopy that over the night they
wvere zole to get them to do that. When he called me this morning

and told me abvout it I was very nappy, and I think that will make
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it possible for us to do the kind of job that the President
expects us to do. Otherwise I'm sure we could not do it.

MR. MC CLOY: This brings up the point that I made, Mr.
Chief Jqstice, that when we say we agreed to ccoperate do we mean
we are going to give them the report or not?

CHAIRMAN: Oh, no.

MR. MC CLOY: Let's be careful waen you make your
commitnent about cooperation because in return for our cooperation
they will call off their inquiry and they may be exacting things
from us that will be embarrassing for us to do. So we have to be
careful about it,.

CHAIRMAN: You're right, of course, but I suppose, Mr.
McCloy, that if they held off until we had cciipleted our work our
report would be public and they would have it in ccmmon with every-
body else.

MR, MC CLOY: That is all right.

SEN, CCCPER: Mr. Chairman, on that point 1 think it
would be better just to say that we would, if they have an inquiry,
recelve any information that they ray develop, but on our part do
not agree in any.way to give them any informaticn. I don't think
wve are undef any duty to give them any.

MR.»MC CIQY: You have to »e cautious about that. That
is why I blanched a little bit'at the word cooperate. It sort of
means we are going to have a collateral effort.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, I agree, that is tremendously
important. Well, gentlemen, I wonder now if we could go back to
some of these things that I stated at the beginning: First as to
our principal job being one of evaluaticn of evidence, on which
wa could for tae present at least rely on the investigative

agencies of the government without the neccssiiy of a staff of

i
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SEN. RUSSELL: Mr. Chairman, of course I think I am in
general agreement with your statement that our principal duty is
to evaluate all of these various reports and undertake to reconcile
them i: we can, any conflicts or differences., 1I should very much
dislilke to see ﬁé gét flovn to the hearing of witnesses and I don't
think we should hear them in any ecvent unless we get to a dead end
street between the departments of government, then we might have to
oall in some of those. Of course, we wouldn't have any real
authority. 1 don't think we have any power of subpoena. I'm sure
of that.

CHAIRMAN: Yes, that is correct.

SEN. RUSSELL: And any witness you brought in you
couldn't conviect of perjury even if you swore him, can you? I
think that was decided in nmy 3tate. I don't know about that. The
body before which ne a2npearced had no lezgal standing. They may
give us that standing, I am not éompletely sure that we should
not at some ctapge get a reso;ption adopted so we could have that
vower if we needed it, but I aon't want to ask for it now because
we want to avoid any witnesses just as long as we possibly can.

Now the timing of this thing caused me more concern than
apything eise. I rather gather from what Hr. licCloy said that he
is disturbed about i1t. This man Ruby is there. There's no questior
that he killed Oswald because I thin’k iir, Boggs said a hundred
million people saw it, and I was one of them. I just don't know.
It is going to be difficult for us to determine how long we should
wait on any iearing, on any determination on the Tuby case. Y don's
see any reason why we couldn't commence our vork, start the evalua-

tion, but I have very great doubt about the wisdom or fairness of




our making a report prior ito the time that Ruby is tried. I am
glad this Texas inquiry has been settled. I didn't know there was
any confusion about it. I assumed that Fresident Johnson had one
of bis staff make a phone call to arrange the timing of that, but
I'm glad that it has been settled.

Now you didn't mention anything aktout a staff. I don't think
we ought to have any investigators but we are going to have to have
somebody.

CHAIEMAN: Ve must have. I left that until the General
left because I thought he might not want to be present when we
were discussing it.

REP, BOGGS: Mr. Chairman, before we get off that point
there is something that concerns me, and investigator, I know, has
a meaning thnat is different -to {different people. But I'm not
certain that I am competent tb evaluate these raw F.B.l. reports.
How I can vead them 2nd I can come to scne conclusion, but I'm not
sure that I don't want some one, some person in whom I have total
confidence to give me the benefit of what these things mean. I
have never read but about two F.B.I. reports in my life and I would
like to be so totally sure in my own mind on this thing that -
well, that's all I wanied to say.

"SEN. RUSSELL: That i3 what I had in mind when I said
we would‘ﬁavevto have a staff. I used investigator in the sense
that I don’t think we should start now in any event to have anyone
on our staff that we would send out to undertake to gather evidence
in the field. But this question of the evaluation of evidence is
an entirely different proposition. Ve will need somebody who is
trained to assist us with that.

MR. MC CLOY: Mr. Chief Justice, I feel that this goes

very deeply into our jurisdiction and our objectives. This
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Commission is set up to lay the dust, dust not only in the United
Gtates but all over the world. It is amazing the number of tele-
phone calls 1 have gotten from abroad.

REP. BOGGS3: And for the future as well as the present.

MR. MC CLOY: YVYes. Now I have the feeling that the
prestige, the standing of this Commission, everybody is looking
for it to come forward promptly, unfortunately, with an objective,
comprehensive report which will lay all the dust, and right across
our path is this incident of the pending nurder trial which the
Senator has referred to. I have a feeling that we have anothér
obligation ithan the mere evaluation of the reports of agencies,
many of which as you suggested, or some of them at least, nay be
interested, may be involved. There is a potential culpability
here on the part of the Secret Service a2nd even the F.3.1., and
these reports, after all, human nature keing vhat it is, may have
some self-serving aspects in them. And I think that if we didn't
have the right to subpoena docwrents, the right to subpoena witness-
es if we needed them, that this Commission's general stianding
might be somewhat impaired. We could usz them of course with
great discretion and I certainly wouldn't want them to go running
around exﬁﬁining witnesses, but I can visvalize occasionally wvhen
we will want to examine witnesses.

ﬁEP. BCGGS: If I may interrunt I want to agrece on that
too, and I think it would be ; mistake if we snould suddenly get
to a point in the conduct of this Commission where we had to do
that and all of a sudden we appear in Congress and ask for this
powver. If we just ask for it in the course oi events of the first
neeting of this Commission I think it would be well and proper.

HWobody would consider it unusual,



REP. 'ORD: Hale, I agree with vou a hundred per cent.
-1 think it would raise the stature of this Commission if this were

something thal we unanipocusly agreed upon from the outset. It
would give us 2 standing more than what we have at the present
tine.

