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gﬁ,;;Dodd Ford and Anderson.

e jxgommltteelgraff Sus-—Edwaxdss Christine Groden, Robert Groden,'

AEXECUTIVE—SES: S-I-@ N,_.,

Comml’fed o
( BUSENESS MEETING

fPreSent:

Representatives Downing; (pre51d1ng), Dev1ne,

%@Gonzalez, McKlnney, Preyer, Thone Stokes,: Fauntroy, Burke,'ﬁ

e Also present- Rlchard A, Sprague, yﬁlef ﬂbunsel and

5 kﬁlrector Kenneth Brootenp/ﬁounsel Donovan L° Gay,lghlef {f

f)éesearcher- Richard Feeney, Billie Gay Larson, Rebecca Martln,

”‘_o“ultants~ Gall Beagle, Bruce Gw1nn, Percy Harvey, Joe

f?McGee, Vlel Peckham #dmlnlstratlvelﬁ%31stants, Peter D

ishfve B

'?,?fQuentln L. Burgess, ?%aff/K551stant and W1111am Brlggs,_:fﬁ

'3.f§staff ﬂember. ~ y ,”~ueﬂT
P Gus Educyspecil o551

QLLennon, Robert H. Maloney, Henry Sprlng,/ze%@i/ﬂs51stants,,.,;a'
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97 Chairman. Downlng. For the purposes of the'réC6fdsJI'f

'would like each person. in the room to identify themselves

w1th their title.

Mr°

f}office.

) = Mr £l

b””VEbefice;'

: MS o

o Mps,

S Mr.

‘4:: Mr .

. Mr.

'ths;

Ms.

Mr.

o Mr.
Mr.

Ms.

Mr.,

. Mr.

Chairman Downing.

. M.

Burgess.
Maloney.
Beagle.

Martin.

Gay.

Sprague.

Feeney. .

‘Peckham.

Larson.
Lennon.
McGee.

épring°
Groden. -

Groden.

Briggs.

se551on w111 be a presentatlon by Mr. Sprague.»*%7'5'F :

Sprague.

ﬁommlttee.

DonoVan L, Gay,

Quentin Burgess. I am with Mrs.;BurkéfS""

Robert Maloney. Congressmén"sﬁokéstf.
Gail Beagle, Congressman Gonzdlez's office,f;
-Rebecca Martin, with the cqmmitteé%staff{‘f'
committee staff. -

Richard A.

Sprague, chief counsel}ixjvi”

Richard Feeney, committee Staff¢7fzﬂjwl

. Vicki Peckham, Mr. Thone's offiee{rﬂdf“f

Billie Gay Larson,

committee;staffi¥

Dodd's

staff

Peter Lennon, Mr.

Joe McGee, Mr. McKinney' staff

Henry Sprlng, Mr., McKlnney s offlce,‘gJ'"
Christine Groden, consultant,
Robert Groden, consultant.

"William Briggs, CongressmaﬁlFaQﬁtf6st’staff;

The first item on'thefeﬁeeutiveiY;éit:

Mr. Cnalrman and members of tne S%lect

I would like to take up what has been done up to thlsr“gf7 .
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”“ulformerly occupied by Congress, Talcott,

'7y?hére:now; so if you will just desist for the moment;

 point, what analysis has been made by the’staff with':eéa;dj
to what the needs'are of staff in the directionvof-thefi:
investigation. vSuffice to say that in being asked‘toi;j{” 
become chief connSelfand director of this investigatien;i-
ﬁiI have entered upon those dutles with a number.of‘assnmétlons;'
‘iThe flrst assumption is that it 1s the 1ntent of theMCondress;
ﬁélnepa551ng the resolutlon on the 1nvest1gatlon;ef,the;twox;‘"f‘
'[5aeea551nat10ns of Dr. King and President Kennedy; teheeeh
";ftnat the 1nvest1gatdons are done in a thorough ptofeselenal

“ ‘ has it oudnth

ifmanner, the kind of manner that can w1thstand

. to, any searching analysis as to what has been done on a f'

;:ﬂiday by day basis.

i? W1th that 1n mind, I have also accepted the ba51c

f,assumptlon that since one of the reasons that\theSedﬁiy f~,‘

£ o . : . 2
investigations have come to pass is that A7

- chairman Downing° ‘Let me interrupt, MrQ"Sprague}:gf'

J7~} thn Anderson has been app01nted to £ill in the vacancy’
oS/ 100 d

Ry Y- 7 : AN )
and he 15’on,hls;way

and

ﬂfwe will wait for Mr. Anderson.

~[.ihbrt recess j

Chairman Downing.

‘The committee will againjeemeate;f;
;ioraeni
I have a letter here from Mr. John J.’thdés};minorityfhghhfﬂ

”;léader,“addreSSed to the Speaker: "As a»resultiefwthgi*ffﬁ“

Hnm 5




resignation of.the Ho%geabie Burt L. Talcott for the

Select Committee on Assassinations, I now make the apéointﬁent'

of the Honorable John B. Anderson." |

. %7Mr. Anderson, welcome aboard. This committee is veryt'
v'grateful to have your talents.

Mr. Anderson. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.. ‘-
= e ——— " W B

-

- Mr. Harvey. Percy Harvey from Mr. Harolvaordfsyst;fﬁi
- Chairman Downing. John, Mr. Sprague iS‘just;begihning}f*f

|| his presentation.

A fAllvright, Mr. S_prague°
‘Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I will just

~start from the beglnnlng.

x”As I was stating, upon taking this position as chlef
counsel and dlrector, I have taken it with a number'of.l
assumptlons which I think I ought to state‘prellmlnarlly.,
xwinne.ls that the Congress of the United States, in oassrng
rithe resolutlon for the Select Commlttee on Assass1natrons,u
‘ilntends that there be a thorough, hopefully deflnltlve ,7”‘ 

ilnvestlgatlon with regard to each of the assassinations;ft

Martin Luther King and President Kennedy.
- ~ o
Second&y, I have made an assumption that one of the

’fﬂ,freasons that these 1nvest1gat10ns have come 1nto belng 1s

fthat questions have arisen, crltlclsm has arlsen, w1th
rfj;eregard to prior 1nvestlgat10ns, the extent to Wthh other
;‘ﬁagenc1es of government partlcularly the/ﬁxecutlve,Branch

;of government part1c1pated in those prev;ousglnvestlgatlons;Q*ffQ

b ut!I d: 3 22 il




information, or did certain acts that perhaps indidatéQ’
investigation.

XiLﬁsoior not. I want to say to this commitéee,thaﬁfI hgyé;F3
no ‘59“"1‘1510“5' I have not the slightest opvin;.i.ohﬂr_"} Wlth

| regard to either death, with regard to any wrongdoing by
,iShY‘égencies'of govgrnment, with regard to aﬁyviﬁéécgf;éiéé;
.,i”iQiéﬁ fegard to wﬁat haé been developed in the‘pa;t;;;iiﬁéké: 
;ﬁﬁe‘fungtion now to:be to thoroughly investigate ané;;;f;
<fflascéf£ain'what is the evidenée, indicating who in fa¢;i N

were the participants in either of the assassinations. ' -

.~ earlier?

‘gfﬁthere;may have been participation hueach.ofvtheféséaSSinétioﬁs
by more than one person, and whether or not any agenéiéé;if
. of government have impeded attempts to asCertainvthefén§Wers';\

' to those questions before?

- it that this Congress would not, in authoriZiﬁg ﬁhisﬂ
7:f"investigation, have as its investigators the égeﬁcies'bffijii
.l the Federal Government that perhaps might'bg?pa;tfofjﬁhéif;;fxﬂ

|l ~area to be investigated. By that, to be specifig;%itf5e§ﬁ3[7if

Do EIﬂ3225531~5 " P

o ‘ 5

and the extent to which those other agencies withheld
destruction of documents affectihg the results of the’ixi' .

: G? I am not :stating, saying whether thdse‘thingsiéréi;n:'f

Is there any additional evidence that was n@t:kqQangJ

n“f >in‘addition, is there any evidence indicating that' . =

With that again being an assumption on'inpa?t};ifﬁaﬁgf,f-
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‘h‘fand review, which points out to some extent really the

. to me that what has to be for this investigation«to be$xdy

thorough, at least attempt to be definitive, is an 1ndependent

1nvestlgat1ve staff of the Congress, not beholden to any

,other agency of government. Agaln that is one of the
;_assumptions that.I have made in analyzing what}hasﬁto,he:_a
miﬁdone, and making a determination to recommend~tosyou?astim5'
ﬁlto what kind of staff is necessary for- th1s 1nvest1§at1on@§
‘;EI am not statlng whether or not the Congress”was awate'as ltf?T
f;to what really is 1nvolved in the 1nvest1gat10n ot twoii”&n
’fhomI01des; two deathso It is not somethlng that you’do w1thn -

| rhthree 1nvest1gators and two file clerks.

A’Upon taking this assignment I have 1nst1tuted a number -

;fof measures, and have taken certain actlons up to thls

wﬁ§01nt, one of which was‘to be in touch with agenoles of (fi"
v:the/ﬂkecutlve/éranch of government, the CIA, the Department‘
\;;of Justlce, who spoke in behalf of that deoartment and the L

:'*;fFBI _to 1n1t1ate requests for access to materlal in- thelr

3gpossesslon. Sufflce to say that the 1nd1cat10ns up”to,thisk
'i“»ff§01nt have been that of full cooperatlon, and I mlght say

‘that in speaklng to the representative: from. the CIA he,i;f:‘
‘advised me that Just at the initiation of our/lnvestIéatlon,

?5the CIA has some 64 cartons of documents for examlnatlon ﬂ

z';51ze of the task that is being undertaken here, becauseAbsjzf,f:77

Jency

¢7,£we are deallng there with just one tmaweh of tne #Xecutlve R &




'/ﬁranch of government in terms of a mass of materials;lx

S?In order to investigate, it seems to me that théré}gx;
.hmust be‘a review made as to what has been done up untji th;e”
) ‘fi do not see how, in looking and deciding'the'direotiohs,h

”, to go, there can be any 1ntelllgent approach W1thout flndlng

"out‘wnat has been done, analysmgL@i it, determlnaﬁiam 1n
' 'n

what' more. ° rc’e r Z‘o

bh@ae areas wi=® needs to be done,

be able to make'a determinationﬁwhatfelse}hangiff

;}?}toube'doneo

hEabh-of you has before you a book in which we]haqéi§;*

l}%hlaidlout an approach in each of these two cases. Thé{}:ith

15 iquestion I think was raised as to why should wehprooeedgontj

T;ﬂtboth.matters, the two assassinations at'the:same:time?ah‘.:%1*

With regard to that question, let me respond as follows: |

I tnlnk 1t important that we proceed 51multaneously, for e

the ‘reason tnat, as I look at it, as a hom;o;de(anestlgatogff

ﬁ prosecutor, we are being called to the scene*of‘two?homiéidesiw

ffreally 13 years later and 8 years later. I do not thlnk

it is in the interests of this Congress, 1f 1t means what

+it said,

|l  Congress

For

" at-least

investigating the matters thoroughly,:that th?,[:”ﬁ'
ought to be part of any further delay.

example, it has come to ny attentlon that 51nce fr

the resolution on which this committeefiéfpresentlyﬁ,fff.

'whére as passed by the Congress, that adthotities;iﬁfTennesseefj'”

;yhave*destroyed some documents relating tovthe;SﬁrVéillahcej;qﬁ-ef
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v-‘he 1nvestlgat1ve team, because what happens, and I speak

'Hfrom experlence here, the areas of 1nqu1ry, the people j,

;:who are belng subject to the 1nvestlgat10n,

ﬂ'f;conclu51on of the 1nvest1gat10n, I think 1t would be a

i;t1n££>l} we were to proceed, for example, 1n the Klng

wy??PPéd up, so we could get on Kennednﬁ};;*“‘”;“

8

Al on . Dr. King. If that be so, and I have sent an investigative'
5}team‘dbwn to Memphis, it emphasizes the fact that any delay
|| on either one of these investigations is not really in the

fﬂinterests of the Congress to do a thorough]job,

nvgyihere is another reason. As again an’ 1nvest1gator

<.§fand homicide prosecutor, to me one of the essentlalsyln”a
%ithofough 1nvest1gat10n is not to have a\tlme.llnltatlon::fi
fuThls is a dlfferent spec1es’of animal than the‘Conéreég B
;fwantlné to have say the unemployment statlst;éslln;M1Chi§a£;;'

:laiweek'from Thursday and you can get it. You canndtfin*thisﬂf

"f ;uaéea>Say wrap up that matter by zé; months from today.i Once

.ffyou ‘put- a- limitation, a time barrier, that is destructlve of "

ﬁZlme llmltatlon as a point where thney know- that 1f they get
a delay, if they get lost for a while, 1f they t1e you up 1n‘€,-

v‘f;court for a while, they can really end up preventlng the

|l mistake, and again my main assumptlon is that What 15
zhlntEnded here is to do a thorough job, PrOfGSSiona1 jOb

7Edef1n1t1ve as can be, to start imposing some.. barrler of

l{3553551nat10n first, there would be a great.PUSh~tQ;get that.f;“




‘7we°were to be proceeding on Kennedy,

a % oint A
?}iMaybe I am not that good an 1nvest1gator._

ffable“to‘do that.

- government, the 1ntegr1tyaof OfflClalS.

7;to be w1lllng to be patlent and thorough°
ﬂﬁwhéther a street,
Ld"~ﬁ;endy whether it is in fact not relevant untll I go

:Jthat street.

DocTd:32266815  Pige 1

there would’nonetheléSs,.

U be a push to get that wrapped up, to be proceeding on Kln%:;
aéﬁ& I think that that kind of pressure ougnt not to ex1st
fﬁthat agaln in our main thesis of doing 1t thoroughly, we' -

.v?QOught to be w1111ng to do them both.

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

'{;offPerry Mason on»TV,=and the appearance that‘you-startf%ﬁif

Vand you go t V{01nt 7 and it is a nlce path

‘Iﬂhajegnever been;E’

© I think a great number of questiOnsfhave’ariSénliQi:i’

'unfortunately make the publlc question the 1ntegr1ty of

Questlons have beenl~

*ﬂ;raised on each of these:cases going into,the_thoroughnessﬂgv

f the 1nvestlgat10n,i:For my part, as'your:ohiefJCOunée17§ff2'

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

I neVer;cathel;jp
an avenue of anﬂlnvestlgationjis aldeadévu'

down

- What I think is required when we talk aboutJa.thoronéhfﬂh

)l investigation is a willingness to take up thé]areaéfof“’“’

,;tangential materiality, to be willing to'éifdomﬁfthoseﬂfhref

‘K-vfwfoadsj.make a determination when we get_downfther%@’yes,lf[f;_:‘"




Dqﬁ,id’:li_ﬂ;ﬁﬁﬁéllﬁ” Pdye’

~done thoroughly° To do 1t 1n a manner that 1s g01ng to

ivself defeatlng, and I would urge the members of thlS

‘>;;w1tnout the desire to do it thoroughly.

f}golng through concepts of what kind of an organlzatlon 1s”'

10

‘what wegfound'out,in no way aids, in no way is realiyfvT‘

i ultimately relevant to what we .are seeking, but'if we;;i"

are'unWilling to be‘that-thorough, then again I say there~is_5

f-no reason to be engaglng in thlS 1nvest1gatlono

,,27To do it in a manner where we do not seek and lntend”to

"}gbe that definitive and thorqqgh from my own feellng means3

;freally don't: do it in the flrst place. I am aware that'
isthere are people in the Congress who perhaps felt that;no,‘

h“jfthese 1nvest1gat10n5’ought not to be pursued 'for var;ous;f

:;reasonsC)But my p01nt 1s the Congress has dec1ded to do 1t"”
ii;and I thlnk that there is literally a vested 1nterest 1n
3feach;member of Congress, whether he was for 1t;orgnotf1n,fﬁt

.|| the first instance,. that 1f it is to be done, 1£;mus£"6e18,:,;

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

1'"

f5comm1ttee not to part1c1pate, just for your own sake and ‘

ffor’the sa&e of the Congress, in an 1nvest1gat10n that 1s

Qi;fjust going through an appearance for the sake of appearance,

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

%@towyour attention a number of matters° In the brlef perlod

i*]i;of tlme that I have been- worklng -on this matter, not only

‘ffneeded to do a thorough 1nvest1gatlon, rev1ew1ng appllcatlons,;‘h




11

£ ~

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

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

3 vlcommitment of the Congress in getting space, I have sought
f?a‘ - to get some investigative effort underway. I did not see

'Y:SE ,why, just because I happened to be sitting doing somevhdgse-
fé - keeping chores something could not be done in.thejmeéﬁtime.

?uotqoartog ddr ‘Adoo eousasyay i

(ecz 9¥) V¥OSH
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Kennedy, we are obviously here talking about a matter that

has been 1nvest1gated that has been analyzed by God knows

how many people- how much as been wrltten on it, I could not

Pagelli‘

(cgz ©4) ¥OSH

When I switch over, as I am now, to the area:df’President,

g
i

3OSTTOD AP 'Kdoo‘éouaza;au

uot

.
.




» 26"

-evenhbegin to guess.
. 27we have the additional problem ﬁ} and T do not look .

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

bvdoneebefore, It seems to me that the mandate’is to find -
ontﬂwhatvis the evidence and where it leads. B?t\beiéﬁ;lY .
ne?haﬁe to~look into whé:thas'heen done, and Wehhave;itfintour~
‘:teoott here. | |

| In the Warren Commission 1nvest1gat1on they had a #
staff, direct staff of their own, of 83 people They had
:in;addition';} and it is the "in addition" that counts Ff 150‘.
"fnllétime‘FBI agents assigned to that Warren1Comm1531on+}‘
xntth all of the secretarlal and supporting personnel’necessary
'for‘those 150 full time agents to operate In addltlon they J
;had 12 full-time and part-time profe581onals from the CIA '
V‘fiiwhohgaﬁe,»agaln, all of the clerical and supportlng personnei’;
ineeeeaary for‘thoée_additional people. | | o, |
. .They had, in addition 60, six-zero, ‘full-timefptofeaefonalg
fron the Secret Serv1ce a351gned to work with the Warren
Comnlss1on agaln w1Lh all of the flllng,'clerlcal back up
‘personnel that they needed

.The Justlce Department has told us that they out fourfahg
_full time people and would not have flgures for us . as to what;”'
,.they had in addttlon, or the clerlcal and back—up“datarneaw}v.t
| 'tThe StateADepartment advised»us thatatheytéave eettaindvf"v

o , ' S
full-time support, but did not tell us of the number. -

Docld: 32266815 PHge’16 . .



37

‘~27The Internal Revenue Service stated that their Inteliigencefr
Division provided six staff years of.support. I do not knOw”
: what that figure means. But what I am p01nt1ng out is, thls~

1s what:was involved in the Warren Comm1s31on 1nvest1gat10n

We are talklng here of an 1nvest1gat10n that is

.Ht‘ fnetkcoverlng just that one assassination, but covertng two ‘;‘f
vSo that when I talk, as I am g01ng to talk to you'about’;‘fh"f
‘a staff need of 170, one-seven-zero, while that may sound to;
ithe experienced people around Capitol Hill and the people 1n}vj'“”
“the Congress of'the United States as a big staff the determleifrf
fnatlon of big staff is only made on the basis: :_Well, 1t_rs;;;;v73
flarger than what staffs other congressionalVEOmmfttees haweE“‘
But I urge this committee not to evaluate 1t‘on’that »
h‘3ba51s but to evaluate it in terms of the JOb to be done 'ﬁhéfr
need that exists. .

o n-Let me say agaln..I do.not Want to keep’rebeatfné.myself;f»
‘jeuldo not know me. I am not g1v1ng a flgure that is a paddedlﬁ
:flgure. I am not playlng the game of saylng,'"Here 1s half

9 Lagaln what I need " going on the assumptlon that lt w1ll be
heut somewhat and- then I am ending up with what I really need

| Now I con31der agaln my function to effectlvely.be E
»ibur.counsel, not to play that kind of game but to lay outu
‘breeisely what is the need. And I will, ava say, get 1nto.afﬁ
| ibreakdown of what one-seven-zero means. But compare 170 o

w1th what ex1sted w1th Just the Warren Comm1s310n and we havedf}*a”

DocLd:32266815 Bhge 17 .




