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' ‘ . regulation thought only of what 
might be. ' 

"

- 

But ‘correction is not in dogmatieally 
applying mother kind of idealism that 
seeks to write what might be in pro- 
duction graphs and cost-benefit curves and looks not for the total reality. 

g 

Reality is that workers die violently. and reality U that many deaths are 
avoidable. ,~ 

.

4 

Either brand of dogmatism makes 
only controversy and strife. not prog- 
ress. ' 

Recently l read an old summation of 
an official report from last year that 
reviewed the handling of one series of 
accidents. - 

A

' 

The report found the investigators 
unconcerned with isolating the causes 
of the accidents but .mightily con- 
cerned with issuing citations. They had missed the point of their iobs. 

1 suggest that the point. and the re- 
alistic thing. is to get about the"busi- 
ness of finding causes and remedies. 

A l.J'I'I'LE PIECE OP‘ THE ROCK 
_(Mr. WYDEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for l 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) - 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. Speaker. in the 
past few days I have _received’hun- 
dreds of letters in opposition to legisla- 
tion aimed at curbing money market 
funds. l rise today in support of these 
funds which have given Americans-of 
modest means a piece of the rock in 
our economy.

_ Two letters sum up the feelings of 
Oregonians who are writing me. ’I‘he 
first is from a middle income wage 
earner who wrote: 
Forthefirsttimelnourliveamywifeand 

I believe weare getting afairshare onour 
small life savings investment in the money 
market. For the first time, we are barely 
keeping up with inflation because of the 
higher return from the money market. 
A retired couple wrote: 
George and Louise Jefferson of TV fame 

finally got s pece of the pie. Retired folks 
like ourselves need to hang on to our piece. 
iusttonn-vive.ssanyofushaveraisedour 
children. built modest savings and invested some of our assets in money market funds. We need our 1noney market funds as a 
hedge against inflation. ' 

?erh8D$ the best line of all was the 
conclusion of this retired couple's 
letter which said, "Everyone wants his 
piece of the pie, but it's the small 
pieces held together by common need 
that keeps the pie whole.” »

. 

According to statistics, individual in- 
vestors have sunk nearly $66 billion in money market funds. These investors 
include working couples, retirees. near 
retirees. -single men andwomen and 
even entire families who use money 
markets to save together and invest in 
a better future. They are everyday 
Americans. They are Americans with 
~iust a little bit extra who have to make every little bit count. 

Letter after letter l have received re- 
flects a keen interest in saving, in in- 

vesting in the future. in putting away a nest egg-exactly the goal we_ all 
have been trying-to achieve to help 
revive the American economy. Gmali 
investor after small told me they are Joining 
funds because the 
avenue open to th 
inflation so wha 
today will still be 
morrow. 
Thatheaactlythepointlwantto 

underline today. Money market funds 
are successful because they allow a 
great cross section of "America to 
combat inflation one-on-one. to defend 
what is theirs. Btripping small inves- 
tors of this opportunity is like asking peopletotakeofftheircoatsina 
snowstorm. ' 

Without doubt, the banking and 
thrift industries have s right to be 
concerned about _a “level playing field” when it comes to offering instruments 
that are competitive with money 
market funds. And savings and loan 
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‘institutions. which are suffering from 
disintermcdiation because inflation is 
high and people have withdrawn sav- 
ings, are" quite properly alarmed at the 
prospect of paying even steeper inter- 
est for savings deposits, while still 
holding long-term loans at relatively 
low fixed rates.

, But the issue is whether money 
market funds are a cause of the -finan- 
cial industry's woes. The answer is no. The cause runs much deeper, to issues 
such -as overregulation of interest 
rates and banking operations, to errat- 
ic management of 17.8. monetary 
policy and to perpetual Federal deficit 
spenkciitn,‘-g that crowds private capital mar e 
It is not money market funds that 

have brought down small banks and 
savings and loans institutions. They 
a.re caught in a profit squeeze because 
marketplace competition—egged on by 
double-digit inflation-has driven up 
the cost of deposits while yields from 
investment portfolios Primarily mort- 
II-8e8.~ have not kept pace. 

-If money market fimds disappeared. do not believe for a moment that all 
would be well with small banks -and 
savings and loan institutions. The 866 
billion now invated in money market 
funds by small investors would chase 
other high-interest bearing instru- ments—and the cost of deposits would 
remain high for small banks and sav- 
ings and loan institutions. Their prob- 
lem would be the same. ' 

I do not pretend to have the solution 
that will salvage the thrift industry in 
thiscountrywhichissovitaltomair» 
taming a sound housing industry. Per- 
haps new types of mortgages. will help. 
"Certainly achieving a balanced budget 
and getting the Federal Government 
out of the "borrowing business will 
help. Maybe soon we will need to look 
carefully at a program to assist foun- 
dering financial institutions. .Idoknowweheadinthewrongdi- 
rection if we blunt money market 
funds, one of the few weapons the 
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battle infla- 
than bitter- 
rage because 

ricans of modest 
piece of the pie 
from the pie in 

want to save. They want 
tion. They will do what is 

to accomplish these gosls-_- 
if we let them. They want more 
choices, not fewer choices. If any legis- 
lation is to be considered. let itbe a 
measure that gives financial institu- 
tions authority to compete with 
money market funds. 
Duringmyyears'ascodirectoroft.be 

Oregon Gray_Panthers. I worked to es- 
tablish a program so countless senior 
citizens could pool their meager sav- 
ings and wind up with enough capital 
to make sound investments that re- 
turned a fair yield. Everybody benefit 
ed. The seniors were pleased because 
they were getting more than the inter- 
est on passbook accounts. For some se- 
niors. - it was now worth lt_._.£>, set money out of pillowcases and""ahoe- 
boxes. where before to t.hem it never 
seemed to matter. Many financial in- 
stitutions were pleased because more 
deposits rolled into their vaults. and 
stayed there. People who needed -loans 
benefited _banks had more money to lend. ‘ 

Money market funds are a logical 
extension of the modest program we 
developed in Oregon. They encompam 
the values of pooling resources for the 
benefit of the saver; the financial in- 
stitution, and the creditor. ;-ghere is 
minimal risk, but there 
return. ' ~ 

The day will come whentlqngress 
balances the budget. the Federal Gov- 
ernment gets out of the borrowing 
business and interest rates drop that 
money market funds may grow less at- 
tractive. But I cannot foresee the day when the principle of allowing small 
savers and investors to‘ band together 
will ever go out of style. Nor should it. 

If capitalism means anything, it 
means that rich and not-so-rich alike mn share in its risks-and its fruits. Why should only -the wealthy have 
access to investment instruments with 
appealing returns? Savings pools and 
money market funds-and instruments 
yet to be developed-assure that the 
l‘i°t(t;le 

guy gets a piece of the action, 

SELECT ON -ASSASSINATION - 

(Mr. STOKES asked and was _given 
permissionxte address the House for l 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks and include extraneous 
matter.) 

. . 

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker. as the 
former chairmanof the Select Com- 
mittee on Assassination, I have. from 
time to time, reported to the'H_ouse 
about events that have transpired 
since -the committee. completed its 
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up-1: so rm 
workinJulyl0'l0.lrisenowtobring 
aotheattentionoftheflouseseveral 
ln_lts November 1980 hue, the 

lems. . . sionthatourworkwas 
Washingtonianprintedalessthanfa- dumontheim vorable article about the work of the 
select committee by one of its former fl1e'Omrdllggy 
investigators. Gaeton Fonai. The com- 

deutiai analyst. Therewas. lnahort, 
noiustlfhblebasisforthcl"Bifio- 

ea 

3 
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sorhlakeyhas 
scientistalssk 

clusionofmyremarks. ' 

mittees former chic! counsel. Prat 0- llr.-Speaker. I have not yet decided Robert; Blakey. who now "teaches at how to pursue the matter of the per- lhe N089 Dam? law B61091. and its iormance of the Department of Jus- former deputy chief counsel. Gary ticeinitshandlingofouracoustical Comwell. wrote responses to ‘Mn -studies. Theliational seleace~rioimds- Fonzfs piece.‘ While Professor Bla- 
key's short letter‘ was published. Mr. Cornwelrs fuller treatment was not. 

tion and Rational of Sci- 
ences have underway a study of what, 

- if any. additional work should be done Because I bellevethese two statements . gn gm; Q11‘, whq; gm; gtudy g mm. should be part of the historical record. 
I ask that they--beprinted in the Con- 
caassroruu. Rscoap at the conclusion 
of my remarks. ' 