SEN. RUSSELL: 1In relation to that it occurs to me,
since lUr. McCloy has mentiored i%, it would decrease the use of
self-scerving conclusions if we had that power. Understand, I'm
no* loolirg for anyone, I'm not suspicious of anyore going out to
cover up, but people will be writing about tais thing. 1 told the
P:esidenﬁ the other day, Tifty years from today people will be

saying he had something to Jdo with it

3]

0 he could be President,

MR, MC CIOY: 1 came to this conclusion before I read an
article vhich avpeared yesterday in. the MNew Yor: paper, and it is
all on this point; sayc "Truth won't out." It poinis out that we
are going 0 be looking at ihe"Dallas Felicz reports, the F.B.I.,
Oecret Cervice, a2nd it indicates ;— and that one irritated me a
little »it -; that there is nehody on this Cornission who has hnad

~.
any experience ia investizsation. Youxr Disirict ﬁtorney, Mr. Chief
Juectice, aad I spent ten years on one case which you might
remenier, and if that wasn't 2 problem I don't know what wes.
But this is the feeling and f,we-renounce the desire to have this
type of power I think it will Jdetract from the prestipge of the
Covnission. And I thin: ithe newssaper acccunts gaid naturally
they will have that powver. We.:ould use it with *rcumspectlon
vhen we reeled to, tui I do thinl with that thinkting in the back-
ground it would be betier to have it.

H2, DULLES: TWhat is the legislative precedent?

M2, MC CLOY: e have had iz,

MZ. DULLES: Ve had it in the Pearl Eartor investigation.

(€}
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CHAIRMAN: ©Oh, yes, they had extensive hearings.

SEN. RUSSELL: Yes, they had hearings.

MR. MC CLOY: I dom't think Roberts ever used it, unless
he had officers, and then if anybody sent in an order a2nd if the
fellow didn't want to testify, he said, "I order you to testify."

SEN, RUSSELL: They had no alternative.

MR, ¥C CLOY: That's right, but still I think they had
it, and I don't see, Mr. Chief Justice, that there is any connectior
between public hearings and this. You have.grand juries that have
the right to subpoena and they are absolutely secret; you have
your executive sessions and you can subpoena in Congress, and they
are absolutely private hearings. So I don't think that one thing
implies the other; I don't think there is any connection. Then I
would like to say a word about a staff. I jusit can't conceive of
our functioning wiilh any authorily, with any efificiency without a
counsel, without a chief counsel. .

CHAIRMAN: Oh, there's no question abtout it. I just
haven't gotten to that phase.

MR, MC CLOY: I see. I think we ought to have a rattling
good counsel who can do an awful lot of this sort of businsss.

MR, DULLES: The subpocha power point is one that should
be acted uﬁén pretty promptly if we docide to do it.

CHAIRMAN: Oh, yes.

REP.-FORD: Vhy don't we take action now?

CHAIRMAM: May I say a word firsti?

REP, FCRD: Ves. I'm sorryy.

CHAIRMAN: If the rest of you want the subpoena power

that is perfectly all right with wme, but I was thinking this, that
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if we have the subpoena power people are going to expect us to
use it. VWitnesses are going to have the right to come in and say,
here, I've got this testimony, I want to give it before your
committee. And if they are cranks, if they are nuts, we are in a
bind because if we don't hear them at least they are going to go
out and say we have suppressed the evidence on them and we only
heard the things that we wanted to hear, etc.

REP, BCGGS: But Mr. Chizf Justice, won't that happen
whether we have the subnoena power or not?

CHAIRMAN: Vell I think maybe it would to some extent,
but if we were proceeding on the theory that this was a job of
evaluation oI evidence rather than of gathering of evidence it
will enable us to go to the varioug agencies of the government
and have these neople who want to be witnesses investigated, have
their testimoay appraised by them and then submitited to us for
evaluation. That was wny thought. Rut as I say, if the rest of
you think that we ought {0 have suvpocna power it 1s perfectly
all right_yith ne.

MR, MC CLOY: I have weighed this very carefully in my
mind and balanced it back arnd forth irying to figure it out. There
are disadvantages on both sides.

CHAIRMAN: Yes, there are.

MR, MC CLOY: 1 somehow come btack I{inally {o the con-
viction that this is somethiné we have to do. This Commission is
going to be criticized, and this article in the paper is the
beginning, no matter what we do but I think we would be more
criticized if we were simply nosed hefore the world as something
that is evaluating government agcn:ies' renorts, who themselves mar
be culpable., And I have a feeling that it is within the dignity o:

this Commission that we should have this, and if we have good



counsel he can separate out the nuts from the other and say I think
you ought to talk to this man or you shouldn't talk to him.

CEN. RUSSELL: ‘'ould it be possible to have a special
grand jury down there that we could refer these people to that we
want to hear, just send them down there and let them give their
testiﬁony to a special grand jury?

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

SEN. RUSSELL: I hope we Jdon't have to go into the area
of hearing witnesses. I am unalterably opposed to public hearings
under any circumstancés but I hope we don't have to get into the
area of having witnesses coming before us. But I somehow feel it
would be a mistake not to have the authority and power.

SEN. COOPER: Mr. Chairman, if they come to any of us we
could simply say to them to write to the Comrission staff, then
the Commission staff could refer them to the F.B.I. and other

agencies perhaps to evaluate 211 the testirmony that has been taken

ot

anyway, which hos teéesn takon wefore and will be taken in the future
On this question too I agree, because I think if we don't have this
power it gives the impression at the outset of limiting our
ability. I think it will be very difficult for us if we say we
don't want the power if people up in Congiess introduce such bills
to that effect.

MR, MC CLOY: 1If we didn't have subpoena power it seems
to me the Congress can say th#t this Ccmmission didn't really have
much stature, didn't even have subpoena power.

CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, would it be necessary for us to
ask for subpoena pcwer, or 40 you think that.would go through
without difficulty? Or for that matter, would it make any great

difference?




CEN., RUSSELL: Mr. Chief Justice, if Mr. Ford or Mr. Boggs
would introduce a resolution in the House it would pass unanimously
and if it comes to the Senate it will be covered over there, and
I rather think both parties expect it.

- REP, BOGGS: Suppose Mr. Ford and I introduce it simul-
taneously?

SEN. COOPER: If we are going %o have it I would ask for
it. T would have the Commission say it has Zecided to ask for
subpoena powver.

REP. FORD: I think somebody ought to move o that we
can take such action officially.

CEAIEMAN: All right, do I hear a motion?

MR, MC CLOY: I so move.

CHAIRMAN: 1Is there a second?

SEN. COOPEZER: Cecond.

CHAIRMAN: Any <diccussion? 211 ia Iavor say “Ave." (A
chorus of “Ayes"). Contiary minled? (o response).

The "Ayes" have it. Very well.

Now Gentlemen we come to the question of a staff, and 1 think
first we must start with counsel, and I also think that we should
have some lawyers who are directing their attention to particular
phases of this affair. It is too large an affair for any one
person to ggﬁe it by the four corners and ceciie to any conclusions
on it; there are oo many phaées to it. I think the details of the
assassination and the shooting of Oswald and putting those in com-
plete perspective could be the work of one ran without doing any-
thing else. I think that the life of Oswzld and the life of Ruby
up to this present moment are worthy of the attention of someone
who will do nothing but that.