~

Doc

: .:5:," ‘14

o

12

Sl

a7

v 25

:32266815  Hay

!the task not only of reviewing the work that they dld but'h '
fdt has come to the fore, and again we have threshold areas;
fbffinquiry in the book that we have for you here, in the

: ;investlgatlon and assassination of President Kennedy | ~But it
;has come to the fore, for example, that there was a destructlon
ibf'a docunent, at least, by an FBI agent, “and let»ﬁe say,b |
%eVen there, I am advised that the Department of‘Jnstlce‘may
shortly be prosecuting that FBI agent for’ perJury,“although 1t>
iis 1nterest1ng to note what that FBI agent sald was that o
ihrs destructlon of a partlctlar document relevantilnﬂthe

_Kennedy assassination was based upon orders that he got from

hlS superlor

L)

"pS?Ehe question in my mind is the'investigatOr.here-7I5do.

gnot want to be locked in by someone who is charged Wlth
perJury before we have had even an opportunity to be 1nter-b

”v1ew1ng him.

7‘It has also come to thevfore at this time'that;the'whole"

dé??é of our gorernment's‘attempts to assasainatelﬁdbéién
siéaders, particularlyvCastro, was an area that‘wasbnbﬁ.ﬁadé»pieb
:hnowable to the Warren Commission.. So agaln we are talklng“
;bt only of an 1nvest1gation that goes into what had been :pi_

done but into many, many areas in terms of area that has come‘

to the publlc attention since, which I dar%fay represents

some of the reasons that there is a publlc dlsqulet

i

vat is. 1nterest1ng, and we. have it 1n our report to you
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:When Patty Hearst disappeared, was kidnapped, withvallfdueff
»tespect to the Hearsts, as compared with the magnitudevof{un
'ban investigation as to whether or not other people are
finuolved in the assassination of a pres1dent where that was
f; c1v1l rlghts thing, but in téf%e months 1nvest1gatlon by
;the FBI in the kidnapping of Patty Hearst, the FBI alone 'not;’
italklng about state agencies, spent $2. 6 mllllon ‘ That 1s;:IiQ<v'
ifa flgure we got from the FBI. | |

{;%5? Now when. we are talklng about what is necessary 1n an ;Ifi
ilnvestlgatlon I get ‘back, you do not Just comparevlt What
:does ‘the ;} I am sorry I am not that famlllar with" congress1onal_h;
\icomnlttees ;} what does the Agriculture Commlttee have on 1tsig.;ﬁ
istaff7 That cannot be the approach here.. It“hasftO'be_on»theI;ﬁv

{JOb to be done and the need.

:theiHouse Impeachment Commlttee it had a staff of 174
tnembets. There was not the need not lnvestlgatlng the:f?ff_‘r
1conplex1t1es and the mass of materlal and the areas lnvquedvi;
band the travel 1nvolved which is called forﬁhere;in.thatl o
Eoommittee.b That exceeds what I am asking-this comnittee:toia

éive its support for in terms of a staff.

e fend up really feellng when I am talking about a staff of 170bf'f
th lS belng such a mlnlmal figure that when somebody reacts f;*r

fand thlnks "Oh that is’ too much'",you cannot do thlS JOb "to

39

We have other documentatlon in our reports such as Just‘n

As 1 say to you, frankly each time I have sald thlS I ﬁf:
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;And-Ihwould say to you, and I mean it, every bone of sincerity,ﬁ
ldo not tarnish this House of Representatives or yourself',r
jby commenc1ng an 1nvest1gatlon w1th not the fac111t1es to do
a thorough JOb and you are not going to be able to do it

~v@w1th less then the minimum flgure I am talklng about

Show e
97Let me ggi%e you how that breaks down and agaln keeplng

éln mlnd What I have been talking about here Just thlnk how f:.'

‘,mlnlmal it is.

:T‘ In each of these two 1nvest1gatlons I am talklng about { "

7:;} and we have a chart on the last page of the booklet that
fls before you 7% of the two investigative teams, ba31cally
lKennedy and King. I am talklng about 15 1nvest1gators on

"each attorneys that 1s and 25 lnvestlgators.‘ That 1s 40

rpeople on each,

If anyone is g01ng to thlnk that that 1s too mammoth

fa 31ze 1nvest1gat1ve force they just, you know, are not:fffﬂt”

Vreallstlc.

| h‘Forty people, getting into the complexitiesdof each_Of S
these 1s as minimal a squad as you can hope to have

nght there then between 40 and 40, that is 80 people

drlght there © Would you really think you can do it on less7§fl

Do not attempt it. I am not talklng about clerlcal _)’

Let me also say thls from ‘the lnvestlgatlve standp01nt

;to do a thorough JOb does not mean merely g01ng to some_"

w1tness and saylng to h1m ”Come before our subcommlttee or,v A

l . .
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: Eeommittee and relate what you have to say." That islnotfthey,”
way, in my oplnlon you investigate. To investigate'means:
fleld 1nterv1ews it means being able to analyze what thlS
',{wltness is saying, to be able to then check the areas of

S corroboratlon or the areas to disprove what he is saylng

ﬁg7It is only when that information has been tested that.vhfa -
'nthere is then in that instance, reason to then brlng hln o
_:hénd have him under oath, let's say, before a commlttee‘or ail
}:ﬁsnbcommlttee e

; :Q There is another way in whlch the committee alds 1n‘the g
1nyest1gat10n Obv1ously, when we talk to people they do notil

: have to talk to us; they can tell us to go Jump 1n the 1ake

It is 1mportant to be able to then say, ”Well you do not want
- to talk to us, flne we are SLbdéenalng you before ‘a subcom-_?
mlttee of the Congress of the Unlted States, .>and_that‘is where#fl

:'yougare g01ng to téstify-”

So it is a dev1ce to’ be able to use in. the lnvestlgatlye*fdﬁﬁ
process hopefully along the line as 1nformatlon is developedkil
to be able perhaps to also use the terms publlc hear 1ngs

.1f what is developed is developable and does not thwart the -
vcontlnulngv1nvest1gat10n and is in the area that ought to';'l
be 1mparted publlcly S

"vaut you need to have, to do an lnvestlgatlon the ablllty

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

I do not happen to thlnk the polygraph is gospel vIpwouldfd

'nnniﬁﬁjﬁzﬁﬁaiﬁi~ragé
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'hate to see its use in court speaking as a prosecutor ;fBUtihb'

as an 1nvest1gat1ve tool ‘and also with the stress evaluator p

vvbecause some people will not agree to go on the polygraph
“but you can be recording what they are telllng you and you ‘
ican run it through the stress’ evalua tor. These are very,'

very helpful 1nvest1gat1ve tools.

W If you will permit me to dlgress here a moment, in the‘

7Yablonski murder case with the'FBI we had a woman

who was a conduit she was not the initiator of the murders

lshe was not down with the trlgger people; we got her to go_{?z

'on a 11e detector test; w1th an experlenced polygraph operator'

'_pthe responses that the subJect glves are unlmportant %As;]fﬂ(
”a matter of fact the subJect can remain mute, beoauSemwhat’*” g

fyou get is the emotlonal response The answer 1s meanlngless.g;

With the expert polygraph people we not only, by the

,use of a polygraph with that young ‘lady, were able to get ,;5
1out of her 1nformat10n.7$ not’ that she was saylng 1t at f1rst?

blush lt was- flndlng out really what she was w1thhold1ng -£5""

>

and a good operator is not conflned merely to. Just the answer‘"

......

ihe can ferret into what it is you are w1thhold1ng from usﬂlf
1he”asks his questlons well We were able to ascertaln that :
}thls.young lady's own father was the one who recrulted‘her

1n the assa331nat10n of chk Yablonshy We were able to
"“faéééftaln that she in turn recruited then her husband yﬁeﬁ'fdn

,were able to ascertaln locations that the consplrators met
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_wé were abie even to ascertain the dates, the motels;jnotth
on the basis of what she was volunteering, but pinpornting,itg
‘in Questions;

d*?g?So what I am saying to you is, to do a'thorOugh:investi-b
:gation, this area, a polygraph- stre&;evaluator unlt agaln is

_necessary as is on my original chart, to be avallable to each

|| of. the 1nvest1gat1ve teams when they have a need when they

can put someone on the polygraph or run them through the ;f.

;stress evaluator to be able to call them there. -_Agaln,“YOut :

'3are not talking about.clerical people,

I must address myself now ‘to one other major area on;ff

1an organlzatlonal chart here. . vf»-jffﬁ,»'ﬂd

| Speaking as a prosecutor and as a lawyer I"have.foundyf‘f

'Ythat when I have two secretarles items get filed'for-me'in;yﬂ

v _dabout~22 different fashlons fand the way in which one secre— o

ftary, the heading she flleS somethlng under; we‘never remember.
'later when we want the documents and I end up flndlng there ;jd
;is somethlng in one file that is relevant to somethlng 1n .
danother flle and we, unfortunately, find 1t'out'after the fact,
| It is necessary in an operatlon of thls magnltude wlth
Athe documents that we are talking about‘i? and I W111Auseb

,for:example just the Klng plea of gullty 7? that any document!

.fithat we obtain, we are being inundated by people sendlng us e

1nformatlon now, but there is a need to get, for;example in*

the Kennedy case, access .to flles; 1nformation{iin the‘ki;,,,-'

Docld:32266815 B
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f;-King'caSe the investigation, the court records; these should-

not come to individuals on the staff, they will get lost> lIt

1s necessary to have a document control unit so anythlng

»that comes in, addressed to me, addressed,to_anyonefelseaon
the»Staff, it does not come to us; if it does'itJWill neverf

‘be correlated or used. It ig necessary to have an’ operatlon

here that ‘these ltems that come in must come to a central

Adocument unit, which must note, obv1ously, the date of
vrecelpt, they must separate out ‘in its initial evaluatlon

":Kennedy on the one hand Klng on the other.

sylhere has to be a research group to analyze that document

i not only for purposes of a master filing of the document but .
.'for purposes of cross- references knowlng,Where;th%}:lsytoyj,n

*:be listed for flllng purposes,

Agaln that is a small part of it. This document may

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

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

plea of Ray's must be cross- referenced to What:we already
5& .

[have 1n so that the use of the name. BrldgmanSthe use of the l:‘
name Sneed ‘the use of the name Galt, so that. when we have a;@.
flle on those it is cross-referenced to everythlng else thatl-ﬁ;

: EXlStS

ThlS is a mammoth task for it to be handled prOperly

Not only cross- referenc1ng things as it now appears but the:”;-

Adocuments that we already have in have to now be recross—ju‘Vv’
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use in comblnatlon here, not intead of because I do not. llke

4

',referenced so that they show the later documents that come in.

g?When you realize that we are talklng just in the Kennedy

case of tens and tens and tens of thousands of documents
tllterally, the size of this area just bespeaks 1tself w1thoug\

‘further elaboratlon

As a matter of fact, I submit that what. we. do need here;

not only is this research staff, the document control unit,

_but we will need as I think they used in elther the N

1mpeachment staff or the Watergate 1nvest1gat10n we ought toj'

gto glve up thlnklng power by people but in addltlon I thlnk
we ought to have and use a computer to ald us in thlS recrossz

bsreferenc1ng problem.

What does this unit. do“whenlthey finish? That.doeumentvw

that came in, let s say addressed to me, is not g01ng to go_f
rlght 1nto that file and 51t there; it has to get 7?-1t w1ll
<not do any good if it came in today and it g%Qtho me a month 5

ifrom now. It has to be a unit that can operate and has a

suff1c1ent staff so if it comes in today, thlS cross referenc1ng_f‘

’vdocumentlng is fast enough so that document gets to me that f,;

same day I mean you need that for this 1nvest1gat10n

You are going to do this with three flle clerks youfdyt,,

are g01ng to do it  with six. people9 To say 1t 1s' to:point;i_’

'out that you need to have an adequate staff.

'f What else,do»I”envision here? - Make noimistakehaboutgit;Wf :
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at’ least in my own view, there 3 going to be many legal
;hurdles thrown . at this investigation, raising broad, in my

opinion, constitutional questions, going into the power of

’ ;.subpoena, contempt power of the Congress. There 1s g01ng:to'

,be a constitutional question rgalsed as to the power of Congress

Ato be 1nvest1gat1ng here at all, partlcularly in the case of

\d‘“tDr King.

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

‘subpgenas issued, for example I do not want the lnvestlgatlve

’:‘fstaff some 1nvest1gator ‘there preparing a subeéena and he fﬁé”

’w111 do it in some, perhaps poor fashion.

7_ We ‘want one legal unit, so when the investigators-needf

; ’ff.a subpdena prepared, it is not done on a hit-or-miss bas1s R

;we have some legal experts who are preparing then for each ;
fone of our needs: They just say prepare a subEgEna and 1t

dds done unlformly on a bas1s that we know will w1thstand
'attack |

I submit one of the things we need now is researchitfn

“hy staff so that the resolution recreatrng this comnlttee 1ﬁj'{-
the forthcomlng Congress is approprlately bottoﬁed to w1th-:i
stand const1tut10na1 attack in the court, | | |

~What kind of staff am I talking'about7 Agaln do not ,f,“

”Q*,Qget any idea that I am just trying to pad a blg thlng amnf

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

'”f:flve people
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iprofe331onals trylng to do job, not having leaks
‘1nvest1gat1ve effort must have adequate securlty

’do me any good for example
: wbody out to Denver to interview somebody;

for when we get reports back,

,that are securlty problems

iv1ews in terms of our rlght to have
hhas.been pretty much along the same
; to grant access
f31tuatlons which they would like
that they refuse to turn
; ;rather take them up on a
hfeel that the disclosure

of the'means of securing

‘DocId: 3226681
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'%?Another area, because it cannot be ignored; security is

ha‘problem, from a twofold standpoint;

- One, my own concepts as to what is done when we are
' @Ourfown
‘It'will_not

if, as I just happened to ;} 31;.’

'1n a matter I will ralse with you shortly gf we sent some-f’j

it would not do the

flnvestlgatlon any good if there are leaks of that 1nformatlon:f,

all of a sudden they are e

pappearlng in the Washlngton Post or any other news med1a

»They have to be on the ba31s of our own securlty

-In addition, we obv1ously are g01ng to be g01ng 1nto §77I
F&ecutlve‘ﬂ&anch of government

1 I have taken up,  as I say, w1th_'

_the CIA and representatlves of the Department of Justlce my

access and thelr responsef

line, of a w1111ngness s

stating’that there may be some ;ndividua1¢:,f_

/

they do not want‘to:saylyiy
those matters over,-but“tiey:wouldhhkz
case—by~case basis whether they
of the 1dent1ty or the dlsclosure !kit;

the 1nformat10n may present a dangerif

’1n terms of an ong01ng matter




- a b1g point, and I am perfectly happy that we proceed on a’
‘eprofeSSLOnal basis and take those matters up on a case- by-
ghave a name blanked out, or the means by whlch the lnformatlonftl
'1n Houston or in Dallas on a certain day, I have no de51re
-dto get into a demand that '”Oh I have to know who that 1s:'5
'and the means by Wthh you got lt "

”;»'_fdocument where there is a statement the name is omltted
':and the means by Wthh ‘the 1nformatlon is obtalned 1n whlch

v fsomeone is saylng that they were present at a meetlng and

B fthey heard, let's say, an’ assa551natlon plan of PreSLdentjf»s

pto be a demand and a fight to get that 1nformatlon
”belng perfectly blunt w1th this committee, I thlnk that a prev1-fjf
Tv1rtue of what appeared to be leaks of 1nformat10n not only

dharmed Just the standlng and the stature of the Congress of

48

27We11 suffice it to say, I have no de51re just to make.
:case basis.
Obv1ously, for example, if there is a doeumentjthat'they?

was ‘secured and it says in that document that it was sunshlny -

But on the other hand, -let's suppose there should be a

fKennedy belng discussed;’ then that would be the other s1de of
7the llne

b Yes' on a case-by-case bas1s I think there would have L
S0 we need to have our own securlty operatlon Agaln 7

ous commlttee of the Congress of the Unlted States by

harmed the area of lnqulry but from my own p01nt of v1ew

-P,,aqé 23 R



ithe‘United States.

istaff does is going to be subJect in years to come, to
- fsearchlng ‘inquiry, and it ought to be. And I repeat I d
want thlS staff and I urge thlS staff to thlnk of 1t in that;V

sense ‘and to have it done in that dedlcated profess1onal

of the,ﬁ%ecutlve/granch that yes we have proper securlty

,and control for our own area as well

;layouts because up to thlS point I have not yet talked about
»secretarles I have not- talked about just some of the other ,';h
A°;support1ve things. So that this figure of. 170 is ;$ as a Ri

matter of fact, I really do belleve as you llsten to me . the

'of a JOb with even 1707

;'*Ika am stating that, yes, we can attempt to do 1t but do

".Vlew when we talk about these 1nvest1gat10ns we ought to start?

3 - w1th what we are talking about the two murders ‘ It-Wasﬁg.

49

9? I think that everything that this commlttee and thlS

manner

We need, therefore a securlty unit to assure the agenc1es;"

I have in that document that is before you further'ffrff

questlon really ought to be in your mind: Can you do_this kind

not cut 1t below that because, if you cut it below that,:you,f::.5*~
are'Just making it impossible,

-~ We have felt a desire to present to you 7} because 1n my

ralsed earller Why have two subcomm1ttees7 I hope I have

at"least made my presentatlon in any manner of some effectlvenesngfj
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;that(there is a recognltlon that we ought to proceed on both»'
and it would facilitate the investigation if there was a
.subcommlttee that was really staying on top of Kennedy, lf»
fthere 1s another subcommittee staying on top of Klng

| Z7Now what I also urge, aad I have it in our report HIti‘
Jthlnk it 1mportant however, that the entlrebcommlttee befhi:;
kept advised. I do not think -C the questlon was ralsed Béiﬁg'"
on the subcommittee as to what one does that llmlt 1n.terms
1of the other? It ought not to. What I would urge 1s that

there should bezimeetlng of the full commlttee I Would say,:"

-at least a minimum of once a month, where we can be brought B

"gv}fup to date so that the subcommittee in one is brought up to e

”date as to what is happening ln the other.

'y, I think it important that it be a team coheept“ nothfhg
;polltlcal about this, It is an attempt to find out whether
'or not ‘there were other part1c1pants Who are the partlclpantsf
’ln,two murders. ‘
What else do I urge on you? I have sent to each of §oq
,and I thank Mr. Dev1ne who 1n1t1ated the request and I
:really think it was a falllng on my part not gettlngilt

‘through even before the 1n1t1dtlon of the request L but I

/f \

j‘fto whom commitments- have been made to brlng on the staff

;resumes and the positions of the people so far employed

Page 30 .