In addition, Professor Blakey and Richard Bii1ings,‘a key aid on the 
select committee's staff, have lust pub- 
lished through the New'York Times Book Co.. f1'he Plot To Kill the Presi- 
dent.” The book ‘ls an- effort to go beyond the findings of the select com- 
mittee and name those who were behind the President's death. The au- 
thors -asked me and our former col- 
league, Richardson Preyer, who was 
the chairman of the JFK Subcommit- 
tee. to prepare forewords for pomible 
inclusion in the book..ds it turned out, the manuscript exceeded its contract- 
ed-for length by over 50,000 words. and the editors at Times Books asked 
Professor Blakey and Mr.'!3ii1ings to cut the manuscript down considerably. 
It was not, there ore. possible to in- 
clude Mr. Prcyer’s and my remarks in the puiblhhcd book. Nevertheless, I would like to share them with the 

pleted, I will make a decision. Until 
that time. I will continue to keep the House informed of items relating to 
2: work of the former select commit- 
The material referred to above fol- 
Tn JFK Assassnnmolrz A "flsssrwxrrs 

. Want‘? 
therecord straight, at least 

letter can adequately 
000-word article. Gaeton 

mo “Who Killed JFK?" (November 
I \ 

Ilr. l'ionsi‘s thesis is that the investigation 
of the House Select Committee on Assam!- 
nations was a fraud. For those who are about the truth. l refer them to the commit- 
tee's 686-page final report and its accompa- 
nying 21 vol f innes o supporting hearings 
rid related mater-his They peak for them- ves. . 

Butllr.Ponzlgocsbcyondapeneralchs_r- 
aeterimtion of the public portion of the 
commlttee‘s work and levels a number of 
specific charges against me personally. Each ofthem h either simplyfsise or. worse. a 
half-truth that misleads by what it omits. Their publication without giving mean op- 
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House, and I ask that they -be included ~pg;-muggy go |-5-pang qu mo“; hum“. in the Qonossssronaa Rnooap at the 
conclusion of my remarks. 
Finally. Mr. Speaker. I note that on December 1. 1980. the Department of 

Justice released a report of the Tech- 
nical Services‘ Division of the Federal Bureau of investigations on the acous- 
tical studies of the select committee. The FBI report found that the scien- 
tific work done by the select. commit- 
‘tee was invalid. Although X asked the Department to work with our former 
staff and its scientists, the work was 
doneinsezret,andt.heFBlreportwas 
released before anyone connected to the select committee had a chance to look at it. We had hoped that collabo- 
ration would have been possible. since 
truth, not one-upmanship in public re- 

example: Hr. Fonsi suggests 
e investigation profession- 
ving that organised crime 
in the President's death. 

thousht it 
led to 

hm. 
To 

that 
ally 
had 
Rot 
highi 
the assassination 
would not have imiu 
the assassination of the 
have been too risky a venture Nevertheiem. I did not let'my perso has affect my professional conduct. ' 

Bubiect‘ to inevitably finite resources. the committee's investigation was. therefore. 
structured to pursue all compirac! hypoth- 
eses, including. most importantly, official 
involvement. whether domestic or foreign. as well as those embracing a variety of 
other relevant grol-ID! within our society. not excluding organized crime. 
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latlons,waswhatwasatstake.Wehad ‘ T° “*°_"‘°'-5°’ ¢"mP*°= M“ “M grgd. too, to avoid misimderstand- quotes me as saying that the committee's in- 
vestigation was ing to be the"last investi ‘UT ‘B knew the ,"fl°n.n_‘s H I gt! uroganuy M Services Division was relatively inex- 

perienced in the acoustical field. The Department of Justice. however. did not choose to collaborate, and it must now suffer the consequences. Profes- 
sor Blakey and our scientists have 
carefully reviewed the work of the FBI insofar as it was posiblc from the incomplete data released and have de- 
termined that the FBI fimdamentally 
misunderstood our scientific -and evi- 

noonecouldaddtoorsubt.raetfromany- 
thingt_hatldirected.Ahalf-trui:h.lnfact.l 
said it would be the last investigation unless 
itresultcdinamajorbreakthroughthat 
radically-changed the view not rmlyof the American people but also of its governmen- 
tal lcadcrs about those tragic events in 
Dallas seventeen years ago. If so. we-then had the reasonable expectation that the Dc 
partrnent of Justice would reopen the inves- 
tigation and bring ourcongralonal efforts 
toalawfulconclusioninaiudicialforum. - 

0otlntsoua.lrmdllycoossdsthat"l 
hirnedouttobewronavedidmahsog 
Qlorbrsakthroufli-thedsvslopmsat 
m:isntifleand¢.hersvidenosahowlm 
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willinsnem 

lnclirmtlon to 
misstatements 
truth.8ufflce 
by me. as he 
nbkctivity 
ployed him 
vcstisator f 
he had com 
arnncot Lee 
was convinced 
the meaning of 
members

_ “Ahab” and to hh 
“tabby Dick") ' 

Noncthelcss.ldecidedtoretainhimbe- 
cause I thought that his obsession would 
help amure that his aspect of the commit- 
tee's investigation oar. Fonzi was but one 
invcstlsator on one of 
rmearchers. and 
Oswald leak: he 
would receive its full 
sumed a Iisniflcant portl 
sources-personnel. money. and 
‘nae oommittcets lnvcstlgati

_ find rem-s “Great White Whal muse we—Pomi and l—did not 
cause the evideme was not 
1"onal's article. in short. is not 
about the commit-tce's invostigati 
sad self-revelation of a single man 
mania. V 

G. Rosurr Burn. 
_ Professor alum, 

Notre Dome Low School. 
Nora.-(Blakey was chief counsel and 

staff director of the House Belect Commit- 
tee on Assassinations.) 
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(1 Iqponse‘ to "Whok'il1cd JFK?"by Gaeton 
Fonz! in Die Washingtonian) 4 

(By Gary Cornwell. Deputy Chief Counsel. House Select Committee on Amassinatlon) 
It docs not takeaca.refulreadingof"Who 

killed JFK?” by Gaeton Fonzi (The Wash- 
ingtonian. November 1980) to realize the 
l'bnzl'si.utentwastodiscreditthslnvc8tis'a- 
tlon of the House Belect Committee on As- 
sassinations. lidr must a reader be especially 
well-versed on the subject of the Kennedy 
assassination in general or the Committee 
investigation in particular to recognize that 
Pbnzl, who served as a Committee investiga- 
tor. had his own pet theory about the amas- dnation—one that he had acquired before 
the Committee even existcd- and that his 
failure to document the validity of this 
theory was a source of deep frustration. 
(Fonzfs theory. which is based on the testi- mony of an anti-Castro Cuban exile. Anto- 
nio Veciana. is that agents of the Central 
Intelligence Agency had rn'astermi_nded the murder of the President. For eveidence, he 
relies cn‘Vcciana's statement that -on one 
occasion Lee Harvey Oswald met with a 
mysterious individual, an apparent intelli- 
gence agent whowasknowntovcciana as 
llaurice Bishop.) The article does, however. 
contain severe distortions of fact and falla- 
cies in reasoning which may have escaped 
the attention of the casual reader with lim- 
ited awess to reliable information. distor- 
tionsandfailacicsthat weretheresultof
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experts like 

told the government 
an effective investigation 

believe that the CIA-or at 
ficials of that agency-had a 

President's death, more is lest 
ir faith inthe Americansystemcf 

gov rnment: government policy h affected 
Readers of 'l‘he Washingtonian are the deci- 
sion makers-members of congras. execu- 
tive branch officials. politicians, judges. and 
eitirens who cast votes"-who will dictate the 
future conduct of such investigations: and it 
is they who will decide if and how the gov- 
ernment. including the CIA. will be 
changed Thus.’ if reliance upon “eyewit- 
ness” accounts such -as I‘onzi'a is misplaced. 
if his attitudes and criticisms. however spu- 
rious. are made convincing by his talents as 
a writer. national policy ofvthe future will 
be based on erroneous assumptions to our 
mutual detriment. For this reason the arti- 
cle merits careful analysis 
lt may initially be helpf consider 

what the article is not. lt is ‘as it pro- 
claimstobe.an_articlebya"topU.8.gov- 
ernment investigator." Bonzi is s iournalist 
by trade. and he was but one of many inves- 
tigators employed by the Select committee. 
Although the article is title. "Who Killed JFK?". it does not provide an answer to that 
question. And while The ‘Washingtonian 
boasts that the author broke “his oath of si- 
lence.” thereby suggesting some grand pur- 
pose is to be served by the daring revela- 
tions to follow. the article B in fact little more than a retelling of Veciana’a story of 
the mysterious Maurice Bishop (which the 
Select Committee had already published in 
-its final report). embellished by Fionzfa 
speculations and opinions.

. 

