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Prior to the recognizing of counsel, I would like the record to
reflect the fact I am informed by counsel for the committee that
prior to April 4, 1964, that is, February 1964, to April 4, 1964, that
the FBI did have access to Nosenko, although Nosenko was under
the control at that time of the CIA. After April 4, 1964, they did
not again have access to him until 1969.

The Chair recognizes Professor Blakey.

Mr. Brakey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

It is time now to consider the role of the Department of Justice
in the investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy.

Senior officials at Justice were, of course, active in supervising
the investigation, though the responsibility for carrying it out was
in the hands of the FBI. In the de facto absence of Attorney
General Robert F. Kennedy in the days following his brother’s
murder, the job of coordinating the Department’s activities was up
to Deputy Attorney General Nicholas deB. Katzenbach.

Soon after the assassination, Katzenbach became a proponent of
an independent Presidential commission to investigate the assassi-
nation.

The proposal he and others suggested to President Johnson
called for the creation of a blue ribbon body that was to become the
Warren Commission. It would, he recommended, be composed of
present and former Government officials of eminent stature, such
as the former Commission members who have testified here today.

When the Commission was created on November 29, 1963, the
Department of Justice no longer was involved in the investigation
in any way, although it continued to perform liaison functions for
the Commission.

Here today, Mr. Chairman, is the Honorable Nicholas Katzen-
bach, former Attorney General of the United States. Mr. Katzen-
bach became Attorney General in 1964, when Robert Kennedy ran
successfully for the Senate from New York. Mr. Katzenbach was
lsater named by President Johnson to serve as Undersecretary of

tate.

Presently, he is general counsel and vice president of the IBM
Corp.

It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to call Mr.
Katzenbach.

Mr. PreYER [presiding]. The committee calls Mr. Katzenbach.

TESTIMONY OF NICHOLAS KATZENBACH, FORMER ATTORNEY
GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

Mr. Prever. Mr. Katzenbach, it is good to have you with us
today. I ask that you stand and be sworn in at this time. Do you
solemnly swear the evidence you are about to give before this
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth, so help you God?

Mr. KaTzenBacH. I do.

Mr. PrevER. We have a rather slim attendance at this moment
because of a vote that is on on the House floor. I think Members
will be returning momentarily.

Mr. KaTzENBACH. Not a new experience for me.
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Mr. PrevER. I suggest that we take a several minute recess in
place, if you do not mind. We would like to have—here is Mr.
McKinney here right now. I think we are ready to proceed.

The committee will recognize Gary Cornwell, counsel for the
committee, to begin the questioning of the witness.

Mr. CorNwELL. Mr. Chairman, I am prepared at this time to
question the witness. However, I had the opportunity to take a
lengthy deposition from Mr. Katzenbach previously. That deposi-
tion has been provided to the committee and I have been informed
that the committee has had an opportunity to study it carefully.

In light of that, I might suggest, in view of the late hour, perhaps
the committee might simply like to begin first and ask the ques-
tions of Mr. Katzenbach in those areas that we are most concerned
with.

Mr. PrevYER. Is the deposition a part of the record or do you wish
it introduced into evidence at this point in the record?

Mr. CorRNWELL. It is in the files. Mr. Katzenbach has not yet had
an opportunity to read it carefully himself and to sign it. As soon
as he does so, it will be made a permanent part of the record, Mr.
Chairman.

Mr. Prever. Fine. The Chair recognizes Mr. McKinney to begin
the questioning of the witness.

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Attorney General, it is a pleasure to see you
again. We really appreciate your coming to help us in these delib-
erations.

I would like to start out by asking the question as to your
exerting tremendous pressure right after the assassination to get
the FBI report out and to get a report in front of the American
people. This is somewhat evidenced by your memorandum to Mr.
Moyers of November 25. What was your basic motivation in look-
ing for such speed?

Mr. KarzenBAcH. I think my basic motivation was the amount of
speculation both here and abroad as to what was going on, whether
there was a conspiracy of the right or a conspiracy of the left or a
lone assassin or even in its wildest stages, a conspiracy by the then
Vice President to achieve the Presidency, the sort of thing you
have speculation about in some countries abroad where that kind
of condition is normal.

It seemed to me that the quicker some information could be
made available that went beyond what the press was able to uncov-
er and what the press was able to speculate about was desirable in
that state of affairs.

Mr. McKINNEY. In your deposition to the committee on page 8,
you suggested that one of your interests was that the facts, all of
them, had to be made public and it had to be done in a way that
would give the public, both in this country and abroad, the confi-
dence that no facts were being withheld at all.

Do you think that pushing for this type of speed might have hurt
the accuracy of the report or brought about the fact that some
people would question the speed of its issuance its thoroughness, its
completeness?

