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t’rhe comu:lt‘bee teeonvened 2: 00 P.m., Hon. Louis Stokes, -

‘3/77 . ~'..._-‘ A chaiman of the eommitteeo presiding )
. S SR p:esenb: Representatives St:okes, Devine, Preyer. Burke.

‘r

i Paunt:oy, Dodd. ?ithian and Eﬂgar.

Also Presente ‘_ A.'l. I.ew:l.s, Staff Member- Bob 'l'anenbamn,‘ '

‘St:aff nember; R:I.chard Sprague, Staff Member; Jim ‘Wolf, Staff

,"

Menber Bob neh.ner, Staff Member; and 'rhomas Howerth Staff

‘ '.l'he Chai.man The meet:lng will come to order. |

*' .:; P:l.rst. r might advise the members of the com:l.ttee that
we have been i.n t.ouch w:l.th the Rules committee. We ‘are ‘advised|
:that 1n ell probability. we w.‘l.ll go. before Rnles at 2: 00 |

'cIock on Monday an& it will go. to the Ploor Tues&ay or

S 1 'I‘he format at thi.s point has been discﬁssed and it was
ggested that perheps we might just qo i.n with the presenta-
'L.tion by mysel.f and our mnking uinority Member, Mr.. Devine, |

- ,uons m regard to the :l.nvestiqation and with the other
"Mbers just i.n a support:l:ze back-up positien. 'rhe thi.nking

bei.ng that 1n tht of the brief:l.ng that took place the other
day and the hithy sensitive nature of the investigatoty

} naterial thet was q:lven te them in all probahil:lty they are

3%
L
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og 2 - t ‘ notgoing to wentto ‘g.'et into very mech questioning on th:t ‘
(= sz  aspect. . |
| . : 3 80 the less said about ‘that in all probability is going
| | ‘ to be. they thinlt, tbe best approach )
1 B 2 Devisa. n:. Chaizman. |
el . e Chairman. ar. Devine. ,‘ | | |
1’ 4!4: Devine. I am not eure it will be a problem, but . :
3 Anderson of nlinois mentioned this morning that one of
‘F ‘ the 19 water projects that President Carter deferred or ‘
: ‘ ‘!0 eliminated happens to be in his district and there is a pub- E o
L ' .n | lic hearing in his district on Monday. I wish it were poseiblep 3
: | 12 for Mr. Anderson to be at Athe Eulee Committee when we appear 1
L. L3 | buause he is very articulate an‘da on our side. I don't know'
' ] le whetber we can persuade him to neglect his constituency or
'.'_-ti: not, bnt we might keep that in mind in schedulinq.
16 i 'l:he young lady from Mr. Anderson s office, do you know
a7 .whether he is scheduled m Illinois on Monday?
!8 ne. Brovm r believe eo. yes. T don‘t know how long
| _'i;‘g; he will be- there. RS
ze : 'l'he Chairman- ” l’ aga:ee with yoa, I think it is important
n o try to heve nx. Anderson be here. We will try to work -
! . 23 . _ Do they have proxieé in the Rulee Comittee? ) o
S 'zc u:. Devine. | :I: don't know vhether they have proxies in
' -js' the Rules Committee or not. C y

DocId: 32266787 Pageﬁe{
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""bodd Absolutely not. No proxies.

. The chairman The chairman can't vote for Anderson,

.then?

Dodd ' No, he.has to be there.
- I there a problem2

lLMr. Devine. Bis:water project has been eliminated hy

1the President and he is havinq a meeting in his district..

Dodd.t !bu can't use the proxy, I can tell you that.

Tz would like to see.him.there.

f;‘”The Chairman We will have to try to work that,out.

Let us get back to the discussion of the report and

;other matters relating to the report.

»? Is everyone provided with a.copy of the draft report?

-wa are open to discussion relative ‘to this draft report. wai
:Imueh time do we have, Mr. Sprague. in terms of being able to
-;frevise and extend this report.and prepare for final prepara-

,ition?

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

.1for lunch if I could have that time to take up with the

- ,.«-, ',_,.t y' — 4

T}jPrinting Office the matter of'the printing of the transcripts-

_that have been turned over to yon and the matter of the

R

‘,printing of’this report, ;ﬂ;f’"w

| we have been advised that if we.get to the Printing .

’ Officerby 6:00 p.m. this evening the transcripts, as corrected.

. . va -
s oLs%
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jthey will have_them fully printed up for us this Friday .

:morning.' The same would apply, by the may, with regard to

| this. report. It will ‘be printed up for us this Friday morning.

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

ca' »

end/or the.tranacripts for them by 6:00 p.m. tomorrow morning, |

.a“

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

fmorning. j:;7'~

‘ The.Chairman I guess this part of the whole equation

l will be a queetion of whether some members will want to have

.

jenpgismental or additional views to submit in the report, also.
':a[;; I sume they will prepare those. ' |
:-;;z a Mr. Fithian.x Mr. chairman, will we need to take aotion |
| 1 'f"_i.;}gl“in the committee.when we have a quorum to dispense with the
) _. o usual three days for minori.ty views or for separate concurring

{’~'; The Chairman . 4 would imagine that we wouId have to, //.
in light of the time eonstraints here.
- Mr. Pithian ' T have no separate<or dissenting views,

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

’ The Chairman don't know whether everyone has suffi-
eient time to- be able to get through these or not; to disouss
them. - -

Mr. Preyer, Mr. Chairman.

- The Chairman. hr.‘PreYer,,

DocId: 32266787 P'age 6
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' Mr. Preyer. If no one'else has»a‘comment, initially,

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

dpart of the report.

I thought it wonld sound a lot more sterile than it

jreally sounds.. It sounds more interesting or intriguing than

I thought it.would.u--

I wonder about the.Amlash incident? One reason I ask -

is that I thought that incident which is not new, of course,

and so we can't take credit for developing all of that, it

.gives us an opportunity to say a couple of those quotes there»
'along the lines that the process by which the . intelligence

vagency gathering‘went along’has been compromised.;

Therefore, to make the point which.I probably over- :

::emphasized, that.if we don't have to. necessarily come out

'iwith a new result.in the Amlash case to justify, that whole

process is'void, ab~initio. and that is a good enough reason

for’going.ahead with it. "

That,Amlash case has scme good quotes oneit. I wonder

H'why you Ieft out Amlash in,thien xpﬂf

[ y & .

Hr. Sprague.‘

-7 ...s,,,, :- A‘.; .....

) had made reference in the earlier report, the end of last

..:4.‘":-; A - "‘»‘ .

! year, to the‘U.s.,Senate Select committee s statement.' That

| is in that earlier report, at Ieast their statement, after

having gonesinto amlash, and;that to put that in here would

look almost.like we-were repeating it. e
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.Vl‘.;tant, is that'we emphasize where we. can what is new and what

:cated.

S-h

' Mr. Preyer. You.were considering both of these reports

;together?

Mr. Sprague. Yes.-‘hs a matter of fact, in part of'this

,<report wenhave made reference to material in the £final report.

, Mr. Preyer.- I have one specific question.' At the top

':of page 12, the.question about Ruby and Oswald. ‘You say,

-Z'The committee staff has spoken with - a witness.

Maybe we have just spoken with a witness, but is ‘there

fmore than one witness on that subject?

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

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

. The»other comment 1 would make, and I’ think it is impor-

[ﬂis not just.a rehashinq of old evidence. Like that,one at
;fthe top of page 12, necessarily you have to be very cautious
'fin that case, but that is a brand new witness, as I understand

o it.":?-_' .

Mr. Tanenbaum.‘ That is correct.

Mr. Preyer. I"wonder there and in other instances where

..r-*'

g'you have a chance to emphasize that the staff came up with

i this witness, he-may have been.known before but’ he never

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

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

' think that makes_a good strong statement.
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The Chairman. Mr. Devine.
Mr. Devine,f.Mr. Chairman, perhaps I am overly sensitive
about the problems that this committee‘has had since itsi

conception until such time as you became chairman. I am a

'little troubled by'the wording of the first paragraph on page

-

A2° B

I think we belabor that too much, going into -£00 much

R

detail about all these budgetary restrictions, and I have

rewrittennsome language for paragraphs 1 and 2 that I think .

uld be less inflammatory and still do the job. Itwould

ead like this.'

“For technical and administrative reasons, the committee

had some delays in the course of  the investigation. For

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

the;assassinations for approximately two months, telephone
service was disconnected for the same period, preventing the

staff frcm maintaining contact witbswitnesses and potential

PR

) witnesses~ and other problems which severely restricted the
"committee in its investigative efforts.

‘f“‘”r don't.think we should lean on the budgetary restric-g

'5 ST

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

d?ercome in both the-Rules Committee and on the Floor.

I don t think that we ahould talk about specifically

_what.our problems_vere. I think the language suggested would
 ppobably tell the.same_story.

. M -




R . . , 7
' Then’ the next three-line paragraph, I don't like what

dog 8

Yyou say. _...many of the tmpediments have been removed,"

under the chairmanship of Mr. Stokes. I would like to have
them believe they all. have been.