It is those speculations and opinions that 
are most troubling and detrimental, but 
before considering them in detail it might 
help to put them in perspective by taking a 
closer look at ‘Vecla.na's story. To attempt to 
rmolve the question, "Who Killed "JFK?" by 
focusing exclusively upon the testimony of 
Antonio Veciana. as Flonzi docs. a number of 
other questions must be answered. Was 
there a Maurice Bishop? if co. whatwas his 
real name and affiliation? (Ronni speculates 
that Bishop worked for the CIA. dismissing 
the possibiiitythathe wasemployed by an- 
other intelligence agency, -domestic or for- 
eign, or by some private organisation.) Did 
Bishop really have an encoimter with 
Oswald? (Veciana could be credible but mis- 
taken about hh observations. which he him- 
self described as brief and fleeting. Such 
eyewitness accounts a.re widely viewed, at 
leastby laWl?o!'l.assuspeet.)l"inally.evenif 
Bishop did meet with Oswald. what was the 
significance? (While Ponsi would have his 
readers infer a connection between the 
meeting and the amaaaination, several other 
explanations are equailyplausible, especial- 
lyifwe."likeI'onsi.areconstrainedonlyby 
the limits of our imagination.) These are all interesting questions, and 
they were so regarded by the Committee, 
which investigated them to the extent possi- 
ble. But in I'onai'a suggestion that Veciana'a 
story reveals who killed President Kennedy 
anything more than irresponsible myopia? 
does the importance of Vcciana'a account go
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amassination. 
eiana later identified oiographs as 
I.eeBarveyOswald.Anything moreiaaheer 
speculation. There B‘ no information as to who employed Bishop. and there h no evi- 
dence that Bishop either had foreknowledge 
cforplrtidpatedmtheassassinationfve 
eianaspecificallysaidhehadnoanswerato 
thesecrucialquestions.andeffortsbyI'onzi 
and the Committee to shed light anthem 
in dentl were not depen y successful.) 
Ponzi's article is not. then. a revelation of “Who Killed JFK.” nor is itan expose of what“insideraknow.”Whatitisisone 

man's speculation about the CIA and his 
opinion of the Committee. !'ion.zi's frustra- 
tionatnotbeingabletoproveaClAplotis 

- perhaps imderatandable; the way he has 
chosen to vent it. however. h not He blames 
his frustration on insidious forces. intimat 
ing that had it not been for a continuing 
conspiracy (apparently between the CIA 
and the Committee) to keep him “very. very 
busyandeventually. . .wearfhiml down.” he could have established his case against 
Bishop and the CIA. This assessment of blame and unsupported speculation would 
not be so harmful if expressed privately or 
idly pondered by those who make no pre- 
tense of having "inside" information. It 
seemsthatnearlyeveryonelmeethashis own theory about the assassination. and 
perhapaduetothecharacterofthePresi- 
dent and the nature of his death. emotional 
attachments to particular theories -often de- 
velop.mthatrespect.Fonsimaybeingood 
company-at least numerically. But Ronni 
has now proclaimedhimself an- expert on 
the assassination, and his theory and his 
opinion of the Committee. by their publica- 
tion in the Washingtonian. have gained a 
measure of credibility. 80 it B not enough to 
answerFonzi bysimplystatinghe iswrong. 
Ponzi bwins with a reference to the Com- 

mittee's mandate, House Resolution 222, 
which called for “a full and complete inves- 
tigation and study of the circumstances sur- 
rounding the assassination and death of 
President John F. Kennedy. . . ." He then 
asserts that. “like the Warren Commission. what the House Assassination: Committee 
did not do was ‘conduct a full and complete 
investigation.“ and opinm that “. . . what 
the Kennedy amssination still needs h an 
investigation guided simply, unswervingly 
by the priority of truth." Finally. Ponzi 
asks. "Is it unreallstic_.to desire. for some 
thing n important as the asassination of a 
President. an investigation unbound by po- 
litical. financial, or time restrictions?" Al- 
thoughhe apparently intended the question 
to remain rhetorical, it merits an explicit 
snswe. Clearly. when you stop to think 
aboutit.theanswerisyes,a.tleastinthis 
country, it is unrealistic. \ 

,

' 

llveryday.eiti2ensofthiscoimtryaresen- 
tensed to long terms of incarceration. and 
occasionally even put todeath. as theresult 
of investigations that are not "unbound by 
politiml. financial or time restrictions.” ‘Hie 
time and financial restrictions result from 
the budgetary limitations of our. police 
forces and investigative agencies, and the 
“political” restrictiom arise from 'our'basic 
system of checks and balances (limited

\

s 

.aassinat.ion~of a President". are 

inwusarmu uoonoasnnonaaauxnur-rnnnm ifllflfl

8 

5225;: 

Eg; 
Egggg-aggifi

E 
5;§§s!§§i‘i§z

. 

.§§§§E§§%§§§§ 
§§§§§§§§§.a§§i 

cneinstitutin) 
BecauaecurIi- 

§GY 

vutigative 
liberty 
of that 
“prop 
the 
tions 
hinty. 
country. 
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‘Should the death of a President be 
deemed sufficient cause for changing our 
system of government? Should the Commit- 
tees’ first chief cotmael. Richard A. Bprague. whomPonziappearatoadmire.havebeen 
granted what Itmzi believes he wanted: 
total power, and tmlimited financial backing 
and time to pursue “the truth"! Bhould the 
political limitations have been removed -m 
Bprague could have had tmrestricted access 
to the ClA'a computer system. its central in- 
dices. and all of its “raw” investigative files’! 
CanwedismisstheClA'ainterestinpre 
serving its semitive sourcu and methods as 
beingofnonationalconcern?Orisitthat 
Bprague should have been given the last word on their protection ‘or abrogation. so 
that the search for “the truth" would have 
hadnoroadbloeksinitspathrandwhatif 
intheend—afteraliClAfiluhadbeenre- 
viewed and all agency officers. agents. and 
employees had been uuestioned under oath—there still was no absolute proof of 
!onzi'stheorfllntheabsenceofaClAeon- 
fsion. what then? Mass administration of 
truth serum? Jail terms for the recalcitrant 
at BDra8ue's whim? Or perhaps Congrm 
should then assume absolute power. taking 
over the executive branch. But. even with 
absolute power. financial and time rest:-to 
ticns would still exist. Suppose Bprasue 
wanted everyone who watched the motor- 
cadeinballasinliovember l963tobeinter- 
viewed,_nomatterhowlongittook?Andif 
his own invatigative resources were insuffi- 
cient. should Sprague have had the Dallas 
Police Deparhnent put at his disposal? 
Should we be willing to forgo policing the 
city of Dallas until thePresident's murder B 
solved? Until the CIA is proven guilty. _ 

In his article -Ponzi describes me as 
“brashly pragmatic.” If that means l tried 
to make the most of the investigation. given 
the inherent political. financial; and time 
constraints. I take the characterization as a complimt. Nor do I object to the applica- 
tion of hindsight to asses performance and 
suggest what might have been done better. 
for I readily admit that some mistakes were ‘made; I would never say that criticism of how the federal government too often oper- 
aiesknotneededliorwouldlsuggestthat 
so-called exposes of the inner workings of 
government. to be of value. must come from an unbiased source. I have spent my entire 
profemional career working for the federal 
government. and much oi my energy has 
been expended in criticizing the policies, 
procedurca and performance of the "agen- 
cies I have encountered. l believe. however. 
that my criticisms have been-in intent and 
effect-comtructive. lost of l'ionzi'a criti- 
chim. on the other hand. are not construe 
tire: they are based on gross distortions of 
the facts: they are impractical, and they 
serve only to undermine the credibility the Committee's" investigation deserves. The 
Committee did conduct “a full and complete
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etaii. which 
consisted primarily oi homicide detectives. 
hwasotthehighcatooalitmornaistingoi 
Qdicated proieaaiomla. hit ior one lien!!!- ant recon Qrh wu Int a typical hanicide 
hrvestlatbn: weewere 15-years late. Oover~ 
aorJohn8.ConnallyvMd1yrnade the 

t our hearinaa He 
the world aince 
tanned to could 
here they were 
President Ken- On the other 

vestigation that 
cction whatever oi 
érining oi Novern-_ 
ore. or the week 

mean that our investi- 
value. On the contrary, 

they gathered valuable iniormation about 
‘relationships between individuals oi interest 
to tn. and they periormcd other very useiul 
iunctiona. (‘Boat significantly. it was our in- 
vestigative ataii that made the most impor- 
tantdiscoveryoiailzitturnedupthebailas 
police dispatch tape. which intimately ca- 
hhlished that two gunmen tired at the 
Prsident.) But due to the lapse of it yeara 
wewereiorcedtorelymoreheavilyonan 
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_analyaiaoiactentiIicdataandonaievlew'o1 
voluminous tiles of government agencies, 
auchasthel"B1,ClA.a.ndBecret8ervice, 
that contained data recorded in 1963 and 
earlier years. and somewhat less on tradi- 
iional investigative techniques. This mm in 
emphasis away from traditional investiga- 
flve techniques was trustrating for many oi 
ourinvestigatoraaoditmadefllakey and 
rne wonder whether we should not have re- 
tained a somewhat smaller investigative 
ataii. and spent more odour limited re- 
sourcsandtimeonacientiiieanalysisand 
file reviews.