Mr. KartzenBacH. I do not think the two notions are connected,
Congressman. I think the motivations for getting some kind of
report out, some facts out early were the ones that I have stated.
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The memorandum of Mr. Moyers and a number of other conversa-
tions and things that I have said really related to the desirability
of a totally thorough, complete investigation by a commission, such
as the Warren Commission, which should point out all of the facts
available and all of the reasons for their conclusions.

I never intended at any point that the investigation done by the
FBI would be a substitute for the kind of investigation of President
Kennedy's assassination.

Mr. McKINNEY. Perhaps for the general public and for the com-
mittee, you could discuss for us your recollection of when and how
the idea of a Presidential Commission came forth. I know you
mention it in your memorandum to Mr. Moyers again.

How did you feel about it, at first? Were you opposed to it or not,
and when it was finally firmed up, how was it finally decided?

Mr. KatzenBAcH. I think an idea like that perhaps has several
apparents. It was something that very soon after the assassination
I thought was a good idea, that such a Commission should be
formed of people of impeccable integrity, people who would search
for the truth and who would make that truth public because I did
not believe that if it remained entirely within the executive branch
that that effect could ever be achieved as far as the general public
here or abroad was concerned.

So, I thought very early that such a Commission was essential to,
really to the political process, to getting all of the facts out on such
gn occasion as the assassination of a popular and respected Presi-

ent.

So, I pressed for that very early. I was never opposed to it. I was,
however, in a somewhat awkward position because of my responsi-
bilities in the Department of Justice as Deputy Attorney General
at that time and, in effect, very nearly acting Attorney General at
that time because of Robert Kennedy’s tragic loss and reaction that
he had to the assassination of his brother.

My awkwardness was because it was perfectly obvious to any-
body who knew anything about the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion that they were certain to resent the appointment of any such
commission. So, on the one hand, and if I were thought to be the
source of that or to recommend that, then it would very seriously
affect my relations with Mr. Hoover and the Bureau.

Mr. McKINNEY. In other words, it is safe to say that with the
mere mention of another investigation or another investigation or
an investigative commission, Mr. Hoover would have considered it
a somewhat of an insult to the FBI in its activities in this area.

Mr. KATZENBACH. Absolutely.

Mr. McKINNEY. You brought up the subject of the Attorney
General, so I will move to that for just a moment. I think it also
might be of benefit to the committee and the public if you were to
describe to us as best you could the Attorney General’s role and his
feelings at that time. It has been difficult, I think, even though
everyone is aware of the tremendous loss, for many people to
understand why the Attorney General, who had had task forces all
over the United States looking into organized crime, who had been
an active prosecutor of organized crime, who had been an extreme-
ly activist Attorney General, why he never took more of a role in
ordering the FBI to do things and in ordering his in-the-field people
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who had connections with the Mafia to move into any areas such
as the Cuban area.

Mr. KatzEnBacH. Well, when the assassination occurred, Robert
Kennedy’s world just came apart, in that not only his affection for
his brother, but everything that they had been trying to do, every-
thing they had worked for a long time just went with that shot.

He was very devastated both I think by the personal loss and by
the sudden crashing halt of all of the things that he had worked
for with his brother for a long period of time.

His attitude was not difficult, I think, for those who knew him
well to understand. He said nothing that was done was going to
bring his brother back to life and it was, I think, almost as simple
as that, as far as he was concerned.

Mr. McKINNEY. In other words, not only was his devastation
personal but it was political in that it was just over, the whole
dream.

Mr. KaTzenBacH. I think it was both. Both the two were so
intertwined that it is difficult to distinguish them, I think. I think I
would put them both under the feeling of personal. Everything
that you were doing in life, a brother who was beloved just sudden-
ly turned to dust.

Mr. McKINNEY. Throughout your deposition, you bring up a
point that I do not think as a committee member I was aware of.
Even in discussing the formation of a commission on page 13 of
your deposition, you said, “I thought Chief Justice Warren prob-
ably had more credibility abroad than any other American.”

And you go on throughout your deposition in describing a tre-
mendous amount of pressure from the State Department. I wonder
if you would like to go into that in any more depth for the commit-
tee as to exactly why that pressure and in what forms it took. We
have several exhibits suggesting the international repercussions,
which I will put in the record later, which are essentially memos
from Belmont, Jenkins, and Donahou and others.

hI thought perhaps you might like to go into the background of
that.

Mr. KarzenBacH. I was certainly communicated with several
times by the State Department and I suppose in a sense that is
pressure, although I do not know that I really felt it as pressure. 1
felt they had their problems and they wanted some help in trying
to resolve them.

We have 120, or whatever it is, Embassies around the world and
every Ambassador there was being asked about this, being asked
by that government what was happening, what was the story on it,
as well as what effect it would have on our foreign policy, and I
think they were very—being no information really available to
them, they were simply feeling the lack of it and feeling that
affected their credibility in foreign governments.