I think that we ovght to have perhaps psychiatrists to go into




that aspect of “he lives of these two men. 1 would think some
lawyer ought to guide them in tiheir wor because they are ncw
developing, according o the papers, & lot of thinpgs aboul this
boy needing psychiatric attention when v was in school, whon he
was thirteenr or fourteen vcars old, and e has got an Army record
there that I think has some psychiatric aspect to it and a lot of
other things. And It might e that if we got the top psychiatrists
in the country they might help us very gireatly in determining
whether this was more or less a conpulsive acti by a man who was
emotionally disturbed or whether it would hear on whether he was
part of a conspiracy or a lone wolf. And I think those things
are things that in a limited period of time we would have to give
to some one person to study intensively where we all couldn't do
it. And there are other ¢hings that might be necessary too.

I don't think we could étart with any definite size staff
in mind. I think it ought to develop as we go along. And it isn'?
too easy to find exactly the men we wan: for those things, but I
thought it coulad be done.

Now I have in mind a man for counsel of the Commission which
I would like to submit to you. His nane isLWarren Olney and he
is Director of the Administrative Office of the Federal Court
System‘;]

MR. DULLES: Vhat is that name, sir?

CHAIRIAN: [Olney;.o—l-n-e-yﬁ He could take a leave of
absence from his position and do this job even without any addi-
tional exnense to the government, and I want io tell you why I
would select this man.

MR. DULLZS: Is his first name (Richard?

CHAIRMAN: [yarren Olney. Not relaied in any way to me,

however, but I have known him since he was a very young man. Hé]



graduatel from the Universicy of Cal:

fcrnia anid from the Ynivercity
of California Law Ichool about 1924, e went to worl: in the
Disirict Attorney's Office in Claughter County, neighbtoriaz my

hd

county, and he was there for abeu? a2 vear and a half zn I lesarncd

of hir and I asited hin o cowme over and work for me. Fs came to
me and he was a trial lawyer for me for about four years. Eis
father, who was ithe heald of one of tae biggect firms in Can

Francisco -- 1T may have been the biggest at that time -- came 0

ne cne Jay an< said, "Sarl, I wich vou would 4o me 2 favor.”

said, "UWhat is that?" He said, "I wish vou would help w2 gel my
coy to come over anld praciice law with me. Unfortunately,'" he

said, "he likes wour woriz ketier *han he Joes mine, hut I would
like to have you get kim to do it.". I said, "Well, Judge, iI I
can I would be glad to help." His father had been a Jusiice of
the Cupreme Court for some yea¥s in our State. ind so I 2id; I

tallked to him and told him, "Vour father is a great lawver, zreac

citizen, and he wants you, znd I thinX you would malie a mistalke

=

£ vou didn't do it because if any:thing happened and you, hnowing
that he wanted you with him, you would regreti it the rest of wour
life." Well he said, "I'll go then," and I said, "How I wani you
to know, if you ever want to come Laclk tc this kind of werl, i7
I'm still in it, any time you will be quitie welcome." Co ne went
over with his father and his father Jied very suddenly akout two
yvears after Zhat and I was Attorney General at the %time, and thot
Zirm wanted to Lkeep nim as a senior partner but he came over to
start to work for me for abcut thrac hundred dollars a month,
because that was the only jor I hal open as Attorney General at

(Shapil Rajd
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the time. e was there the Monday aiter 1ig father was

)
and so 1 itcok him a2nd he was with me fov about thres years. I mad:

N -

him Chief of the Criminal Diviszion ci the Atterney General's Cilfiice



Ther along came the war, and zlthough he had four children
nothing would suit him but duty in the Pacific with the Marine
Corps.  And he wanted in only cne thing 2nd that was the Haval
Intellizence part of it, vhere they did 211 the nreparatiocn for
the raids themselves. And he was there through <he war “hen he
came back I was Governor of the State and we had an underworild
situation devezloping and I found it necessary to seti up 2 State
Crime Commicsion, 50 I made him the DExecutive Officer of the Criue
Commission. 014 Admiral Stanty who just died recently was the
Chairman of my Crime Commission. He was there about three yaar
and when we adjouraned the Crime Commissicn the University of
Czlifornia got him to hecome a full professcr z2i the Law ochool.
Ee was there for two or three years 2n2 then when the Eiscenhower
Administration came in they got him ic come back here, lezve the
Law Cchool and come back here ahd be the Chief of the Criminal
Division of the Department of Justice. He was there for almos:
five years, longer than any mzn has ever held that job, and he

was getting worn out and tiresa and I induced Uhn to leave that

jok and to come over and huild up the Cifice of ALdmianictiration in

(o]

the Federal Zourt System. And he has been there for about five
ve2ars nov and has just made a tremendous change in ihe office and
has given it grezt importance it-didn't have before.

He is a man who has atsclutely no political amblition, ncver
has had, and a man on whom I could et my life for integrity ana
discretion and wouldn't talk about business for anything in the
world. He is a fellow with real ability, and this is the line
wvhere his greatest ability is. An2 I just don't believe 1 could

find anyone in the country who has cowmparnble erperience in this

»

field for that Lkind of a job. ¥ -am sure anybody who Inows him

would vouch for him. He is in a2 non-political position now; nc ong



icould attach any pclitical signifizance tc it. He is a2 nau that
no one thacv I kiow cculd not work with without any peradventiure of
doubt. e is close here, he kuoows the working of the F.3.1. and
the Secret Service bachkwards and forwnrds vecauce he was with thom
for five years.

CEN., RUSSELL: What is his age?

CEAIRMAI: He is just about siriy. L2%i's see, tweonty-iour
to forty, next year wili be forty years since he graduated from
ccllege, so he is sixty or sixty-one.

REP, BCGGS: 1 know nim very well and think very hichly
o him.

SEN. RUCCEZL: 1 <thial I Imow him. Iz thatiWarrcn
Oipey, III7

CEAIRMAN: Yes.

SEM. RUSSELL: I knew him slightly cver here in the
Justice Depariment.

CHAIRMAIl: Yes, tha%t's ihe one.

REP, FORD: Mr. Chairman, I hnow him by name, 1 don't
ltnow him personally, and everything vou said certainly is an

excellent recommendation. I think the selecticn ci the stafsl

,
and certainly the selection of %this individual, is of maximum
importance. 1 loock upon iails group just a2s Mr. McCloy dees, with
a very wmajor responsibility, and I wanti it tc have the Zinest
avra or atmosphere. And waen the report is wriitten I ceirtainiy
hope it can ke unanimous, it can be tihe full judgment of 21l of
uc. I don't wani the Commission to be divided. I don't want it
0 bz vour Commission or the Commigsion cof halil 5f vz or otherwise.