_ Such second-ruxing oi onr investigation mtwhhatandmg 1 believe the American 
people got a comprehensive investigation. 
Iedtdnotanswcranthequstionshutwe 
did locus our_ attention on the rnaior areas 
ofinterest. Purther. wetook ahard look at 
thoseapedirie hues ineacharea that a‘p- 
peared likely to shed new light on the relat- 
ed qustions oi conspiracy and the perform- 
ance oi government agencies in 1963-1964. - 

‘ An excerpt trom lanai‘: article is worth 
repeating. aincelts significance’ apparently 
escaped him when he wrote it. In the summer oi 1079. Ior an undetermined 
reason. Antoniovecianawaswounded ina 
shooting mault. His daughter. a reporter 
iortheliamiliewainrefiectinalllonthc 
dtempt on -her fathers lie. Qold oi her 
pride for her iathcr“s eiiorts as an anti- 
Qstro leader, and Ponzi quotedlrom her Ion. “My American iriends never under- 
stood the politim or the violence that comes 
with Latin politics.‘ Ana Veciana wrote. “To 
this day ‘ihave not been able to explain. but 
only to dmaibe. the pamion Cnhans iecl ior 
the freedom that's taken tor granted in this 
country.“ "lie Ana Veciana. I believe we 
otteniailtoappreeiateourirccdorn,a.ndwe
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Brarannr wr lama Drona. 
Boss: Banner Ooanrrrraa oa Assassina- 

i from - 

When I-became chairman oi the House 
Select Committee on Assassination: in 
IlarehlI'i."I.liaccdaaeriaoiimrncdiate 
ai.aca_'i'he Committee‘: iunding resolution 
hadharelvheenapprovcdhytheflouseand

E 
conildenceinourahilitytoaccorapliahour 
work wi 
high. 
and 
new 
the 
and 
army wi 
field gen 
iorce headed Oontrmman Chrieto 
J.DoddciOonnccticuttoconductanex- 
haustive search. Based on the recommenda- 
tions oi the American Bar Asociation. the 
Federal Bar Amociation, the National Asso- 
ciation oi ‘trial lawyers. the Association oi 
American Law Schoola the National Dis; 
trict Attorneys-Anociation. the American 
Civil liberties Union. and the NAACP Dela! 
DelensePund.wedevelopedaliatoi lid 
possible candidata. oi whom thirty-iour 
were aelected ior interviewing. and thirteen 
were actually interviewed. In lay the task 
ioree three oi the thirteen. 
Whedoneoitheiinalistsdroppedoutmy 
choice was narrowed to two.-and I selected 
G.RobertBlakey.thenaproieasoroilawat 
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d ohiectivitr was not 
needed to be done, 

was to lllbvint a 
Alter

8 

the Cornell law School. In my iflfllhenty 
Blskey exemplified the criteria oi the Com- 
mittee‘: search: investigative experience. 
prosecutorial experience, administrative ex- 
perience. integrity, and proiessional stand 
ins. He also had another valuable asset. 
which was knowledge oi the peculiar loll- 
ways oi Congress. for our investigation was. 
aiter ail. a congrsaional investigation. Whm Cong:-amen Dodd asked Proiessor 
Blakeyiihemlghtbeinterestcdintheiob. 
he said no. hut on reflection he agreed to 
talk to us In addition ting with the 
Committee. h {rank discus- 
aion with me ed to be done 
and how our be accomplished. 
(It was during that conversation that the 
decision was reached to announce Profmor 
8iakey'a appointment at a prw conierence 
in which it would _be announced that there 
would be no more press conierenus until 
our report was written, and our work would 
proceed without further public ianiare.) As 
Ilookhachonthecourseoiourworkirom 
that Point-irorn June 197'! to July 1979-1 
realize how iortunate we were that Proies~ 
aor Bhhey dung-ed his mind. Without his "Q1115 anduntiring eiiorta, our work could mt have oorne to_a successful conclrsion. Row that Yroiesor Btakey and hia-col- 
lclsue. ‘Richard N. Billings. have written 
thelrownhookahoutthedeathoiPrsident' 
Kennedy. I w thh iorewardto 

our investi- 
have writ» 

‘oi their 
so doing, 

that
o 
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aka5a 
theiimlpu 
waaable 
lweredthoae 
tabiishcd tin Remedy was 
waainkceping 
iierdiictal 

oiacon- 
nIovem- 
thedeter- 

Oom-

§ Warren Oommiaai 
their performance leit some 
fired. (There h a certam 
that our findings in 
were nearly iden 
thraasaasin, 
there was 
the FBI 
periormance. 
was sadly lacking. both 
Dr. King heiore his deat 
gatian o! his amaaainati 
hearinaa ended in 
that tlie'Oo'mmittee had 
amld;wehadiulflIled0url_egisla _

- 

tion. For the Committee -to 
to investigate the iaaoe of individna‘Lreapon- 
aihility further would have hecn:unnem- 
aary and inappropriate: 
wehadlearnedallthatweneededtoknow 
to recommend legislative reiorm.'whlch we 
did. inappropriate because our mandate 
mlled ior iactfinding ior the purpose oi 
making recommendations. not an assas 
ment oi individual responsibility. As estab- 
lishing personal guilt is rightiully allocated 
under our Constitution to the executive 
branch and the judiciary, further invstiga- 
tion by us would have been improper. 
I recognized then. oi course. that there 

were loose ends at the termination oi the 
Committee's existence. and there still are. 
althouahlarngladtoaeethatmakeyand 
Billingshavernadeaneiiorttotiedowna 
good may oi them. Obviously, it is.to be re- 
gretted thatihere are matter: outstanding. 
butaslsaid duringourpuhlichearingsilie 
iiaelihasrnanylooseendsltrmyweilbe 
that all the troubling issues that have heen 
raiscdabout thedeathsoiPresident&mne~ 
dyandDr.Kingwilineverbe8ullyrsolved 
iorithaahcenmanyyearsaincetheydicd. 
Borncuncertaintyiainevitableinanrrncen 
tatn world 
Finally. I 

remarks at 
cernber 1978 
1980. llevcr 
qrond as it 
aassinations 
not receiv 
mensurate We cannot. o 
cannot bring ham 
Martin Luther Kilm. 
he.a guide tor the iu 
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Csararuut. Jon I. Kmvsso vaoornmess 
The importance of this book-and 

important book—ia that it carries 
sis oi the evidence in the assassination. 
President Kennedy well beyond the po thattheCommltteewasabletorsachinthe 
time available and with ‘the constraints 
under which a committee of Commas must worLAstothecomtralnts.thishasit 
should be. for individuals may speak with a 
freedom that a committee of Oonsress does 
not have, But putting their analysis and 
conclusion aside. the evidence Dlakey and 
Billings have marahaled is -extremely im- 
prmsive. I was ableto review the facts pre- 
sented to the Committee not only as one oi 
its members. but as a former federal iudge. 
and. as such. I subjected the evidence to the 
aeverestsortoftests.lntheend.lcameto 
conclude that it was not a question of whether there had been a conspiracy in the Kennedy massination. but a question of who the conmirators were. Our conclusion 
was. therefore quite different from the one 
that was reached in 1984. Much oi the evidence that was put before 
us consisted of the statements of witnessu 
whose reliability had to be doubted to some 
degree due to the passage of time. ii for no 

IO 
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other reason. Witnm testimony or circum- 
stantial evidence alone would not have been 
sufficient to lead me to vote to reverse the 
historic verdict on {resident Kennedy's 
death. but there was evidence that did. My ludsment did not rest on it alone. as I care- 
fully reviewed the entire record. but the 
acoustic: evidence was the crucial part that. 
to me. tipped the balance toward conspir- 
acy. The acoustics evidence. a tape record- 
ingoftheactuaisoundsofthe assassination. was most convincing of the presence oi two gunmen in Dealey Plaza. its detail fit com- 
fortably with the detaillof real life. As ana-_ lyredby ourpanelofexperts. thetapeap. 
pea.redt0mct0beuna§_aiiahle:22echoes 
oi shots from the Texas School Book De- 
pository. as well as the grassy knoll. reach- 
ing the position of a moving motorcycle. 
which was located in photographs lust where the acoustic experts said it would be. 
Since echoes travel and reflect -at known