'have sent, of those that have presently been employed or those[jv"‘

e Obv1ously, w1th1n the budget that presently ex1sts Iiﬁi:bilef




LN !What I have been seeking to do is to recruit the people at

“Kpfu, :w1th me in picking the team that is going to work Wlth them

8
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K [the top who are 301ng to help guide these 1nvest1gatlons

5;the deputy chief counsel for example in Kennedy and in Klng

L uthose resumes, but let me assure each one of you agaln ln

dﬁ:terms of getting to know me of the people employed not ,ﬁ[.,v

: Phlladelphla I have not looked upon thlS as Just gett1ng -

A frlends or people that I knew on board,

but I made requests I suppose to prosecutors :other people

fcannot be recrultlng the kind of staff to be doing" thlS JOb

WThe reason in my mind ;l,- I happen to be very much 1nter—
fested in a team effort to get a good job done I do not
iwant to just recruit a staff and then bring in a deputy chleka

'counsel I would rather, with the wealth of talent that 1s

f.kavallable have those people on board and have them part1c1pate“y

Now 1t may not appear to you gentlemen from readlng

:one represents anybody that T knew before I took thlS pos1t10n

ZI have been in homicide work but ;} I have had contacts 1n

" I have actively sought to recruit on a natlonal base
kpeople that I thought could be the cream-of the crop talent
fto do a thorough profess10nal job. That is what I am seekrngf’
;toido here. | T

‘ As you look at these resumes I do want- to say, I do

vhnot know one of them They are people that I have 1nterv1ewed”fl‘

that not only, upon 1nterv1ew1ng them dld I make the deClSlon f:‘;{“



|l around the country to get evaluations of them.

{my recommendatlon as to what I say is a minimal kind of

jdocuments

“Washlngton

<;$1 ooo

expenses

:.concept what I have said,

'you by the time of the next meeting the detailed,

’Let me

52

- That is whatf
I,am.seeking'to do. Hopefully, if this committee will accept

!

Estaff what I will then do is go on w1th the plannlng, the{

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

in research, and be able to come back to you at »

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

'2?You know, salaries is Just a small part of thlS thlng

f‘TfWe are not deallng with a matter thd't is just here 1n’

As I say, I sent out a team to Denver 1n a f{i’f«

-matter I will take up in a moment; just to do that cost us

to be gorng out 1nterv1ew1ng, 1nterrogat1ng

If this commlttee through 1ts subcommlttees must have

hearlngs in various parts of the country, just the travel

‘the 1nvest1gat1ve expenses are a tremendous part j

poffthe budget which have to be included in a request for

'approprlatlon

What I would hope is that if this commlttee approves 1nfh

that I be directed to’ submlt to

really,"fina

'approprlatlon request ‘that is requlred to do thlS JOb

‘ending it here, really, point out again the detail =

,that ls necessary.

I start from scratch in both of these hom1c1des ‘IfF

assure you you ‘are not: deallng with someone who hasf’f*
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,'[preconceptions or opinions. I probably know less, or knew
\less ‘about both of these assassinations than Just about anybody"

N di&;i kelse in the country when I flrst took this position. I found

'fout in looking over the film you are about to see. J- somethlng

M
;,A lthat I had not even known, for example in the past 7;};;;k&
,?6; fthat at the time a photograph was taken by the Assoc1ated o
;;?p"iPress of President Kennedy being shot, the photograph taken
fh?d kfrom the front of his car going back that that photograph
? ‘shows the doorway of the book dep051tory in Dallas and
ol ,

”standlng in that doorway there is a person that, when you 1ook |

' ‘at hlm 'appears or looks like Oswald. And thlS -{ and I am o

v
;not saylng anything that is new ﬁ} this was brought to the

‘7attentlon of the Warren Comm1331on The WarrenyGommlsslon;F"’“
‘determlned that that, in fact was not Oswald.

S;Obv1ously, if it was Oswald and he is standlng in thei;;,i

lf-l ;doorway at the moment Pre51dent Kennedy is assa331nated yon d
fean 1mag1ne what questions that raised.

‘”?i They determined, and it is in their report, nok‘thatﬁwasghd
antrdswald it was another individual named Lovelady, whot;ityiﬁ
ﬁalso worked at the Dallas book depository, who did bear anv
fs‘:anaélng resemblance to Oswald. And Lovelady looked at thatuﬁ

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

|l are about to see, it ‘turns out tha t other fllm was | taken asf;iff‘

DocTd:32266815"
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well, e~ [ L
,?E#%“" ;Fhme other fl{@g,'ezgké minutes later, I am told v
again this has to be documented and examined. In the additional
ffilmvwhich was taken, there is a picture of a person who,
as'yeu'look at him, looks kind of bearded who has, -to Say the‘
iieast' a couple of days' growth of beard. I was adv1sed
by the person who is exhibiting the film that in’ that

exhlbltor s opinion this bearded 1nd1v1dua1 in factfwas.ff

}‘Lovelady.

,h Well, obviously, if Lovelady has a beard and as you

_ L _
can: see in the plcture of the person that appears to be Oswald

it is of someone who is clean-shaven, it raises questlonsqln:.;

'-'i,,my_mind’ can it be? What about it? -~

S SN t
*,}@Of“course the first thing to find out is is thls apparently

bearded person Lovelady If he is not, then that avenue 1s'
fnot an avenue of immediate" 1nvest1gat10n -Subsequently,rwe o
b'w111 get into . that as well

In addition, this bearded person is wearing a- certaln.r

o fplald shirt, black, red, it stands out, you will see: 1t in-

ﬁthe plcture. I dlspatched as a result of that I sent some B

;-

l;‘ﬁpeople z; we found out where Lovelady was. The 1ast he was ffl

;knqwn'was in Dallas. We traced him to Denver. I sent out f

o ‘some people to Denver to interview Lovelady. And Lovelady

was shown this additional film, the new film, if T can’ call S

‘.”3_~it-that.; Sure enough, Lovelady and his wife bothesee;lt ands,,

~'say,’"Yes that is me." And his wife goes on tOFSay;that;'“

DGGI;‘!‘:;’S’Q:‘;:E.BJ;E _

?aggegibﬁé.




#7p119; ?thls that in fact that is still a dlfferent person thanithebff:’ -

BT

':filgﬁw;to suprkna the Assoc1ated Press negatlve the orlglnalbf{if”“

s

_rshave, and so forth. And Lovelady said ,Fvou
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J,LoVelady hates to shave, she always has to be on him to

shown that original picture where I said the look allke of

vOswald was me, nobody asked me, really, what Jacket or what

N

Lshlrt I wore that day or anythlng “abaout mz gppearance “§

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

: ;that to be thorough and detailed Z} and I am not . saylng from f

: %Person of the look-alike of Oswald who was PhOtograPhedgv'whét”;.:x
]2 . Y

;?I am now doing, one of the things I am going to ask, we wantffg, -
“negatlve that they have, and we want to arrange to have~ﬂi?7
;thlS photograph of what appears to be the look- allke of Oswaldfh

‘“blown up.

Obviously we want to see wha t kind of shlrt was belng L

'gwornv We want to see é} he could still be the same person‘fjf;fb
1and the beard may yet be in that picture, although 1t does
;3:not‘appear to be at the 1n1t1al thrust of it. But what ngi!;7
fam eaylng to you is, this is the kind of detail’ that 1s

‘ t’:lnvolved in d01ng a thorough 1nvest1gatlon If 1t 1s g01ng to ,L
{be done in a way that reflects credit, it has to be done'i.ﬁ' :

fthoroughly

‘f To dOvlt in_a Way,with~inadeQuate'staff;“nOtyaiwillingneSSf,b
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fid'bé thorough and not a willingness to be professibnalfahont
pit,’you are going to be subject to searching‘inquiry, aﬁ‘
fevaluatlon as the Warren Commission has, for my money itvmeans
“.ngthen do not do it. But if you are going to‘do‘it;‘doﬁit,

iﬁhoroughly

’i?We do have this film. If there are any questlons I w111

’;be happy to answer them. Maybe we might recess for lunch

gy-_, ghalrman Downlng. Thank you, Mr. Sprague. I feel,surei

;fhefe are questions. We will probably take them in order and"‘"

”'rgxqfﬁgo to 12 30 and then adjourn for lunch.

- Mr. Gonzalez?

Mr. Gonzalez. We had a brief discussion aboutﬁhOW wé'f_i*

hpfcan insure continuity. One thlng depends on the other Ihd -

‘:Tthlnk we have learned as we have gone along, I thlnk you

’reallze ‘some aspects of the ~congressional procedures that -

‘ﬁmay not have been too clear to you.

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

ithe proper time to the leaders of the House. But at thlS

9 p01nt I do not know if the fact is- clear that you cannot realiy
tnake commltments.- There is really no way we can 1nsnre:u;}f |

: ;connltments to people that have forsaken a JOb 1n order‘to get
féﬁ w1th the committee until we know exactly what 1s‘g01ng-to be
.di-done by the 95th Congress in prov1d1ng approprlatlons And I

"gthlnk that really is the all-important questlon at thlS p01nt

I do not know»how to resolve it.
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5? Mr sprague. Mr. Chairman, with regard to the'statement*

fﬁhby Mr. Gonzalez, he is absolutely right. And let me state
5that of the personnel that has been recruited ;} this is a
:skeletal kind of recruiting I amvg01ng 1nto.7}'when yoﬁ look
Tat this resume, I have recruited people who are. giViﬁg dp
bgood positions, who are coming here as profe331onals really,i
vleth a kind of faith and confidence that the.Congress 1ntends

‘to do a thorough job.

- Chairman Downing. Mr. Devine?
O Mr. Devine. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I will be very brief, Mr. Sprague. I am extremelyf N

fiimbreSsed by your presentation. You have been 31tting thereuvh
?ﬁfor éé hour and 15 minutes right off the cop of your head
igiVing us a very fine analysis of why you think we should go}
;1n the direction you are seeking to go, and I flnd very

.fllttle area of disagreement

You point out about polygraphs}nlle detectors you

vrecognlze 1mmed1ate1y it is merely an 1nvest1gat1ve tool it -

is not conc1u81ve,

I have three questions that perhaps you can answerl*Af/“d

drapidly I am concerned about press releases by anyone.:ifdd
v?connected with this investigation . I had to fly to Miami
”flast week one day and back the next, and read in the Miamﬂ
;Herald all about the fact’ that ras I 1nd1cated to yoo”earlier,;

thlS is’ g01ng to be a mass1ve 1nvest1gatlon it could be af“~
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3?‘]career for many'people, with no termination of the number of

Al perSOns-invoived And that raised the question, not particu-
hlarly as to whether or not that is the right thlng, but

»who should make releases who should be.talklng abOutﬁwhat>
ttg}thls committee is doing. | X
??]Zhope that we do not have press releases by thewereeotlve
fdlrector or by staff members or by committee- staff : I thlnk
trme should determlne policy on who is the spokesman and who ;;;

ashould talk about what.

-The other thlng thé“t occurs to me, if in fact the fhif‘

“Congress does provide the funds to give us 170 or more persohsm
gfwhat are we going to do with the bodies? Do we haveba plaoe»“
?,v éto headquarter them? If we have met that partlcularhproblem M;F"

o ?maybe you have an answer to that,

,57t;§ha1rman.20wnin§f That is in the general area,;h.
:'Mr. Preyer? ’ |

hMr. Thone. How about that first question?

- Chairman Downing. Do you want tobrespohd?

Mr. Sprague. Yes, may I respond?
< - Chairman Downing. Certainly
t Mr.»Sprague With regard to the last questloh flrst’
.we do have an 1nadequate temporary space 1n"mf?"

Mo. 2

_Annexz rlght now, really just three rooms, but we aregﬁ;.fh

eft House;f’

maklng arrangements to get additional temporary space rlght

5. :next to 1t whlch I thlnk w111 be adequa te for the remalnder
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of this year with what is do-able w1th the llmltatlons of

B! budget for thlS year.

7What I would request, and do need, if the comm:Lttee -

4 {would feel that what is being asked is proper, I thlnk there
hshould be the initiation of a request of the Archltect to l
‘f‘rglve you the place for these numbers of bodles ahduouestrohlng
irooms as well with the new Congress. That 1s on”theiaéenda: N
;hthh we will take up as well, | - o
'- With regard really to the first questlon 1 thlnk that
»_ithe only spokesman, really, ought to be the chalrman and there'
7 ought to be a press aide to whom those 1nqu1r1es from thejiiidﬂ
.preee goesv so the chairman is not drlven crazy b& the demands.

I may say this, and if there is criticism; vI.accept'lt-

4 || while I have not spoken of the 1nvest1gatlon or the materlal

';?that I have laid out here what I have sgaid publlcly has heen
%on the need for staff, and the numbers of staff. That I have
idone on the basis that I thought that there is a certaln

‘fpublrc educatlon involved. This has nothing to do Wlth the k

"fdlrectlon of the 1nvest1gator information developed but I &;rt

n |l do recognize, well, 170 in my opinion is mlnlmal lt soundeﬁ

Etremendous when someone hears it,

| really thought it would be of aid, even to: the coﬁﬁlttee
and.the Congress, if members of the publlc heard not from a. :
I }eongressman but someone who is, I do hope, cons1deredraﬁd¢»

profe531onal as to whati is the;professionalJneedffor'staff.j‘?
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That is the'reason, and that is the area that T have‘epoken’
',aboutvmyself.
'vaﬁyghairman Downing. Mr. Preyer?

7‘?1Mr. Preye:. Well, I agree with Mr. Devine on the;splendid—n'
,neésvof your presentation, Mr. Sprague. I agree w1th you
;entlrely on the importance of this being a deflnltlvevrnveatl-
igatlon, and that if it is not done rlght it is better not.to"
: do lt at all. J .
Along that line, I would be interested in the'strategyw.

-of how.we convince Congress of that and what role we as ”ff

T flnd1v1dual members should play, if any.

Should we let all of this suddenly hlt the Congress coldtV

.1€';w1th -a report in December?
1yﬂhn Maybe that is the way to glve it max1mun 1mpact '.6rbfi‘ﬁi
'tdo not say anythlng? Or should we among our colleaguee
?1nforma11y be talklng about the needs for staff such asyon4;1
have indicated here? |

| What should we be doing right now, if we agree w1th.you i
ethat this is somethlng that ought to be done whlch I dov3;;{f7
?agree with? o
5 ‘Mr. Sprague. Mr. Preyer, the chairman- and I hane.net
hw1th the Speaker I guess I should not say the Speaker
Qprobably the next Speaker of the House and the present
- fSpeaker really for the purpose of laying out, not 1n theﬁf'“

ldepth that I Just dld here but the concepts and the klnd ofjfﬁ
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staff that is required, because in my view a big mistaké,ng
would be made in just thinking that we just drlft along

9?What7 Organizing now for somethlng in January9'aIﬂ
uthlnk and here I urge this commlttee é— I ecannot do every—~

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

hon the Hill, not me. I am w1111ng to knock myself out »If R

- \
’you want, I will appear before 435 congressmen,:one by one,

iand go through the same presentation | s0 it 1s understood vff'
. | .

Hopefully you would feel that that 1% not necessary ~But

if you feel it is, I will do it,
S i Sl
I think it is important that on a nonpolitiCal‘baSisv'

/

fwhlch is really what th1s 1nvest1gatlon is ?f you cannot j“-"*‘”

furge that strong enough ;f‘that really the leadershlp all

‘around, both parties, be brought 1nto!recogn1z1ng what ”F;[ffy_v
.~h0pefully you do, and that it is understood that yes we w1llf‘
' ;get thls kind of backlng and that; yes we w1ll get what is.fn'”"

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

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

One of the things that I read rlght now I understand ﬁ; -

‘did not unt11 I came down here;}that when the new Congress o

hconvenes in January 3, there is an 1nter1m of t1me 1n Wthh
A #thlngs have to get going.
Well, I really do think that when we areftalking'abouth}ﬁf o

“',anvestlgatlng these _two assas31nat10ns, we cannot be in the -




fin the posture of getting the kind of staff llned up
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ipostnre of telling investigators you may have to go out

vto Denver or you may have to go to Toronto, or.may.have~to:
'go-somewhere else, that stop, stop the 1nvest1gation cold
,because we need 2&% th;>e weeks, a month, for the reorganl—v

vzation of the new Congress.

2?1 do not think that that would even, Just the appearance f

of it I do not thlnk would be approprlate for the Congress .H

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

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

: :Steps with the leadershlp s0 theY understand that;ought not if;
tfto be so there could be introduced H, R 1, i R 2 perhapslf

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

*J Obv1ously we cannot recruit all of the peopiefnow,,wefﬁ'?°

l‘h;;oan‘only be»recruiting a few people. I think itvhasdto Hégfff

fkdone immediately.

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

‘-

fwhat can be done to provide this continuity

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

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

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

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

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

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

" v,ThlS'lS 1n my opinion ~a one- shot operation Wthh 1s
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idifferent thanrthe usual continuous committee. It is'to-i
ido both JObS thoroughly
§?il have stated you cannot put a time llmltatlon When I
’"speak to juries in murder cases, where we are g01ng to lock
fthem up, juries like to have some idea how long they are::.h
g01ng to be conflned for the length of this’ trlal T

’;f Well I give them an approx1matlon saylng, but 1f 1
Sséy a/ﬁonth do not at the end of the month Jump up and say;ier

'f;Mr Sprague you promlsed us the case would be over today

;In that sense I do not. thlnk there can be a tlme 11m1tatlon»lp?"

5vI hope that'we could flnlsh the job in the Eé% year perlod

tifof the next Congress. 1 do not think- that 1t ought to be ffh;&

'71. on and on and on and on, and Wlth the klnd of staff I am

l;talklng about I hope we can do a dﬁflnlthe JOb
A Chalrman Do wning. Mr McK1nney7

Mr. McKlnney. Mr. ‘Chairman, I hope you will exouse myn'
| votce. '

e I am pretty impressed by your presentation;1TI”do:hayei'-,
:one problem | A

Most of us are wearlng about six hats at thlS table._I\fff

-h,‘thlnk it came out at the Senate hearings that x>
7do not want to add to the staff. But I do thlnk that our
wreputatlons are g01ng to rlde on this, every person at thls;f[

;;table is going to be esieghes looked at as a buck passer ‘aﬁ?"’"?

fallure amd another'nmﬁataf those sort of wtntewashers f¢f7fr°“‘




chey are going to be looked at as people who did a»thorough,

ttes definitive job.
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?amévl really do feel, without 1nterrupt1ng your flow that-
fwe are going to have ‘to have as members someone on;thls; ff

\.fcommittee7thatﬁkeeps us from being just innocents.

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

f°f background behind us and some continulng knowledge o

i

= I do not think we can take your staff and keep pulling

;them all the time to get the background 1nformat10n Itf}“fffbb

?seems to me the Senate Commlttee trled it w1thout 1nd1v1duaiu
?staff and found out it Just could not be done 1f they d1d Sfik
;not ‘have a continual liaison person w1th your operatlonw ‘
fbartlcularly on the subcommittee level B

?:With that I w1ll stop speaklng

jlghairman Downing.' Perhaps that is a goodfsuggeStion;gfr

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

*McKinney?

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

|| 'this instance, and I will say why in a moment .

 What I hadwthought was desirable here and agaln one

,?6f‘the'reasons for the subcommittee is. that what I 1ntendd

t tdo 1s to see that on. a weekly bas1s each member of the 53

'jstage We are g01ng to have to come in here w1th some k1nd :j s




‘ {llttle dlfferent area of operatlon, as 1 see it.