Now I think thz selection of the stafi relaies to this, II

this announcement comz3 out that he is selected, and with your



Tl
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long relationship with him, there can vz some, uvufairly sornaps
b J p ?

who would ther say that the Chief Jusiice is deminatiag the
Commigsion and it will be hig repmor: vather thain the rewori of al.
of us. I'm just saying that there will be some puople wio will
use this line, and the vtilization of that line could cast some
adverse reflection, Zespite all of his fine qualifications, €o
disparage what we finally come up with.

Now there are some pecple in this couniry who don't want
this Commission io succeed, and I think we have got ic be mos®
careiul, sir, o see that we malie¢ no error in the sclec:ion of
the stalf or the mevhods by whici we proceed. /nd I wzulda': wan:
cur First siep in this direction to cast some adverse reflection
on what we might come up with at some later daie.

I emphasize I know nothing adverse abou: Mr.lclnej. I know
hin by name, I may have met him, but I think there ig some donger

in the employment of anvbedy who is closelwy zeanected with anychne

J

7

01 us.

MR. MC CLOY: Mr. Chiei Justice, I feel tiaere is another
element in this thing. I feel, and I think perhaps all of us <o,
that the success or failure of this Commission may largely depenc
on the counsel, and I think it wculd be unwise for us not %o con-
sider a list of people. Now I don': Linow Mr.iplnax: ~aybe ne's
the fellow, butl I should think we ought% to not take the first
name that comes along. I think we ought tc weigh the qualities
of a number of people. There is nc lawyer who is so distinguished
that he shouldn't undertale this. Indeed, I was creatly surprised
“hat a couple of lawyers called wne up, famous Iigures, and said,

"

"Jaclk, iZ you wani me to do something on this, I'1l Jo ii;" the
¥ y

<

leaders of the Bar of New York. But I'm nct making any case for
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any of C‘hem or mentiioning any names, >ut I think we ought to tale
a look at a grouvp of people and make up our minds that this is the
best mar rather than talke the {irst fellow and only fellow that is
suggested that we €0 on. [anejjmay be the one; it is very impres-
sive what you say. Bul he was in the Department of Justiice. How-
ever, mayhe the Department of Justice, by the very reason of the
fact tha? it has something to do with the F.B.I., m2y be an ad-
vantage or dicadvantage, but I have a feeling that we ought to
look 2nd pick out the best damned wan that we all conclude is the
one for this job. It may very well be[élné}.
CHEIRMAI: That is 21l right with me. Vho do you have
in mind?
MR, MC CLOY: Well, I thought of a number of people, bdut
I have got some names down hers that would command respect the
rinute that we spoke of them. They would be people, of course,
oif my experienc=; I nave run into a good many of them; trial
lavwyers.
CHAIRMAN: That is why 1 submitted(élnég, a person of
ny own experience.
MR, MZ Ci0Y: Ves; sure. These are leaders of the bar.
Let me run through a number of pames. I ¢hink I won't put them
in any order of their quality here. These are people that I know:
{Knox Hancock(?) here in Washington;lﬁoss Malone(?ﬁ in New Mexico,
who has big expcrience;]?ob Truetown(?l{of Atlanta. You know of
many of these peopls probably. ;gruce Brawley(zﬁ; he iz one of
the trial lawyers of the Mew York Bar; and 1 supposei@d Walsh(?)Q
andlgave Declz(?) . in ilew York. But maybe we shouldn't go to New
York for onzs reason or anotier.
MR, DULLZS: I notice you have @?worski'é\name down
—

there.



. )

2. MC CLOY: Yes, as one of the names o e mentionc™.

B, DULLES: I den't thinii it gshould be anybody Irou

1R, MC ZLovV: Sc T owon't mention any cuigianding nocuiu
irem there. There are others I could name but I would think wo
ought To have 2 cort of grav-bzg of names oif men. Lven somelcdy
called wme up the other day and said 1 think if wou wanted to met
Tcn Dewey you could have Tom Dowey. I dom't Lmow if we would woat
to tale Tom Dewey, he having been a Presidential nominee, but there
is a man who is a tremendous investigaior znd a tremendous renuia-
“ion and very powerful advocatce. But this shows you tue qualily
of people you can gei. I believe w2 counld pet ithe test counsel
and I believe we could staff it withr some of the wvery finest men;
law clerks are calling me from all over the country and sayiag,
“Y¥r. McCloy, if you want ne to comz to vou I will," and scme of
inem swmma cum laudas, everyihing else. So I think we cain choone
just atout who we want to, and I would lilize tc tale a lcol myscl?
at{plne?Q get a litile of his feeling and standing in his comaun:ty
as well as anybody else that is suggested in this thing. Zut I
have 2 feeling we ought to look over the field.

RAIZP, FOND: Is it proper to ask the Amecrican Bar
Associztion to make recommendaticnc?

CHAIRMA: VYe could do that. That is the American Bav
list pretiy well rigﬁt there that yecu have, lNr. HcCloy. I don't
Lelizve we should aski the American Bar Association to do that for

MR. MC CLOVY: I didn't get these fryom the funerican Bor
fissociation.

CIAIRMAN: Mo, bui those pcople have been very acwtive in
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ME.. WC CLOY: Bill Hertury(?). I've get down kere. But
these are people who, I'm sure, are gool, solid counsel through

my own experience, but there are too many here to list.

ot

RZEP, BCGGS: There is one thing about it, and I guess
this is from my cxperience as a Congressman, but I think the
Thairman needs a counsel with whom he can be completely at eace.
I'w not advocaiing or propocing Mr.(Olneyfbut I would think that

g
the Chief Justice should have someone that he has total, absolute
confidence in., And about choosing a name, it has been my experience
that ofitentimes tihe names fit a certain category but when you gat
them into this juct as often as not they don't quite turn out that
way.

ZEN. CTCOPER: Cince we are all giving our views I thinl
that on this sta’f yeu have tc have o lawyer who is acquainced
with *he processes of the government and these agencies, ana it
is true that Mr.Lglneyfwould fit in some place with that knowledge
that he has., I ¢do see ancther factor, that i the top counsel
wes one who had never been agsociated in any way with aay of these
agencies it mignt give it some kind of independence that we wmight
expect from thic Ccrnmission. I say that with all deference that
:f you could find 2 man like that it would be very good, and Mr.
Iblngxihct as nis exacutive, the man who correlated it. That is
just an idea. Y Znow you want somebody that you feel safe with,
Mr. Chief Justice.

REP. BOGGS: Maybe Mr.;blney;could come in as Chief of
Ctaff and then vou could have Chief Counsel over and beyond that.
It might well be il Obvious way to handle ii.

MR, HC CLOY: You remember the McCarthy Investigation.

i
1=
=
ya
=]
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They had a of people in mind and finally picked out a name,
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not a very rfamous name, from Bssion, !lir. Yelich. How he was a
wiacking good investigator and trial lawyer, tut he was completely
independent.