, -

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

’ss_graph strike-out "many . of" and “impediments" and insert
f:f- “problems" instead of “impediments“ and strike out- "removed"
ié and insert 'resolved. " That would read- "Under the chairman-
;§. ship of Representative Louis Stokes, the problems have been
ll‘“» resolved and the investigations .are now resuming in a
-iitt 'thorough manner. "
.&2~: I am not married to the language, Mr. Chairman, but I
| o .;jﬁ think that it would be Iess provocative.
' | 14 | The Chairman I agree with you. ’

5 ;.4The staff‘will take that into consideration.

| {Is there anything else? .

}*:Mr. Devine.. That is all, Mr. Chairman. I.séanned it
|during the luncheon period. By and large, T think it will
do the job. | -

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

'Eéijs‘}?utf

N

-f'investigation“ part here.i .

T

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

!and to Mr. Tanenbaum. T am eoncerned that with reference to

23

the investigatory>material that appears in the report, that

3

|

®

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

B

DocId:32266787. P_age i0 "
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1at us in the senSe'of"their'rehashing the same old stuff

. which gives our opposition on the Floor the arguments that
- they need.. They-will‘very hastily say to George Lardner or
.some other-author who is an authority on each one of these

i investigations - I guess I am wondering whether that section.

needs to be reworked or less data included, we need to make
more reference to the fact that there is within our~possession
much more. sensitive and highly volatile information that
Just cannot be: disclosed in light of this type of investiga-
tion and that. type of thing. .

I am just.wondering whether we need to go this wvay.

Mr. Spraque. hr.'Chairman,‘that really hits the.nub
of the prohlem}'becanse to:havedsomething is going to cause

the problem; that it is sollimited as. to make it appear what -

ff in the world is being done, and on ‘the other hand, to just

have. that it is so-sensitive creates, I guess, the problem

;that we are goinq to be criticized. Are we just hiding behind

a label and not disclosing?

What.we have attempted to do and really part of the

reason that this has not been submitted to you, as I indicated |
| }it,would be on Mbndey; is that we have gone through a nnmber
of drafts. What.you havevhere is a tremendously toned down

_version of what existedh trying to really incorporate and put

into writing what has been the comments and suggestions by

members of the committee.

DocId: 322667387 Page 11
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of us is that any material contained in this proposed report,
: lwhether there is a balance between so-called new material

‘ which hae already been revealed in the Warren cOmmiseion

_all a rehash of those two things or is there enough new stuff
| ito show that.we are not just rubber stamping or rehashing old

'material? h, B ; o o -

_lt_is hard to say'something is new as opposed to rehash,

:becaose.in fact people have read everything’under the sun.
'Rnby and Oswald had been in contact prlor to the assassination.

5l~standpoint, is that we have located a witness who apparently
hsays that» " The allegation may be old and ln terms of proof

"‘{that may be nll.~ Jﬂ ;»f'.; _.r‘.fx

:‘ we are doing 1is’ looking lnto what has been alleged to be able
5'fto prove or dlsprdve so that to go into what we are doing is
'golng>to. o£ aecessity. raise things that have been’ ralsed

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

\documents that were prepared, final documents, we were able

32266?3? Paqe 12

Mr. Devine. Mr.IChairman;”f

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

report and the Senate Intelligence Committee report -- is it

‘Mr. Sprague. Part of_the—problem, Mr. Devine, is that

Somebody may well suggest,.and I am sure has suggested, that

Ruby knew Oswald. What is new, in a sense here from out

OBviously-ln this lnvestlgatlon, one of the.things that

The Chalrman Here—is what T have in mind From the two

-
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-and we were able to convince both the leadership of the House
tand most of the Rules Committee members that we were on to’

‘ 'something here that needs to be continued

'igoing to really want us to get into disclosing what we feel e

1we are. on to here.

,Obviously we can't name names as we did the other day.- I know

the media are sitting here waiting to tear us apart on this

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

it would assume that it'would.be somewhat helpful -To limit: it~

l further reises the problem that.if we are going to be attacked,

! tﬂmis.nwucn1? ;s.;;' .‘75‘ ”,: f;'.;'c,-,:‘ .

32266787 Page 13

o o R ) 10
to take those two documents‘along with the oral presentations

-l As a result of that. I doubt that the Rules committee is

Now the question is in’ terms of this presentation here

‘will we~get ‘the same kind of result that we have gotten last?

report, and we have to out-think them,
I am,just wondering, are we hurting ourselves with this ,
approach here right now? ;."

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

Preyer, in.reading ‘the Kennedy aspect, said it came out

stronger than.he»thought it would.; From that standpoint, I

that.we-obviously are not doing-much.

The Chairmsn !ou don't see a problem here revealing

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

have outlined it.




11

: -The;Chairman. X thinkiwe can make a statement that

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

gators who have never been interviewed before, nevervgiven a

3statement before, substantive in nature, and so forth.

" Mr. Preyer. I am wondering what is new, looking through

'.the Kennedy thing, and- is not a rehash

On ‘page 11, second paragraph, "Oswald was associated

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

isn't there; it»has-not,been.rehashed?
Mr. Sprague. That is correct.

- Mr. Prefer. The second paragraph; the Hunt letter is

‘new. That has just recently surfaced.

On page 12, top paraqraph, that is new, In other words,
the first three paragraphs, each I think can be defended as

new evidence. ;2;lf '

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

before or not thattwe arc talking about now,

The Chairnan : What'would trouble me on page 12 is that
the committeev’received information, not yet corroborated.

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

Alj "received information, not yet corroborated t What does that

?. ‘. ' "-; Y . .
n.””' Preyer I wonder if we should not make some blanket
statement at the outset‘or at the close of it that we empha-

' size these are all leads. they nave not been subjected to

DocId:32266787 Page 14
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' cross-examination or polygraph test or the usual test of

12

, corroboretion,~bot they are the kinds of things that are so

' important, if true, that they must be run down, that we should

be allowed_to'cogroborate and crossfexamine them.

I ehlhk we would be making e mistake to trf to give an
impressioo that-theseﬁthinqS'are all'true. Thenlif they
blow up in our face, we will really be 1n trouble. ' -

Mr. Dodd. I think your point is well taken.

Possibly in the very beginning, I think we getuodrseloee

into a box where{oge?puts the purpose of support? Are we

| sﬁﬁbﬁﬁEHIESJbe'ggle, in the period of time we have been in

existence, to come up with corroborated, conclusive evidence

that would convince the Congress we ehould go forward?
‘I think everyone in the cOngress knows what difficulty -

this committee has had over the past couple of . months. The

. lanquage would have to be chosen carefnlly. "X think if you

stated at .the outset what the purpose of the report was and '

- that wﬁs’%o"bfiﬁéwﬁiwio?date the membeis of Congress with

regard to the activity of the committee, the hnrdles that they
have had to overcome and 8o forth, and not allow ourselves to
be put in the position of-trying.ooudefend.the material we
have'with concluslve.eVldenoefwhioh has not been brought up
at one time~in the past - I see us. gettinq ‘into a situation
where we are really boxed in.

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

DocId: 32266787 Page 15
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.'is not. our intention in this report, to defend necessarily

~ftime we have had,of developing the leads and other information

, . o . : 13
by saying 'Sure, this is uncorroborated " '
we will say‘it has raised questions and we have to run
it down _

Dodd We don't want to get ourselves in.a position
of saying ve have not been able to get into this stuff and it
is thoroughly because of our problems, which is one: thing'we
'have been saying, which is a fact, which is true, and then to
!also come forward with evidence that we have had an opportunity

to examine thoroughly, that is contradictory.

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

Ithat kind of evidence—heing fact.
| The Chairman._-It may be that we can approach.it from
the viewpoint of saying, we refer back to the time that the

committee was originally constituted, it was constituted as

'fa.direct result of the unanswered questions that were apparent:%

‘as. relates to both these deaths.-
‘ Obviously, the short period of four months or so that
this committee has been constituted, these questions are still

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

sthat has come to-us and that I think we can say that some of
.the leads and information that have come: to us have never
before surfaced, without being sensational or wrong, but to

‘show that,there is an’ ongoing progressive-state of an
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v :I.n’vestigetion. In that .rega‘rd, I think, further, we can say
2 that obviously there are things we cannot include in this |
3 report because of the sens’itive nature .of' the investigatdon.
4 Mr. SPrague._ Mr. Chairman, I thought we really had in
o | ¥ a sense; responded to what is being raised now, because on
6 page. 2 at the beginning we do say in the bottom paragraph;
=4 "While the connnittee believes that the new leads must be
-»_3 . vigorously. pursued._ we emghasize .the fact that it is impossiblel
¢ ,to predict whether the information will be provén reli'able‘
16 | and capabie of .verification. The investigations are in their
e 1 | infancy and, therefore, the committee cannot submit verifiable
| ~.,,f,;'lz conclus:lons wi.th respeet to the asassinations before the
13 ':anuiry is completed and the evidence gathered tested and
14 -_~oorroborated LI . o
r 13 I thought that would address :ltself to what Mr. Preyer
| -.'!6. l was say:lng in the hegi.nning. _ |
T7 3 1' The reason in the latter part dea].ing with 'rrafficante
".f"ia  on page 12 where :I.t sayaf; "The oomittee has received infor-
- ')9: ;‘mation, not yet oorroborated 9 was that we wanted to keep the
' ;_-:‘2‘0:_ .ered:lhility of this committee at the highest 1eve1. and even
12{ ,though there is that statement at the beg:lnning, we thought
"..22 l it well to reempbasize that w:lth regard to that partieular |
23 | mfomation so as not to be caught off base, because I would
24 hate_ to get in th_e posture for this committee where we are
25 | ntaking one statement with a: mmber of ‘'others and then somebody