‘530f.the film, and the person out in Denver, Lovelady,llf in }‘f7

iI thlnk it would be unworkable
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'ubcommlttee is fully adv1sed as to what is going on and -

:we are g01ng to take that burden, the deputy chief in. Kennedyﬂ‘
?orvKlng, for that subcommittee, with me, is going to haver
jthe respon51b111ty of getting together and glVlng that

7};1nformatlon

;ﬁy I think the obllgatlon is ours to furnlsh it weekly,f_yf’

vfas opposed to having a member of each congressman s staff b

jstandlng or sitting by, for this reason: Agaln 1t is a f'

S | had a meetlng, for example going over thlS mattergg

~;fact we must be 81tt1ng in on these meetlngs and hav1ng one
§representat1ve from each congressman Slttlng in to dlSCUSS

'.;that congressman, it becomes an unworkable operatlon,niw“**‘

"~ The 1nvest1gat10n phase here, in each case is'notionly;ﬂ'.

7kflet s say somebody in. Denver, ‘it has to do with New Orleans

vlt‘has to do w1th Houston The only way that a staff member b

'lifrom each congressman could then be knowledgeable on h1s own -

ﬂwould be if he was to sit with me and the chlef deputy 1n

11tera11y every one of the overall operatlonal matters,fa df;,y

fthat would mean that we have 12 staff people sxttlng in thereiﬁuf

What I would reﬁmest at least is that in startlng out s

éat 1east you attempt it lnltlally the way “in Wthh I suggest“@_ '

ulfwhere we have that burden and keep each subcommlttee fully
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fadViséd.on_a weekly basis. If that does not seem to'db'it;%
_ﬁajbé then we would have to make some change, but I would

urge that we at least attempt it that way.

a&e-ﬂlﬁ :
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12 noon

,5,;€Z7§hairman Downing. I would advise the members
'bé'We_érettryiné to close up by 12:30, I don't want’t63¥€Q

“'435f3>:f§££ it short.' We can come back to this. If we COuiderab
”fg;ﬁi;fit up_ih 10 minutes,‘it woﬁld be good.

ﬂfﬁG. iﬁ . Mr. Stokes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

.2~ Mr. chairman, I may have several questions.’

8 ﬂrv;' Chairman Downing. Take the time.

"feigf " Mr. Stokes. Thank you very much.

‘Mr. Sprague, let me join with my colleagueS‘ihleoﬁmendinq:

‘fﬁf}r 'hyou for the presentation you have made. I wOuld concﬁriinvkth

By

:Eiylé 'etne analy51s you have madevw1th reference to- the ahéeiﬁteiheeé:
;ifor profe531onallsm, not only by the staff but by thls”eommltteeﬁ
::;Consequently I would be one who would certalnly supéort

whatever you need, in order to brlng this 1nvestlgatron, 

'itnls massive type of 1nveStlgat10n, the type of staff that g"

34you need° This makes me. really wonder why you want to maket'
17?3;8j.;thls type of presentatlon in executive commlttee rather
: “than in open commlttee.

It would seem to me that such a presentatlon would have e

‘_had value to the public at large, and would perhaps Commence;:
helplng to mold the opinion of the public at 1arge as to tjt
fthe ma351veness of the job, the need or. nece551ty for »f%(w

L dwd : R

'5,profe331onallsm,4the kind of stafflng that would be requlred.tr

"%Lf14WOUld.lik¢ & mest. your comments on that.

DaeTd 332266815 @ Pafe a7 -
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%?Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman and Mr. Stokes, I do thank'
athat the laying out of what is needed in terms of staff
f;de31rable to present to the public, and as a matter of fact,
'Lfthat is the reason with regard to public press conferences
lfand 1nterv1ews I have done that. What I thought would be y;,
}tunde51rable would be to raise in a public posture at thls::h
,tpoint even the questions concerning the gullty-pleaiofuRay o
f'or the questlon in terms of a photograph. In thé7doeﬁaéat?ﬂ*
¢we have submlttedbto you, where we lay out tnreshold' |
"‘guestlons of inguiry, I thought maybe there mlght he soﬁe.ﬂ
’}questlons ralsed about that, that it would fac1lltate and
.be desirable that that kind of detail not be sald publlcly,.ﬁd

fﬂbecause I do think that in terms of the appearance of really

'"‘i profe331onallsm, that the avoidance of saylng that klnd of

‘:ithlng publicly is helpfula,

| " Now I did not know how I could be really maklng theiﬁftr
ﬁvpresentatlon to the commlttee this morning w1thout at the 5;:1
5Tsame time gettlng into some detall of what was found out”at
h;the thresholdg- I thought it would be more meanlngful.toh;-
:;the commlttee to get that klnd of detall as wellkto understand
‘;the presentatlone, If I could have made thevpresentatlon in- k':'
Lﬁjust the numbers, and I would be glad to do at agarn w1thoutfi
]bgettlng into the detail, I quite agree with you.;fi. i

| }Cnalrman Downing. I take part of that responslblllty.,ug@v

|| It was a decision I made and looking back{onﬁlt;'1ttmay.have§:7
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been better to have it made public but that is sométhihgwthatt3

" is up for question now.

. fﬁ? Go ahead.

;H.;,_g;f Stokes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
" :,Mr. Sprague, my next question has to do_Withftﬁe'degréej:;,v

 "6fistaffing that you have done thus far in your récruitihgf;r ‘

‘ﬁéchanism.‘.of course one>of my major conéerns;‘in“éﬁ:are;;ﬁif
"1K8 5lihfwhi§h I am quite sensitive, is that of minbrity‘aééoinﬁméné, l
 £i#éa1ize this is a skeleton staff that you ha&e;pﬁtx£6§é£hé£;
beut I have read the resumes that you have subﬁittédﬁiéiﬁ§j ?  
*}éﬁd_i(do»haﬁévsome very serious concerns with!réfgféﬁéé“toi{i; 
,gﬁér;onnel thus far recruited. Particularly-I>léékfat!féuf;fpgAf'
‘f;asfaff recrﬁiting in the area of attorneys and'inyégtigafbré;;éhﬁl
;yéﬁsborrect me if I am wrong, but other thaﬂ'BeifogdlhaWégh;f;i
ﬁféféléﬂy other minorities on that list of 11 thuébfé;.empiSyéa?‘
' b£he# thaﬁ Belford Lawson iﬁvthe 11.that yéu_ha§e éﬁplOyea¢f f
ftfhﬁé'faf;'are there ény other ﬁinorities? o U e
E Mr. Devine, Are'ybu £alking about black mihdfiﬁiés 6r R
et | /es.’: | -
Republican minoritﬁa:”
-‘ :"Mr..Sprague. Aré you just asking about a£t6fﬂeys,“Mp,i ¥A 
vétékes? | £ |
ier. Stokes. I am conce#ned with'attorneysféndgipveétiQi
'vi’gvatvors,',_,t,,he list of 11. R
- Mr. Sprague. Mr. Lawson is the only black ﬁéﬁgefaéff_ﬂf;;

:thpse-presenthgemployed. However, that -is not tbfsay he1j;fu
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is going to be the only black member, and we are interviewingf
others, and I have been in touch with Mr. Fauntroyiahout;'

recruiting black members.

:f!ffszMr. Stokes° In the case of Belford Lawsoh,\whom iA’
hhhappen to know and I know he 1s a very busy lawyer, probably
':eneiof the top counsel in the country ﬁ? | ‘
?;Is this‘the son?
hMr, Sprague. Yes; this is the son, Mr. Stbkgs;a;[s;
Mr. Stokes. He is being empioyed full timé-ﬁﬁe;.ff??;
:’Mr. Sprague.7g0h, yes. N
Mr. Stokes. I couldn't see Belford Lawson beinélempieyea‘
" for $20,000. O '

o Mr;'Spragueoi Full time, as will be the requifementsf,§_7

. .for each member. B MR EI S R

. Mr. Stokes.' Let me ask you this. In termsfoffthef:f"

sselectlon of those who are g01ng to act in the capac1ty ififi

“ of acting chief counsel or deputy Chlef counsel, 1n both the
Mves?"gafons, : - ‘

:3King and Kennedy ! y were any blacks con51dered in
Ttterms'of‘those appointments? | e
» Mr. Spragueav Yes, they’were°
Mr. Stokes. Can you give me some idealaheat;howhhany?;
Mr. Sprague. I would say appreXimatety:tehtjfet1these4_s
:ipesitions.. I am not taiking about‘otheffgositgehs whete .t

they are under consideration. As a matter of fact, one'ofgf

h‘kthe reasons I. have held up the fllllng of the p051t10n of
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‘;j‘deputy chief counsel of the/ﬁegal‘ﬁ1v151on right now 1s‘[:g~"

ij am trying really to get a black attorney for that p051tlon.

gybhu Stokes. So that I understand you are not say1ng,

f;YOu have any difficulty or trouble finding. quallfled legalihw

“3ﬁtalent in the black communlty for these p051tlons,;frﬂﬂﬂfff&

' Mr. Sprague. Mr. Stokes, I have been having‘sometfgffqieh'

gfproblem. I have as a matter of fact contacted numbers’of‘}'w
F people and urged them to submit, and I have specifioally gff

'fgstated black attorneys with criminal experience to me. o

<% Now I would be glad to sit down with you andvdiscuss]f;;f“::

itsome of the people that were considered here, andﬂreallv;ffh '
.:the reason why they were not put in the position of deputy -

“f&ehief, and I feel pretty confident that in discussing'that,ﬂ*”

o There is in my opinion, and 1 thlnk I have made 1t qulte

ﬁoiear as a matter of fact in my dlscu551ons, certalnlv agaln h
; :& thlnk with Mr. Fauntroy, I want to see the stafflng,hére»i;h
‘iequally balanced° I wouid not, for examble, want tohseew@‘
Ifthe Xing probe a black investigative probe and thé Kegned;;f
t':;i{WhJ.te. I want to get people of all races; I want to get o

| it on a combined basis..

Mr. Stokes. Neither would I llke to see that but I

Jm*.;iwould like to see a concerted effort, f course,yln balanc1ng .

af;qfééf.;the staff to see that we do get and provide an. opportunlty for}ti

'{?some.of.the talent that I'do know exists, and ijould begfi;fjp )
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- very happy to work with you on this, in terms of your'“

avadeble }awyerg

and I w1ll be glad to discuss the matter

5:w1th you outside of this hearlng.

'*-téier. Sprague. May I make one further response, as a

'?matter of fact along that samerllne. Some of the people N

: i:rnvthe chlef deputy spot aswyou noted from New forh,atheyf
”fhave at my request obtalned the names of some experrenced
fiblaCk attorneys and 1nvest1gators. My problem‘there 1s“not.lV
’;black at all. I really would ilke to get avmore proad haselei;t
>15I do not.want to have everybody from one locallty of thefi;}
f“oountry.‘ I would like to have the staff really‘represent?;;ff

j'a,broad national base.

./ Mr. Stokes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

&szhairman Do&ning. ‘Thank you.

‘doLThe hour of 12:30 has arrived, so we‘will'reoess,untiiup

‘uf2’1f that is conyenlent dThese booklets th5ﬁ3y5u1£$§;‘igf&fg,@
yifront‘of you are falrly ‘'sensitive as they contaln not onlyﬁ‘
,;the mode of questlonlng and line of questlonlng of certarn,i
;fwrtnesses, put it also contains the names of. the w1tnesses fy?g'
{;thch we propose to 1nvest1gate, and forthat’reason I beileye
B i.that when you leave today they ought to be turned baok to
iithe committee. If you want to see them in the meantime?iaj{fg
::Ivthrnk it is perfectly proper for you to go.lnto the commattee‘i
;Troom to see them but to let this naterlal out to the‘press:}'S>

;mightyhrnder,they;nvest;gatlon. If you w111 bear w1th me,
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you will see to that.
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“;7‘4 :

" leave it here and somebody will be in the room,,Mr;‘Feeney,;

The room is going to be electreniéaily“

swept while we are at lunch again, and we will come back*e
1fand resume the questioning of Mr. Sprague and go forward

":w1th the rest of the agenda.

s;&he press - is g01ng to come in and ask me questlons.r,ﬂ'

"Is 1t all rlght if I say that the number of 170 was mentloned

i:and that we spent all this time explalnlng 1t'>

‘Mr. McKinnevy. I suggest that Mr. Sprague ex la1n someﬁ‘
ze z:::::ﬁ% 99 prag P - -

o s

feof the technical reasons for the depth of 1nvest1gat10n.-f“'f'f

Chalrman Downing. The committee will recess untll 2

'fo'clock,
E@hereupon, at 12:30 p.m., the commlttee was. recessed'.fyw L*

ﬁfto reconvene at 2 p.m., this same daz:7
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avéwere not followed

|l ‘questioning of Mr.

~would like for you to react.
fhas been dlrected at the staff in many 1nvest1gatlons

iof some of the allegatlons that would go to the stafflng

-of the Warren Commission,

3was made avallable was not in fact noted.

Hhe
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_j AFTERNOON SESSION E

Assmee s

0% , (e ‘4‘5“"}?”‘1‘1‘“)“3

!
<%;Cha1rman Downlgg

The commlttee will come to order.
- Are there any people in the room that have not been’f

idehtlfled to the reporter as to their name and staff.*“'ﬁ

| position?

.The committee will come to order.

At the time of the recess Mr. Stokes had finished_his;;-;

Sprague. I now recognize Mr;,Thoneﬁ¥:3f°ff

' Mr. Thone. No questions.

. Chairman Downing. Mr. Fauntroy?

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

“"Mr.'Sprague, I simply have one questionﬁtoxwhioh_llEg;fv

- You are aware of the fact that a great;deal'offSuspioiona_

in terms of 1nformatlon leads that o

in terms of questions that were not

“have I:een

fiasked that certalnly it would appear should Ha asked ‘and in: j

3fsome 1nstances allegatlons that materlals and ev1dence that

1’ As we prepare ourselves to do the thorough 1nvestlgat10n§.‘“;

hat you have 1ndhcated !ﬂﬂl we must do, I am concerned also :




. about staff, and for that reason I was certainly suppoftive
of the agreement that staff should be hlred by you, s:.nce-
you were going to be responsible for the 1nvestlg'aut'1oin..‘b
}Ai%eady, hoWever; I have reeeived a number bﬁ‘Qﬁeefiea;i?u,
Jaboat at‘leasﬁ one staff person, Mr. Roberf Oze%;'enﬁ;he}i,
Qbasis of his conduct as federal prosecutor in £h¢fs£atéz}h*
tiof.Michigan, relating to a Supreme Court judge?%;ﬁéaelig'f
74¢¢Ordinglto news?aper'accounts that haveAbeen:ﬁaaeuaGaiiaSle?r
£o,me, he is. accused of having engaged in 1nvesﬁlgatien by>

of bei

ﬁerfOrism, and h-am spon51ble for somethlng;that you call

Maga21ne-kﬂua.taken note of his conduct ~and numerouslelj;af<”

overzealous, and employing tactics that‘may noﬁ'“
up to the eye of scrutiny and falr plaxg)hﬁhuﬂ&ﬂ@ I_;e“'
' also

the questlon because I would wonder what you would

of hav1ng’to assist you in the hiring ofﬂa_;argel;ﬂa};:~f

uthat>we»thihkbis necessary, a personnel'committee'of“i




this committee, to assure @& not only ssme your concerns;?

.jihvestigation should not be‘tinged with seléctidhﬁoﬁ gjﬁ'
‘political basis, in the sense as an investigator Ijamj?quQQ

Y“respohsible for the staff and the team work:fiItwof course‘b

f%at the inception of this committee that the commlttee hasﬂi;?t

:-2'!5"531,‘[5, ' '“agg»‘é;fjﬁf. N :

~ that you get the very best, and we want that, but'also:f
,our concern that we not be exposed unduly to both politiCalT

;,oressures and to possible embarrassment up the llne.3 7§?»'

QZMr. Sgrague. -Mr. Chalrman, Mr. Fauntroy, w1th regard

?vto the two parts really to that question, I took thlSi?{:fg
,:p031tlon on being assured that.the determlnatlon asktopwho.fff“

iftovhire would be made by me, for the reason»thatfin'my:View:ff'

7}wou1d be impossible to do a thorough and proper 1nvest1gat1veb,
*ﬁ]ob with people that have been put on who I'do;notﬂapp:ove.f?T

FU'L'I say that prellmlnarlly.

I think that it has come across as a hlgh watermark

‘Qbeen willing to really turh over its own powet fpibhiring¢£71ff
ff?ersonnel to keep it on that kind of a level, andsifﬁﬁiﬁﬁfj"
;-a mlstake would be made to go back from that : I;am‘oettaihly.
‘:ooncerned and I think that the question ralsed that people pfl.”
';ouéht hot to be on the staff, however, that 1n’any way could
.'ibreflect upon not only the 1ntegr1ty of tne staff but really
a{thejcommxttee, the integrity of each person on the commlttee;ta
iils a p01nt that I would not quarrel with, and would hawe hot

f‘the sllghtest objectlon let's say when there is somebody

» I




T8

7¥7h?] - that I think measures the test for putting on the staff,?

if there is let's sady a personnel committee then,tO'submit
g '7that name for let's say the personnel's commlttee determ1nat10n~
'ff"Yes, we concur" as opposed to it being 1n1t1ated the other

““way around, which I think would be wrong. I would have

”-ﬁftdsbjino obJectlon along that line, and I think that Stlll meetsdjc
-Jﬂ1%{¥€the same high level of selectlon, so that that 1s mf‘v. o
:ffé’ ;ireeponse to that.
fjiié; 2, §? With regard to Mr. Ozer in particular, let me sayﬁthat f?h
| f:I an ‘aware and wasvaware, upon emploY1ng hlm, of the thF?;,ﬂ«
E;controversy that has occurred as a result of hrs prosecntront;f>t
fhof a justice of the Supreme Court in Mlchlgan, and.lnv -

i_looklng into it, I ascertained certain facts. nh_f31*5"t

Lomr. Ozer has been a prosecutor in thevDepartmentfofafVT'

;fdustlce for a number of years, heading strlke forces in.
:’A}iPhlladelphla and Buffalo, before being out 1n tne Mlchlganek‘
‘.éiarea,; From the knowledge that I have of him, he has alwaysﬂf’f,

been, and I think- it goes w1thout questlon, an excellent h.dd]
h 1n§eetigator. .

*:;_ From some observations of my own, this ishbeforeaif?iﬁfJf
fheoming here, I had knoWledge of his prosecutind sbmé;éaéég,;;
f;andfin'ny‘own view he is not quite the trialiiawferethatfgéttd
}Lidhonld like to see. That is rot a reflection-on”him;?:helﬂ
:die?ahgood investigator but he ought to let otherpoeopleff:e

e d‘tryihiS“cases.,;That is all I mean as to thatadfv

e g e —— =
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' ‘sg>However, in the situation in Michigan, he uncoveted:r"
};evidence against a justice in the Supreme Court indMichigan;
}{for which he then tried thatqﬁustice. The justicehwéet;‘
};acquitted, but convicted of perjury chatges‘arisingiffomftf"”
itestlmony before the investigating grand jury; I had been h

f?adv1sed that Mr. Ozer had made statements to the news

G 3y;ﬂ’med1a, partlcularly Newsweek Agazine, which subjeCtedphim EO

ﬁ;to‘admonition from the Department of Justice for\havinqvhﬁ

}ihad beenballegatlons made that his use of the 1nvest1§at1n§}pf
"f;grand ]ury had been.ln a heavy-handed fashlon.'