REP. E3GGS: Yes, and we had a good one from Tennessea.
I can't think of iiis name right now.

SOEN, RUCBXELL: Vhat was that fellow's name irom

D, BOGGS: Jonkins., And he vas tervific, real houc-

Y think we have got fto get a concent of

vhat this Cowmission i3 going-io do, I'm not oniti

(]

1y cloar ausut

that yet. I don't think vz will loow ntil oy osle .
owever, 3 T dusTiaoty ol DR S

R, DULLES:  But it is not cuile clear to me axactly

now we waat to wyrecead, I wonder if we cheoulsu't get cur weporis
tegethor, got our nanes Togather, and then get scme concept of our

Fferent kind of job than the covdéiaovy
counscl would copeorate vnder. I wean ii's a dilferont sort of

thine., T whin' yve will he opovexing aove on docunents thon ngonle

actually. I doa't feel we want to delay %oo much beecause tine is

Ve hive eneupri neahloens $het ave goiuyg to Jeliny us anyway. Zut if
PO % NPT T - ade gl et O R - ~
w2 ore going To g2t thzze roporis witain the nodt thice or Iour

2t sone concept of what the sospe of ile verk s -- ave

il To male recoiuiondetio at #2212  i'a uot cuite clzrr. O



aro we £oing Lo fel ince pronliowns such as wroseating iopis

in regard to owanirng, possessins firearms, taings of that kindt

Is that wilhin the funciicn of this Commisszion or is 1{ notl7

I wouldn't thinl: so.

MNE. M2 CLDY: You can put anvthing in taerc.

MR. DULLES: Or is it whether the Seciel Sorvice should
e ticd in nore closely with the Department of Justice rather Than

“he Treasury Department?

SEN. RUSSELL: Therza is no Iimitation ia tho ordor oul
I seriously hope we can exercise morzs vesiraint than to ger inio
all <the arcas that have been suggested.

B, DULLES: T hope sC tCo.

SEM. RUSCELL: This disturbs me. I fecl vory much like

iR
L]
w
Q
3
k]
(9]

s2id. If the Chief Justice is going to be Chairman of

~his Comaission then you nave to assume & greater responsiiility

LICIRANVIL RN

than the rest ¢ us, besause from the vory naturce of Liinis yal

will e compelled to, and I weuld like to have the Cazirman nnve

-~

vaoever he would lilze o have. I can sez however from tho very
. ] . ~ N . . . . i -s e -t
fact that he wasiheai ¢f the Criminzl Division for five years ani

worized there and over 2% <he F.B.I., which would be thoe pripcizal

soure of our iafcrmation, might zause some criticigm. U wre »ov
zoing to awveid eriticicom no maticor wha’ we Jo, therc 15 going

be planty of <hat, bBut I thinlt Wr. Chiel Justice should aave
semekcdy with wion he can work. I wonder if Mr. Clney’ woul:

interasted in starting off as Zxosutive Cificer? You a

I

B

H
°
.
.
P

to need somocn2 rizht away, not nei waell cr tomorrowv.
CHAIRHAN:  That is irue, I need scmebody whe knews hio
way around here and whe is Zaniliar with the depariments, oxc. Va

could Zake como of ihne greatest lawvers in llow

n
e



zut they wouliln'

{ Le oriented by

L

ve were rexdy tc nake our report. I believe names are all rigiht
tul, really, we have got enough nacnes on this Commission LD soons
o me, and whet we need is someonc whe cain really o a joo for ug,
ot « fisurcnead.

OEH. RUSSELL: The reputations of all of us are at sicke
in this thing.

CiAIRMAM: That's right.

CEN., RUSSELL: Franizly, I don't Mnow il 1 will ever fuel

the same to the Prezsident niting me on tihis Commission.

told him I <idn't want ic 202 wouldan'tv serve, buLl

Tigure any way cut of 1%,

CRAIRMAIT:  That rigeT.

CEMN, RUZCELL: But we have got s be excecdingly car

in <ing altle men Dbecause insofar as 21l of us

~
~

have o3 mucil a5 wa do in ocher

an

¥ us have

[

3

(%3

aave more than anybo

[

samz way. Aad Lirv., McClowv and lir.

acpe that we can get 2 stail, not an Amnwy,

exceoedingly caparcle men thatl will be able to forawlace

re

N SR
PR W HE S a ke

that will stand the woze ciacoing zerultiny of

o

m
That <

person. there oav

1.
feied

wita

taank Heavens, the

dcal nore irom tie are thoere. “he

whelning mass of Faiae T

ouvld

roen avn LT ounT s

o sugges

~
~

natc we let Mr. Chief

LS
-

o

)

are concerncd,

Juctice spealr to!Clney asous *hi

coul

e
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wiha
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at least in the initial stages here, certainly as Executive
Director of this Commnission. He can ¢o that from his position
there as well as any of us can do it £rorm our nosition. I am
not necessarily rroposing 2 Chief Counsel. I think he has some
very fine qualifications from what you say. Then let him appoint
a committee, and you chair it, and Mr. McCloy and Mr. Dulles or
it, to select 2 Zhief Counsel. Or you could have Mr. Ford or Mr.
Boggs or Ceaator Cooper, any four or five people, and we coulld

go through this. 'Je do that when we have a vacancy on the staff
of the Armed Services Committee; interview a dozen or more people.
Someone mentioned the name ofzéob Troutj He is an exceedingly
capable young man. I nevesr even thought of him.

REP. BOGGS: 7T Iknow him very well. I think the world

of him.
YR. DULLES: Could Mr.félnei}get a leave of absence?
MR. MC CLOY: And how about money for this Commission?
REP, BOGGS: The Executive Order provides whatever is
required.

MR, MC CLOY: Out of the President's LEmergency Fund?

REP, BOGGS: VYes.

MR. DULLES: I think we ought to get a copy of it. 1
don't think the full text is here.

REP, BOGGS: It was in the Post Sunday.

REP, FORD: #r. Chairman, it does appeal to me that we
have a top man, then we have an Executive Jecretary or Administra-~
tive Officer. 1 do agree with what Dicl Russell said, that a
committee be appointed. I certainly thinkt Mr. Dulles and Mr. McCloy
and yourself probably know people who fif{ the kind of qualifications
1 believe we would agree on, and could probably be most influential

in obtaining this person for this job. I would hesitate this

-~ 54 =



merning o Take any official wotion making iv permanent Thaonl v,
i N ) ", 2. ., s " - . «
‘Clney: be made the permanent Inecutive Scoretavy. I lnow nething
atout bim other than what was said here tul I fog2l my responsi-

2ility ic ©o <alic o lcok at the wholz nicturae as Inr o5 o L2

fel

2racd.