Dul::Id 32266?3? Page i7
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goes ont and proves that one statement is untrue and that'--
giving an implication that everything else is down the drain
as well.
B That;is'why I;tnonght we cogered reaily what you are
raising here.ﬁ-:; _4» A; |

Mr. Dodd I am suggesting rather ‘than that, that should

’ébe the first paragraph. That is out immediately.- This is
;the first thought that is in this report that we are not, in
- effect, saying.that it.is in its infancy, we have not had a
ichance or opportunity to corroborate all the evidence and

ftestinmny conefforward‘beeause of the obvious restraints the .

committee has operatea;under, and sotforth. -I think that
ought to be'the first thing that we say.

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

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

regard to potential witnesses, evidence and so forth.

Mr. sPrague. ‘We just ‘want ‘to be very careful, like that
Traffieante-nuby sttuation. ‘We can putf;t more in the
beginning'than we have-tt. NE'did not nant it thonght.that

this committee~representing the Hbuse of Representatives is




log 17

s &

16

Mes. Burke. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

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

| possible to clarify who Mr; Maheu was. We know, but every

time I have heard the name or the name said, I have heard
sonicone say "Is this the same Maheu?"

Could there be some séntence there explaining which

' Maheu and the fact that I guess he testified’to certain things|

before the Church Committee?

Was it the Church Committee? .

Mr. Sprague. That is correct.

LT will certainly put in who he i§4~'a hlS statement
that he was in fact recruited for this purpose.

Mrs. Burke. ?ne.next_thinq I am safing is something I
am not sure about tne'reaction politically.

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

various th gs.. £ I could argue both sides.'

It does raise confirmstion of suspicions that some people

R e

have. On the other side, there are many people I £find in the
House that, unless there is something that they can really
cling to, they are terrified by the idea of criticizing our
intelligence agency. |

The statement, for instance. in here that Hoover tried
to mislead tne Warren Commission.a,From my experience, and my

own experience~relates to:appropriations where we reviewed,

| for instance, the CIA budget, where we took a vote. there and
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that knowledge.. What we wind up doing is one thing, but it

DocId:32266787 Page 20

\ the'majority'of the members of that committee voted not to
; know what was in'theICIA budget, the idea being that there is

~ this terrible-apprehension of criticizing those agencies.

jmaybe the-peop1e~who feel that way would never vote for us
'anyhow, which is a possihility, but I am not sure, and I

"fwould just throw that out, Mr. Chairman
I are well taken. : - f -

.for it, hut.now he understood that it would embarrass the FBI

v'might not be necessary fo: us to telegraph it.

!i“The committee has obtained evidence suggesting the actual

I destruction of evidence. ~ . o N

1:; That. in.fact, is something that is known,and that the
.irederal Bureau o£ Investigation has admitted It is not a

5 disclosing o£ something~unknown theret ‘Tt seems to us that
'not putting in a matter that is concerned with the connection

'jhetween Oswald and the FBI, when it.already is an area that is

17

SO, T just want- to raise the question, realizing that

The Chairman o 3 think the gentlewoman 8 - observations
The gentleman from Maryland said he had originally voted
d like that, he used the PRI in his objections the last time.

He opposed the resolution."

‘ I think that is something we might rethink. in light of

Mr. Sprague.- May r respond, Mr. Chairman and Mrs. Burke? |

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

W

e
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o a t in the public domain and questions have been raised, wou.ld
o .2 ,’ lead to the question' why is it not mentioned since you are
' 3 mentioning_ different things? That 1s ‘the reason for that.’
g It seems to us that everything we do is going to be
; | _"-is_ | rev':lewed , subject to analysis, If' this- is ‘a'n area involved
| 5 ] in the investigation, if there is a feeli.ng of not putting it
7] :I.n now because, let us say, someone might attack ’_ us on it, I
.i 8 .query how thorough will be the J.nvestigation if there is a
7 concern like that and something that is publicly known.
e - The second part dealing with the misleading statements, .
" ;a“ga:l;n,' that is not based really on witness's statements, '
S ; 72 'rhat happened to be something that is predicated upon the
'l . .415_: 'actual documents that exist. . _
' ) . 14 ,4_“'; : Mrs. Burke.;;' If this is in the public domain. I would

Y

- 1§ 'think i.t should be stated specifically; rather than "The

R | committee has information" it should be saying that evidence
a7 i has already been corroborated or there have a1ready been
. 18 . atatements before committees that OSwald had a :I.:Lnk with the

19 'c:th If we have it 1n the publi.c doma:l.n, T th.tnk it should

S

he specifically atated. ‘ »
| 'l'he Chairman_ _Mr. 'ranenbam, :I:sn't that in the Warren

‘ Comission report? o | .

‘M. Tanenbaum. ' what d:_is. in the repor.t is that Oswald

had some proQCastro'_ views. There is nothing there that

fndicates that' he had links‘:to the CIA, that we have, namely,

A b
DocId: 32266787 Page 21




| 19
log 20 SR P P L =
' ‘through Feliciano. That is new; it is not in the public

: Qdomain; -

1‘ﬁ§

“

The Chairman. I thought the Warren Commission sent

R
ﬂ%
»

eir counsel to J. Eﬂgar Hoover for the purpose of his mak-

,-1ng inquiry as to whether Oswald was one. of their agents or .
fjt{.%?i;:ﬂr Tanenbaum. That happened 1n executive session on two
;?v;occasions in January 1964, h
¢ The Chairman Mr. Fithian.'_
10 : Mr.‘Pithianw} T share some of the concerns of Mrs. Burke.
,lf uhl I am;wondering if, on page 14, we-might not ‘want to do
;12 jit slightly'differently.. I think that we ought to indicate

at the beginning of that paragraph ‘at- the top of the page

that "It has already been established that, or some such

77 involving the CIA, et cetera, must'be fully-scsutinized "

18 4 It does seem to cast this whole inquzry and investigation

'l?iyinto sort of an investigation of the FBI and CIA._ SOme

20? aspects of those two agencies.obviously have come 1nto review.

:zfi | I anm wondering'if we need to, 1rritate those members who
- fiz:votherwise might.go along with us. T have found one of the

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

L2 ‘argue the case that we ought to clearly delineate, in the’

| course-of.this-investigation, exactly what administrative

.25
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ijprocedures were and were not followed by agencies of-the
' government in order to establish whether or not there is
i need for legislative remedf;' One of the things we do not
; point to in this report -- maybe we don't want to; maybe
'jithat is- jumping the gun -- but it does seem to me to be a

': very convincing justification for this committee as a

dongressionsl,conmittee to review those procedures.and to
conclude sometime down the line that we ought to mandate
tbat in tines of national emerqency or assassination of a

President or a national leader that certain things would, of

,necessity, be done by these agencies; that all information
would be‘immediately transmitted to duly constituted investi-

antive bodies, or some such thing.

For a lot of them who. are uncertain as to ecactly what

”roiereither;of these agencies was and there are those in the .
'Hbuse who”fall.onlboth sides of that' they cen/all agree thdt
i if this investiqation demonstrates a breakdown in the normal
n?process. then it might well be the responsibility of this . - |
fﬁcommittee to recommend some legillation correcting the process[
Efand that is not necessarily digging up the bones of J. Edgar
;abover; it is Iooking down the road -ahead to prevent some

'V4:breakdown in the process.

T am wondering if we might not want to drop words like

.'scrutinize, .at cetera, and recast that in such a way that

| it simply indicates we are going to review all of these

. | -
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~processes‘and.where they demonstrate or prove to have broken

" down we may want to subsequently recommend legislative remedy.

That is not proving-who killed JFK or Martin Luther King.
It is an entirely different thrust.

Mr; Tanenbaum. I think a point has to be made here.'

,'That is what we' are not simply saying from what we know that
I J. Bdgar Hoover whispered in somebody s ear. something that was
ilsignificant- that CIA made a mistake in £filing a report,

;we think during the course of the investigation we are going

to look into those kinds of problems. -

The two-areas we have with the FBI and CIA are very

:significant._ In fact, J. Edgar~lied about a very important
jwitness~concerning their own assassin' Oswald. CIA misrepre-
;sented.also about Lee Harvey Oswald; his alleged trip to

Mexico City. - f«W_'fri }"3

R - seems to}heithat people who otherwise might not vote

‘for this eommittee-because'they thinkithereimight be a'
;problem in those areas might be very hard pressed, when
‘eonfronted with the report, that documents based upon their
.own documentation, not witnesses that we.have but upon things
Tthat they have themselves, that we were able to put together,

'they will be-very hard pressed on the merits publicly to vote

against the committee-that has demonstrated unequivocally

Athatnboth of these agencies significantly played a role in

.oovering-up, aoquiesoing.or partioiéating‘in'the'assassination
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‘# of the President.