Mr. McKINNEY. Were they suggesting or did you have any con-
versations with the White House that suggested that perhaps
President Johnson’s viability as a world leader was in question or
weakened until the whole issue of who shot President Kennedy was
resolved to the world’s satisfaction?

Mr. KATZENBACH. I do not now recall any conversations as specif-
ic as that. It seems to me that had to be an underlying factor and,
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in addition, perhaps it is important to remember that President
Kennedy had worked a long time and had achieved a considerable
amount of stature after some fairly difficult beginnings.

That here was not a totally unknown President, not totally un-
known, relatively certainly unknown person in the Presidency.

Mr. McKINNEY. As essentially, although certainly not officially,
acting Attorney General during this period would you describe to
the committee what your relationship was with Mr. Hoover at that
time?

Mr. KaTzeENBACH. I had never had a great deal of relationship
with Mr. Hoover in terms of personal relationship with him. I
suppose I had seen him a half dozen times maybe while I was in
the Department of Justice. He had a considerable animosity, I
think, toward Robert Kennedy.

I think he had never been in a position of having an Attorney
General who was closer to the President than he was and that was
a new situation for him, and one I do not think he liked. His
relationship with Mr. Kennedy was very, I think, cold formal and I
suppose as Robert Kennedy’s deputy, some of that shed off on me.

Mr. McKINNEY. Wasn’t it true or isn’t it inferable that Bobby
Kennedy's very drive against organized crime was, in effect, a slap
in the face to Mr. Hoover in that it implied that the FBI had not
been the gangbusters that we were all brought up to think they
were?

Mr. KaTzeNBacH. Yes, I think that is true and, of course, the
drive in civil rights was one that kept exposing the Bureau to
criticism, right or wrong, and that was resented by Mr. Hoover.
Mr. Hoover resented criticism to a degree greater than any other
person that I have ever known.

Mr. McKINNEY. I do not know whether you were in the room
earlier, but I mentioned and brought up to Mr. Rankin a letter to
Mr. Tolson in which the FBI, in essence, refused to go to the
Warren Commission meeting as liaison and in essence refused to
brief you as to what they were doing, stating that they would have
nothing further to say to either the Commission or anyone else
until their investigation was finished.

This was somewhat a slap to you as well as to the Warren
Commission. How did you react to this?

Mr. KatzenNBacH. 1 think, Congressman, the first thing to re-
member is that was a letter from Allen Belmont to Tolson, not a
piece of paper that I saw at the time or the Chief Justice saw at
the time or that anybody other than those within the Bureau.

I think it is also important to remember that no memorandum,
no letter written in the Bureau was really written for anyone other
than Mr. Hoover. That is, it would reflect whatever the author
thought Mr. Hoover’s views were. I do not believe that Al Belmont
put to me or had me put to the Chief Justice any flat refusal of
that kind to go as a liaison.

My recollection is that the Bureau’s attitude at that time was
that it would be better if we did not go to this organizational
meeting of the Commission because we will be asked a lot of
questions about a report that is not complete, which we do not wish
to answer until the report is complete; not an unreasonable posi-
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tion to take and not one which reflects the attitudes reflected in
the memorandum which you are reading.

And 1 believe that I probably, although I have no specific recol-
lection of it, conveyed to the Chief Justice that view and those
reasons and that he accepted them.

Mr. McKINNEY. How did you feel, as the Warren Commission
moved on in its work? How did you feel about the FBI’s thorough-
ness and the FBI's cooperation with the Commission?

Mr. KATZENBACH. It was always my view, the whole time that I
was in the Department of Justice, that the Bureau would do what
you asked the Bureau to do and that they would do it well and
professionally. They did not like what they were doing. They might
want something more specific in the way of instructions than if
they liked what they were doing.

For example, if you were to look at the files now on civil rights
matters and compared them with ordinary crimes that the Bureau
was investigating, you would find very detailed memorandum to
the FBI from John Door in the Civil Rights Division, Burke Mar-
shall saying please do this and then answers to that or this, do
something else, three and four page instructions.

Whereas if it was a kidnapping, you did not really have to give
them any instructions. They were there and doing things as they
ought to be done.

I regarded then and I regard now, despite all that has come out,
the Federal Bureau of Investigation is probably the most highly
trained, the most effective investigative agency in the world.

Mr. McKinNEY. How do you tie that though to the fact that we
now know they actually withheld from the Warren Commission
any information they had regarding the CIA’s overtures to the
Mafia and the assassination attempts against Castro?

Mr. KaTZENBACH. I am very surprised that they did that and I
really have no explanation as to why they did that. It may have
been because Mr. Dulles was a member of the Commission and
they thought that was his job to do it, but I am quite surprised,
given relationships between the FBI and the CIA, I am surprised
that the FBI did not seize the opportunity to embarrass the CIA.