CHAIRMAL: I was juzt saving to Cenator RJussell tnat I
really bLelieve, gentloziaen, since you say he hos becn connociod with
the Department, which is tiuce, bDut I bet you can tako that 150
you have there, Jaci, and we will f{ind wmeny cf then Zhat have bBeon
connected with thc Departiment, just as z sample. 4And we don'tl
want somovody here just because ne's a name and scmeholdy who
doesn't Xknow hi; vay avound iu the Ilnbyvinth of the governmenl.

e need someboldy who is up-to-date and who knows this gituaticn
here and can go to woirk and go to work imwmcediately, not 2 month

or two from now but go to work-now, and that is the reason I though

o’ this man. 1 Jdouit vou can Zind aay nlace anycnc who hag hod

sreater exnericonce. llow you might disagree on his o

(]

¥
L
(B
o
I
33
g
.
1t

think he is o very adle man. I have knows him fur & long time.
now there isn'i a man in my acquaintance who is5 any move
hcncrable or any wore self-effacing than this man in the doing of

- o) - -1 B oY T
A%y waAnTL L0 NG

2 job. Hc has lived for causes all iz liic
bhin a.Court of Anneals Judgsz wihen he left Zhare and ho wouldn'l
take 1T because ne wanted to be able To work foi cauces. IO Sunnose
if he haa taken a jou as?Court of Appeals Judgefeverybody would

2 hell of a big man." Dut he wouldn't do it Lecavuse

he took this jo&; he thovght ii was a causo (o serve over ihors

BEN. 2USSILL:  Mr. Chairman, i it is in order, I meove

the Chief Justize, Mr. Mclloy and ilr. Dulles should constizvie a



suecomamiviae to lock into this maziter, and I would lilie to have

fir. Tord, too, to interview Mr..Olney, and others and o select

o coungel for tihis Commission.

2. DU

C: I Zhink it wowld be bollior o seleci n
nae .

SEif. RUSTLELL: All -ight, male recomnendations o the
Ccempission. Of course, I'm going to vole for whomover you celect
and I aojze Seanator Zooper and iMr. Beggs will.

SEN., TC2BIZR: VYes. I woulld leave iic name out For &he
nouenc.

REZ. FCRD: T would rather nct serve on this commitioo,

iT 1 onight. X hove some thiings I ohave just got Lo do in tho next

Ten days, and cthis has goo to be doae vight now.
MR, MC TLOY: Vho nazn'i?

RE?, IRD: I know this is a poor plea.

SZIT. CCCEER: 1 think it is o ygeod choice.
ST, RUSCSELL: ¥ don't think it is 2 question oi cheiun,

Y think wou wiixl nave to do it,

RE¥. FCRED:  All right

CEN, RUS3SELL: I mclke that wotion.

CHAIRMAIN: Very well. 1Is there o seconu?

REP. BOGGS: I second it.

CHAIR¥A: ALl in favor sawv "hye." (A chorus of YaAyas.')
Contrary minded? (llo response). The "Ayes" have it.

flow when do you want to mest ¢ talk this cver, the comnit

tr

an
(x4

I'm ready any lime.

)

MR, MC CLOY: I am @going 10 pe hore todaay it TOmCrraw
.

and then I have %6 go to Lorndon, aznd I have got Lo be in lLondon

Monday aud Tucsday aud then back.

1
N
[

1
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REP. BCGGS: Maybe you all can meet today and tomorrow
and then the Iull Coumission car meet, say, Wednesday?

REP, I'ORD: 1I'l11 be available today and tomorrow but I
will be tied up Monday and Tuesday.

MR. MC CLOY: [Is Olney from California?;

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR, DULLEC: 1Is he in California?

CEAIRMAN: Mo, he is right here in Washingtoﬁj

ME. MC CLOY: Where is he from, San Franciscéﬂ

CHAIRMAN: Ber:eley.,

MR. MC CLOY: .Vhat's his first name? |

CHAIRMARN: EWarren. His father was head of the old firm
of McCutchen, Olney, eic., biggest firm in San Francisco, I thingi

MR. MC TLOY: Zéugene Benneti} do you know him?

CHAIRMAN: T know him very well, but Gene hasn't the
strength or znergy; he is retired; been ill for years. He just
isn't vp to it; very able fellow, however.

SEN. RUSCELL: Does Mr.zblnezjhave any sense of public
relations, Mr. Chief Justice? 1 was thinking that we are going to
have to have somecne as a foi;, equally to the press and television
things of that sort.

CHAIRMAN: Vell he has had a lot of experience of that
kind.

SEN., RUCSELL: I don't mean he has to be an extrovert.

CHAIRMAN: He is a man who has kept his relations with
‘the Federal Court System’' in pretty gocd shape and hasa't gottien
into any difficulty there, and when you are satisfyingl;hreel
hundred judges.or so you have got a problem.

SEN, CCOPER: I lknow him. I remember him.

¥ -
MR. MC CLOY: Vho was Richard T. 01ney3}
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CREINMIAN:  He wac altcrney Gz

PR NP
[R5 + WA

to Brazil next weelk and frgentina., - 1 have called it oll of’f
tomperarily.  And I have got to go o London just for a day
really, and T would just lile “o ge: somo thought ci wien our
next meoting would Le so I can adjusy these things, and I'n sure
we would all like to do this. I would think that unzil ve ret
the repnorti there is not much we can tzlk zbout, is thore, until
we have a chance to read that repoert

CHAIRMAN: My thought was this, that we ought to got
first a counsel, and then we ought tc get an ofiize manager. Vo
can get tanl thrcough the Brreun of cthe Buagel. I am gure [hey ¢
arrange that. They have a lol of experis they con ger Zor us.
then I thought we ought to have a file ¢xpert, because it is
tremendously imwor:ant, and I thougnt we could get themr fiom
Archives. They are able to classzify and documesnti things norhaps
as well as anybody in the govermmen” and I though’ nossiily weo
migiat borrow from aere. I think they weuld Le glad to 8o taavt.
And I think <he minute we oc the repores whose neople zan o0 e

vork and ge:i things crganized for us 30 we won't he gealing with

MR. DULLEDS: There was an C no; whe was Jooreiary ol g
Ctate.

CEd. RUSORELL: Thers was o Ocziztary of J:ialc aomez
Lichard Olneﬁl I don't Inow when it was. ¥ihy caan't taz cub-
commitice, if they desire, mee this afternoon and “he full
Commission convenc on the colil of “ha Chaiz?

REP. BOGGE: That iz fine.

CEATAMAN:  Yes, that ig 211 right wiih me.

ME. HC CLCY: I have tihis question. I have got o
varrific gcheaule, it's just »iled uwp at thic tise. T have te £o
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thing to us vnloss they were organizad. fand so that is the idea
I thought of.

Then we have got to find some quarters to meet permanently
in if we are going to nave a staff, and I doubt whether we can find
guarters in this building. I talked to the Chief of General
Services and he said that he could take care of us in good shape

+

in one of their nuildings, =0 if we decide what we are going to do
then I guess somzone will zo to work on it.