' it if we.say Pbased upon documents in the possession of these

: important that we ourselves maintain our own 1ntegrity with
a play that may be called sometime in the future.
very fundamental issue and that is part of what we have

not to really play

' the opposition.

' have documentation about significant major importance, power-

22
Mr. Fithian. Why don't we say "based on documents in
possession of these agencies"? In other words, we are not
now drafting this from newspaper accounts. It would strengthe
agencies.

I am still wondering, instead of saying all ‘this
scrutiny business, that we might not hint at some legislative
remedy. I know as an investigator you don't worry about what
we might do later on in offering a bill before Congress, but
that,might well,be»the action of this committee.

Mr.-Tanenbaum. Absolutely. I do think that it is very
regard to this.

I agree with Mr. Stokes, there is no need to telegraph
This is a
For us to sidestep it now, it seems “to me, is

already found.

? fair and -square with people who are in
? £ they still wish to vote against ‘us, knowing that we

ful misrepresentations and cover-ups, then let the record be
' so stated that they voted against it knowing that, rather

than just;simply-saying-that we are~going‘to carefully

-

ge 25
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scrutinize or in any way politically, we can all agree.
This is too important to do that.

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

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

 when corroborated. ‘It talks about evidence.

AI believe with Mr. Fithian on that second paragraph that

' there you areidrawing a conclusion rather than talking about -

what we have in evidence. From a political point of view, it
is going to antagOnize some people, I am afraid. They will

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

- T

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

out the second paragraph or amend it in the form that Mr.

‘Fithian has suggested. ﬁe are not trying to hide from any-

body that we have evidenoe and information that they are
involved.
The Chairman" The staff can take those:suggestions in

mind and work that over.

B - B e

'~#——Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, we can omit that second
paragraph

Mr. Devine. As a postscript to what has been said

'about that, I think it should be in our final report, but it

can be inflammatory—to those persons who are looking for

. excuses to vote against us,

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

establish those. things. It is not’ essential that this be

. DunId: 32266787 Page 26
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retainedjat this point; I think it had better oo out.
Mr, Sprague. I think it is easy to omit that second
paragraph altogether. ) |
‘Mr. Fithian. Mr. Chairman, a small technical matter.
On page 10, which has the budget, would it not be helpful
to put an asterisk behind that final figure at the ‘bottom and
indioate-in-the footnote that this figure includes the repay-
ment‘oflthe $254;000 for the funds already expended during
. the January to March period? '
Those of us who work with these figures so much now
| Xnow that is the case, but I think it might be helpful to
other members who are reviewing the budget to know when they
see-the-one page that has the.budget in it, that that total
figure at the bottom included the January-February-March
repayment of funds already expended
Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, may I brimg5to Mr. Fithian's
.d attention'that the paragraph just preceding that budget
figure ends with the following statemeht'
4 "We submit for the oonsideration of the members of the
’.House the. following summary of our proposed budget of 1977,
| whieh includes the funds.
| M. Fithian What I am saying is if somebody is bothered
with the budget, they don't read the rest of the report.
"They say."That is $2,796,000. I.thought the Speaker was in

-

f favor of $2.5 million" --,bang,
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Mr. Sprague. We can easily put an asterisk and put that
specific thing under it.

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

.you have not paesed the point of'discussing page 10 of the

report.

‘T think that,'toﬂsome extent, thie very,Avety?skeletal
outline of the'budgettleaves'e little‘bit to be desited. I
am wondering wh&'it can't be fleehed out with just a little
oit more detail. 3

You have;a figure here of almost $2 million forsalaries{
and nothing more. I don't.know, I could be wrong, but I
think wnenxthe members learn that in lieu of the original
contemplated staff of l70 that you are down to 115 and they

are going to be phased in gradually over a period of time

{| from the present level of 73, that I would explain.that a

little bit;fIAthink, and adjust a little bit more detail on
the budget..

The Chairman. Maybe that reconciliation sheet that you
worked on this morning might be the way to do that. |

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

A.}budget plus the reconciliation statement plus some of the

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

million that was made this morning into the Congressional

Record, print the whole detailed budget in the Congressional

{ Record. I think your point is a° good one.
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" follow through on that.

-or Watergate?

| with me by some of_theApeople who served-on that committee, .

' and T was trying tovgetfthe correct figures.

| | 26
Looking at that cold-there, it looks bare.
ﬁr. Anderson. At least on the salary item, I would like |
to see a little more detail.
The Cnairman. ‘Where is Tbm Howarth?
Mr.. Sprague. I think he is working on budget for the

Appropriations Cbmmittee right now, Mr. Chairman, but we can

. The Qhairman. ‘Mrs., Burke.'

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

. Mr. Devine. 1In addition to the ‘gtaff members, they had
the totai cooperated of all the FBI, Secret Seryice and the
State Department and everynody else. I don't know theinumber
of persons on the staff payroll. I think it is in our ori-
ginal report. ‘

Mr.'Sprague;' Are you talking about Warren Commission

Mrs. Burke. Watergate.

Mr. Sprague. Watergate, .I do not know.
f: Mrs. Burke. The Judiciary inquiry, Impeachment Committeep
‘iaﬂr. Spraguet- I have a. recollection somewhere of 120.

" 'Mrs. Burke. This is one of the things that was raised

Mr. Sprague. We can’get‘that:f'rt is 110.
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Mrs. Burke. I think it is good for us to know.
The Chairman. Mr. Fithian.
Mr. Pithian. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that in our

own handling'ofétbis, that we point out or emphasize in our

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

are two investigations going on, so any members we have can

be divided by two.~
I am wondering if we might not follow up so that the

staff has very specific instructions on what Mr. Anderson

' has raised with regard to fleshing out the budget. I am verf
much in favor of the total budget we discussed this morning

and Mr. Preyer's remarks going into the Congressional Record.

I don't know how much is appropriate to include in here,
although I am not one to worry about duplication of places

that. members of congress could find to read this thing,

i because if we tried to get at them both through the Congres-

sional Record and this, they will think there is something

- wrong with it.

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

| specific direction as to how~much of the budget and how much
| of the material you are~going to;put in the Congressional

Record:is‘goinglto be printed on«nages 10 and succeeding

pages.

'Mr. Preyer.' One thing that occurs to me is that we could|

.’print the new: budget here and put a column of the oriqinal
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budget beside it so that you could see how much salary had

been reduced and so forth, and that would give you the oppor-

tunity to then put a page of comment under salaries and
explain that.tnis reduction came about bf reducing to a total
'lls'from the original total, and that sort of thing.

' Mr. Fithian. And then perhaps'some conment:at the
bottom that'would indicate that anyone uho wants to peruse
:the,entire budgEt and explanation of it should.see pages
X, Y, 2 in the Congressional Record.of such and such a date.

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

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

The Chairman I suppose the headlines will be,-"The
committee cut the sPrague budget by $4 million, anyway.

. Mr. Sprague.. The committee cut sPrague.
| Mr. Fithian.» I see here Item 3, "Consulting Services.“

- It seems to me that at our task force meeting, Mr, Chairman,

we had some discussion about spelling aut something there,

about ekperts~or;something, forensic services, scientific

vDucI.d»:SEEISE?ﬁ.T_ Page 31 R




29

services, so that it did not sound like it was a sludge fund
for consultants, knowing the way the House operates. |

- Mr. Dodd' Mr. Chairman, I have gone through the report
and have a bunch of little technical changes and some that
are a little more substantive,

'I wonder if we might start with eome of those.

The ¢hairmanf ‘Sure.

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

oﬁ page 2 at the very bottom this language might go
toward the front. "The investigations are in their infancy
and, therefore, the committee cannot submit verifiable con-

| clusxons with respect to the-assassinations.”

I would change the language to ré;or"Before all the

evidence is'gathered, tested and corroborated, and inquiry is

Peqe1three,'r have a question on the very first sentence,
"While the coﬁmittee is pursuing new information, it has also
underteken:to initiate an exheustive de noro investigaion of

| the assassinations.” |
'It seems to‘me'from the-Rhles Committee discussion and
others is this to be e de novo inrestigatation‘or are we going

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

things along the way that have been established; there there

13

what you have said that obviously, where evidence has been

‘inq the words de nevo you could say-“initiate an exhaustive

e 33

- 30
still unclear. I thought this was not going to be a completely
de novo investigation. That is a fundamental question. I

thought we were goiné to be in with those things already

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

‘Mr;‘SPfague. 'Mr. Chairman, I think that is‘a}pretty
fundamental question. I have been nneen the'assumption that
we are going back.to ground level number one, beeause part of
the problem that would exist if it is not de novo is how do
we know that whicn»iS‘in fact so?