I speeds.thepclicetIpehadtohavebeenre- 
corded in Dealey Plaza or its exaét acousti- 
cal replica, which obviously does not exist. 
in addition, the wave-forms produced by the 
sounds on the tape had the unique signa- 
ture oi supersonic bullets. and they matched in time the physical reactions of 
President Kennedy and Governor Connally, asthey wererecordedinafilm of theassas- 
sination by Abraham Zapruder. Finally. the wave-forms were consistent with the posi- 
tion oi the motorcycle. Certain spikes on a 
graphical display oi the tape coincided with 
the sound of shots coming over the wind- 
shield of the motorcycle beiore it turned 
into Dealey Plaza. and other spikes coin- cidedwith shots tired fr‘om"the sideand. 
rear of the motorcycle after it had made the 
left-hand turn from Houston onto Elm 
Street. 1n_view of this kind oi evidence. I came to said at a press confer- 
ence on W9. the day we released 
ourflnal reptrhthatitwould take agreater 
leap of faith to reject what the tape told us than to believe it. We should not shrink from the impliations of the evidence. -The hardseientiiie evidence of a second 
glmman. therefore. altered my perception 
oi the witla testimony and the circum- 
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stantial cvithrcewhichnolongerhadtobe 
the proof oi the pudding. I was. ior exam- 
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of Orleam District Attorney Jim Garrison in 
1061. (Actually. one oi the Clinton wit- 
nesses. a Louisiana state legislator. told us. 
hehadnoi.iiiedthel"BluponseeingOa- 
wald‘s picture in the newspaper after the as- 
sanination.) But when they appeared 
beiore the Committee in executive session 
in 1978. they struck me as sturdy. honest 
folk. who had no reason to lie and whose 
testimony was_ candid and consistent. The 
other evidence that I find most impressive 
asithasbeeninarahaledinthisbookwas 
not all the product oi our investigation; much oi it is presented here for the first 
time. it is the evidence that describes the 
nature oi organized crime and then links 
Jack Ruby to organised crime. which in 
turn links organised crime to the assassina- 
tion. Here we see, for example. the role of 
Ruby. minor though it may have been; in an 
organized crime activity in Havana in 1959. 
(As a member of the Committee delegation 
that traveled to Olba. I had a opportunity 
to evaluate this information firsthand.) 
Having established Ruby‘s organized crime 
association beyond any doubt. Blakey and 
Billings go on to show that there was no 
convincing reason. other than his oiianiaed 
crime association. for Ruby to murder 
Oswald. I could almost contradict myself and say the Ruby link to organized crime is 
the proof of the pudding. Coupled with the 
police tape. it leaves little question of the 
existence of a conspiracy and who. in all 
likelihood. enzlneered it. One other comment needs to be made 
about this distinctive book. There is an 
abundance of books about the Kennedy as- 
sasination. and I have read a good many oi 
them. Yet I iound this book uncommon. and 
not because I worked with and know the au- 
thors. This is a distinctive book because 
Blakey and Billings bring the reader into 
the reasoning process. Rather than expect 
readers to accept a conclusion at iaoe value. 
they invite them to make their own evalua- 
tion of the evidence. This is an open-minded 
and objective analysis. While not all people 
will agree with all of its conclusions. myself 
included. it makes an honest effort to come 
to srips with the evidence. I commend it to 
those who want to learn the truth about the 
events in Dallas in November 1963. 
Wasxnccron. D.C.. July 1980. 

Mmroarummr on tn Amlarsrs or res 
Acooswlcai. Evtoancs ‘bur Snows Tan Two Snoorsas Wsasnv D!A_l.IY Pulaa on 
Novsalsaa 22. 1963 - 

_ (Notre Dame Law School) 
~ comm-ras coscsusrons an 

. aaconralrnarrons 
On January 8. 1979. the House Select 

Committee on Aaaassinations reported its Judgment that '[s]cientiiic acoustical evi- 
dence cstablishiedl a high probability 
(95%! that two gunmen fired at President John I. Kennedy" in Dealey Plaza. on No- vember 22. 1968. B. Rep. No. 95-1828. 95th 
Cong. 2nd Bess. p_. i (1979). The Committee 
also conduded the President was “probably 
amaminatod as a result of a conspiracy.“ Id. The Select Committee's acceptance of the 
acomtical evidence showinatwo shooters, 
one from the Texas School Book Depository 
totherearoithe_President.andonefroma 
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prints 
the 
smoke 
at the time 
immediatelyaiterthefiringstoppedaman 
leaving the picket fence area. who falsely 
identified himself as a Secret Service Agent. 
The acoustical evidence. which consisted 

ofarecordingoithesotmdsoftheassassb 
nation accidentally broadcast by a motorcy- 
clepolicemanintheflantothepolicedw 
patcher and recorded on the police dispatch 
dictabelt. was also independently corrobo- 
rated by other seientific -evidence. Photo- 
graphs were ‘located oi the motorcycle po- 
liceman in the prectsepoaition that sounds 
onthedlctabeltindicatedheshouldbein.A 
film oi the events of the ansssination 
showed action in the film that confirmed 
thattheahootinswasoccurringatthetimes 
in the film and from the directions that the 
dictahelt indicated. Timing and direction were also corroborated by ballistics evi- 
dence. neutron activation analysis. and the work of a forensic pathology panel that re- 
viewed films and x-rays of the President's 
"After making its iindinga on" the manner 
oi the President's death. the Committee rec-

E 

‘ommended that the oi Justice 
and the National Science Foundation "make 
a study of the theory and application of the 
principles of acoustics to forensic questions; 
using the materials available in the assassi- 
nation of President John F. Kennedy as a 
case study.” id at O.

_ 

IATIOIAL ICIEQ POIIIDATIOI ITUDY 
On August 14. 1980. the National Science 

Foundation authorised 823.860 for a study 
(independent tests were not contemplated) 
by the National Amdemy of Sciences on the 
work of the Select Committee. The study wastobeheadedbyProfessor Norma.nS. Ramsey of Harvard. The report by the 
panel was d_ue in January. 1981. The expec- 
tation now. however. B that it will not be 
completed until the end of March or the 
early part of April. 1981. .

e 

fitbecemher-l.i980.areportoft.he 
Technical Services Division of the Federal Binmu oi Investigation on the work oi the 
Select Committee was released to the 
public.Seel2iiCong.Rec.H l23d9(da.ilyed. December ll. 1980). The 22 page report. which was not accompanied by supporting 
-t_iocumentation and did not rest on inde- 
pendent anpirical work by the FBI on the 
dietaheltoraounminDeallyPlasa.iound 
that the oonclmions of the Select Commit- 
tee were‘“invalid." since it was neither shown that gunshots were on the dictabelt nor that aolmm originating in the Plaza 
wererecordedonit. 
Accordingtothelml report. the scientific 
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elements 
acoustically sinceitwn 

V 

.N£_wumMDflh& 
FBI reoortthen simply ueerted 

conclusive?‘ eyewitness testimony 
had been presented to thebommittee that 
themowrcieiemieruphonewurecordingtn 
I>eaiey‘Pisneod;_tlntehotawerem!hetAre 
eordedonit. 

‘

- 

ooamnn-ourucnmous ’
. 

‘l'he!'BI'rep0rtontheIorkoithe8elect 
Oammittaee tundsrnentnliy misunderstood‘ 
The eclentiiic analysis relied upon by the 
eommitateezttdidnotnnkeetindingoi 
hientiw llwpaeanihetwemnnnfleged 
lhot horn the grimy knoll and n known 
lhotiromitztheiindingwnsoinbtpereent 
gohehilit.yolsnmtdi;8t.ntednnotherway. 