Mr. McKINNEY. I am glad you used that word “embarrass” the
CIA because I was going to ask you if you would describe your
understanding at this period. My understanding is that the Direc-
tor of the FBI had removed liaison from the CIA and the CIA
retaliated. We had a situation where neither agency was talking to
the other, basically on the basis of personal animosity rather than
anything factual.

Is this your understanding of their relationship at this time?

Mr. KATzZENBACH. There may be some overstatement in that.
Essentially that was strained for that reason. On the other hand,
whenever that occurred and it occurred on other occasions, liaison
fvaslmaintained simply because it had to be maintained at a lower
evel.

Mr. McKiINNEY. You state in your deposition—we will move on to
the CIA, on page 19. You say and I quote:

Perhaps naively, but I thought that the appointment of Allen Dulles to the

Commision would insure that the Commission had access to anything that the CIA
had. I am astounded to this day that Mr. Dulles did not at least make that



648

information available to the other Commissioners. He might have been skeptical
about how far it was to go to the staff or how it might be further investigated
because there was somewhat more of an aura of secrecy surrounding the CIA in
1964 than there is in 1978.

And then you went on to say that you are referring to generally
anything that the CIA had in its files. Are you somewhat appalled
at this point when you find out that not only were the files not
thoroughly given to the Warren Commission but that such impor-
tant things as Nosenko were not really given very happily?

Mr. KaTzENBACH. Yes, I am.

Mr. McKINNEY. Do you think that there is anything that this
committee could possibly propose, should this terrible type of
horror happen again, that would give a Commission such as the
Warren Commission any type of authority which would override
the bureaucratic malaise that we seemed to have had back during
the Warren Commission days?

Mr. KaTZzENBACH. I really cannot think of anything offhand. In
the final analysis in government, you have to rely on the integrity
and the competence of people in high position. They may not
always have the integrity they should have and they may not
always have that competence, but if you do not have that, it is
pretty hard to scotch tape a solution around.

Mr. McKINNEY. There are two letters, as you probably know,
which are Kennedy exhibits F-466 and F-473 from Mr. DeLoach,
one of them on 11-25 and one on 12-20 concerning the leaks of the
FBI information and a report, in essence, in one accusing you of
leaking information. In your deposition you indicated it would be
difficult for you to do so because you did not know the information.

And I just wondered what you could give this committee that
would enlighten us at to why the FBI instead of simply putting out
their report with the facts as they saw them started this process of
slowly leaking to their favorite reporters?

Mr. KarzenBacH. I think it was largely because of the appoint-
ment of the Warren Commission.

Mr. McKINNEY. | am sorry.

Mr. KaTzENBACH. It was largely because of the appointment of
the Warren Commission and their resentment about that. They
very much wanted the report to be made public. They very much
wanted to get all the credit for it. They very much wanted the
center stage.

When that was frustrated, I think they took steps of leaking the
information. They have done that in much lesser contexts many,
many times when I was in the Department.

Mr. McKINNEY. Isn’t it also possible that there is a definitive
feeling on their part that a leak would not show a deficiency in an
ipve;?stigation as much as a report would be criticized for deficien-
cies?

Mr. KatzeENBACH. I doubt that. It is a speculation one can make.
I doubt it for only one reason. I doubt very much that the Federal
Bureau of Investigation thought there were any deficiencies what-
soever in their report.

Mr. McKINNEY. Or as least they thought there would be no
deficiencies.

Mr. KaTzENBACH. They thought there were none; yes.
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Mr. McKINNEY. Well, I am fascinated that the Senate came to
the conclusion that, quoting from book V on page 6:
The committee had developed evidence which impeaches the process by which

intelligence agencies arrive at their own conclusions about the assassination and by
which they provided information the the Warren Commission.

They go on to state that “Facts that might have substantially
affected the course of the investigation were not provided the
Warren Commission.” Then you state on page 30 of your deposition
that “Mr. Hoover resented greatly when Mr. Kennedy or I talked
directly to any agent in the field.”

On page 47 of your deposition you said:

You see, nobody really could do it other than the Bureau, with the Bureau’s
acquiescence. Nobody else knew. I did not know what was going on. Nobody in the

government knew what was going on other than very short conclusionary state-
ments which you got from liaison people, from the Director himself.

In other words, isn’'t this really sort of a stone wall attitude
toward the Commission, toward the Attorney General, the Assist-
ant Attorney General and almost everybody else involved?

Mr. KaTzeENBacH. Yes, it can be viewed that way. The Bureau,
during the time that I was in the Department of Justice, had a
very strong view that they were to do investigations.