We must start at the beginning. There are, obviously,

is not going to be any difficulty in our reestablishing. But
it seems to me that is where we start.
Mr. Dodd. Maybe I am suggesting that thereis some

language after that sentence which would say; in effect, jnst

established ae being conclusive,'the cemmitteehis not gping out

to reestablish ‘that evtdence.A’ | |

The Chairman " Will the gentleman yield to me?
. Dodd. ‘Suwre. - | |

The Chatrman. . I suppose what you are saying by eliminat-

inveetigation of the assassinations," which includes going

back to the beginning, wherever you have to. I think de novo
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might engendes some‘discussion.- We still can do.what we have
.to.- |

Mr. Dodd."fhat is a kind of fuse word language to our
colleagues; oo hear the ﬁosd de novo. -

AM:.,Faﬁntroyf ;I wonder if I may speak to that.

FI'have not had an opportunity to'read‘this,‘buﬁ it seems
.to ﬁe whetfhas been effective in my discussions wieh other
| members has béehféb say that the committee is actually active
in two areas.‘

Eifst, that we are identifying documents, evidence,
names and'locations.of witsesses and the like that are

aveilable to us'through both state, local and federal agesciesq

We ere‘identifyihg ﬁhat.

And that we ase slso,'seoondly, and I hope this language
is includedhinsobis draft, we are also in the process of
looking at:sew and previously unpursued lesds.

With.those two things on the way, obviously we have to
do, in my judgment, a de novo investigation. Once we have
in hand everything that everybody has that we have looked at,
then ‘we do the investigation and  come right up.

: Secondly, in.the process I bave been saying, we are

‘doin§7it;d:Likehbeing‘cut off from the FBI files; we are

looking at all of tﬁem.3 In the meantime, there have been

some new leads. -

What perks up people, in my judgment, is when you say

: b b
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| idea of doing the investigation but having in hand when we

13

_snmething we are concentrating on,

_ "concentrate" to “"continuing.”

| of this inquiry

. language‘I have added:nereiis, “Theltask_of investigating’

, 32
new and unpursued leads. T would hope that we hold to the
d6 it, when we go to sit down at ground zero and say that we
are at the Rainbow Motel, we know everybody else who was
there and where they are.

" The Chairman x‘Ybu would agree with Mr. Dodd's reasons?

Mr. Fauntroy. ‘Make it de ‘novo.
Mr. Dodd. The last paragraph on page 3. "Now that the
committee has‘adopted rules of procedure and proposed a bud-'
get, we are ready to continue."

I am changing}the wore "concentrate" to "continue.". I
think the concept should be woven through the entire report
that this is a continuing function we are undergoing and not

Change the word

on page 4 -- and this was raised by Mn.frithian in part -+
at the beginning of that Section II A, I would like to
include here and anywhere else the staff may f£ind helpful,

this restatedﬂconcept of iegislative'action at the conclusion

Again, from a Judiciary committee standpoint, one of
their major concerns is that our resolution and our efforts
be designed ultimately to result in legislation to come out .

of this committee, not just a criminal investigation. The

ge 35
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these two murders, especially as they relate to identifying
possibly future legislative actionvby Congress was commenced
under resointion," and so forth.

T will read it again. After the words "two murders,”
v'"especiallj as they relate to identifying possibly immediate
future legislative action by the COngress. That is something
I feel we should.emphasize, the legislative intent, because
it is one of the major criticisms we face.

On page 5, paragraph B,~"The 95th Congress," going domn
to the beginning of the third sentence with the words
"thereafter," after "February 2, 1977." “Thereafter, on
March 8 1977, Congressman Louis Stokes was appointed
Chairman by the Speaker of the House of Representatives and
the committee was again reorganized and continued to pursue
the investigation,“ | . |

Againithe word "continuance."- This is the period, that
month, that-I think is importantrso far as I have understood
| it, that even}though thé phones were'cnt off and even though
- the access was eliminated to the.FBI, the staff was still
working, research was being done and so forth.

I think it might be important that during that month's
period, the emphasis was on continual operation- crippled
though it was, it was still a continuing investigation.

Mrs. Burke. There-isAno mention here of the former

' Chairman Gonzales. T think there are people who are
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resolutions were voted en‘end'defeated in March 1976.

L | 3u
immediately saying "and they did not even mention his name."

Mr. Dodd.. We can put in subliminal cuts.

Mrs. Burke. -I think we have to give some recognition

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

' me, there ereﬁaflot of people who are very sensitive on

this-point; I am telling you, arguing and discuseing and

<rationalizing that we are trying to say that he has not been

just overlocked and slighted and everything else.
I think we have to put some reference that he-was
chairman.

:Mr.-FinhianQ I would suggest that perhaés we could

establish credit where credit is due very early in the repert

on the creation of the committee, but saying in respect "In
response to the resolution proffered in the House by Henry
Gonzales (p) Texes. when he first introduced the resolution,"”
which.goesiback a long way, "and Mr. Downing’s resolution.”
In.enher words, we can point to both their resolutions
as being the fathers --.
| Mrs. Burke. That is not-true.

Mr. Fithian.. I am not suggesting-that we put anything

'in that is not true.

‘Mr. ?auntroy. Expiain it to him.

‘Mrs. Burke. Ihoee_resolutions were introduced and those
The

only reason that those resolutions.were passed was the

e 37
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_ 1 ' compromise reached on the resolution introduced by Mr.
@ . 2 | Fauntroy .

3 It was a matter that the only reason the resolution
é&“ 4 || came up on there before the Rules Committee was that we had

'obtained a change in position and support for another resolu-
-tion just out of courtesy and we had to wait for the matter
of having an oldvresolution overlooked, that thosé resolu-
tions vere brought up. |

| That is'a very misunderstood point.

10 Mr; Fithian. To give credit where credit is due in
':rﬂ including the Martin Luther King resélution? |
‘,12 R ‘Mrs. Burke. They were not before the House.

.13 Mr. Fithian.' As a member who came to the Congress

14 first just one term ago for many, many months whenever dis-

;.,15 cussion of the investiqation of reopening the Warren
16 'CQmmission came up, it is my clear impression that there was
a7 only one name associated with.that and that was Henry
A;la Gonzales.. |
19 Mrs. Burke. All of that was over and it had been voted
upon and the whole matter was set to rest. It was only

"brought up again in the context of the Ring resolution, and

| this was a matter of just, really it was just a matter of

,having a vehicle rather than just overlooking it.

The Chairman That is an important point that the

:gentlewoman is bringing up, because among the members on the
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1 | Floor that is not understood, but that is the fact.
Fﬁ, 2 Mr. Fauntroy. I did attempt to explain to the former
3 chairman when he cut off access to the FBI materials by the

4 | staff that he was overlooking the fact that . the only reason

5 | he had access was that I was kind enough to accept -

é 'Mr. Dodd . Let us go off the record.
7 ' (Discussion off the record.)
8 _ Mr. Devine. "Congressman Louis Stokes was appointed

9 || chairman by 'the Speaker of the House of Representatives
10 § succeeding Henry B. Gonzales." ’
-n ‘Strike out ”uﬁd:tart ;.l—'xe next sentence, "Immediately,
12 | the co.mmittee was again reorganized."

13 . The Chairman. Would it not be better, Sam, if we said

14 {| this: - "After February 2, 1977." "Upon adoption of this

.15 | resolution, Henry B..Gonzales was appointed chairman of the

_/ ' ‘ S .

16 | committee.” Then thereafter "on March 8th.™

17 Mr. ﬁevine. Either way.

18 The Chairman: "It follows au:ocr“e_‘logica.i sequence .

19 Mr. Devine. Either way. . |
20 . The Chairman ‘Does that sound okay?

21 - All right. :

2 ~ Mr. Dodd. 'rhe next paragraph on page S, beginning with

23 | the language » "One of the first actions was adoption of the -

24 || rules of procedure" and ‘then this next sentence I have added

25 | language, "This item was a major reguirement of the House .and
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it is the committee's belief that these rules are outstanding"

and then I have added here other language: "in their recog-

nition of the requirement of due process, orderly investi-

gations and emphasis on strict controls of staff activities
and may beonme'a model for investigative committees in the
future."”

" To repeat, after the word_"outstanding,"."in'their

‘recognition of the requirement for due process, orderly

investigations and emphasis on strict controls of staff aoti-
vity;" | |

-In the next'paragraph, "A task force of the committee
nas appointed'to consider the budgetary and staff require-
ments of the ensuing year.‘ In addition, the committee
reaffirmed the decision to divide into'two subcommittees."”

Mr. Edgar.g.If the gentleman will yield at this point
where you are reaffirming and dividing into two subcommittees,
I notice on.the front page, the third page in, it is not

numbered where it lists the members of the committee, it

iflists our chairman and each of our members, I wonder, since
:we have made the division, whether we ought not to put the

two names of our chief investigators into the King and

Kennedy assassinations to highlight to the members of the
Hbuse that not only is Dick Sprague the Chief Counsel, but in
fact Mr. Tanenbaum and Mr. Lehner are working as lead people.