e-Committee‘:-ltudy recognized that 
therewn-I.tnl\¢t.l6pereoa1 
theiniormfliono!IhedBnhd_ 
reeentngumshotmnnthegrnsy 
flndingnfidentity (100 pereentivnsnot 
pr-scticelbemuaeottliehmreciseetnncter 
oi the dispatcher‘: recording eqflbmentl 
Oonnequemiy.thepnrpirted“1ind"hythe 
FBI of I match (run Greensboro. N.C.. did 
not undermine the Committee's ecientiiic 
nnniysiv Henathe-stntktical probability 
oi95percentIunotniteredhythepur- 
ported flnding oinn ohviomiy mistaken 
match. and the FBI‘: assertion that-the 
Omnmitteeincotsticnl nmlysis was “inval- 
kl”-doesnotwh.hstnndeiosenna.lysis.The 
Oommittee’s iiml moeptnnoe of the 95 per- 
eentsideolthewohehilityrntherthnnthe 
lperoentdde,1noreover.rest.edontheoo- 
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*'i11emcstcim1&Iereeamm-stcenheottered 
'I1whyt.he!'B1rqaortmbunth:stoodtheI:ientiIie 
nrldnmiytlalwortoithefleieetthrmmitteebthnt 
theBuran‘stemni1tmwaehen>ertncedIith 
thelophi:tii3tedlint.it.icn.llldlc0\ilfla1m'0u.~ 
duree employed by the Qnnmitteei nclentists 
('DntiltheworkoitheOo.mmittee.t.heBureauhad 
never exnrninedltmilnrncoustiai l:5ues.)ln eddi- 
t:lon.1orreesonst.lmremah:ooecure.theBurean 
d.eecih'iedtoIor-kIiththeOunmlttee'sldentiltsin 

prepu\t.iondhcitiqnedtheirIort.prei'er- 
ringtorevle\r~|thnaetnndto|eielIethecritin\I.- 
puhiicnily hebre the knnitateei lciezlists‘ hul 
iheopporttmity,toeunmentmpossihlemisunder- 
standings. Aviens ehnritnhie comment would note 
the nppnrent institutimnl uni-illingnessm ilmto 
admit thattnerflihledtohrrestlgnteedequateiy 

the-Prdknthl . Ihedenthoi lei 
I its-lind"rnntehedsUe 

hythefirmmitteeh 
potter! 

the 
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on the under 
direct evidence can 
the dictobeit. that 
touching on how 
was recording. In 
the dictabeit ohm 
tablished by the nbundsoee eircunntur 
thl evidence tint corroborated the version 
at the assassination recorded on the dicta- 
helt!-0. Robert Bhkey, Protmor oi low, 
February ii. 1081. , 

only’ _|au 
immediately 

crophone new oi 
Ins Q- 
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‘ Om|:b#d9r.Inm.la1ehZ7.!)81. 

llonlomsflroxn. 
Houeeqflepreaerztaflvel. 
Wuhinato1LD.C. ' 

Den-Oongreusmnn8tokes:Wereaivedon 
2Decemher1980thecopyoitheIBirevleI 
oi ‘The Acoustical Reports Published by 
the House'8elect0ommitteeonAssassinn- 
tion.r'ths_t7ougrsciomlynntus.Aswede 
cinredinourJointpnhi_icsintementoitDe- 
cemberi9_80-lcopyoiVhichinttnched.ve 
lta.ndih'm_inourcmmctionthatour!ind- 
hmaue1ogica11ynnd<scientiilee.liycorrect 

disagreecompieteiyUiththeconcin- 
oiourvork 
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Dede! . 

mientiflcnlly 
eordingoiflhnnnei 
Department radio 
eoundsoigunzhots.. 
thel"BI'arep0I'tnndy 
failed to understand ei Amethods 
thstweneedorthenntnreoithe probiun 
thstwaspoeed_tonsAsnresult.,intheir 
reportthel"Blmertzpremisesths.te.retr- 
relevant, makes deductionsirom onrrepart 
that ore incorrect. Ind presents findings 
thatsreunsupported. ’ 

'1'heHouseSe1cctOommitteeonAssasi- 
nstions(BSCA),nnderyourcha.i1-manship, 
oeiected Bolt, Bemnek & Newman. Inc.

2a 
theFBi 

4BBN), to lnaiyze I Dictahett recorded by 
the Dallas Police Deputment (DPD) on No- 
vember 22. 1963 waee ti it contained sounds 
associated with President John F. Kenne- 
dy’: nsassination. ‘lhia DPD Dictoheit eon- 
tsina recordings of trnnnnksions trom I 
mobile police unit whose microphone was on 
before. during and utter the naassinstion. BEN Ins asked to determine it the mobile 
'BertrnndRusel1.‘flnePIob|e_nu'ufPhilooop7| 

I40. dealt with coherence In thh hshion: “in 
rwrdtoprohcbleopimon.Ieanderiveg1eetu- 
3n.nce!rcmcd1amoe.Ihh!:IeIe)e1$edust.he 
definitionoit-l11th.hutnmydtaiuen.au:-itaion. 
Ahodyofhdividmiiynrohehleooinimltflthq 
nre|nutun1lyeoheruii.,hecomemnIeprohoh1etin.n 
Inyoneofthanwonidheindividun1Iy.!tklnthis 
Iuthntmnrryeeienflfiehypothaancqnhethelr 
pohe.hility.'l\eyIthte|eoherently:temol 
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moving 
duee fine aoundsnctmliyrecorded 
DPD.fliecanbinnticnoithesenndlngs.as 
velluthetimingnftheimpnlsegromnon 
the DPD Dictebeit. hi BEN to conclude 
thstitlsverytmiihelythntthetourimpnlse 
groupsrecordedoni.heDPDDictsheitcuuid 
hsveheencsuaedhysnotheraouxoe. 
Buhsoéuent to the BEN nmiykbflthe BBCA examined films oi the motorcade 

that depicted. st the time oithe amnion-‘ 
tion.thepe.rtolthelnotorrcnderoutewhere 
Blihlhedtoundthotiliemohflepoliceunit 
wiihtheopenmicrophonewouldhsvetohe. 
The BBCA observed In these film: that 
therewuindeedemotoreyieioiiowingthe 
path described by the BEN snniysigeven 
thoughthemoioreedeu-deroivehidesde 
ecrihed in thewnrren Commission report 

nnyrnotoreyeiesnearthnt 55
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Eigsg med! 
glmshotsnntehu 
with which the 
ttniiimousinereectedto 
Aithmllhthelflcd 

flndimlwerecorrohonted 
acoustical evidence.the 
lame uncerhinty about 
lhotssndtheir 
nordiditnttemm 

onthe 
gunfire 

lnnlysisdidnotexol 
mane unknown source eouid produce im- 
pulseeoundslhnilnrtothceeohaved on 
the DPDDictahelt.‘I‘oreducethenncer- 
tninty about the third impulse group. Pro- 
!easorMa.rkR.WeicnndMr.&'mstAseh- 
kenasywerenskedtcexnminethesounbin 
thntgroupnod.iipossib1e.eots.h1ishwith 
grenberconiidence'iithflimpulsegroopeor- 
respondstongunstzotlumdgenentedon 
the “greasy hnoIl"of Deeiey flea during 
the insemination oi President Kennedy. To 
this aid. Proixir Weissnid 
uyi'W&.A)tookediiierentsppronchtothe 
studyoithoaenoundpstster-nsont.heDPD 
Dictabelt that BBN thought might more 
Entthethirdoilourshotn 
Ineti'ect.W&Awerenskedthn1iingun 

hndheenfiredonthe"grnssyknoiJ"onthat 
occasion. would themcmdsoithe gunshot 
osreoeivedinDeeleyPhse.endtnnsmitted 
Ind recorded by the DPD radio dispatch 

raernhlethetixirdgroupoiiznpulses 
ohservedontheDPDrecording.’1‘hisques- 
tioneln’hen.mweredunnmbiguous1yiit.he 
position of the shooter and the location of 
themierophonethstpickedupthesoxmds 
vere known. and nil of the eomponmts_oi 
the DPD radio Iystan were known end 
nvnllnhie. While noneoi theiisted facts are 
knoIn!ortheeeo'e.W&Awereebletouse 
nne1ement,ary|nethod,heaedon!urxieznen- 
telprinciplu oiacoust:ia.thatyie1dsanu- 

tion. 
the 

owwnn

2 2%3

§ 
.mericeJprohuh’llityoIwhethertheDPDim- 
piuse group eorrespourh to gunshot sounds 
generated on the “gnsy knoll’. W&A gath- 
ered nnd examined nil the evnflnhle infor- 
mation oboutbeeieyflna and theevents 
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Iovember 
P1090696 b 
failed to 
since these methods 
the problem at hand. The first method 
to show that DPD 

sounih 
alsowere 
fore. this 
that the 
elusive 
edges

% unknown.
EsaE 

rmation 
will iail 
conclusion h 
oi the conclusion, in 
that this method ". ; 
trary iniormationf‘ 
somehow reileds evidence 
sounds did not originate 
This part oi the conclusio 
supported. Neither the tail 
ular method to 
microphone was in 
evidence that trammissi 
phones outside Dealey‘ 
corded in the pertinent 
recording indicates that 
phone was not in Dealey way provides any informs on where the microphone 
eated. 
The second method pro 

is to prove “that the (impulsi 
represent sounds ti-om Dealey Plaza 
iniormation being analyzed I unique to Dealeyrlantotheexclusionoiailother 
locations within the range oi the DPD radio 

ct be used even 
sequences oi 
Deaiey Plan 
noise on the 
in the loca- 

d. in the 
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was 
in

§ e second acoustical method 
alleged uniqueness oi- the desiccated 

lwlied by Weiss and Aschkenasy 
validate that the impulsive in! 
irom Dealey’Plaza" 

e only scientiiically valid 
thatcanbetakeniortheproblemathand 
incorporated in the methods used by and W&A in their analysis. yet exclu 
the FBI. This approach establishes a 
for calculating the probability that 
oi the gunshots tired in Deaiey 
the specified impulse groups on 
Dictahelt represent the same even 
happens. the analysis reveals a blah 
ability that the microphone that transmi 

the sounds heard oh the DPD Dictabelt moving in Deal.egdPiaza a&:he time oi assassination, that recording 
unds oi suntlre. The analysis 

with blah prohability._the 
impulses identified by BBN 
a gunshot sound tired on the 

srasy knoll of Dealey Pisa. - We have attached a memorandum detail- 
ing more fully our disagreements with the 
1'81. We welcome responsible inquiries irom 
any concerned party and hope that thh 
letter and the memorandum will dispel any 
Jurther confusion. \ -