= s I guess I must 1naert here, having been a proeecutor;f%
A;thatvI am very used to the concept that when you'ptoceed ‘hh}“
aga;nst certaln individuals who were placed infa”ﬁairlyfffﬁ?
vtrong position with a political organization,_countetefét

'hargeS,against the’prosecutor'many times are made. Asfﬁpfff'

imes - part of really what occurs in prosecutlon, it need notﬁf
”.;f9e~eomeone in a high level in a political organization;pthednf
i efense becomesva counterattack against theﬁproaecutot;dsc;i'?_
;that for alleéations to occur is not something that;mouee,lf’f
e:one way or the;other.
What I did do; I sought information from the Departmentét;
1ovaust1ce today,-and they have submitted a 1etter, whlch I-£>>
a;é, wnlch I wou%d be glad to make avallable, that whlle.;

'tne Department of'Justlce thought that ‘Mr. Ozer ought not tdg_

et

f;spoken to that magazine. I had also been advised thatitherefff.*f

matter of fact I think I even do a d1sserv1ce there.- Manygp7 3




o,

0

2

- ;‘86‘.”,
sshaye made his statement to the news media, they did inyestigate
j'hisuuse of the grand jury, and found that.there.was‘nofnv
uilmproper use or nothing high-handed or 1mproper in that

' ,Q? In addltlon, I have here a letter, which is fromi€f1 o

:'Judge Ralph Guy, Jr., the District Judge ofvthe Qnited States

-;;District Court in the Eastern District of Michigan,}Which;? o

"I would be glad to just make a part of the record,‘unlessv‘VJ

'"§?y0u would like to have it read.

i o SRR PIEE
Mr. Guy was the %g@bed %ga@es attorney at the verya~:_“

;?tlme that Mr. Ozer was heading a strike force in Mlchlgan,?ﬁfgp

'fﬁglVlng rise to the allegations. In this letter Judge Guy

ifrelates fully the thoroughness, the total 1ntegr1ty of the

\“'f'Mr Guy, ‘then the g§msed %?a@es attorney, was fully knowledgeab

'égof and he endorses him and backs him up completely.j»I say ;3“

iithat really in response to the question that you have‘ralsed.

.,;;too strongly, to do a thorough job here, the 1ntegr1ty of

f;the personnel and the way in which they are v1ewed 1s

= vj?been aware, even from Judge Guy's letter, that,Mr,'Oierdlid{“

ffsometimes is not the most diplomatic individual‘in going:f

']on his 1nvest1gatlons, and at this p01nt he 1s representlng

ﬁg'?the Congress of the United States, and that is really a-

,fhlgh tone of whatyone must do.

DocId:32266815. Hhy

I might say that 1n addition, and again I cannot say thls 1

f{all 1mportant, and I have spoken to Mr. Ozer, because;I haVe”*;"

'1:Qprocess by which Mr. Ozer d1d handle that very matter wnlch ey

e
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'had made a.statement°

M the news.media that well, the justice was acquitted“ofzthetfniﬂ

fithat that Mr. Ozer said "well,

jSprague's answer.

g1

/VSuffice to say that from my conversations with him;t'-:]-

‘and looking into these matters, I was and am satisfied“asfto
;hls 1ntegr1ty and ability, and his intent in not d01ng
{;anythlng that would be a disservice to the staff or thls

”commlttee.

With regard to the statement that he made. to the news}:j

{\medla, what he said was a statement after the defense counsel

The defense counsel, after thea;i'ﬁiﬁ’“

1fc0nyictionAof7the Michigan justice, made the’Statement;tofviy

ffsnbstantive‘charges, and it was a technicality, that“heMWas%gi

‘convicted in his perjury charge.

. Mr. Ozer's response, which he then qave,:which'heﬂ'?".f'w

'iperhaps ought not to have done, but it was in- response toffal

it is not an acqulttal ,

Tfjustlce of the Supreme Court has been conv1cted of a:
h;Perjury case," and that is part of what led to that‘neWsdf_@»3

- comment.

“hfI'feel confident of Mr. Ozer's integrity and-abilitf,;iw

To o Mr. Fauntroz; Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied with Mr. . |

I did not intend to get intd'a specificfi”f

;Justlflcatlon of this particular employee, but to make thefﬁ;.e
',p01nt'uw¢ perhaps a happy medium between our de51re saub to
'have someone on staff and on the other hand not naV1ng any

role in at least looklng at staff@ m your formulatlon of




\‘82 :
" the proposal is acceptable to mqD-I;at is, that we Have;a:av
Hmeall committee to which you could refer, because thérefj;f.

3 I might be things that the members of the CongressVWOUld see

 and perceive immediately that might not ocCur_to_ydu,Z;ﬂ 

o %?ghairman Downing. Thank you, Mr. Fauhtrqy;f .i:jf;f'

bf Mr. Anderson?

:“5;ffi;‘f Mr. Anderson.: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

‘, 'Mr. Sprague, as you have noted this committéeFWilléif}‘

““launch an investigation or a probe which is unprecedented JQ;T“

fﬁiﬁ"the_history of the Congress, and being withoutﬁan§ 

. precedents therefore to guide us, it is difficult to make dﬁl-;

”h,fasséSSment and evaluation of the staffing requirements, aék:gf,
'jiindicated in the proposed table of organizatioﬂwthat'isff‘ffff;

.+ I "before me.

‘: :I'am wondering with respect to the Kennedy:andithe .jf)7‘”

:;Kiﬁg task force, where apparently about 35 percen;?thﬁh;z;i
‘Egﬁéréonnel woﬁld beilawyers and 65 perceht investigéféfs;}?;;'7

zééﬁ;t seéms‘to be ébOut ﬁhebratip, is there in faqﬁ‘S§mé:;if 
'Tﬁ:?prééédent-for'that in the manner that the Senatejwa%érgéte }; f
Ji*rjéommittee was organized or the House Impeaéhmén£ C$ﬁmit£§é§;}ifﬂ

"How did you arrive at those ratios? 1Is there'Some'ratiOnale?iw

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, Mr. AnderSon,;I.do‘notihaVé '~

.a rationale with regard to another committeeiﬁlItfﬁéé“ju?t; 

?ﬁy 6wn thinking process here of about Oné_laWyér'with each fzk,

{A ;two.tq three investigators working as a team, and;i}was‘f 7
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trying to figure the number of teams that I thought'would;bex

necessary. The 1nvest1gat1ve talent, the lawyer talent that".

I am talking about here, is not just legal. They are- to
**take part in the 1nvestlgaton as well and from preV1ous
v“»i[worklng with lawyer—lnvestlgator teams, I have trled to use

fﬁapprox1mately one lawyer w1th two to three 1nvestlgators. o

C?’Mr. Anderson. Very brlefly, you have already had a;""

jfcolloquy with Mr.lstokes on the question of the efforts whlch:
:1you have made with respect to minority hlrlng. Méré'ff" G
'dgenerally‘l am wondering, and not in a great deal otvdetall,
’ithat wouldn‘t'be necessary, how do you go about recrultrng
jpersonnel for an assignment of this kind? Do they largely
’vcome to you, or do you go to them, and 1f:so, to whom do
';you;go7' Do you have recourse to certain professlonal

.'}organlzatlons that put you in touch with people°r--"

I would just be lnterested in a very broad general

. description of the process.

- Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, we have had hundreds'of‘”

edappllcatlons sent in to, which we are in the process of i
Alrev1ew1ng. ‘What I wanted to do and have done, to some;;fjfd
»?extent, is the people that I thought would be 1n the ‘senior’

"tk”fp051t10ns, I wanted those to be people that I have gone H._‘

out and recruited, who were not just people who had submltted

tyappllcatlons. What I did do here, I have contacted lawyers”,

I have contacted Judges, I have. contacted prosecutors around
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. the country, and asked them, and I put to them, that we are

d?}z Jtrylng to get a totally dedicated professional staff

gf;gj;iWould they think about it and submit names to me of people

\E?ln the upper echelon. What I wanted to do, when I got the

fpeople in the upper echelons, I wanted them to go through

;ithese applications that we now have, and cull from them andb

,;set up interviews then of those people, but in- the upper £

".J'echelons it was my 1n1t1at10n of 1nqu1r1es. When I was

g7g;ven names, I then made other 1nqu1r1es of people that

~

:had had contact worked with them, and as a result-of that,f

‘,jthen arranged 1nterv1ews, and from those interyiews that]fﬂj}f
;fI d1d personally,-I culled out those in the upper echelons.igl

.~ﬁy Now of those people, I have turned over to them at thls L ﬁ

'R?pOlnt the appllcatlons that have come in, and have asked

them to go over these appllcatlons with me, after they

’fjhave weeded out those that they think ought to be weeded

h?out and our thought is to then arrange for 1nterv1ews w1th -

those people.

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

|

_ Chairman Downing. |Mrs. Burke?

. Mrs. Burke. Thank |you.

I also certainly want to commend you, Mr}‘Sprague;fon?f"
 your statement to this committee. One question has been’ '
j?bothering me. You indicated that one of the reasons we had o~

Q;to have independent investigators was because those'traditionalyfj




’,“?tlme if it became necessary to dlscredlt thls commlttee.ﬁ_

agencies'thatvme would draw inyestigators from wouldfﬁ;'
possibly be a source of a great deal of the inVestigationd
hand review. | |
é;?Do you see any problem very spec1f1cally in the FBI»{
.yconductlng the 1nvest1gatlon of the staff, 1f those stafde
gimembers may ultimately. have to review the FBI? The thlng?;
;éthat bothers me is the possibility that somethlng mlght

bhbe in. the profile of a potentlal staff member: that would

anot be dlsclosed but could be dlsclosed at some futureri;;“tﬁ

—

"g ‘Sprague.  To answer your question, yes,vthat is'anffuf

iarea‘of concern to me. I have I guess two thoughts 1nfi

‘fresponse. One is that whether the FBI or any other agency e

f?lS asked to do a backgrgnd check, in fact they can do 1t

fﬁéwhether we ask for our purposes or not, and 1f in fact they:’“*

7l@*do it, and obtaln any information. that they subsequently

_fwant to use for whatever purposes to dlscredlt they are‘5..
;?free to do it. There is going to be nothlng secret about
“fwho is employed on this staff, and there is full rergn for
;anybody to check their background so that the problem of'”ﬂ{m

v'anyone releasing information, that is 901ng to be whether y-f?"

,;we utlllze them to do a background for us or not
Second}y, I have conSLdered whether we ought to ask theho7

ijDefense Intelligence Agency to do a background check in lleufj

'~,3of the FBI, but I really thought that there 1s no reason to»ﬁfx
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:7'86;. |
avoid it. The backgroundbcheck is not for the purposexof
tnat agency then determining for us whether we W1ll accebt
~or reject that employee. It is information. I am all fori'
f;lettlng the FBI get all of the 1nformat10n that tney can,' )

vturnlng it over to us, for us to have it for evaluatlng l:ﬂ-

"sfwhether we want that person, not asking them to do lt‘ _Itf

B doesn't achieve anything because they can do anythlng. Why
_'not avail ourselves of that. It doesn't bother me.dﬂI dolafv4
f(not See that that is going to 1nterfere in the least and‘

f}your concept ‘that maybe they have developed somethlng in affyfl"

".ﬁbackground check that they are not g01ng to turn over,ififf;fﬁf

f7and to use it at ‘some time, if that was to be, that can bejﬂ;f
iidone*anyway in any event, so lt seens to me that 1f that

fls the reason for avoiding hav1ng the FBI do a background

j?check it really doesn -t hold water. ',/A_'ﬁ;

”'E%?I guess I also have this feeling in my m1nd Wlth
;fregard to it, and the reason that I do not say let another
iagency do it. I said earlier the goal is to do a thorough,;ri

fdeflnltlve job. I do not want to be in a position,‘and I't

ffsuggest.the committee ought not to want to be,,tnat an avenue'f ff

béof attack can subsequently occur. I don' t even want to’w'“
-';%waste the time of this commlttee or the staff w1th a publlc ’;t

ifdebate how _come thls committee and 1ts staff‘dld not allowbilr;
’flts personnel to be subject to an FBI check. It 1s”a waste

-fof energy to get 1nto, and w1th a. broad body of the publlc




';Cd?87»
it doesn't mean that much but they are going to thiééitﬁéta
l»that'is of some significance. Why avoid it? 1 sééfﬁpffﬁ
ereason to do that, and so my feeling is yes, lettsphaue_'
{;that check.

“; %?Mrs. Burke. That answers my questlon. I suppose

}fone of the reasons some of us were very. concerned about

?fpartlcular members of the staff is the p0551b111ty of 1ts

}ﬁbeing used in a political context, and I personally am’

i'ftvery concerneéd that we do have staff people who have been

{ohecked, and who will not leak a lot of tnlngs to the'“w‘

" press or to agencies.

'*r As I see it, our credibility is going to depend upon ::H

“thevlevel of the staff, and also the securlty of the staff S

{e Mr; Sprague. I couldn't agree w1th you more,'and thlsf?ﬁ

‘“gets into the area of stafflng.‘ You know people ask how

ggdoﬁyou make judgments? Well, it is dlfflcult and I assure'iQ
?thlS commlttee that I feel very deeply the burden that 1s

"'f;on my shoulders in terms of not lettlng you down, not lettlngﬁ'

"»pgreally the public down.

'f,I do feel'it I feel this obllgatlon to do- a thorough

;;job; and that 1ncludes a staff that isn't g01ng to let any
f;of us down, and it is looking into their background

:glt is evaluatlng them, 8121ng them up. :
Vﬂr I hope I end up being right in that task. .

. Mrs. Burke. Just one further question. -




_'j,‘aé g
9? Is it still our posture that all staff people that are~f‘
hired w1ll be on a temporary ba51s, or are we now saylno
' ~that all staff people from this point forward are permanent
people? 3 |
:57f%?§hairman Downinga There has.been no.decision;ibut'rxr'
, SONT LY ,
‘Just assumed that they would be permanent, unless they dldn t
1provevto be qualified or for some reason’ haa to be aismlsseo
'%Mrs. Burke. I see. i .

.- Thank you very much.

Chairman Downing. Mr. Dodd?

R

“f: Mr. Dodd. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Sprague, I also join my colleagues' in coﬁmendingffffu

ngou for your statement this morning, for your outllnlng of

how you envision the role of this- commlttee and the problems,&"

‘-'.hszQu are. go:.ng to havewthese two assa551natlon50_;fj.

‘G&he 1nvest1gatlons of.theaa I have a couple of questlons o

" that have been raised at least in part, but I wasnftfrea;iy:Tﬁf

ljsatisfied with the response.

'x-:~ .One was raised by Mr. McKlnney regardlng our 1nd1v1dual&ﬂ
S of the Housea. R B
- staff people that we have as membersA I am sure you are aware‘ S
.‘\f that all of us on this committee serve on at least one or

two ‘other committees in addition to our obllgatlons 1n. B
v'our district and so forth. Aside from the financial'f}>”

problems, what will be the relationship as you see 1t between }

f our 1nd1v1dual staff people and the commlttee staff7
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posxa: 39z6ea1s |

| .'l 7 8’9,'
-g?'Mr. SQrague. I think I ought to make clear the role that

4:[see of the committee itself and the subcommlttees, because

'#Ljizl

»v 13{

;;1t may help really explain the way in Wthh the 1nvest1gat10n

proceeds. I do not see the committee or subcommlttees Just

»is going to be a need here for members of‘the*eommitteenff:
fftwo members at a time from each of the subcommlttees, to :
ﬂ have to go, for example, to Dallas, to have to go to wherever e

;for purposes of at times taking testimony, when w1tnesses

'fiare not Otherwise taking testimony°

There is going to be more of an 1nvest1gat1ve role

by the committee and the members of the commlttee themselves

1n all parts of the country°
That is not going to of necessity mean a commlttee,f'T"’
: hav1ng a staff member Just read things. The only way that B o

can operate, for this committee to be successful as I

and we can't deal through intermediaries.

. Mr. Dodd. There are obviously g01ng to be occa51ons when'

IS

‘materlal is coming in ‘where each one of us = g01ng to;}jj]fj"

fwant to de51gnate our own staff member to be respon31ble for
hlS leglslatlve area, and there are 901ng to be numerous f;f

occa310ns that will arlse where because of our other o




f'obligations,we will want that staff person to be infoontact
~ with the committee,

to determine exactly what is 901ng on,

‘ 1what is coming in and so forth as a conduit.

w9? Mr.'Spragde.‘ Fine. I would be happy for any 1nd1v1dual

Lithat any member of thlS committee des1gnated 1nstead of

';fdeallng directly with us, if you want someone else 1n touch

3jffw1th us to be the 1ntermed1ary, fine, as long as 1t 1s someone“
‘jfthat you have designated. That is no problem whatsoever.;;;
- Chairman Downing. Let me 1ntercede a mlnute.f I thlnk

t:you have got a good point, but it ought to be 11m1ted to one

ﬂl%?person. He Ought to be known to the commlttee.:uﬂ”ﬁfﬁV“

. Mr. Dodd. You are anticipating my next~queStiOn;‘Mriﬁ*:

. JChairman. -

Chairman Downing. Go ahead.

. Mr. Dodd. You then run into the potentlal problem
féthat Mrs. Burke has raised, and that is of course by

'“de51gnat1ng someone on our own staff you have éaa’12 ?L
fﬂaddltlonal people who may not have had checks)done on thenﬁs.'v
;;and‘ybu increase or open up the p0351b111ty of 1eaks au§

and I g wonderﬁng what you are thlnklng about in-

?terms of that relatlonshlp, more than just whatithe'daily.“"r

3 .”: tasks will be@ =il v"‘ BG "“"‘" Ty
"'Mr. Sprague. I guess my response to that would be
’hat the 1nformatlon that we would be conveylng to the

_ntermedlary would be 1nformatlon that in my Oplnlon,‘lf
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‘that person had not been himself cleared, .1t was proner“to:
'1Iet's say clear and something of a more sensitive natnre};
'ioccurred I would want to take it up directly w1thvmembers )
;gbf the committee, unless you arranged that that 1ntermedrary'>
:;was himself cleared. | |
| /VIt would have to.be an area of a'certainthalancindjfn
Vfof,what it is we are talking about. | o

| eghairman Qgﬂgigg. The gentleman- oriany}member'of'the iy{;~ﬁ
]committee for that matter could de51gnate a name now or‘;
;ivhenever he can, and we could have that man or woman”clearedi?
= Mr. McKinney. Mr. Chalrman, could I 1nterject5:iy;d5;}5¥?

N My whole reason for questlonlng was that I am belng

;3perfect1y selfish. I see one staff member on my staff
ff{spendlng all his time with me, staylng on top of th1%3.3m§
1te frankly representlng Falrfleld County, Conafst&@ut

T dhswep
I can 't gissedek

over 700 letters a week w1th the staff

ucthat I have‘now. I guess it is belng selflsh wﬂh money.»u
C o in SN
I don t know whether Chris was aiming,that dlrectlon.; I
don't know if we should de31gnate one person e

.Amwmere@henesb I don t know how I am

' Etake the ‘whole blt@
"p 901ng to take one person out théégﬁﬁaLJ; m@ﬂa

Mr. Dodd. If the gentleman will yleld back I wasn t
“talklng about the flanClal problem; We are talklng
potentlally of 170 staff people to this commlttee.; We add

’“'; in effect 12 more staff people in terms of the request of
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‘ Jeopardlze the effectlveness of the committee staff !Figfﬂ.