I think it would be helpful for the rest of Congress to

) ’ ¥
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know that there are those two persons pursuing those two

‘ independent investigations.

The Chairman. That can be done without any problem. -

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, conld we also include in

ithat the tﬁo chief investigators on this?

Mr. Edgar. I don't have any problem with that. I just
wanted some way of showing the substance of the number of
people who are on staff who are top staff personnel who are
pursuing the investigations.

| Mr. Fithian. I think the value of doing what he is
stggesting.is that it is a graphic way of saying there are
two investigations underway here which subconsciously may
affect or impact on some people who say,'well,-there are too .
many staff, or whatever.

It would show at the outséet that we have Mr. Tanenhaum,
Mr, Lehner and the chief investigator under that organiza-.
tional chart appearance. I think we would do a lot to trans-
mit to them directly. .

Some people may flip. this over and see who is on this

I committee anyway. That might be the only page some people

? read, 'so far as I know

The Chairman, okay, fine. The staff will take care of
that.
'(Mr. Dodd. On page 6, I changed the language "Mr.

Fauntroy, again, was appointed," to "remains as chairman of
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the King subcommittee and Mr. Preyer the chairman of the
Kennedy subcommittee."

.I am trying to show flow rather than emphasizingvthe'
breakup the'committee went through during this traumatic
i period, to emphasize flow and continuity.

The end of the next paragraph, paragraph beginning, "A
Aneeting was immediately arranged," I have added a sentence at
the end of the last sentence there to read, "Access to FBI
' materials on both assassinations was continued."

| :Dropping down to the two paragraphs, the paragraph
beginning with the words "On March 11, l977,"lgoing to the
VErylend of that paragraph, changing the period after the
word "consultants to a comma and adding the following lan-
guage: "including ballistics testing of the alleged rifle
used to murder Dr. King." |

The next paragraph, beginning with the language, fOn
‘March 16, 1977, and the second sentence in, "The witness
refused to testify, claiming his 'privileges under the First,
Fburth, Pifth and Fburteenth Amendments.F not just the Fifth
I, 'Amendment. .

Further in the next sentence,*"The staff continues to

explore the leads developed in this area, and the committee

is considering recalling this witness to pursue these ques- -

tions,' again to reflect the status with which the witness

left the committee. B
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The Chairman. I think the official language was that |

he remains under subpoena to this committee.

Mr. Dodd. ' Correct.

Maybe that would be better said that way then "and he

 remains under subpoena."”

“On page 7, under. "Rules of Procedure,“ a technical
amendment. - "Congressman James J. Delaney and "Chairman of
the House COmmittee~on Rules" is the proper title of that

committee;

10 On page 9, subsection D, "Staff and Budget," the second’
. T T ,11"“sentence, "The committee has,“ and I have changed the language
'12 "Seen fullg briefed” to "discussed at length.”
éfa . .13 Mr. Edgar.. Going back to page 7 where the American-
‘ 14 || Civil Liberties Union letter is noted, I have noted in a
.15 || number of reports they do-include letters from’ the Administra-
16 § tion and letters from other people. |
57 I wonder what the value would be to make that statement
_____ - aja *anddthen'include the letter from the American Civil Liberties
19 | Union. Is that a bad idea or. excellent idea?
. 20 | Mr. Sprague.' Mr. Chairman, may I be heard on that?
a1 ;iThe Chairman.. Mr.. Sprague.
.}2 ‘Mr. SPfague. I think it is a bad idea, for the reason
23 thau although that letter now supports the rules and supports
24 || the continuation of‘cne_investigation, they state things that
25 | we allegedly were going to do in tﬁe past which we never were
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going to do. It happens to be a good illustration of the
falsity of things that had been spread around.
"_iI do not think that we ought to have their letter here,

since it does state things absolutely contrary to what we

' ever intended to do.

.'v~Mr;‘Fithian.' On. many occasions; inc1uding‘in-this

‘report, howéﬁer; there are éxamples,of éimp;y.taking.or quot-

_ing from insuffiéient sentences{ we in the profession do this

all the time. We don't use a whole six-page letter when
there is only a half page that is pertinent.
You pﬁt in an‘elipsis.and the three sentences you want

and you §o¢on.' It is called selective evidence, Mr. Chairman.

' Mf. SPr#gue; The trouble with that is that you end up
with a blank letter.: | |
' The CQairﬁép. The essence of the letter was the fact
thaﬁ this éuote as contained here was ﬁhejreal essence of it.

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

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

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

4of.ghe:memﬁéi§g“ ﬁ'i " . i

'.;Zﬂf- Dodd. On page 12, top pf.paéeilz, the sécond

l sentence, "The cammittée staff has spokep>with the witness

who stated that in‘ﬁbvember 1963, prior;to the assassination
of President Kennéay, the.witness w@s personally introduced

to Lee Harveyzbswaldfbybaack Rnby,;'has that been

e 44 -
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corrobérated or is that a fact?

Mr. Tanenbaum. Yes, it is a fact.

Mr. Dodd. It has beén corroborated; the committee has
received information not yet'corroborated that Ruby traveled
| to Cuba and so forth? |

iM:; Tgnenbaum. I am just trying to protect.you.

Mr. Spfagueg. Mr. Dodd; the statement that is there is
abéolutely correét;' Invéther wofds, we have interviewed a
witness who has stated that. We are not in a position of'
saying whether what that witness is safiné is true or not.
That is different than the next sentence which is based upon
informaﬁion that we have received of somebody telling us that
he ﬁas at the jailhouse and hg saw Ruby coming there to visit
| Trafficante. There is fhat diffefence.

Mr. Dodd. You received information that Ruby traveled
to Cuba to‘;isit'Trafficante. .Ybu received a statement from
a witness who claims that he was introduced to Oswald by Ruby.
One is corroborated. ' | . ' |
| Mr. séraQQe. T will say either is éorroborated. I
knoﬁfthat QéhﬂaVe;a witness who safs_thé one thing. We have
' information about' the other,'but.ﬁe havé npt.really gone to
those sources'yét,".Wb'cannot staﬁe thaf} in fact, when we go
to those éources}they are going fo be iﬁta position of saying,
- yes, they saw it. | B

Mr. Dodd. I am just trying to protect against the




dog 44

10
1N
12

13

14

43

accusation laﬁer'that we are blowing smoke. .If you want to
1eave it like that, I have no complaint other.than 5ust
prdtect ourselves, that is all.
Mr. fithian, ﬁhen'you say “committée.has received infor-

' ﬁation, not yet corroborated,” that leaves me a little uneasy,
because it appear§ aslthough the‘couhsel is antigipating :
,‘éorroboration. - |
" I was underjﬁhe impression fhat-that was uncorroborated
and likely to remain uncorroborated. The inference I draw
from that is that it is not yet done, but we expect to get
this done shortly. | |

. Mr. éprague. I do not want to give that implication.

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

this timeQ_ ‘

Mr. Fithian. - Could we get out of it by striking tﬁe
words "néti§e€7"§nd put in the word "unco:¥oborated”? |

The éhairman. Before the word "information"?

Mr. Fithian. Yes. That is eﬁen.better.

Mr. Sprague. That is ﬂine. B

Mr. Eithiah; -On page 15, secénd}paragraph, "Recently an
'PBI ihformﬁnt sﬁétéd.he had ééen,én FBI agént and Lee Harvey
OsﬁaiGJmeetinq."i‘who did. the FBI‘informaﬂt state that to?
The committee étaf#;janoﬁher tformant?

Mr. Tanenbaum. %o Dan Rather.

Mr. Sprague. My problem theré in stating that, I woﬁld

\l

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

Mr; Fithian. Say "reliable source."‘

‘Mr. Sprague. I don't want to say.reliable'éource, either}

Mr. Devine. Yaﬁ can séy publicly étated. :

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

I v

‘Mr, Tanenbaum. We have spoken to the witness on the
telephone, He is the witness who indicated previously he wants$
to take a lie detector teét. He has indicated.to us that what
he said then is so. Before he speaks to us any further, he

wants to take a‘iie detector so that we will uﬁderstahd he is

telling th; truth.

Mr., Sprague.' I quess‘the anggg;_;g_you; question is
that he-has now éai&“iéjto us. We é;n‘put in there "advised
by the.witnesé," | | o

The cﬁaiémén;' In talkihg withvhih, did you qogsidér that
an interview or jﬁst.conversation? |

M. Sprague. I would call.i£ an interview.

The Chairman.;ﬂIf'ﬁhat_is a fact, ﬁhen you could say
“The'witness,inteEQiewea Sy our staff" or "witness we have

interviewed."
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Mr. Sprague. My thdught was to say "Resently, an FBI
informant has advised the committee that."
The Chairman. It takes it out of the Dan Rather cate-
gory, at least, and puts it here.
_Mf. Dodd. Page 15, the third paragraph, "An FBI
baliistics~expert," the third paragraph down, beginning with

the second sentence where yon have the word;"others by con-

. trast believe that the bullettpossessed sufficient character-

istics.”