I Respectiully yours. James ll. Barger, chief scientist, Bolt. Beranek & Newman, llark R. Wei-5. 
professor. Department oi Computer 
Science. Queens Oollcse-of C.U.li.Y-3 
Ernest Aschkenasy, consultant. New 
York, N.Y. ' 
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‘ linroaurouu 
’ To: Hon. Louis Stokes. Member oi Oongrm. ' 

gcause oi Representative. Washington, 
m: Dr. James E. Barger, Dr. Theodore L 
Rhyme.‘ Mr. Edward C. Schmidt. Dr. Jared J. Woli, Bolt Ber-anek and ‘Newman lne.. Cambridge, Mass. 02138. 

Date: March 21. i981. 
This memorandum details our disagree menta with the PB! altique. found on pages lt through 20 oi their review. oi our tests on the Dallas Police Department recording, Onpaseltthelmlmertsthatthereare 

‘lat least” three known methods that could 
determine whether the tour impulse pat- tems we iound originated from Dealey 
"Plaza. Their subsequent dismsion oi their 
-three methods. to the exclusion oi the ‘ method we actually used. does not consti- 
tute a rational or an eflective critique oi the 
tihigdings we obtained irom the DPD record-
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rmined wh 
transmitter would have 
tohaverecordedthear 
soimdsastheyappeared 

recording.ltwasioundlaterby 
therewasamotorcyclewith 

wherew'e hadiound it unawareoiany contrary

I 

National Ouarrkmen Analysis oi the DPD recording 
didnotadmitadirectuseoithismethod. 
because we had no prior knowledge about where the DPD recording microphone may havebeen-aswedidiortheKent8tatere- 
cording. 
Our method ior coping with this problem 

involved two techniques. The first tech- 
nique (during the August ll?! acoustical re- 
construction in Dealey Plaza) was to record 
the ‘sound oi the test shots at tddiiierent 
locations along the moiorade route. We 
then compared the DPD recording impulse 
patternswitheachtestshotrecordedat 
each location to see -ii any wmbinations oi tat shot and microphone location showed a 
high correlation. We turther recognized 
that even the 86 microphone locations that 
weusedwouldnotshowpreciselyallthe 
unique impulse patterns that are possible. 
bccauseoithetimeitta.kea'ioracousticim- 
pulses to travel tram one microphone to the 
next. Therefore our second technique was 
toaddamarginoiuncertaintytothetest 
shot echo patterns. This margin was to 
acceptthecoincidenceoianimpulseina DPD impulse pattern with an echo in our 
reconstruction pattern ii the_two occurred 
with :0lmeeoieachother.'l‘hisprocess 
destroyed the uniqueness oi our reconstruc- 
tion echo patterns. but the 6 msec coinci- 
dence margin ruulted in only a‘ small in- 
crease in the likelihood that unfelated 
sources oi impulses could generate patterm 
that would match the Dealey Plaza pat- 
terns. We demomtrated this fact by calcu- 
iating that'only It out oi about 2.000 im- 
pulse patterns produced by a random proc- as would. on the average, match the (our DPD recorded impluse patterns. We chose the random process for which all possible 
combinations oi impulse locations in a finite number oi time windows are equally likely 
to occur. We believe that this random proc- 
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Q models quite well all pomibie permuta- 
tions of the loatiom of echopnoducing oi> ml / 
But the key to our method. and the 

souroeofourmethod‘spowe'rtodlscriml- 
nate betweengunfirencordedbyamicrv 
phone inbealeylflanandanyothersource 
of impulses on the DPD recording. was to 
test for the DPD microphone traiectory. We found that the locations of our microphones 
that picked up the reconstruction echo pat- 
terns that did match with four time-ordered 
impulse patterns" on ‘the DPD recording moved in the direction_ of the motorcade and at its rate of advance. Thereby. what we 
gave up in uniqueness of the reconstruction 
echo patterns we gained back by requiring a 
coherent microphone trajectory as an im- 
portant. and obviously necessary require- ment. The oddsare vanishingly small that any procm could generate four different 
impulse patterns in a time sequence that auseseach one to match a different recon- 
struction echo pattern measured at each of 
four microphones separated by the three 
distances dictated by the speed of the mo- 
torcade. 
The most meaningful and the most direct method of verifying whether we have 

proved thatvthe impulse patterns on the ‘DPD recording are caused by gunfire in 
Dealey Plaza h to examine independent evi- 
dence about the motorcycle trajectory and 
about the shot timing sequence that our 
analysis revealed. We did not hypothesize 
this traiectory. nor did we hypothesize the 
timing sequence. The HSCA did find that 
both the motorcycle trajectory and the shot 
sequence we found were consistent with in- 
dependent photographic evidence. 

Finally. the PB! aserts that the third of 
three methods that could determin w e _heth- 

..er the DPDaound patterns that we tested 
-originated in Deaiey Plan requires proof 
that someone saw a stuck microphone on 
Channel l in Dealey Plane We know only of 
the testimony of Officer Mchain that his 
microphone often stuck open. and that it 
might have been on Channel l. Therefore we did not devise our analysis on the basis 
of this method. On pages 14 and 16. the PB! report finds 
that the 50 mseo-time span analyzed by Weiss and Aschkenasy does not provide 
compelling evidence of a match We I-8788. We based our amessment of the third-shot match achieved by Weiss and Aschkenasy on their finding that 10 coincidences oc- 
curred between the 14 DPD impulses and 
the 12 reconstruction echoes that occurred 
in a 320 msec time span. The FBI offers no 
explanation for this occurrenu. which is most unlikely if the source of both impulse 
patterns was not a common one. The common source would have to begtmfire in 
Dealey Plaza because that is how the recon- 
-struction echoes were obtained. On page 15 the FBI report asserts that 
the record sound of a gunshot at Greens- 
boro. N.C., was found -to represent “The same impulsive pattern sound on the DPD 
recording during the Presidential assassina- 
tion i.n Novenber,~i963". The report says 
that a probability of 95% or better can be asigned to the similarity between the 
Greensboro pattern and the alleged third 
shot pattern on the DPD recording. The 
data to back up this statement are not con- 
tained in the FBI report. We don't know how many impulses are present in the first 
320 msec of the Greensboro impulse pat- 
tern. We do notknow how many of these 
impulses are coincident with the 14 DPD 
impulses. Nor do we know what time- window was used for iudsins wincidence; 

" Because the data are not revealed by the 
FBI. we cannot critique their conclusion 
that the two impulse patterns represent
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ted the 
do show. 

dfers 
data (withou e) from Greensboro 
to show that other impulsive sounds; pro- 
duce echo patterns. besides gunshot Of 
course all sounds produce echoes from any 
impedance discontinuity-whether impul- 
sive soundsor continuous sounds. Ourg anal- 
ysis did not in any way assume that because 
there were echo patterns. therefore tin fa- 
zhored sources of these sounds were gun- ots.