That was their responsibility and their responsibility ran essen-
tially to Mr. Hoover on that, and they wanted suggestions. They
would follow suggestions, orders with respect to an investigation
from prosecutors, from the attorneys in the Department who had
responsibility for the development of a case.

But essentially how they went about it and how they did it, who
was assigned to it, what they said was received up through their
bureaucracy. What they resented was our talking with an agent in
the field about an investigation he was doing, or about something
he was familiar with rather than get that report coming back
through the FBI bureaucracy and coming out with Mr. Hoover’s
signature and a memorandum to the Attorney General from one of
the Assistant Directors, as a memorandum for an Assistant Attor-
ney General or whatever.

That is not all bad. They simply did not want to be pinned with
the views expressed by some agent in the field. If they did not
acquiesce in those views or if they had other information available
to them which cast some doubt upon those veiws, and I can under-
stand that, as frustrating as it often was.

I can understand that. I mean, when I was in government or
even today—I have lot of lawyers working for me. Not every one of
those people is expressing my views.

Mr. McKINNEY. I guess one of the bottom lines, then, of all of
this, is to ask the question: If the FBI and if the CIA had been
wholly cooperative and wholly open to the Warren Commission, do
you, No. 1, feel that there would have been any different result in
what the Warren Commission came up with or how long it took to
come up with that answer?

Or do you feel that perhaps the Warren Commission’s final
conclusions would not have been open to such tremendous criticism
and skepticism?

Mr. KatzenBacH. Well, I think obviously things would have been
investigated that were not investigated or investigated in more
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depth than they were investigated. I have no way at all of knowing
whether what light that would have cast.

I have been personally persuaded that the result was right and I
do not think it would have changed any of the evidence that they
had that led to that result. But I suppose one has to say, an
investigation that did not take place, it is impossible to know what
would have come out of it.

And I think on the third part of your question, it is clear to me
that had that been done, had that been investigated, had those
facts been made public, perhaps what is going on here today would
not have taken place, would not have been necessary.

Mr. McKINNEY. In other words, the opening would not have been
there. It is luck perhaps that the Warren Commission may have hit
the right result but there were so many avenues in which individu-
al bureaucratic decisions were made not to open and were not
discovered that it is relatively lucky they did not lead anywhere.

Mr. KaTzeNBacH. I think lucky is too strong a word. They did an
awful lot of work and had an awful lot of facts and an awful lot of
good investigation was done in the areas where it was done.

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions—one
more question I guess I would ask. In general, we discuss the
pressure from the State Department in the beginning and the
reasons for that pressure and your memorandums.

Do you feel that the pressure from, say, the State Department,
the pressure from the White House, general pressures of the time
really made the Warren Commission do its work too quickly and
the FBI do its work too quickly so that also subjected them to
criticism?

Mr. KatzenBacH. I think more true of perhaps the initial FBI
report, but I don’t think it is possible in that period of time to do
the kind of investigation that had to be done, nor do I think in
essence that was what they were doing. I think they were trying to
arrive at a conclusion on the basis of a very intensive, massive, but
hasty investigation so as to get the most salient facts out.

The Warren Commission, my recollection is, too, about a year,
and it would seem to me that is not—I don’t think there was any
great pressure to get it out within a year. If they felt it was 18
months, I think it would have taken 18 months.

Mr. McKINNEY. It is known the Chief Justice definitely wanted
;o ge; it out before the heat of a political campaign rose to the

ront?

Mr. KatzENBACH. Yes, and I am sure he wanted to get back on
the bench.

Mr. McKINNEY. It is safe to say you found yourself in the uncom-
fortable position of being pressured to get information out but at
the same time realized that speed was certainly not going to make
the FBI investigation as accurate as you would like to see it?

Mr. KatzeNBacH. The conclusions might be accurate but the
investigation couldn’t conceivably be as thorough in that period of
time as the assassination of a President ought to require.

Mr. McKINNEY. Thank you very much. I really appreciate your
answer. I am finished.

Chairman StokEs. Time of the gentleman has expired.

The gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Preyer.
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Mr. PREYER. Just one question, Mr. Chairman.

You have served as Attorney General, and a very good one, and
you were also instrumental in setting up the citizens committee.

In the awful chance that we might ever have had to go through
this kind of thing again, would you recommend the setting up of a
citizens committee once again, or would you prefer to rely on the
judicial system solely to investigate such an assassination?

Mr. KaTzENBACH. The question is difficult, Congressman, because
had Ruby not shot Oswald, then I think you would have had a very
different state of facts. I assume in those circumstances that it
would have been investigation by the agencies of the Government
developing the evidence they had, for prosecution—at the time by
State authorities—of Oswald for the murder of the President.

Whether subsequent to that, depending on what then happened,
you would have had a commission, a citizens group, such as the
Warren Commission, I suppose, would have depended on what all
the surrounding facts were at that time.