Mr. Lehner. We have one expert, Mr. MacDonald, who has

stated that. We also have Mr. Haines who_stated that, who

' was a former FBI agent. I don't think we would characterize

hin as an expert. That is why we left it with that vague
"others."

Mr. Dodd. I think you ought to say. "another expert."”

I think yon ought to be clear.

Mr. Fauntroy. I think that would be helpful.
‘Mr. Lehner. We can put "an expert.“

Mr. Fauntroy. '"An expert" or "Another expert," but I

z would not leave it as "others.

‘1;‘Mr. Dodd; The last thinq is on the last page of the
repoft, page 23.. This is merely a question. I don't know
how it should bevdone. ”Again, I would like to emphasize the
committee, tnerefore, recommends,“ and going to the two

-~

points here.

= 48
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I would like to empﬁasize again here that I think the

language regarding legislative intent ought to be stated at
the conclusion of this report as well., I will repeat it again
We ought to.emphasice that, however posslble, in this report.
B don't know what language, but in addltion, that the House
‘reoonstitute the select committee and that the House approve
the budget; .

The Chairoen. ‘Will the geﬁtleman yield to me on that?

I am just thinking out loud with you on this. The first
thlng is that I am wondering whether we need to have tﬁls
recommendation, end secondly; I am ﬁondering - we are not
asklng at this time for action on the approval of the budget.

| l don't know that these two explanetions'need to be

~ included. Just strlke'botﬁ of thoseerecommendations.'
| Mr. Edgar.. Under title of‘Section 5, it ougtt to say
conclusions., | ‘

The Chairﬁan. Strike both recommendations. Strike the
f language oo page 22 saylng‘&ahdvrecomﬁendations." |

Have you finished, Mr.'Dodd? |

.3 Mr. Dodd.: TWb other points.“ ‘One is the statement

Y"Today we ‘had a closed session with Mr. Sprague regarding
‘allegations" and .80 forth I would like to have that, if it
is not already.typed up, we are going to need that right
: away. It may be far too lengthy to. incorporate in the

congressional Becord: T think stapled together and collated,
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it could bevavailahle to members to go over.

i have had several requests for it. The members who are
most concerned about this have expressed. satisfaction that

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

" would iike to be able to have access to it.

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

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

"we are making copies for every member of the committee so

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

Mrs. Burke. I was ooing to suggest that if we ‘feel it
important enough to be 1n'£he reoord, we could sequentially
each.sign‘fot an entry in the»record.for it to”appear that

way if it was notﬂtoo long. I think we can get it in the

record if we feel that it is justified

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

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

The Chairman. I think there,isfa consensus genetally_

| that it ouohtfnot'go in the record and be picked up by the
_ press and let them make an issue of that at this point in

time.

' So now I think it ought to be kept w1thin the members'
of the committee s jurisdiction, and they can share it with

those membersiwhen'they please_
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‘Mr. Dodd. I can remember one member in particular who
is going to be asking for a copy.

The Chairman. It was in executive session, and I don't

think he shéuld have it.

Mr; Fithian. Congressman Wirth raised the question -
'originally. Mr. Edgar and I have both talked té him at some
length. |

oOur arranéement is simply fhis; that we, as a member of
the committee, can get a copy of that proceeding in execuéive
session. That if he and his staff person who has gotten

. i - '/___,.—
involved in this and dug into it earlier and raised the

question, want to come over to Mr. Edgar's office and sit

down and read it, that is fine.

I wholeheartedly concur that to now make this thing
public would‘make--— I thin*/;ome reporters are looking for
 something ;o run one good solid story or two between now and
‘our vote An.the Floor. I think it could be handled that
way, i1if they are that interested. If.they are:hotythétv
interestgd;'they should not see it, ;nyway.
| if tﬁéﬁvéré interested, they can come over to our office .
and look at it.

:The éhairmanf I really-wanﬁ.to cautioﬁ yéu that.that is
all this éqmmitteg_ﬁeeds.‘ | .

'Mr. Fithian.' I have an altogether different point to

raise here, Mr. Chairman.
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(No response.)

The Clerk. Mr. Anderson.

. Mr, Devine. Aye, by proxy.

The Clerk. Mr. Fauntroy.

- (No response.)

‘The c1érk. Mr. McKinney.
Mr. Dévine. Aye, by pfoxy.
The CIerk;':Mrs. Burke.
Mrs. Burke. Aye.

‘The Clerk. Mr. Thone.

(No response.) |

The Clerk. Mr. Dodd.

- Mr. Dodd. . Aye. .

The Clerk.’ Mr:.Fbrd.
(No fesponéé)) . |
The Cierk._'Mr. Fitﬁian.
Mr..fithian. Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Edgar.

~ Mr, Edgar. Aye.

'H The Cﬁaléman;  We have to hold until the rest come.

Mr. Dodd;: Mr.,Chairman; may we go off the record for a

t minuﬁé?

The Chairman.:fbff_the.fecord; N

" (Discussion off the record.)

The Chairman. Béék_onvthe record.
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" Mr. Fithian. Mr. Chairman, I move a roll call on the

report.

The Chairman. The clerk will call the roll again of

those memoers who did not answer to their names.
. The cierk;' Mr. Preyer. :
- Mr., Preyer. ~Aye,
‘TheAélefk Mr. Fauntroy. :

~ Mr. Fauntroy. -Aye.

The Clerk. Mr. Thone,

(No response.)

The Clerk. Mr. Ford.

(No'response.)
The Chairmen; Would you announce the vote.
The Clerk. The vote is 10 aye, none nay, two by proxy.

The Chairman. Accordingly, the report is adopted, as

16 amended.

a7
.18

19

Are you satisfied, Mrs. Burke?
Mrs. Burke. Is there going to be someone available --

The Chairman. Mr. Sprague. ‘

".Mr. SPraque. Tb respond to Mrs. Burke, the answer is

21 absolutely yes. The two people who are: available are Mr.
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"»22 Tanenbaum and Mr. Lehner for any briefing that any member of
23 ' this committee wants,,o; member_of congress, at any time.
‘Mrs. Burke. I can give yoe the names of two people, if

25 the appointments cah-be set up. - One is Mr. Danielson. The
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A of individual members whom we, as members of the committee,

62
other.person is Mr. Krebe, Mr. Lloyd, and itlcould be done if
someone could take over a memo to Martha Keys of Kansas. She
voted agaihst»the first time. She might change her vote.'

Mr. Sprague. The only questien I have with regard to
this is the staff ie under instructions from me, and I am:
under my own instructions of what I think are tﬁe instructions
of the committee_that we do.net make and have avoided making
any contact on our own with any.members of Congress other
than the members of this committee and what this committee

eets up for us with any members of Congress.

e T
If you are saying to us for us to make this contact and

set it up, we will do so. What T would frankly prefer is if
a member ef this committee who wants to do so would 5ust set
up the appointments, we will comply with then.

The Chairman: Mr. Fithian. \

Mr. Fitg;an.' Mr. Chairman, this brings me to the point

I wanted to make before we break up.

e ek e

Starting in about 30 or-45-minu€tés, T will be‘contacting
each member to get from them some time, hopefully before 7:00
this evening, in any case by noon tomorrow, a final tally of
how-we stand on our entire whip count..-

Included 1n the tally I would hope would be the names

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

then, to make more expeditious use of time, I wotld like to

'DucId:SEEEE?BT Page 55
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‘arrange takipg all the names from every member of the

.any individual member here wants to go to with a compuﬁerized

letter: included in the letter a paragraph or paragraphs that

" wants us to,fplldﬁ'up on,

' letter. All it will take is some individual letterhead from

of the members éf'thié cpmmittee_pfior.té any vote.

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

63

committeé who needs briefing.

I wou;d like to arrange then a series'of maybe three,
four, five times.wheh we might Qet four or five of the members
together so that one briefing would accomplish four or five
members at a time until we exhaust tﬁe list of those who are
persdédable but need some kind of briefihg, and that .is one
of the purposes of this whip couﬁtfv |

The second purpose is to go back to all members that

we are devising now and which I would like to have some review
by the staff so that we can go back to the individual members

of any member of Congiess'that any member of this committee
We have the cépécity to do that with'a éomputerized '/5

your office and the individuals you want us to send the letter#

to. Wavwi;i é:ocess them and.have these ready for signatures

We will aiso’report to you, - Mr. Chai;man, as to where
we stand on this tﬁipg, specificélly in terms of count.
I just spoke to'Mre'Devine. His man has been sick, but’

4

he is hoping to have a Republican‘count'sometime tomorrow.
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~hope all the members of the committee here would make every

effort to contact people on their list, because we have to
have a hard count by tomorrow at 2:00 in order to put the"
rest of the mechanism in motion that we have.