1 

Neither BBN, nor Weiss and Aschkenasy 
used the presence or absence of a shock 
wave to determine if an impulsive sound was 
agunshot.Itwouldbewrongtodothis.The 
shock wave occurs only if the projectile is 
supersonic. and only then if -the angle be- 
tween the line connecting the observer to 
the weapon and the projectile trajectory is 
ieaslthan the complementary of theflfach ang e. ' 

5" 

' On page 20 the FBI report lists five gtopica 
that they describe as problem areas and in- 
consistencies. Topic l refers to Table 4 of 
the W&A report. in which predicted gim- 
ahot echoes are arranged alongside;those 
impulses in the Dictabelt recording that are 
closesttothemintime.ltcertainlyistrue 
that several of the impulses that are listed 
inthistablearelessthanonemillisecond 
apart. The sentence cited by the FBI, in which W6zA state that impulses that are so 
closely spaced are treated as one impulse is 
not inconsistent with these data since the 
statement refers to the method that was 
used to count the number of impulses that 
exceed the noise threshold. This is made ex- 
plicit by the very next sentence. in which 
the number of such impulses is specified. 
Topic 2 refers to the fact that BEN dem- 

onstrated that loud impulses such as gun- 
shots are distorted upon transmission 
through the DPD radio system. We demon- 
"strated this to show why we would base our 
analysis technique solely on the time-of-ar- 
rival of an impulse—and not on the shape or 
amplitude of the Impulse. The time that 
each impulse is transmitted by the radio]; 
not distorted by the fact that the impulse is 
loud; only its shape and its amplitude. 
Topic 8 observes that no microscopic ex- 

amination of the DPD dictabelt was con- 
ducted to see if the pattems analyzed are 
caused by surface imperfections. Of course 
the patterns we analyzed are caused by sur- 
face impressions-that is how the recorder 
works. We did not find periodic impulses. such as would be caused by surface 
scratches that span more than one groove. We um rum more loud impulses on the pro 
rewrding than we found in the reconstruc- 
tion impulse patterns. These were due to a 
variety of causes. including keying tran- 
sients and probably surface imperfections as 
well. To suggest that the entire impulse pat- 
terns were caused by surface imperfections 
simply is to describe the physical manifests- 
tion of any unknown source of noise. We 
thave tested the sensitivity of our technique 
to noise with our calculations to show the 
likelihood that noise will resemble gunshot echo patterns in Dealey Plaza. 
Topic '4 questions BBNfs treatment of the. 

matches between reconstruction echo -pat» 
terns and DPD recording impulse patterns 
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for that. Finally. photographic evidence was 
found by the KSCA that showed a motorcy- 
cleontheiocusthatwehadohosen.That 
independent verification is the best reason 
for rejecting as false alarms the matches 
found along other loci. 
Topic 6 daerves more explanation than 

has been giv by Weiss and Aschkenasy. The slight time stretch introduced by them 
is more rigorous than the FBI supposes. We 
were unable to determine the exact record- 
ed time scale because there were few clues. 
But an exact time sale could not be deter- 
mined anyway beause there is always a 
flutter induced in the time scale by the re- 
corder speed fluctuations. We did determine 
that the DP'Drecordedtimescalewas oper- 
cent slow, 1 about lpercent. Scientific pro- 
cedure requires that all possible time scales. 
within the range of possibility that we had 
determined.besearchedtoseeifanytime 
scale within this range produces a good 
match. Thus Web and Aschkenasy did 
search these valua and they found a value 
of 4.8 percent that fits in the range extend- 
ing from (.0 percent to 8.0 percent that we had determined. 
In summary. we do not find any insights, data or arguments in the FBI report that we believe will support their conclusions 
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that!ourtestsoftheDPDrecordingarein- ‘ml.
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THE LATE JOSEPH T. POWER 
(Mr. DERWINSKI asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 
Mr. DERWINSKL Mr. Speaker. it is my sad duty to inform my colleagues 

of the death of the well-represented 
president of the Operative Plasterers 
and Cement Masons International As- 
sociation, Joseph T. Power. Mr. Power 
died of cancer this past Monday, April 
27, at his home in Falls Church. Va... 
at the age of 6L . 

Joe Power. a Chicago native. joined 
the _union there, and -came to Wash- 
ington in 1960 after being elected ex- 
ecutive vice-president of the Operative 
Plasterers and Cement Masons. In 
1963, Mr. Power was appointed general 
executive board member of the Inter; 
national Asociation, and went on to become the president of the associ- 
ation in 1970. - t - 

As president of the association, Joe 
Power had worked closely with both 
President Carter and President Ford. 
His contribution to the lives of work- 
ing people was praised by President 
Reagan only last. month. "Mr. Power has 
set an important example," President 
Reagan said. “His leadership and in- 
struction have made it pomible for the members of his tmion to find a good 
life for themselves and their families. He should be proud.”
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aynipatiiila to his wile, 
eons, Jay and Joseph: iour daughter; 
Sheila. Kathy Van Holden. Mary Boyd and Joan Motluln; three brothers and ‘tour Jirters. John, Edmond. and 
Gerald. and Kathryn Menermntt. Therwe -Paynter. llnrzaret McOnrn, and Joan Power, who all reside inChi~ ml

t The visitation will be at Oolonial Ru- 
neral Parlor in ‘Falls Church. Va... to- 
Iiizlmandeervioeswillbeheld at 10 
a.m. Friday at St. Anthony's Catholic Church in Falls (march. 

TEE BUDGET RESOLUTION -TEE ISSUE OF THE DECADE ' 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a previous order ofthe House, the gen- tleman from Arkansas (Mr. Birnnms) 
is recognised for 30 mimrtes. » 

Speake been a mostlnteresting day. One 0! the most important matters that will -come be-iore this Congress this year, the budget resolution for fiscal year 
1982. was offered to the Congress today, and general debate has begun. I 
personally thinkit isone oithe more 
important matters that the Conzres 
will address in the next decade.

_ But not onlythatlhad manyoimy 
colleagues say that daring this last week that they would like to have as much timeaspossible todiscuss an ksue as important as this, and for that 
reason, I tookoutthisspecialorder; Now I notice that my colleague from 
Virginia (Mr. Palms) ison his feet, and I would yield to him. 

1" 3 

,1- 

§§§§§§§§§§§§§§§?%.§§§§5§§§5§§"§555%? 

t 

a 
Q
r 

§§ 

:8 

~8a

‘

s 

’§§§§§§§;§§§§ 

giigzggliieéii 

igéiié 

i‘§§§'§§ 

§2§§§;§§§§§§a§§ 

5555 §§§§ 

'lr.Bpeaker.1oupre- 
iron: btanns 

Elmo 

government is the 
oiour problems, 
oi Wisconsin and 

willhavesome 
Iubicet. ' 

Fourth, Reagan plan would 
attack the problem at the source. Ind 
Mrlflosrsoilndianawillsiveussnme 
iniormafloninthatregard. 
I"lith.ihebud¢etoutswillcutmend- 

ingbytwo-thir-ds,aswillbeshownhy 
Mr.Bxn:oiNeIlleaieo. 
6ixth.i.henrogramwilioreservethe 

benefitsIorihepoor.andllr.Wor.ro;l_ 
Viminiawillepeakunthatlubject. 
Seventh.eutaintaxrateswillinvig- 

orate the economy. as will be shown byMr.CaarooiIdaho. 
Eighth. regulatory relief M already underway. Mr. Dave oi’ Nebraska will 

ooverthatsuhiect. 
Ninth, monetary restraint will come through the Federal Reserve System. Mr. Hnza of Indiana will discus that 

‘problem. 
Tenth, the overall benefits - oi the Reagan package will be considered by "Hr. Rooms oi Kentucky. 
There will be other Menhers of the 

.l'ith Congress who will address these and other matters, as I indicated, later 
today and again’ tomorrow during 
debate. -' ‘ ‘

‘ 

Mr. Speaker. let me just make one 
observation before I yield the Iloor. We Irequently hear the criticism of 
this program that there is proposed a 
reduction in social security benefits, a reduction in veterans "benefits; that the Iooéltstamo program wlll‘be elimi- 
nated, oetera. None oi that is true; ‘There will be no reducti I th ans o ose 
programs. The tood stamp program 
willbere'ducedirom8l2hilliontoa;> 
proximately -810 billion. butait will -have crown in the period of its exht» ence from 834 million to over $10 bil- 
lion. Bo, I think that the safety net oi 
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Bo, I think the gentleman make a 
very. very zood point. We are not realiydoingalotoidamagetothe 
food stamp and other nroznnns. ‘We 
are responding to what we know is 
there in terms oi waste, traud, abuse; weare rsponding to what weknow is 
there in the way oi administraflve 
waste and administrative ineftideneo. and one really can speak to the truly needy and endorse the Reagan pro- Iram at the same time. 
"Mr. PARRIS. I thank the tentleman 

for his observations. I would just make one other comment. When the food stamp program was initially lII>I.I'p('> 
rated into the laws of this Nation. I out oi 492 Americans qualified under 
that nrozram. Today, there are l out 
of 8 Americans receiving food stamps lnthisflationflldonotthinkther-eis 
apersoninthistihamberwhoeanteii 
usintruththatioutofeverydpeople 
in this Nation are economically unable toieedthemseives everydayinthis 
Nation. ’ 

_ 

' 

_- I have Just one other point, ‘Mr. 
Speaker. The Jena proposal issuanc- 
limes erroneously classified as a rea- 
sonable and conservative alternative 
to the budgetary problems of this 
Nation. It E classified as such because 
it reduces in its initial yearthe major 
deficits oi’ our total expenditure uro-
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