!'grespond to that.

;hdld not need to know the specific questlons asked of each_z

f'I mlght ask -Mr. Sprague

_ ( e
the House Administration Committee. We then. are g01ng tot;=

fﬂwéf from a financial standp01nt I understood thatj’

:4asrbeing one of your real concerns. You may~want.toi}“"*

§7Mr. Sgrague. Could I say this, because there may be;f.z:

"some area of confusion here with regard to. what detall do;{f,f
?.you want to have information. Let me give as an-example yfl’h
‘?here, if I may use the Yablonski murders, at. one p01nt}"'

f‘ln that investigation, for example, I had people in Kentucky

L]

vglnterV1ew1ng coal miners for a certain purpose.‘ Well I“*"'"

71ffcoal miner and the specific responses. The summary that I
';;needed to know, just,to let me know, are they proceedlng Onfhx

Pfthls thlng, are they asklng the questions about certaln jltu

,ifundlng, and what is developlng took Ef;;.mlnutes'of'myftL;_f7

:vtlme to ‘learn things of that nature,

: Now 1f this committee wants to know every llttle p01nt,f;

‘fthen you are 901ng to be hav1ng your tlme and yourvﬁ
~11ntermed1ary s time Just taken up on detail that’ I thlnk 1s ;ga

-;golng to be a waste of your time.

aMr. Dodd. So I don't drag thls out any longer,

?dﬂﬁ some thought &= to the/ghalrman s suggestlon that !ﬁ we7?;h

eﬁpde51gnate someonq.-ghould 1t be someone who' w1ll be w1thff9




bfto have with him through our office. o

?}thls is something we are all g01ng to do.

“%I would like to know how we deal with that,

%‘;fgyMr.,Sprague; Fine°

hfand I know for my part the 1mportance of the task -

l?matters are discussed w1th them, and frankly to the extent
?that 1t can be done w1thout g01ng through 1ntermed1ar1es,:ﬁ
ﬁthis whole'subject

,?that g@wwmﬁe trylng to be ranklng member of the Dlstrlct

giof Columbla Committee.

';trouble,

93

~ this all the way through?%at relatlonshlprant .

7

I thlnkf

EYp

iit’would be helpful to us to have some clear idea,;because,

I guarantee{ﬁ*

rfwe are all g01ng to have a: staff person a551gned to thls.;ff

so that we?donftvf

iflnfrlnge upon your efforts or theycommittee'sVefforté;'and7f
‘7;at the same time we will be‘kept fully abreast,ofxwhat isf*ffi"

;ﬁéoing on.

I shall‘do so, though>again'letfv:a!,

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

I reallyf?

”\ﬂldo 1ntend to see that each member here is kept adv1sed and

I‘IZI prefer to try to do 1t

 Mr. McKinney. If I could interrupt without killing 2

I would agree with you. I would want

_fto be at every meeting, but the mere fact of the matter 1s

Ta am , L

\

. I just picked up the Washlngton Posthri'?

',ftodaY and saw that one of my agenc1es is 1n terrlble.*'

All ‘hell is going to break 1oosekc We need somethlng

ﬁfreally if you unaerstand the way we liv bwﬁﬁeh is tough
, 2. @

ol

7fto understand because I Stlll don tqu{derstand lt after i; ff;ﬁ




ﬁ-iikeeps track of 1t.

94
;yearsﬁasomeone who sits next to us who says " Hey, boss,e;f

.?remember,“ becasue we are g01ng to be a team, and we are
.4g01ng to put our final stamp on your dec151on, and I know
;ﬁwnat we are goxng to do. We are g01ng to run to greet the
ﬁiAmerlcan Legion, the Veterans of Forelgn Wars, from commlttee -
V-ﬁ[meetlng to commlttee meetlng, we are going to go to your
" brleflngs and we need one guy like Hank: "If you are golanli
ffto let me forget one thing on thls commlttee, we are dead
{fwe.need»you.“
ERES o , o rep'a eem%mi"
i 9?‘1 think this is what we need, not replmEingsws SO much?{fé
ﬂto remlnd us that we are not meeting w1th the Amerlcan

“gLeglon and the Boy Scouts. We are talklng about the

':assa551nat10n of Martin Luther Klng,‘ We want someone who

it is a stupld way to llve but that 1s f{;i-}
‘dover = o b
We g@ to many areas.

“;the way it is.

ghalrman Downlng Counsel will take this,underuoonsi—ﬁl‘

..deration.

 Mr. Sprague. One last‘thought on that if I may.'fWhen4;f5
':jyou say attendlng these meetings, I really thlnk our obllgatlon

a*,fyls to keep you advised without even meetings.

I thlnk we

;nhaVe an obligation
;ibasis. We have to
b with the formality

“our function here.

to keep you adv1sed on an 1ndependent

make it our business to get'to'you, notvwz,

of a meeting.

That to medis;part‘ofjflfnfz
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»&}one other small question and then I will stop.

'-giis important.

Dodd.

Mr. Chairman, if I may indulge, Mr. Sprague,;t

—

I thinlet:?
It has to do with the media and the pressr
1 mlght point out that in the last week or so I called

fﬁMr, Sprague prior to a radio 1nterv1ew, to talk w1th h1m

el

’-;,that.

ffabout what I should be talklng about and what I shouldn t

?ﬁbe talklng about. I got a letter today from someone else,
;iwhat has some hldden information allegedly, and I am. sure

f;all of us are going to be 1nundated with thls klnd of thlng,gf

‘fand I would llke ‘to see some of either unwrltten rule,l;wf{

gentleman s agreement or somethlng, wherein those of us-

’ ;ﬁ?on the commlttee don't want to unwittingly be the cause of

%Zln an effort to in any way sabotage the commlttee s work,

but we may be the source of information that shouldn't

be made publlc.
I think you understand what I am talking about ,Ilam_

;ure all the members do on the commlttee, and I wonder 1f L

you mlght be a little more clear as to how we should handle fj'

Wnat should be done, so that we don't sabotage thlS ‘

ffort?

'j’_‘Mr. sprague. Mr. Chairman, respondlng to ‘the . questlon,’f

rfit is really repeating what I said before, that I would hope".f
ithat it would be agreed that it is only thelﬁhalrman and

i~the press alde to whom 1nqu1r1es from the press should come,i,
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fhnature. ‘That is what we are 1nvest1gat1ng..

who would speak on behalf of the committee and the staff;;'

~or of course anyone that the/¢hairman would designatepto;f

make any speech.

9rAs the 1nvest1gat10n proceeds, even w1th the 1nqu1r1es

by the press out there when we recessed for lunch, I.fi'f

really would like to see as a pollcy that there not be any ,

“*dlscu551on even by the{ghalrman or anyone W1th regard to |
,what the evidence is as we are'proceeding. - I think'that}ﬂfh“w.
that 1s just the wrong- thing to do.

~ The scope of what I think is desirable at the moment,,éfw=-f

Wthh I would hope that the Fhalrman would perhaps concur

in; I thlnk there is a matter of publlc educatlon 1nvolved s
"rlght now, having nothing to do. with where the’ 1nvest1gat10nfﬁ

s proceedlng, but I think there is a need to let the s

publlc know, if my figure of 170 is a flgure accepted by
A* thls commlttee, as to that kind of educatlonal process to

the public, so they understand that that is really not a

blg figure.
Now that has nothlng to do with what we are 901ng to .

look 1nto, for example, on the questlons asked are we,j '

g01ng to examine this alleged report by J. Edgar Hoover, and:$°

follow through on whether it went to the Warren Comm1551on,p»j

what the CIA allegedly did.

I do not think there should be any responses of that

T e




“things ought not to be.

. ||.: second question.

.“. ,97‘ .

E?hkmrhopefully from time to time when thlngs are-

f,determlned on some definitve basis, then the commlttee,iff
Ethe ﬁhalrman, might decide to have a public hearlng,laha
g;;resent some testimony, but beyond doing it in tnat mahher,
?;andtbeyond just an educational process for the pahilevasie;
1;to what the financial needs are and the 51ze‘of the staff
ifI thlnk it detracts from the dignity of this 1nvestlgat10n‘

;to be saying "No, we do not know of the FBI memo" V*A"We

;fare’going to go into this or that CIA file." I thlnk those f;:

. Mr. Dodd. I thank you, Mr. Sprague.

‘Mr. Chairman, I thank you for allow1ng me - to ask that fﬂﬂ

Chairman Downing. You are welcome.
. Mr. Ford?

' Mr. Ford. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman;t"

I have two questions of Mr. Sprague.

'~ .One as Mr. Dodd mentioned earlier, T WOuld,like to'knowff

_31f 1t is poss1ble since we are talklng about approx1mately |
“,;&170 staff people, each member of this commlttee,vls lt
fp0551ble that one member of the staff could be a551gned to

1feach ‘member of the committee?

Mr. Sprague. In my opinion that is 1mposs1ble really,;,(

ifone reason belng I am not misstating it when I say that

[fhy:170 figure is a bare bone figure. Even to‘come_down“
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“from that 170 by 12, is putting it in a most difficult

'7 ., ) . ‘ . m - ) i ,:»'.V".‘ )
situation, but, secondﬂy, in terms of the staff, thls.ls*a”

a staff that is doing an 1nvest1gat1ve job for you, for tne

public. I can't run an 1nvest1gat10n where 12 people on that:

staff are just smttlng in on every meetlng that we are

rinaV1ng, determining, when I get a report from somebody today,

tnat somethlng is occurring in Dallas, and I want to 51t
w1th my top people to review that and find out wnat 1s to ‘
be done. Ought I to be calllng 12 aldes of 12 Congressmen

:?to sit in, before I then review that and dec1de what to

}idoy and then when I get that underway, I am gettlng a’

iﬁrébort over on the King matter? Do I do that° It is an %R;

unworkable thing to do it that way. T

bg?What is workable, and I repeat again, is the.oblrgatlon.:

anme to keep this entlre[ajﬁmlttee adV1sed as to what is S

?go;ng‘on. I repeat‘what I said earlier,.-Try 1t ny%way,;iiff

;if_it doesn't work fine. Then we will do 1t some other WaY°a;
Mr. Ford. One other questlon° - -

C2F 2258 |

I missed the discussion, but how will you d1v1de the_”}gbi

staff'withvregards_to the King-Kennedy matter,‘or Wlll yqufj§5v»

divide the staff at all?
Mr. Sprague. There is an organlzatlonal chart 1n thef"'"
,baCk of that book that I have there, and in- brlef 1t is }rj

{ﬁ-;js attoggjys and 25 1nvest1gators on each. dl?h




,tTartar
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'-fYou have been very patlent and I think you have explalned in o

"staffed “and I would entertain a motion now from someonefk‘

3\110‘

WMr Ford I see the chart on the back now.

Chalrman Downlng That was gone into this mornlng,_Mr

‘Ford. But if youhhave any specific questions, feel free to

fgo ahead

Mr Ford I yleld back the balance of my tlme

: Chalrman Downing. Thank you very much, Mr. Sprague o

-

“ idepth your feelings about how this investigation should be'hv}

- _conducted.

Now Mr. Sprague is asking, and T think. he lS entltled to,

'ewhether we accept hlS concept of how the commlttee should be 'f

7accept1ng the concept or discussion or whatever you want ‘¢.QA.,

i Mr..Gonzalez Mr. Chalrman, I would 11ke to move that the

}

fcommlttee in affirming its earller approbatlon of Mr Sprague
':as the general counsel and ch1ef of staff, further that
hafflrmatlon by accepting his organlzatlonal chart and

_presentatlon as to the staff organlzatlonal matters 1n accord—

ance with his recommendations.

Chairman Downing. Thank you.
Do I hear: a second?
- Second?

Mr. McKinney. Second.

' Chairman Downing. All those in favor7;‘l
o Hrs, m— g e
~1t'HE§-Buxke;,‘Mr. halrman I would Just 11ke to ask one i




| »answer but I think he can tell you more succ1nct1y

SSEE

VQuestion. "How does this organization anticipate we would -

proceed7

,i?WOuld we be holding hear”ings in the subcommlttees and

thls information brought before individual subcommlttees and

then at the end, the full committee would meet or could we j

have a bit of clarification?
I thlnk the organization seems excellent exceptﬁlfamfnotm,
:gﬁre I understand how we plan to proceed.

'”"Chalrman D wning. All right.

-
R
=

:_Mr. Sprague I turn that one over to you I'have‘an’ﬁﬁﬁb'

‘b& Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, as I see it, W1th each of

3 bthe two subcommittees, the investigation whlch 1s under way

contlnues in greater measure. Of course, I must say there ,yﬁajf

| jcannot}be much investigative effort with the llmltatlons 1n

lstaff thatnwe have now. It would really only be at the
flrst of the year. o

It 1s, as the 1nvest1gat10n proceeds we would be adv1singg,

each of the subcommlttees as to exactly wha géi are d01ng "l;""

that

'w1th people out in the fleld and dlscuss1ng w1th

Tsubcommlttee whether or not at thlS Juncture there is’ any

: problem occurrlng where we need to use the suprena power of 3

that subcommlttee and bring people before the subcommlttee

for purposes of obtalnlng their testlmony and 1n addltlonua;:f

dlscu351ng whether or not we have developed certaln mater1a1




feven’though‘we have developed it out in the field anddwefgot.r
:rt'willingly and there was no use to the subpfeha power |

2 fhnthwhere as a result of what we have developed, we’ ought
:hto have a committee hearing to get that fully on the record .
1jand under oath in front of that subcommltteegheenrnéwln mlnd?f
A,vfthat at some p01nt there would also be a decision whether 7'.

‘ +1t ought to be a public hearing. But that is why I say,; .d};;

7repeat what I said earller the function is to keep the

fsubcommlttee constantly up on what is going on.
iﬁlt is not just a matter of a subcommlttee 51tt1ng and RS

T:ZfPeople belng hauled in to testlfy

‘Does that answer your question?

= bﬁi Burke. Yes.
EN ===

As you see it, then, as the subcommittee is'informed’&i’;
1ﬁ1t is in a private, not a publlc meetlng, as we go through7 -

‘*_,Mr. Sprague. Yes, with a determination then made taklng

?1t(np with the chalrman really, of the entire commlttee'Aa
;I:gness whether or not certain information whrchihas“beenh;ain
-;obtalned ought now to be put forth on the record publlcly

»kﬁfv Let me 111ustrate again what I mean here Maybe thls;;}ﬁ,g;
‘would’heln explain at 1east. my view of it. :

- I related earller about the 1nformat10n about thls{;gf R

dbh: Lovelady It would not be approprlate just to'convene,a thJv-

7hear1ng of a subcommittee in the Kennedy assa531nat10n Justff5“'?“

" jto suboZena Lovelady from Denver and have him testlfy Thédi”;
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‘lflrst step is to go out there and interview him and flnd out:

~what does he know? What does he say about this other photo—

il graph?

‘:3;675bw we have gotten that information. But that does not

- hegate what . is in the original Associated Press phOto.f}Wé

‘-__ought not to be just wastingyour time and this getsibackrto.h'

bhow busy the committee members are in other things;?f:f;;;ff
' We now have to examine this original APvphoto‘ get itffV"

“blown up,get it looked at, find out wha't is there . It may

_turn out that that in fact is still a plcture of Lovelady
That ends that area and we will make a report of that to the‘fi
Subcommittee, but there is no need to have taken the tlmetupff}

‘in the hearing.

:iproceed here and then make that blow-up of the AP photo tﬁ
'fturns out, absolutely, that the person in the photograph JuSthf
'Fhas(no beard whatsoever that he is wearing a dlfferent
1hsh1rt than what Lovelady is wearlng minutes 1ater on ‘a photo fp
'.that is establlshed at that point I thlnk that the subcom-f;{;
mittee mlght well want to consider, with that krnd of . ;:fé;,hf
;1nformat10n bringing Lovelady in, brlnglng in the’exéeftshi_\"
»and the blow-up of the photographs, and hav1ng a hearlng.‘
'Upon getting that on the record they then mlght determlne'f"

?thls is of suff1c1ent 1nterest in the public areaayplt doeSG;h”

not 1nterfere w1th the ongoing 1nvest1gat10n there mlght ‘ff*%-

Let's take the converse of that. Let's suppose as Wef"f;’”




fwthen be an obligation to present that at a public hearingf,f75h
‘rgy“ﬁhat'is my view as to the way in which these mattersg*j -
rwould proceed

Mﬁ‘ Burke. I see.

Chalrman Downing. Do yoﬁ‘understand?
’ﬁfi Burke. Thank you very much.

" Chairman Downing. Thank yoo.
H‘;T'Thank you, Mr,tSprague

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chalrman before you proceed may ’

'jii-request however, because IT. could not help notice. that 1tng¥:
iwas stated that some. material had come in, as L saldveariler ‘”
?{the document unit is an 1mportant unit in thls:investlgatlonhp
Tifand I would request Mr. Chalrman tha t each member of the“‘h%f
;- Scommlttee if they should get any 1nformatlon or ahy.matermalr
?sent in to them, that they forward that or.a copy of 1t to me
hbecause then that w1ll go 1nto our document unlt for that‘
; croes.reference thlng of whlch I have spoken |

b ,hChalrman ;Downlng,‘ That is a good suggestlon Mr; Sorague

'Ihhope the committee members will do that.

"_Mr, Devine;' Mr. Chairman?

" Chairman Downing. Yes, Mr. Devine.
Mr. Devine. In order that we proceed in order"and'ffgjf
- Jproperly, I notice in the minutes of our meetlng on Septemberfv

>29 it was agreed that the chairman be glven the authorlty to ,[

JemPlOY a person or persons to head the overall admlnlstratlon&f :
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\

and/or legal investigative staffs of the commlttees so long

7as the actual title

of a Permanent position not be glven
",and that the word ”actlng” be used in whatever tltle\ls |

| fselected

.QAyNOW in response to a question raised down there

\any such employment could be made permanent only upon conflr-

“matlon by the committee at its next meetlng I am merely i

;ralslng the questlon whether formal action 1s nece331tated L

{by these minutes today as it relates to people that Mr

fSprague mentioned,

,fChalrman Downing. We have already taken fornal*actionﬁ}7

fon Mr Sprague.

AiMr. Devine. Ind1v1dually, yes.

I am wonderlng about the other persons whose resumes

=hhave been submitted, or do we want to reserve on that untll,r-"

,ffavlater meeting?

Q Chalrman Downlng Let s reserve on that,

}It was my thought that should be 11m1ted to chlef

: ounsel and/or staff dlrector top-flight pOSltlonS we wouldfi

, ﬁnot have to do it rlght down to clerical help. Let LS reserve!‘
on that if you w111.

s:Mr. Thone. You did not vote formally,

Chairman Downlng

The motlon made by Mr Gonzalez and
;1t has been seconded, that we accept the presentatlon as ; 3

"offered by the chlef counsel

all in favor 81gn1fy by saylng

1t saYSw%?




EST:
aye} Opposed,'no. '
'ii_Q?The'ayesvhave it. Thank you.