SEN. CCOFER: This would be very convenient if we could
weep this ofiice here. It's near the Capnitol.

SHATRMAN: Yes. Cne suggestion that was made was the olc
AFC building up ihere avout a block or so from the White House.

REP, BCGGS: That’s an awfunl building.

CHAIRMAN: Sut Zhey oy one ilocy thove is ¢ucellent for
a thing of this'lind, good conloronne xvoom, pood oifices.

WR, ¥C CINY:  Foaue Jeaes wwmld furn over in his grave

if he heard you way that was an awful building.

I0GG8:  That voom he had was good, no doubt about

it, buwt that wos the oanly thin

2]
1
=]
e
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CHAIRMAN: 1% was suggested to me that that might be a

good placc becruze it iy clesze to the Thite Zouss, close to hotels

CEN,. RUSSELTL: 1 tuipk it would be all right.

MR. MC CILOY: I think we ought to have some oifices SO

wvhen we ccme down here we can work here, beczuse the security of

documents is a very Inuortant thing and you don't want to be
seading them thrcugh the pall up Lo ilew York.

MR, DULLES: Mmen you get these reports security will be

very inportant. .

]
o
©
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CHAIRMAN: Yes. That was thought of in that way. ‘acy
bave some offices here but I think they are nore or less cubicles
for research. I haven't looked over this place to see, and I
didn't know how large a staff we would have to have. Dut we are
going to have to have quite a few clerical pzople, too, you know
to file ihese things, etc., It i8 going to be a tremendous job
of organization.

SEN. RUSSELL: Yes, and we need scue keen young lawyers
perhaps to winnow out the chaif.

CHAIRMAN: Yes, I think we would nsed to do that, young
neople in govermaont.

QHP, ECGGS: Certainly anyone we byought in would be
cihecked out for sccurity?

CIAIRMAN: Yes, I would send evcoryone of them to the
F.RB.I. fo: checking. That is vhy I hope we can get as many people,
clerical pesople, as scscible 2rom the government so they weuld all
be checked for claarzace.

Ue. ChaivsmIn, w2 toaolt nction to voyuest
enactimont of a rezolution Inr swipn »a ooer, 1 rrfse the question
of who is going to draft it and when will it be introduced?

CHAIRMAN: Are you going to introduce new bills? I
thought somsone said there were two or tiwce there now.

REP. ECGGS: 1 saw in the press vwaere 3cnator Heating
was going to.

CHAIRMAN: I thought you follis worve going to take care
(¢

TP, FORD: I Jdon't know whether we can rely om a bill
proposed by any one member. This ought to Le very well done.
RIP, R3G55: ey I make a suggesiion? As Fou know,

Senator, they get vou a2nd me on these thinzs all the time and we



have a very good ran, Lou Desmond(?) and I thought perhaps the
other subcommittee member and I could go to him and get him to
put scmething together and call you, Eenztior Russell.

SEN. RUSSELL: That would be perfectly all right with
me. I have the greatest confidence in him myself.

MR, MC CLOY: Do you want to include the right to grant
immunity? I should *think you probably wouldn't, but that will
come up in every subpoena. It has come up in a number of investi-
gations, the fellow takes the Fifth. 1y answer would be not to
take that. Don't you agree with that? It is scmethinz that you
have to think of.

REP, BOGGS: I would think the subpoena power and the
power io administer oaths. What else?

CHAIRMAN: 1 would {hink that would be ample. I don't
think we want fo zet into the imwuniily siituwation, of giving people
immuniiy.

Sei¥. RUSSELL: I think we should very well let that rest
for the time because I am still inclined to the hope that wec won'i
have it0 exercise subpoena power, particularly on individuals. It
may be necessary on some documents, but we will be hopelessly
eameshed if we ever start bringing witncsses that, for example,
saw a gun pulled back irom a windew and asking somehody why Ruby
was allowed in the jail. Ve never wnuld get through.

CEAIRMAN: That's right, I agree with you thoroughly.

MR. MC CLOY: We may have to send pecple abroad, you
know. .

SEN. RUSSELL: Could be.

MR, MC CLOY: 1I'm thinking of Hoscow and Hexico.

SEN., RUSSELL: ‘e can go to ¥r. Dulles for that.
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born in New Crlecans.

MR. MC CLOY: He got around, didn't he. He was in New
York for,a while.

RE2,., BCGG3: He was in New Orleans last summer passing
out the Cuban stuif.

SEM. RUSSELL: I read somewhere where he had appcared on
television.

REP, BCGGS: That's right; I listened to a play-back of
it the day bsfore ycsiarday.

s l\!

,
c

<
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ELL: Was he a pretiy keen chap?
REP. BCOGS: Pretty keen, but it was obvious that he wes
following the doctrine; this lack of formal ccucaiion showed all
thie way through, his seunse of words.

KR. DULLEG: MNr. Chief Jvstice wentioued the psychiatric

~

ugle, 1 thinkvthat wonld e vory Yo_ovient Teee.  Thowe is a whole
tegory of beolrs ~nd T hinve booa xﬁ;dlug wnny of tihose - -

Snl. RUSSELL: I don’'t know how we are going to tell much
about him with him dead and burried.

MR. DULLES But a man falls into a pattern.

MR. MC CIOY: Tuere are a lot of docuwients you can't get
without a subpoena. Hoa:pitals donand a subpoocua.

R3IP, FORD: This is a ey nenctiond peoblem and 1 would
like t0 get some guidance on it. Ve Luse a holiday senson coming
up, at least I have, with soze fanily plans. Can yosu give vs sone
guidance a3 to what the schzdule might be during that period?

MR, BC Zi2¥: Cnn I go to Tinzil noxt week?

CHAIRIIAN:  Vell, I don't know. I hnow ithis, if I cou't
have a counsel that I know very well with whom I can work from the
very first day, I know I won't cven cce wy f1~1;y Christmas day. 1

am golng to have to giay hure very day, beisuse a man just doesn't
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drop into Vashington, no matter how good a man he ig, and now his
way around and be able to start right off. I have seen too many
men come into government positions and it takes them months and
wonths and months to learn their way around.

GCEN, RUSSELL: Very fortunately, I don't have %o meet
any demands. That's one of the fow tenefits I get from my state
of service. But it would scem %o me we coulsn't Jo a great deal
right now, and personally, while we might receive reporis and
start studying them and analyzing them, I don’t think we should
make any statements with respect to this case until after this
man Ruby has been fried, unless it develops that it is going to
e postponed so Far into the future.that it couldn't conform %o
the President's desire of handling it as expeditiously as pocsible.

CHAIRMAN: Yes.

[9]

BN, RUSSELL: I would thaink they would at lzast go
ahead and have the irial out thore, =4 I vochor belicve they will.