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

be before that. Welhave a whip meeting tomorrow morning at

" 9:15 in the morni_.og;~ I would like at that meeting to be able

to take our accumulated count,'even if we do not have the

sponsors, and turn a good portion of that responsibility over

to the normal whip operations. That, I think, would increase
our possibility of success. |

If the leadershlp of the Congress is pushing this as a
whip item, it can be counted in the remaining three or four
days. If you can gite me that information before.9:15
tomorrow, at least what you have - |

Mr. Fithian. I will give you what I have up to that

point. I would raise no objection to the regqular whip

system handling this. I think it is cmucial, from my exper-
ience today, those of us who are . members of the committee, to
talk personally to’ some of these people. _ '

. There were two members today that I talked With, and all:
we reelly needed.waehebout'five or sixnlnotes of discussion
in mhich T could eimplj-tell.them,.nothing that is really -
classified, but joet;tell.them it was my judgment, besed oo

these things,tthat this thing ought to go forward, and both

DocId: 32266787 Page 5':-'A
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of them made a.commitmenf today to vote for it.

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

The Cheirman. Let me'ask for'a poine of clarification,’
Mrs. Burke..'The briefing that you want is not the executive
briefing?‘v |
| ;Mre.zﬁurke.-.xt is going to take almost that with some
of fhem.' - } | | |

 But let me turn the list of those over to Floyd of those
- who need briefings. |

The Chairman. It neeos to go all the way.

-Mr.'Sprague. Mr. Chairhan. we have not ehe slightest
objection,las lohg as it ie set up with membe:s of the
Coogress byAmembege_of the committee for an executive brief-
s, . B

The cpairméo;'-But I agree with the proce&ure of the
staff not oontacting any member unless so directed. I talked
‘to Al yesterday and instructed him to call a couple members.
T assume that was done. I know it whe aone, in one case.

Mrs. Burke. These are people who asked for briefings.
'But it oould he done ‘by this method. We'will try this first.

Mr. Sprague. we would be happy to have the executive
type, full, complete, and let them know what 1t is.

Mrs. Burke. 1n the case of one, he is a whip, and it
might not hurt --i | - |

The crxauman.' You ought to get to him tonight. The whip|
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is leaving us tomorrow.
e ’ ‘
=, A couple matters. With the committee having voted out

this report as amended, when can we anticipate that this

report will belready to~file with the House?
..'.Mr; Sprague. Mr. Chairnan, we should have the type-
written:draft of»this-with'the amendments suggested here to yoh
- tomorrow hy noontime; so that we can get it over to the
printer tomorrow. They told us the printed copies of that
would be ready Monday morning.
| The Chairman. Mr. Preyer.
Mr. Preyer. .Does that have to be ready hy noon? I
know Mr.'Anderson made some comments to Mr. Fithian about the

budget provision. I was not sure whether tomorrow is clear -

-or what those changes are going to be or whether it is going
to involve---,that will take some writing and refiguring of
hat. o _ : : .

T am wondering if we can get thatvdone by noon tomorrow.
Mr. Sprague. Mr. Preyer, as long as we can have the
<4typewritten copy of the report to the printing office by '

16 00 p.m. tomorrow, we oen meet that printing deadline of |

' Mbnday morning. I was just allowinq a little time tomorrow

in case after it is examined by the Chairman, there is a

desire to have some'more changes. we do.have until 6:00 p.m.

tomorrow. . . o ' '

The Chairman. With that, you also have a matter of the
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67
members correcting the transcripts and ordering them to be
printed. ‘Have you had someone‘following through with that?

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

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

-p.m; today. They can be printed by Friday morning.

"In the event the members are not in a position to say
that yet, as long_aS'we know by 6:00 p.m. tomorrow,‘that can
be completed hj hbnday morning as well. - |

The Chairman. I would suggest you have someone £ollow
through with each member to be sure that is compiled right.

 There were a couple ot other matters that I wanted to
get into tonight. Don Edwards' ietter; did we have the staff
prepare a respOnse to thaté

Mr. Wolf. Yesiﬂwe have, Mr. Chairman.' His letter just
wants to make it clear that those rules that apply to the

committee staff will also apply to the individual staff person

‘'on our staff, designated to be liaison.

For example, restrictions on revealing the names of

subpoenaed-people, et cetera.. I think'just_to make that

"clearg ithﬁbuid'require=an amendment to ourrules as to what

we are constituting.

| The Chairman Wbuld you prepare a. letter to him in which
you.advise him that we appreciate that suggestion and that

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

reconstitutedr
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dog 69 1 Mr. Wolf. One point on the report to be filed. On

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

3 Committee be given, éven if it is only a ;yped version, of
@ 4 the repori;. Frj.day morniﬁg. |

L : If the Chair would like me to'provide a typed xerox .

é version which will be done by that time..'The pfinted copies
RA willipot be back until Monday morning.

The Chairman. What do you need from us?

9 ' Mr. Wolf. Just your authorization to provide him the

10 xeroxes of the typed copy.

— ar J—

My

- .The_Chairman. That is on the budget?
.12 Mr. Wolf. No, of the report.
13 | The Chiarman. Of the report?
14 Mr. Wolf. Yés; |
.18 ' The-Chairman. .I see. -
16 All.right, you have that.,
a7 b One 6ther thing. On Bruton and Baish, when wé last met,

B

Z==. —13 | 'you were to check out the usual ramifications of our accept-

19 ing the resignétion of Mr. Bruton as opposed to our firing

‘g0 | bim.
21 Mr. Wolf.  That‘1é cofrect, o

27 * The éhairman., And how.it wbﬁld afﬁe&t the payroll statuﬁ.
2 ' Can.ybu give'qs a-report on that?

2 : Mr. Wolf. Surelf. It is my recommendation that his

25 resignation as oppdsed to f£iring, the committee take the |
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- latter action;_'It is very questionable whether or not he was
fired at that committee meeting held in your office, I

' beiieve, since the procedures of the committee itself were not
followed at that time. .

There‘appears to be no difference, We have checked with
House Administration, for their purpoaes, for his back pay
.claims for any other 1ega1 significance to accepting a resig-
.nation as opposed to firing.

The only possible distinction might be for an unemploy-
ment claim that he would file with the District of Columbia.
If his resignation were for just cause, he wonld still be
-eligible ror unemployment.

The Chairman. Can we have then --

Mr. Wbif" Becanse of Mr. Fithian's amencment requiring
majority of the committee to be present to- terminate staff
member, I do not believe a majority is. present, so I do not
- think action can be taken at the current time either on Mr,
Bruton or Mrs. Baish, who also should'he re-fired, if pou
will.' o |
| | The Chairman The only thing is, I think you should be
-in communication with him so he does not feel we are ignoring
‘his correspondence and advise him that the committee has the
matter under consideration_and that he ahould be getting a -
reply in just a féw-éafs(i Explain it to him.

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

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

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

we were to check that. through.

 That has been checked =-- |
" The Chairman. T do not think they actually took the
action. I think it was left open for him to check it out and
return with a'report back to us.
Mr. Wolf. That is myiunderstanding.‘
-Tne.cnairman. And if it was possible to go ahead and
accept‘his resignation, tne committee ought to do that. That

appeared to be the consensus of the committee at that time.

' I do not th ink on the record they formally did.

Mr. Wblf. That is my understanding, Mr; Chairman.

Mr. 8prague. I do not think, for a person to resign,

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

about a different situation.

The Chairman ne posed the question in a letter to us
whether we had been fired. and if so, was it done in a duly
constituted meeting of the committee, and S0 forth. |

In checking it out. also we ascertained that was really
an informal meeting that.was called. It was not an official

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

' amendment which would preclude anyone from resigning from the
and that is what the amendment directs itself to. Therefore;

' violation'of our rules in anf way to accept his resignation.

’ Fithian.. The only issue is, can the committee accept his

- concerning the firing. He has requested we accept his

'have decided to do so and that our record will reflect that.

7
attention at that informal meeting. We would‘not be able to
say to him that it was done in a duly and legally consti-
tuted meeting of this committee, | |

Mr. Fithian. Mr. Chairman, since it was my amendment
for, the'record that there was never any intention in that

staff

I was talking abour forceable separation from the staff,
there-is no.problem with the committee, as far as I can see; n(

If it is a forced termination, then it would be another
matter.

Mr. Sprague., Mr. Chairman, I quite agree'with Mr.

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

not think we ought to respond to his letter with any opinion
resignation. I think we merely ought to respond and say we

The Chairman. There was another item, as I recall, to
the $40 office telephone bill which I had the impression, in
all probability, they were legitimate calls. But he was asked

to do something by way of substantiating, or something of this
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sort.
I am just wondering if that is something we do not ne;a;
to necessarily ge£ involved in since we are talking abqﬁtlﬁgo

and we areAdenying the claim of something in the neighborhood

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

pay his $4Q.upon signing the proper tvouchers, and so forth,

énd then thelother members and I will officially have the
cémmittee do thaf; | .. |

Meanwhilé, Jim Wbif, you call him and advise‘him of fhe
status oflthis matter so we do not encounter a lawsuit on'
this—point. =~ |

- Mr. Sprague. I do nét think there is any official

action required by the committee hnder the rules with regard
to a staff member ;esigning; |

The Chairman. Probably not. We can check that. If
there is ngf, we can go ahead and reject that.

We will recess, subject to call of the chair.

e GWhereupoﬁ}”af*t?45 p.ﬁ;, the comhittee adjourned,

subject to call of the Chair.)
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