L Now the next ‘item on the agenda is the show1ng of the

Zapruder film. A little background on this fllm
'ff_a Mr Zapruder was a dress manufacturer located 1n Dallas o

v;Texaa The morning that President Kennedy was to VlSlt :f_sz

v }Dallas and take this route, Mr. Zapruder and his. secretary

'Went by and plcked up his 8 millimeter Brownle mov1e camera ff»f
’,vand was fortunate enough to get a pOSltlon of promlnence

7~;where he could v1ew the entire scene. I belleve he was

i istandlng on a pedestal supported by his secretary In any ;_ﬁe‘:ﬁ

Aevent thls is one of the few films of the entlre event

:vaow there were many cameras around that:day, but appar-*f'

iently when the shootlng stopped they very w1sely fell to the&?
Jground or for other reasons did not keep a contlnuous fllmlngp!
fgof the event Thls fllm has quite a h1st0ry . Mr. Zapruder§g
Fsold it to Time-Life, who kept it %5§ or s;gzn years and |

-subsequently,_for reasons of their own, sold it back to

lfﬁbfiMr Zapruder S son for the sum of $1.

’”ff It has been shown in television, I thlnk and maybe someﬁb

'_;:of you have already seen it, but it is, I belleve a start1nggﬁgiﬁ7

ﬁ?-;p01nt which everybody must see and make thelr own Judgment

,ias to what they do see.

”f'The fllm Wlll be shown by Mr. Robert Groden Iddoh;5;;

b

Jnot'see hlm in the room.




Cantot'fisfjsi
4:00 o o

(cont;ofV,
Eilm)
lartaro

1ls Cantor
4:30 -

DocTd:32266815

an expert in photography.

L0 than the Zapruder film.

rh;jjlf fand slldes and 31ngle shots taken at that time.

o e

fto thank you, Mr.

;Commission'

;I do not know.

Q?Ih: Sgrague May we send for him?
Chairman Downing. Mr. Groden 1is known as a'film.expert,

In addition, he has been a-

p:student of this matter for the last eyééen to’ tygzhe years
:?So 1f Mr. Groden and his assistant will come 1n “we w111

1‘hd1m the lights and see the film,

~ We also ask Mr. Groden to narrate as he goeshalong what

we are seeing.
Chalrman one correction

': Mr. Sprague. Mr. ‘ It ieamoref*“flki

He ‘has put together a number of fllmsﬁ;ll

- .Chairman Downing. Thank you.

5ahv£§ film was shoWnEj

eChairman Downing. .0On behalf of the commlttee

We want 'Q7v“
Groden for a very good. presentatlon
'.Mrf Groden.A Thank you

' Mr. Gonzalez. There is one questlon I have.

" The policeman who had drawn his gun and ended uP on ’{Ti‘

'ftop, was he ever identified in the test1mony7

']’ Mr. Groden. Yes, sir, he testified to the Waifenf'

I am'unclear as to his name. It may have been

ﬁBaker or Smith, but I am unclear as to which one 1t was

His testlmony is in the volumes of~theyWarren$=

ipomm;ttee.

55Chairman DoWning;_ Mr, Gfpden,,will you pleaselstickfi

\‘7..
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" stmiek around to see if the committee has questions?
hfhf?ﬂMr. Lhone. Who is the gentleman and what is his interest
there? I do not know that T got that.

‘Chairman Downing. Suppose you tell him, Mr;fCroden;j

b ﬁyour background

Mr. Groden. - All right, my name is Robert GrodenA i-

» reelde in New York City. I have been researchlng the photo-
;graphlc ev1dence in the Kennedy assassination case for the |
hlast e%é%en years. I brought and presented thls ev1dence tofu;.v’
fthe House of Representatives on several occas1ons(for the 7
fturpose of trying to raise interest in some of the unahsweree-}
’v;questlous contained in the photographlc ev1dence S
et - Much of the evidence that you just saw was.never Vrewed f"t
';;by the Warren Commission. All of it was avallable to them
}};The Warren Commission as a body never viewed the fllms that
égou Just saw. |

; The Zapruder film, perhaps the 51ng1e most 1mportant'fta
zpleoe of evidence, was never viewed at all by the entlre'thh
’}Couﬁ1331on 1ndeed there is only ev1dencevthat three or. four .
"Avof the members actually saw it. They did deal w1th sectlonshiﬁtf

¥ 7of the fllm in slide form, but in all the mllllons of words flv‘

’ fln the Warren Comm1851on report, there is not one mentlon

_":not one word as to the backward motion of the Pre31dent s"f;al

ibody, a very peculiar point.

v; I was asked to appear here and present to you the !ahtﬁf
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N ‘There is more evidence available,

- Lcoples, or any of the work,

i Jde31re to know what has happened

2

“2s |
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{photographic-evidence as I have been able te compile<it; )
"I know where a lot of it
but it has not been available for study before..

is, And that_is

?who I am and that is why I am here

€Z7Mr Dev1ne

What has motivated you durlng these e}ééenl
?years ‘who finances your study? |
Mr. I have rever recelved

Groden. = Nobody is financing.

ione penny in a331stance for finding the fllms maklng»the‘i'd'v
cor I have done it purely out of aa:;”-
a dr1v1ng cur1051ty and
jtperhaps the mystery What happened to our Pre51dent?

e I wanted to know. T happened to be in the rlght place at

5 gthe rlght time to obtain prints of the fllms that you Just

ueaw; The orlglnal films are avallable I know where they are.
- If there is any questlon in your minds at all as- to the'e*
::valldlty of these films, the originals can ea311y be checked

iCopleshof some of these, the most 1mportant ones, do ex1st fﬁh-

in the Natidnal»Archives. The prlnts can be verlfled for
fauthenticity-very easily.

" Mr. Devine,.

vAre you employed otherwise? . i
- Mr. Groden. I was up until a feyw weeks ago ' There*Wasp_f;
fa confllct between my job and d01ng this work. I am now R

'unemployed I am trying to g0 into business for myself _ﬁtf_y "

\ e,

”jfafter elaéén years, it seemed to me this was far more 1mportant

fthan a. JOb that would not allow me to follow through on' thlS ?f;’id
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o_dtype of‘workrs

.ﬂand we had somewhat of a dlsagreement among other thlngs

-.JaQZyr. Devine.

lele&én_years?

fprofess1on since 1969.

'>dnate in hav1ng the type of machinery available to me

(there is no way I could have afforded to do thlS work

‘_ithe Pre51dent s head took about §;§; hours to- shoot

’frame at a time, refocu31ng every frame,

L Jfllm

-Docid:3226681%
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I felt this appearance was more 1mportant :

vand

§I am now unemployed.

How did you sustain yourself'dutdng_these,

~Mr. Groden. I have done photo -optical work as my

I developed the technlques whlch you

fsaw here dealing with 8 millimeter blow-up, llquld gatlng
{I am proficient in step- framing and other photo- optlcal

ftechnlques

I made my living at that for several years. I was fortu-fd;'

because;,

v31ngle rotoscope version that you saw of just a close up of

,one:;f}

rep081t1on1ngfthe :ffi

exact p01nt.

These are in some cases done from the orlglnal fllm

,and .in some cases done with a first- generatlon copy of the

£ o

- even . in the blow-up cases where zooming 1n

]type of area, would have been phy51cally 1mp0331ble
fBut the technlques are known and verlfled and they have 1n

;some cases been recreated.

T believe last YEAr an attempt was done to recreate it

Bencn}”ﬁdf

’gtlme for this type of work runs to about $50 an hour fyThei;"7i:':”

-in that fﬁﬁ.ﬁﬁ“
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by the CBS telev151on network show on the assas31natlon

Agaln the time consumption here would not allow the samey*

‘type of work to be done, and this has been my spec1a1ty over
htheryears, 8 millimeter blow-up.

dfﬁ? Chairman Do wning. Let me ask a very 1mportant questlon

Have you done anythlng to alter these fllms so. as to'

- give a wrong impression of what you see?

Mr. Groden - Absolutely not. The fllm that:you saw 4,1:

ﬂat the beglnnlng was requested to show the authent1c1ty of thelf
‘ ffllm and the frame sequence. All I have done to the fllm‘ ol
.phls llquld -gated it to clean it up. I will descrlbe that

;process very briefly,

As the film is photographed in an optlcal prlnter from j;fﬁV*~

. fthe original film to the raw stock or the unexposed fllm for
:the dupllcater llght passes through the fllm If there |
:are any inconsistencies or 1mperfect10ns in the fllm 'such pgs
”é{}jdh;as’seratches or dirt, they will be amplified by the llght

3 Tpa331ng through the film. If you take a low—oxygen contentd.'
pllquld and coat the film as it is belng photographed

‘:tends to make the light go in a straight line toward the dupll-;fﬁd

;catlng lens. This is liquid- -gating.

“ E The other technique 7{? two other technlf.ues I used

. ﬂone is step framlng, whereby you photograph each frame more -
' ,than once to slow it down so that, as it is v1ewed,'you oomeg“f'w

‘prehendehat.you are seeing better,
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as you»saw‘them is exactly as they appeared in the camera’,;f

Loriginally Nothing has been added, ‘nothing has been sub-j e
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gylhe thlrd technlque I used was rotoscoplng, which\ie:

taking a point of. reference and in the aperture, as youf}"“

same p01nt of reference falls on the same spot : ThlS way
you ellmlnate the shakiness of that hand held camera and

ltelephoto lens.

Other than these three techniques, there has beénck B

fabsolutely nothing done to this film. The order of framés s

tracted.

AghalrmanvDownlng. Thank you very much,

» Any further questions of this witness?

Mr. Stokes. 1In your presentatlon you made reference

,to some filmed 1nterv1ews that you have had w1th w1tnesses and
: then you further elaborate upon what happened to the'“”'“
”w1tnesses et cetera. Are those film 1nterv1ews available to’

“us?

. Mr. Groden, Yes, sir. I did not mean to give the:ﬁfff'f

'impression that I had done those interviews. Those 1nterv1ews :
Were~done by Mark Lane and a professional fllm—maker I belleve o
'hls name is Emile D'Antonio. Byt I am not sure of‘the;“jt;;f"

‘exactvname.

?7hf The f11m when edlted down, was released ag rush to

Judgment /1n Wthh many of these 1nterv1ews do ex1st ,Therevare’

"Dhéiﬁeazzﬁﬁaiq.
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) 'also numerous outtakes or sections of those 1nterv1ews Wthh

dwere not included in the film, which I have not seen 'ftBut‘

4H§the film itself is perhaps the 31ngle most 1mportant document

fof now-deceased witnesses and what they had to ‘say.
5? I had thought that perhaps if the fllm and the outtakes

fwere subJectd to a psychological stress evaluatlon 1t mlght

'fald in establlshlng the validity of the storles that 3ppear

—;1n the film.

: ~Mr. Stokes. Thank you very much,
?;_Chairman Downing., Further questions?
ft Mr. Dodd.. Mr. Chairman?

Chairman Downing. Yes, Mr. Dodd.

{[ Mr. Dodd. A couple of things,
The letter, letter or document, I guess affldav1t regardlngM':
2Agent Hosty in his statements regardlng Oswald e
}er Groden. }Yes, sir,

;{:Mr. Dodd. 7f.was that not eventually shown to have been

‘.Vavmlsstatement by Mr. Hosty, and in fact the Dallas Pollce j_h7>
h{Department@)zhere was some speculation as. to whether or not
'_ithey should be shifting blame from them to the FBI, and -;f

’?therefore that affidavit was questloned to have been

: tgst:many Q{t‘ L :
idlfferent from th;xoffIEE?—ﬁho_overheard Mr, Hosty make that;?

statement? -

f Mr. Groden In thls partlcular case, and'where‘it deals

w1th that partlcular document I am not 3ure.%YTherdoeument*f~'
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itself is one of the few exceptions that I went into away

from the photographlc ev1dence and into documentary ev1dence

*\’I do not know of such a hlstory of that partlcular document

|| But what you say may 1ndeed be true

7?Just as that document appears in the report that is the

'way I dealt with it. What you sa1d may be true and I do not

clalm to know one. Way or the other.

Mr. Dodd. How about ~’W+F¢W‘ the dent.on'the:

,chromlng on the 1n31de of the 11m0u51ne in Wthh Pre31dent

Kenned was travelln Més that dent ever determlned to have
y &

been caused by a bullet or were there statements or any
.sort of testimony that:later surfaced whlch 1nd1cated that that

ihad been caused by something entlrely d1fferent7 wl7bll

,Mr. Groden As far as I know it was never establlshed

_;that that bullet 7; that that damge was- caused by a bullet &
_I belleve there has been testlmony to the contrary; but 1t |
fhas‘never been established to a certalnty how that dent‘

-got there And certalnly no evidence has ever come. forward

]as to the damage to the window 1tself

er. Dodd. Lastly, w1th regard to the movement of Pre51—f»r

-dent Kennedy, being forced back and forced forward d1d you
fhappen to speak to any pathologlst or balllstlcsexperts or
'people who would be experts in the movement of a-. human body

upon the ‘impact of a bullet?

'ff;hMr:‘Groden. ~Yes, sir, I have. I have-spokenltolSéveral?y'ff

DocTd: 32266815 Jpage 92




_ﬁ;ﬁjgf3bn«1 have been told, is a stiffening of the body ' What we are
Q'Tfjjé”i:seelng in the film is not a stlffenlng at all but rather a*ﬁ'

~d2?;18‘

"~],;119” ‘

3 of impact and away from the the grassy knoll,jexactiy,in;:
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‘deCtors. I have heard the testimony of pathologlsts
aforensic-pathologlsts and a great many other people hunters{
fpeople who are familiar w1th reactions to bodles as they‘t”

L tare struck by bullets, both human and animal - And the only
'partlcular instance that has ever come to llght whereby an df
{opp031te effect would hold true, as to the transltlon of .
fmomentum from the bullet, would be in somethlng called'“

. decerebrate rigidity, whereby there is rmmedlate}strffen;ng;rff_ -
,uéf the_body and a violent reaction going in anydbossibie?giyengi?}

e ) way. It would not have to go backward or forward, it can ..

*T?jfj1g R
. n'»;go in any particular direction.

W But the one characteristic of this partlcular phenomenon,

:~rag doll effect. The visual thing, and that is the only way
e A:;;I can deal with 1t visual reaction is that the Pre31dent '
FI’HJZE 1was struck and forced or physically pushed backward away fff:

ffrom the source or whatever it is that caused h1m to react

- Given the other evidence, 1nclud1ng the fact whlch I dld ;;ﬁﬁ

vnot mentlon durlng my presentatlon that approx1mately 23
ﬂ :feet as I recall, behind and to the left of the p01nt of
1kf1mpact on the Pre81dent s head, a large piece of skull.fragment;yl

uwas found and it has been pushed backwards‘fromwthefpoint:t;

“accordance with the movement of .the President's_bodyffi?yf5”" ‘
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tIronlcaliy enough the exact motlon of the Pre31dent's‘
'kdbody from moment of impact untll he h1ts the seat behlndbhlm,
_:1t is in an exact direct.line with the grassy knoll both.b
li.;ﬁhe end of the stockade fence and the end of the retalnlng
fwall on an exactly stralght llne e

97 Agaln there is no absolute proof that the shot came ﬂfﬁ

ifrom that point. But the Pre51dent responds, or seems to ],(

respond on such a way that 1t seems quite strange Certalnly

'you have all seen the reactlon of the Pre51dent s body, it5§7*

‘seems qulte strange that there was never a. formal mentlonv;7”“

;of the travel of his body in the Warren Comm1331on report

“bk I do not claim to know the answer why there was not but J

'of eye and ear witnesses, at:least one shot dld come from |

;the rlght front and that is the only way I have been able

;to‘deal with it, that and the photographlc ev1dence i

ﬂf,Chalrman D 1ng Thank you, Mr. Dodd,b

. Fauntroy7

- Mr. Fauntroy. Mr.Groden, in the’body of literature“:g”fh7

9 ndeveloped over the past 13 years by people who have been

N

}1ook1ng into this matter, there have been,alleged a number of
L which . DT
,photographs have either been 1gnored or suppressed or in f]*
'vsome instances destroyed. I noticed in the course of your

- presentation a number of fllms which apparently were not the

;Zapruder films.

:Th,gV1sua11Y. photographically, and according to the Pré;nderancerl}v
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:éi;§7£ﬁu Groden. Yes, sir.
v."Mr. Fauntroy. Were any of these films, say, thé;faﬁed
- inbabushka lady s" film? o
kdang Groden. No, sir, none of those were the famed

| ﬁ:’;;"bvabushka lady's" film. | | :
: 27 I believe you descrlbed that film qulte correctly%wﬁahe?j
f;habushka lady" was a young lady who appears oncthedopposttea°d
?side of the street from Zapruder. For yearsﬁtheuctiticsgaﬁ;‘
5 {hoticed she was there in many photographs and fiimshahd‘tHAtnﬂtd
ﬁshebdoes appear to be pannlng the PreSLdent with avﬁotlon'%ffﬁf
iplctﬁre camera. From where she was standlng at the(p01ht fo;
:the-impact on the President's head, she would havetfllﬁed;;j,ffhvf
gthe entire grassy‘knoll-area | REE]
I have an unconfirmed cortespondence w1th several peOpleeh
{an’Texas who claim to know who thlS young-lady is, and that shee
-:;s;iﬁ fear ‘of her llfe. but she described 1n exact detall
S8 fwhere the "babushka lady" was, what she Vasvwearlng; ahd
fevery s1ngle aspect of what had happened. ThlS 1ady makes the ;'
icharge which is as yet unverlfled that she. was approached
5the day after the assassination and that she had,unprocessed
“f{ ifllm 1t had not been processed yet; that two people had J
:approached her, one of which she later tentatlvely 1dent1f1ed ‘d»
ias someone else, and I would like to not go 1nto that at o
Ethis exact point, pendlng furtherdlnvestlgatlon ':t*{i‘“

;y She clalms that this fllm was taken from her by two men =
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""the Dallas police, and later handed over to the: FBI and had

oo »never been returned to her at least for years. lt had not
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.iwho”represented themselves as being FBI agents. The*filn o
aWas,then to have been processed and then returned tonher,l_Shee
tneverdsaw either of the-g$g:orlthe film again, andithe;film

fhas not surfaced

v}ﬁ?fﬂm&story may be true, it may be a fabrlcatlon clearly

‘ .

{there;was‘somebody there taking a film, :Eom the actlon that
- we see on the film.» We have never seen that partlcularrfllmf

or several others.

Mr Fauntroy Do I take it that i 5

':‘fthe photograph that you showed of the flgures behlnd thefﬁjhfdibf:

yifences,was Gﬂ!l the Mary Moorman photograph?

- Mr. Groden. | Yes. The rather gralny black and Whlteliﬁ:;lbj

“’Polar01d photograph was the Mary Moorman photograph h B
5second of a series of two. The first one, as alleged by

iMfS, Mborman or Miss Moorman, I am not clear Wthh igﬁfq_,,l

CMr. Fauntroy.  Ms.

Mr. Groden.  Ms., okay, Ms. Moorman. —o ‘to have shownhflff

jthe dep031tory window that Oswald was alleged to have been 1n.f

:Thls plcture was taken from her along w1th the second one by

| Everyone who orlglnally saw that photograph sald 1t dld

‘dlndeed show the deposrtory window at the exact moment orfff_“

around the exact moment that the shot was flred v Srncezweﬁhave

:not%seen;the photograph, there is no way.t0’determine‘whetherﬂf
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Maﬁyone, Lee Oswald of anybody else, was in that photbgfaph;
<“ But she did téke a photograph which she turned over'ﬁb:the =

|| Dallas police, and we have never been able to see_it;Qf 

2%3&Q'Fauntroy. Thank you.

'f;;Chairman Downing. Again.on:behalf ofithe'cbmmittée;glyuv

;Want to thank you, Mr. Groden. I think this is aﬂptopefﬁfﬁ f

pléée_to.start'this investigation and you have>cbntribﬁted;,_'

et

_greatly I think to the committee, both you and your assistant.