Given the identical situation; yes, if that occurred I would take
the same course again, and I think I would do it the same way. I
think I would rely in the same way and hope that the reliance was
not misplaced.

Mr. PreYER. So the fact that there was no public trial possible in
the Kennedy assassination is one good reason for having a citizens
committee?

Mr. KatzenBacH. Yes sir. You might need one in any event,
because a trial—

Mr. PreYER. Pardon me?

Mr. KaTzENBACH. You might need one in any event, because the
nature of a trial might leave out, leave a lot, might establish the
guilt of murder of the defendant without bringing in all of the
collateral things which——

Mr. PrevER. That was going to be my next question, such as the
guilty plea in the James Earl Ray case?

Mr. KATZENBACH. Yes.

Mr. PrevYER. Of Martin Luther King?

Mr. KATZENBACH. Sure, exactly. Even without the guilty plea the
limits of relevant evidence, there may be a lot of unanswered
questions after the judicial process has been completed.

Mr. PreveEr. You mentioned the FBI, you felt, was the most
effective investigative agency in the world, but you have also noted
a number of the difficulties of the citizens committee working with
the FBI, certain institutional jealousies there. Do you think if you
had to do it again that you would advise the Warren Commission
to go the route of employing independent investigators, or would
you rely on the FBI as the major investigative arm?

Mr. KaTzenBacH. I think the question is somewhat hypothetical
because, you see, I don’t think there are other investigators who
have nearly the competence. I don’t think they are available in the
numbers that you would need them. So it seemed to me that even
today, as then, not to use the investigative agencies of the Govern-
ment, and particularly the FBI, is probably to waste one of the
most valuable assets that you have.

Mr. PreEvER. Thank you very much.

Chairman Stokes. Time of the gentleman has expired.
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The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd.

Mr. Dopp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Katzenbach, nice to have you here with us today.

I suppose that an awful lot of the speculation that grew out of
the Warren Commission, after the completion of its work, over the
past 15 years, a lot of it stemmed, and I will ask if you agree or
disagree with this—stemmed from the memorandum, the so-called
memorandum from Mr. Moyers, the November 25 memorandum
that you drafted and sent to Bill Moyers.

As I recall, over the past 15 years, on any number of occasions I
have either read or heard people refer to that first paragraph in
that memorandum, three points, and I will quote it for you, then—
I don’t know if you have a copy or not, I will see that you get one
in front of you. I am quoting here:

1. The public must be satisfied that Oswald was the assassin; that he did not have

confederates who are still at large; and that the evidence was such that he would
have been convicted at trial.

This was November 25, 1963, 3 days after the assassination.

Now, unfortunately they don’t always quote the other para-
graphs in that memorandum, which I think to an extent mellow
that single paragraph, but still that paragraph has been quoted
extensively as an indication that the Warren Commission was
really a self-fulfilling prophecy, that it was not designed to investi-
gate the assassination of the President from a de novo position, but
rather to confirm what the FBI had already concluded, what the
Dallas police had concluded, and that, therefore, the Warren Com-
mission didn’t really fulfill its obligation, the obligation that Chief
Justice Warren outlined when he said our responsibility is to get at
the truth.

I am creating that scenario for you because that is how I think it
has been portrayed over the years.

I have listened today to you talk about the various motivations,
and it is hard, one can only sympathize, not empathize, with your
position in those days, what it must have been like to be in the
position you were in and have the responsibilities you had.

Can you tell this committee, or help us try and straighten out
what your motivation was at that moment that you wrote those
words—and this is 3 days after the assassination—"‘the public must
be satisfied that Oswald was the assassin.”

Why was it so important that the public be satisfied that Oswald
was the assassin?

Mr. KATZENBACH. Because, very simply, if that was the conclu-
sion that the FBI was going to come to, then the public had to be
satisfied that that was the correct conclusion

My whole attitude in that memorandum, and I think it is con-
tained or reflected in other paragraphs that you mentioned, I think
it was reflected in other conversations, other memorandums that
you have, one overwhelming feeling that I had, and that was in the
assassination of the President of the United States, all of the facts,
all of the evidence, everything that was relevant to that had to be
made public.

Mr. Dopp. You say then, I should quote—in fact, Mr. Chairman,
I would ask unanimous consent that this memorandum, if it is not
already admitted into evidence, be admitted now.
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Chairman Stokes. I believe it is already in part of the evidence.
Mr. Dobp. I think all of it should be there.

You say in the first paragraph:

It is important that all of the facts surrounding President Kennedy’s Assassina-

tion be made public in a way which will satisfy people in the United States and
abroad all that the facts have been told and a statement to this effect be made now.

I think that is fine, but still I am perplexed, absolutely per-
plexed, on why it was in the public interest to prove that Oswald
was the one, and that as reflected in the next sentence, did not
have confederates who were still at large.