MR, MC ZLo¥: MNow voluminous is this F.B.I. report, have
ryou any idea?

CHATRIAN: 1o idea in the world, cxcept there are
thousands and thousands of individual reports available.

CEN, RUCSELL: Eave you had any intimation a2s to what

the Soviet Govermment turned over to us?

CHAIRMAN: MNr. Xatzenbach o122 Ih:ve wesn't aaything
of that imporiance; said they Xnew evevrything that was in there.
MR. DULLZS: It was very short.

MR. MC CLOY: Ve ought to get somebody, not a general

O

ounsel, dut get a roader, good young lavwyer, .for example, aud go
through the report and maybe summarize it so that you could have
sone analysis of it. HMaybe there are a lot of indivicdual siatc-

ments and you don't have to rcad every ona of them.




CHAIRMAN: It's an organizational thing and will be a
tough one.

MR. MC CLOY: 1e're going to have to w2ar our eyes out
before we can sit down and talk intalligently.

CHAIRMAN: GCh, yes, but much should te done about
organizing beifore we can start. VYou just can't start looling
helter-skelter throuzh thenm.

GEN. RUSSELL: Mr. Chief Justiice, would vou rcad again
those other w»oints you recad a wmoment ago?

CHAIRIIAN: VYes. 1 think we ought to get an office
manager, and I thought we ought to get aim firom the Bureau of the
Budget. They %old me they will work with us and help us on this
personnel work; Then the other was a Jile expert. MNow I don't
know of anybody in particular but I thought the prople hiere at the
Archives could help vs. If they don't Lave a man they can tell
us vhere to get one. IZut I nave an idea thcoy will be able to
detach soneccocne €o azlp us, and they are crackerjacks here on ithat
business.

SuN. RUOSELL: I would be happy to move, 1f a motion is
necessary, that we go ahead and malke arvangements as to space and

these other positions.

CEAIRHAN: All in favor say "Aye." (A chorus of "Ayes.").
Centrary mincded? (No response). The "Ayes' have it.
You can't do very much until you get a head man to vun i{his
show.
2P, ®ORD: kr. Chairman, I can mset any time toda
R ¥FORD 13 C , I 1 t a t tod

or tomorrov.



CHAIRMAN: I was hoping we could mecet this aiternoon
right after lunch. TWow, gentlemen, if we weet this afternoon and
go over what lists you may have, then when do you want to meet to
determine who we are going to take as our counsel?

SEN. RUSGELL: I think time is of the essence, MNr.
Chairman. I was hoping you could get together right away. At
least that is just one momber's view.

REP, FORD: Pick a time this afiternoon as far as I am
concerned.

CEAIRKEEN: You mean for the meeting or the Commission

RIP, BOGGS: The subcommittce.
CEAIRMAN: Ch, yves, that we do right this alternoon, but
when do we have the Commission baclk?

MR, MC CiOY¥: Suikject to your call, I think.

D SN ey, -7

3 Ho, if we sre ooing to meet right awvay I

O PRI 34
think we ousht to Fyrow.

MR, RC CLOY: You don't know until we get this settled.
Sersonally, I would like to check up on Olney myself; I would like
to get the comments of the community so I can answer, "Yes, I really
looked into that, he's a good man."

ah
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. BEUSSELL: You will have time to do that, you're on
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the subcommitiee, and I bolicve oreryone cald they could ke here
TOMOTrI oW anyiaow.

REP, BCGGS: I have one problem. 1 hnve to be at the
Houce when the House meets tomorrov.

5=M, RYUSSELL: You can deleogate that.

MR, #C CIOY: Tomorrow, rriday at noon, I have to be at

the Vhite Illouse.

s
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CHAIRIIAN: Could we say turce o'clock tomorrow aiternoon?
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REP., B3GGS3: I could meet at two o’cloclz tomorrow after=-
noon all right, or nine o'clock tomorrow morning. 'hat about that?

MR, DULLES: Let's do it in the morning if we can.

SEN. RUSSELL: I could do it any time you fix because I
have called oif my committiees.

SEN. CCCPER: I c¢an be here any time.

GEH, RUSSELL: Suppose we say then the full Commission --=
Mr. Mc Cloy wants some %Zime -- will meet tcworrow afiernoon at
four o'clock?

CHAIRMAN: Tour o'clock is all right.

SEN. CCOPER: That's all rizht for me.

REP, BOGGS: oSenator, we're zlecting a CGoveirnor in my
State Satuwrday. I know cach one of us can give a good excuse.

SNEN. RUSSELL: Let's solve it this way. Let the decision

of the subcommittes bz the decision of the Ifull comwities and we

RED, BCGG3: T cuuld ucet ot two o'clock v
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case.
MR. MC CLOY: Could you mect at taree?
REP, BOGGS: Y2s, and I could b2 here an hour.
MR, MC CLOY: I could be here 2t three for an hour.

CIATRAMAN: A1) right, we will neet at three o'clock
CRU, DTUSLALL: That is the tull Cromndission?

MR, DULLEG: 1 may have ito be avsent at three o'clock.

EEN, CCOPER: There isa't anyihing more iuportant than

SFEN, RUSSELL: It is almost inconceivadle to we that the

other mowbers of this Commisgion wouvla have any nitjection to the
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‘one selected by the subcommitiee for counsel.

REP, FORD: Allen is on the subcomnmittee.

MR, DULLES: Yes. If the subcommittee reaches agreemen
why not pass the name around and see if we can agree?

MR, MC CLOY: By telephone.

REP, BOGGS: T would like ic talk about it just a 1littl
while. He is on the subcommitice so it doesn't matter whether he
is here or not.

ME. BT CLOY: 1 have this luncheon with the President,
vhatever it is. They rade it very clear to me it was a command
performance.

REP..BOGGS: You could be here at three.

CHAIRMAN: All right, at tihreec o'clock we will meel

here.
How, goutlomen, thoy epenad the door a mowonit ago and I saw
the wonbars of the nross. I presuvre the only thing we can say to

them i3 it we have mot wnd discussed the primary arrangeuwentis
for organizaticn of our wvork, we nave heard from the Attorncy

Gz2neral also, and that we are meeting again tomorrow at three

RZP. FORD: Do you wani to announce thait we took
action on the subpoena matier?

SEN. RUSS3ELL: T don't sce ihat that will hurt. That
will give them a news siory. That is what they want.

MR. HC CLOY: You are going to ve asked about the F.B.!
report, Mr. Chief Justice. Do you thiank you can tell them that
we haven't got it yoit?

CHLIRMA: VYes, I think we can.

Tet's ask them to come in and get it all while we are all
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togecher.

(Yhereupon, ai approximately 15:45 ».m. the mcmbers
of the press entiered the confercence room and the
Chief Justice nade a statement, nc: recorded; aite
which the meeting adjourned).
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