'So the committee thanks you.

xf '£éiscussion off the record:)
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3¢7Chairman Downing. Restate your caveat as to film for
the purposes of the record.

"f Mr. Sprague. Mr. Chalrman and members of the commlttee,

ibf I thlnk I ought to make 1t absolutely clear that the fa‘h“

Qyiipresentatlon of the wyﬂy@ss that we just had here was only
Eito acqualnt the committee at the threshold w1th photographs
hfof the scene. In no way are we presenting that w1tnessy;fw
lytor any concluslon; inference, his 1nterpretat10n ofushadows,;p
ﬁjthlngs of that nature. That is why we are comﬁenc1n§.the1;¥fih
i?lnvestlgatlon. It was felt that it would be helpful to have L;]

“Esome picture at the beginning of the scene of the crlme, i!“l

.a;whlch we are going to present in the case of Dr. Klng as-
;fwell. Obviously we intend to get all of the photographlc
tﬂev1dence that is available, the orlglnals, and have them,;f“

1;exam1ned for subsequent presentatlon, but thls is not,~e

‘iand was not thought to be taken in any way.. as presentlng
2§anyth1ng.1n terms of any. 1nterprtat10n or concln51on.hﬁf;?j~
= The only thlng I do want to say, that where there.was
_ipolntlng out of a Mr. Lovelady who appeared to have altid{
?hotlceable k1nd of bearddand a strlklng red and}black shrrt; e
};tnat our 1nvest1gators did fly out to Denver and‘presented‘rld'
dfthat picture to Mr, Lovelady,‘merely to asoertain trOm hrmi‘ﬂf"

,118 he the person with that apparent. beard and black and whlte

iv”‘ffshlrt and he has indicated that yes, that is so° That 1n nof}

. fway 1nd1cates that that person that appears to be 51m11ar to
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' Oswald is not yet Lovelady as we are going to have to,d
investigate that photograph and blow it up into a lardernﬁ
:fthing and have it examined. | :
97 I do want to repeat that what has been presented 1s_h

j!only just the prellmlnary 1nformatlonal plcture, so to

’fspeak taking us back to the scene, ‘and I for one do not S

;*accept any conclusion or 1nterpretatlon.
”"gjé R Mr. Dodd._ Mr. Chairman, I don't understand then. ‘If& I

<recog1nze we are not reaching conclusions by seelng these

“;ffllms but I don't understand why we have a closed se551oniaf¥7

.Lwhen viewing them. It is not a conclusion. No one.here 1s,;i 1
;statlng in fact thlS is exactly what happened- based.on\thls
ﬁfparticular witness' testimony. I don't see whatvwe‘areftijfij
fjeopardlzlng by having the meetlngs open. | 8

I am- w1lllng to listen to a reasonable reason why.r,

*‘ffamhnot trying to be difficult. I just don't understand why

f§3}7} 7;itish0uld be‘olosedo
5fef;;. : - Chairman Downing. The great problem here-ispthat,dfi?qt
“ﬁf;;éf ””1t is open, the witness is g01ng to have to omrt references !
B ﬁ whrch he might have’made 1f it was not open.; In'other words;?,

de don't think it would be proper in open to talk of Lovelady.p
fHevhas a rlght to some privacy untll we are ready to éet-» |
rjsome basic ev1dence from him, or severai of theﬁother 2

Jthlngs which counsel mentioned this mornlng°t ﬁéfWéﬁla.ff*n~

szrobably have to w1thhold those, and that I guess is. the bas1s
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-ffor the closed session.

) )
A*authorlzatlon for subpgenas. I don't see anythlng that

i a question on the authorization for subgéenas.t-Are you - .
t?talking about the names of people whose testimony webwantzfgh”
3§tefpreserve?

“jThere are a number of agenc1es such as 1n Tennessee who

zThey just want to be protected and have a subgzena served

uh~fserved on them. That is the category that I am talklng

.rcerrect.‘AMr. Sprague, you said before that what we really

132
E?Now tomorrow we have the Klng assassination slldes, .the

would come up from here on in that would really.warrant a
closed session, unless counsel disagrees with me;;ﬁyifgfffif
" Do you see anything on thﬂ remaining agenda? ;oo e

. Mr. Fauntroy. ‘Mr. Chairman, I would just like to askf;x;

TﬁiMr.'Sprague, Mr. Chairman, not quite at this.pointl}"ff'
' Zhei s
fhave ‘said that they will supply all of there materlal to us.;
n them, so what I am requestlng is the authorlzatlon of
the commlttee to be able to serve those suheéénas.hﬂ%*n“?

1 am told, for instance, that the A55001ated Press on Jf

that one photograph that you have seen here of thlS one S

. Mr. Thone. Mr. Chairman, I don't want to start where

‘ﬁw’
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‘,awherew1thal to conduct a thorough 1nvest1gatlon.

fﬂwe all agree with that.

“,sens1t1ve materlal

d‘#jwere talking aboutgs

"”ﬂﬁfié’?*tne size of the staff,

133

’fneed now ié an educational forum here to acquaint the public.

and members of Congress with what you are going to need and
I thlnk

I thought we had a- brllllant

1:opportun1ty to do that this mornlng and we closed the doors,»”

rion the press at that time.

§Z7I appre01ate that occa51onally you may have some real

and at that tlme, hopefully at the end

f of the morning or into the’ afternoon )i you can have a‘“
'fvote and go 1nto executlve session, but 1t would stlll seem'{f
fyto'me'that we are missing a tremendous opoortunity‘hertho

f;evolve or to consummate this educatlonal process that you

.,"5"'7’0”".' pUseS

I thought you dld a. very,'very

fisklllful jOb this morning of dramatlzlng to the 12-member
jfcommlttee here on why you really needed thls 170-man staff

?fmost of whlch of course,would be lost to the publlc.-;ﬁfii;?vﬂ

P

Mr. sEragu » Mr. Chalrman, in response to that 'I:do_

ﬂilifthlnk that the presentation as to the need of the staff,

is a different area, however, from,.

}L*Qhé&,;;the actual nltty gritty of the 1nvest1gatlon, and I frankly .
};wonder to what extent it appears as though talklng about the'ﬂ
'?fareas of 1nvest1gat10n and the gatherlng of ev1dence

';bubllcly is conducrve, as we sLart an 1nvest1gatlon.,;1hf

githlnk there are two different areas.

"‘-VMr,:GOnzalez. May I say somethlng in that respect’f’if'




' open and all.

'5fthe thlng that. they would have hung their hat on,

=?1nvest1gatlon by the Congress.

' "'\k'134< .
%?ZI believe every member here of - the commlttee has a

similar feeling if you want to have everything out in the o

Nevertheless I will point out one thlng thata,

lﬁﬁhappened this morning that mlght have been 1nh1b1ted, had

you had the press present, and I think that would have beenQﬁ;H

! Co

and that_ﬁrf

71ils the inference that the 1eak1ng out of that memorandum

i%supposedly from J. Edgar Hoover came only after a request had

v

ﬁfbeen made by you and the staff from the FBI.

slfi f{.é;we would find ourselves pltted against the FBI from the veryf['_V

utset. Why go into that?

The press isn't 901ng to accuse us of hldlng anythlng

at. thlS point. There is nOthlng to hide and they know 1t,v;ﬁlh

area of fre
Chairman Down'ing° I think that is well stated Mr,‘wflx'
Gonzalez.

. Mr. Stokes?

" Mr. Stokes. I have some further discussionpon this -~ .~

3gp01nt. I have some real problems with Shroudingﬁeverythinggfj,
'gln secrecy when you are constltuted in order to make an.

For 1nstance, thlS afternoon

’;1n the mov1e that was shown here, I falled to see anythlng |

' Now that is what they would hang their hat. on,,and then&fffﬁ

;but it is essential that we dlstlngulsh between the proper ,Qfﬁ »

e and open’ dlscu3310n, w1thout glVlng a fleld daya_;f

to some dlstorted reportlng of segments of that dlscu551on. o




'-flt Occurred and who might have done it, et ceterag amﬁ'lz 7

_'Just seems to me that unless someone can show me what

I would further question, wmmdmm the constralnts of an

?-ffyou want on it.

ﬂ;back on it perhaps it could have been.
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“Habout that movie that was of a sensitive nature that should

have been w1thhe1d from the press or from the Amerlcan publlc.

-~ I don't see any difference in that film and this book entltled

o  or BhisoHep

,f"Cover Up,’Athls book here entitled "Betraya;,% mmm@haa book

1l here entltled'"The Umbrella Man," in whlch all types of

?theorles are advanced with reference to the murder and how

'“was sen31t1ve about 1t in terms of the 1nvest1gat10n, that'

‘thls was an unnecessary portion of executlve se551on,kandiﬁf~'

_vexecutlve ses51oqj\“éat am I to do this afternoon 1f the press

ens ' '*lﬁ
ﬁ%gﬁ to call me and ask wme about thlS mov1e. What constralntsivj

r'»‘fare upon us with reference to a mov1e of thls type'>

| .
Chairman Downin There-are.no constraints. You were
7 ” __\_n-.-g ; =

f-fshown the movie, and you are free to make any comments,ﬁ‘fn~ﬂ

"Mr. Stokes. Then tell me why it should have been ff'}fﬁh

e shown in executive session?

'-Chairman Downing. Because at the t1me we dldn t know

;_exactly, I didn't know what was going to be shown," qukingkl

Yo Sprague. Mre Chairman, may I respOnd to that?/
n't; Chairman Downing. ' Please do.

S Mr. Sprague. If I may, and T apologize if T appearftowf.
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lenterpretatlon.
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lbe’a‘little too abrupt with the committee. I do not ‘mean

to be. I thought that part of what we had at least suggested

_thls mornlng was that statements to the news medla would
ftonly come from the/ghalrman or the press alde for the commlttee
,;or someone designated by thelﬁhalrman, and it would seem to».

vj“me that that is the answer to what Mr. Stokes Just ralsed

%’I hope we do not get into the 51tuatlon frankly, where

| everybody here comes out of a meeting and gives hlS ;”a:f,:”

'ylnterpretatlon of one 1tem and somebody else glves a dlfferent

'II

if_M Thone. Mr. Sprague, let me interrupt iflI ﬁayf?¥;

7*r1ght there.

You have 12 members here. We have got seven or elght o

;i”',ffmehhers of ourvstaffs here. Mr. Sprague, you'have been 1nfn¥f;
f:the prosecutlon business quite a whlle 1n Phlladelphla._ There,
zﬁilswno way that statements are only going to come from f;fhﬁf"
*1Cha1rman Downlng or from yourself on an 1nvest1gatlon-llhe’;
’ithls.‘ We are just klddlng ourselves if we thlnk that that

fgls g01ng to happen. Ié;just won 't happen that way. That is“?
Eganother relnforcement for having your open hearlng, because“
"fhthen you stay awvay from the rumor and the tw1st1ng and the

Lvturnlng and everythlng else that will 1nev1tably follow.?ff

Sprague. May I get to the second part of my o

r‘COmment there?

. There again with all due respect, when[itfisfpointedfggif[ ;
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I out let's say a book" here "The Umbrella Manﬁég/trayal

ﬁithese different books, they may be written by 1nd1v1dual

?authors for whatever thejir Purpose, but I do thlnk when

something'appears before the Congress of the United,States,
that is-what you are, there is a greater significance;to‘

1 it.

Z?I thlnk that if you think that just to present somethlng

i1f{and let the public in, 1t 1mpedes our ablllty just to hear

*“and review thihgs, some of which may not be of much value,

‘some may be,

but if everythlng that you are g01ng to have

tates on what you do, and the presentatlon of matters |

"facceptablllty Just from the fact that you have rev1ewed 1t

FFE:?and looked at it here.

It almost comes across -as though “,

éxyou have seen fit to glve thls a certaln hlgher level of

importance by the presentatlon before you.
" Now I am not saylng that there doesn t come a tlme wheaf
_You have -seen certain matters, that you may not make a f:_f“w'

"VL?decision let's have a public hearing. Let us. present that

'1hfthe'public‘forum, but I don't thlnk that you are g01ng tovgt‘ﬁ
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:help an 1nvestlgat10n by just starting out ang saylng ietns
have everythlng really publlc here.
27Dhu Stokes. Mr. Chairman, may I respond further‘to that’*
th thlnk it is going to be necessary then for thls commlttee
ijto try and adopt some type of guldellnes w1th reference to |
ﬂifwhen we go into executive session and when we open‘it’toh
fethe publlc. ‘ |
' '77, I would disagree with Mr. Sprague in the.sense that 1;
'L?the presentatlon made here.thls afternoon, when presentedr”:h
Ettoﬂ12 members of Congress, 1s being presented to Condress,,p
-:and.the publlc has a very real vested 1nterest 1n hearrngsvff

i';@and 1nqu1r1es of this type when we were constltuted for the

ffpurpose of making an 1nvestlgatlon on behalf of the

vamerlcan people.
e I -would be the flrst to say thatwe ought to go 1n

'7execut1ve session when there is somethlng sen51t1ve to the

d total 1nvestlgatlon that mlght in some manner be dlsruptlve

\Il

ffor have some adverse bearlng upon any w1tnesses to appear befor

»da‘ybngress1onal commlttee, but obv1ously the majorlty of that

'Q‘whlch we have recelved in executlve se551on today, there ;
N ﬂﬂﬁ%n ' v o

{;haseSbeen gbeenq sen51t1ve, nothing of an adverse nature

;fln terms of the public or w1tnesses, and 1t would seem to me

%'*_ffthat we.. have spent a great deal of the Amerlcan publlc s‘ﬁgf'

o _tlme in executive session which they ought to have been a

fparty t°-{j ‘
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‘-Qf,fibulldlng a foundation here today as I see it.

Lﬁ&ﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁéﬁﬁﬁiﬁi

”fffyote to close this one.
ﬂ”.ffthe,fllms and so
"55manner.

j!that Mr. Sprague

Gse551on.

5;8 years after the other.

:EI think it is in the publlc interest and aaam I thlnk

Tgtomorrow as we did todax

:‘,wconclu51on of the basics,

g]whoever wants to make any statements necessary,

- always is.
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- ) . . o Y
;ggr. Devine. Mr. Chairman?

Chairman Downing. Mr. Devine.

Mr. Devine. Mr. Chairman, I generally almost‘Without

. exception favor open sessions, open hearings,dandﬂ:jdidn't,’

I might say, however, that the atmosphere 1n whlch we~

;took the basic information from Mr. Sprague and'V1ewedji;j

~forth was in a very orderly busiheés—likej

I think if the press had been permltted nere, we.u

?would have had a carnival-like atmosphere._ I don t‘thinkﬁ;_h

bee" L
could have been as candld as. he ha A ,I

' fthlnk we are in a posture today of bulldlng our’ foundatlon,

?;the basis from which we will launch the 1nvestlgat10n..ff._

- I think it is perfectly proper to do this in. executlve :

You know they have waited 13 years after one,

I thlnk we need a few more days S

f?to get our feet on the ground before we open to the publlc.,f

it will gweﬂ' |

:)more respectful 1mage of the Congress to have our hearlng

Le -heaving
and if you want to open up at he

then let Mr. Sprague and you or
but.we;aregxb
Chairman Downing. There is merit onrboth_Sides'as there”

~ I tend to go slow in-closing‘up.:'
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§7Do you see anything tomorrow that p0581bly should be |
discussed in a closed session?
~‘¥gr. SRrague. Mr. Chairman, of course I echo what:Mr;
’;hevine‘just said. I think that the presentatlon has been’
ffon a more professronal level just because we have been 1n'
tfé#ecutlve sessron, and I would hope that we‘wouldfcontinue
vin:that veln. When‘I notice on here authorization;forﬁ

[‘subggenas, I do not thlnk it ought to be a publlc dlscu331on

D fvln terms of the issuance of subgﬁenas. I note that one of

t‘the areas yet to be discussed is taking up w1th the leadershlp
:1n the Congress ahead of time now gettlng, maklng sure that '
Csthere is the appropriate fundlng°

I am not a member of Congress, but I questlon how much

o i“of a dlscu581on of that nature would be really nelped by

»fd01ng it publicly.

" Mr, Dodd. Mr. Chairman, may I make a suggestlon7 ‘hé"”"

2 Mr. Stokes hlt .on a point that I 1ntended to’
{yﬁéﬁtiono I see‘here some question in all of our mlnds”about o
»iekactly whﬁn we should or should not be is closed se551on:;efov
;EI think maybe the first thlng we ought to do would be to‘
ﬁihave some sort of criteria laid out. T thlnk more spec1flcallyt
;;@rf Sprague, in terms of when you belleve we shoulc and'J
ifshould not be in closed sess1on,. There may be a dlfferent
fiset’of guidelines we ought to be following than what wel

yﬂtradltlonally follow in the Congress in terms of hav1ng




14 1»/#5

closed sessions. Traditionally, ang my more senlor colleagues

f"here will be in a far better p031t10n to talk about thlS than
oI, but it has generally been when it has been natlonal securlty

',’j{or sen51t1ve data 1nvolv1ng the personal llves of people

f*that that has been invoked, and 1 think- you are talklng about

;Jsomethlng that is entlrely dlfferent than what we have y"

frtradltlonally followed in the Congress in terms of closed
fféh ;yse551on rulesorj

e 2?1 thlnk before proceedlng maybe we ought to have those

0 ifcrlterla lald out, dlscuss them and then make a de0181on

'”7;f‘fjabout whether or not we ought to proceed in thls-manneri"

_ghalrmanvPowning, Chris,'suppose we dovthiS°':LetQ§'h

ﬂMr. Sprague and I get together and try to come ° up tomorrow.f
,Mmornlng with some crlterla that would be acceptable,j*""’f'

Mr. Dodd. I thank you, Mr, Chalrman.

ff:Chairman Downing; But anyway we w1ll try to come up

”1w1th it by tomorrow mornlng,g If it is ruled closed and youvh
*@iwant to make a motion to overrule the Chair, you are
' ‘ifperfectly able to do so.

One other thlng. - Please leave your folders on yourﬁ e

tjdesks and they will be picked up by members of the staff

fzé} ;the booklets, They will be brought tomorrow 1f you want f{f:’

}”them. If there is .no objection -

“”

. Mr. Fauntroy?

“:Mr. Fauntroy. I am concerned that we have ‘a. little
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,‘better grasp of what we are 901ng to look at than we‘have i_
" had today coming to the meetlng. I am anxious to feast upon
fiwhat you have in mind in terms of what we look at I just
ifwonder if it is that big a rlsk for us to look through
fithls materlal .

. """":'WChalrman Downlng It is, Walter, because you have}g‘ot
;iw1tnesses by name to be sub%genaed and you have got the”'e
Eiltne and mode of questlonlng of certain w1tnesses,

Don't you agree?

. Mr. Fauntroy. No; I didn't even know thatfthatfwasjﬁﬁf o

|I- involved.

Chairman Downing. You can see it any tlme you want

i”t but I think we ought not let it get out because thosejfff

fﬁw1tnesses w1ll not cooperate,

'i‘ The staff has 1nformed me that this room is’ not open ﬂ{#}

- The commlttee is adjourned to meet again tomorrow at

: éf10 o'clock in @ room to be designated.

E@hereupon, at 5 20 p.m., the committee was adJourned"ﬂ,;

"wgﬁfto reconvene at 10 a.m., Tuesday, November 16, 1970:3

-ftomorrow but we w1ll flnd a place and will notlfy you.ggﬁffﬁl ;-7