Why was it so important to prove that 3 days after the assassina-
tion? .

Mr. KaTzENBACH. Because for the very simple reason, if that was
not a fact, and all the facts were not on the table, then it seemed to
me that nobody was going to be satisfied, and I thought that the
public was entitled—if there was a conspiracy, then we ought to
say there was a conspiracy. If there were confederates at large, it
ought to be said there were confederates at large.

I knew then already that Oswald had been in Russia, Oswald had
been in Mexico. Now, if you are going to conclude, as the Bureau
was concluding that this was not part of a conspiracy, that there
were no confederates, then you had to make that case, with all of
the facts, absolutely persuasive. If you didn’t reveal these facts,
somebody else was going to reveal them.

Now, if there was a conspiracy, there was a conspiracy, and you
put those facts out. But if you were persuaded Oswald was a lone
killer, you had better put all of the facts out and you better not
cover up anything, and you better say now all of the facts are going
to be made public.

That was the advice I was giving Moyers and that was the advice
I was giving the President and that was the motivation for the
Warren Commission.

I don’t think this is artistically phrased. Perhaps you have never
written anything that you would like to write better afterwards,
Congressman, but I have.

Mr. Dopp. You won't get me to say that.

Mr. KaTtzenBacH. But I think if you take that, take the other
paragraphs of it, take other things I was quoted as saying, other
things I said, that there is a consistent view on my part.

Mr. Dopp. I didn't want to pull this out of context. I want to
nﬁake sure it is all in there. In fairness to you, it should all be in
there.

Mr. KaTtzENBACH. | was very conscious of those facts which were
going to be seized upon. Is this a Russian conspiracy? And I was
very conscious, perhaps as a little bit of a history buff, that nobody
ever put to bed satisfactorily the assassination of Abraham Lincoln.

Mr. Dopbp. You seemed in the next paragraph—I quote you again
here—you say:

Unfortunately the facts on Oswald seem about too pat—too obvious (Marxist,
Cuba, Russian wife, et cetera). The Dallas police have put out statements on the

Communist conspiracy theory and it was they who were in charge when he was shot
and thus silenced.

Am I off base there in detecting a feeling that you had on
November 25, 1963, that there was something more to this, that
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you felt, in fact, whether intuitively or based on other information,
that this guy had been set up, Oswald was not alone?

I sense that in that paragraph, reading it word for word, and
carefully, that you had some thoughts running through your mind,
and you were expressing them to Bill Moyers in those words.

Mr. KaTzENBACH. I don’t think I had a view one way or the
other, other than what I was being told the FBI investigation had,
but I was saying you have got a lot of facts here, if you say Oswald
was the lone killer, he wasn’t in conspiracy with anyone, had
nothing to do with any foreign government, you have got a lot of
awkward facts that you are going to have to explain, and you had
better explain them satisfactorily. You had better put it all out on
the table. :

Chairman Stokes. Time has expired

Mr. Dopp. May I have 1 more minute and I will terminate?

Chairman Stokes. Without objection.

Mr. Dopp. On page 22, when asked by Mr. Cornwell—I won’t
read the question to you, but basically he is talking to you about
the assassination plots, asking, during the deposition, about the
assassination plots, and your response is this:

No. In fact, I never believed there were such plots. I testified to this before but I
remember at one time they were in the White House at the time of the Dominican
upheaval and I remember Lyndon Johnson asking a direct question to Dick Helms
about assassination and got a flat denial from Mr. Helms that the CIA had anybody

involved. It was a short conversation and you can qualify it any way you want to,
but I went home pretty confident.

Did you prepare any memorandum at that time, after that con-
versation, or do you remember that conversation so clearly that
you have no doubt in your own mind that Mr. Helms told the
President of the United States in 1965 there were no assassination
plots?

Mr. KaTzENBACH. I remember the conversation. It is hard to
remember verbatim word for word. The question may well have
been “Have we ever been involved in any assassination of any-
body,” and the answer to that may have been the flat “no.”

I don’t know, I don’t remember exactly how the question was
phrased, but it obviously had to do at that time with Vietnam, and
I was satisfied from that that we didn’t engage in that kind of
activity in this country, and I suppose I was satisfied in part,
gongressman, because it was so incredible to me that we should

ave.

Mr. Dopb. You didn't take any notes?

Mr. KaTzENBACH. I almost never did. I never had time.

Mr. Dopp. Thank you, Mr. Katzenbach. :

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Stokes. Time of the gentleman has expired.

The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Sawyer.

Mr. SawvER. I just have a single question. Mr. Hart, who was a
spokesman for CIA here in connection with their having taken into
custody for some 3 years Yuri Nosenko, the Russian defector, said
that their authority for putting this man in a specially built isola-
tion cell for 3 years, was you, that Helms had gone to you and
gotten an OK for this. Is that true?
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Mr. KarzenBacH. I have no recollection of any conversation
involving Mr. Nosenko with Mr. Helms. There may have been such
a conversation. I don’t think that I authorized putting anybody in
jail for 3 years. I simply have no recollection of any such conversa-
tion occurring, but there may have been a conversation about a
defector. I don’t know.

Mr. SAwYER. But you don’t believe that you would have author-
ized that kind of thing, if you had been asked?

Mr. KaTzENBACH. No, I think I would have—I think if somebody
saild we have a defector, we don’t know whether he is a true
defector or not, we have got him under some questioning, I
wouldn’t have—I don’t suppose that would have bothered me that
much. But when you talk about incarceration for 3 years, and so
forth, that seems to me a different proposition.

One would expect a defector to be questioned by CIA.

Mr. SAwYER. But not put in solitary for 3 years in a specially
constructed vault, in effect?

Mr. KatzenNBacH. No. But I would not have been surprised if he
had been questioned intensively for a week or two.

Mr. SawyEgR. Thank you.

That is all I have, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Stokes. The gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Ford.

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, I don’t have questions at this time. I
yield my time to the Chair.

Chairman Stokgs. Time of the gentleman has expired.

The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Fithian.

Mr. FitHiaN. I didn’t expect Mr. Ford to pass. I don’t have my
document out here I wanted to talk to you about.

It has to do with your views as to how, in keeping with your
deposition, you said that we should leave no stone unturned and
pursue every possibility, and so on, and particularly with regard to
conspiracy.

There have been some questions here of the Cuban situation.
What I would like to do is ask if you could shed any light as to how
you would have advised the FBI to proceed with the alleged con-
nections between Jack Ruby and organized crime?

Mr. KaTzenBacH. Well, I think it should have been explored in
normal investigative ways, that is, they have some sources they
were using and still use, to some extent, electronic devices, in
appropriate circumstances, and I would have thought they would
have made any effort, every effort that was possible, to see what
those connections were, if any.

There is certainly a massive amount of data in the FBI with
respect to organized crime. There even was at that time. I suspect
there is a lot more today.

Mr. FitHiaN. I wonder if we might provide the witness with the
February 24 memorandum from Hubert and Griffin to Howard
Willens. JFK F-448, I think, is the number. If we could provide
that to the witness, I would ask that it be introduced into the
record at this time.

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it might be entered into
the record at this time.

[The exhibit follows:]
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JFK ExHiBIT F-448
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February 24, 1964

thlb‘-'I‘:ﬁ 5

}‘Rxﬁ: Yz, Leon D. IHubert ‘ ) AR
. Mr, Burt ¥. Criffin . e

SUBJECT:" 1) ac Obtaine ol
e In nn-therama of yomr cunmaation with M, Grirnn on Fchruazy
‘z)*h and our Joint remorandus of February 19, the followirg steps are

- .puggeatad to be tsken 33 soom as ponzible for obtaindng and preserving -
teleghane rescrds which may be part:ment to the mrk ot :hhis Commlgsion.

" -Some ‘of the suggestions m Lv.-.posa hurdens up:m prlvate partiea .
%’:"1.:.ch ore not justified by tho possible results io be obtained. If 5o,
they should be rejected and the reason for such rejection recorded n
. order to esmu:a i\r\‘:xr:a critms that such ef:rorha wero caremu\,r con- -

- Purugrapns ons, “tvo anA thz-es sesk telephons nurbers of p"nnae : .
"reasonably avallahle” to Ruly plus reca.‘"ds of callyg placcd rro:a phoneg ~
m.derRuhysdimctemtml. o c .

Pamrrmph four’ seeks tclephone xmmbe‘-s of all’ phoruza Z‘cﬁ:ﬁ'lﬂbl\f
nvaLnble to cex rain persons. . .

. “Pavagraph five seeks on],y phanea Jd.zrted 1o cr lm&.r the control et
of eertaln peoplas’ .. 7 - ) A

Paragraph six tnn are desig:ned to lwy a 'basis fox l'urt‘z...r ' ) e
inveerugutim. S : ) : SR

‘.1, The FBI s?mﬂ.d iuneaiately obtain the tclephcne numbern, names - .
of subseriber, location ond type of service of &ll phones reasonably R
available to Jack Ruly, - YReasonsbly availeble” should include, but not
b2 limtted to, subgeriber and pay telephores at the Al Right Paxking -
Caroge, Adolphus lotel, the Egyptién Lounge, Phil's Delicatessen,

Cabans Motel, Sol's Turf Bar, Pallas City Hall end Jail, Dsllas Yornlng
News, Redio Stetian XLIF, togethar with sry pay phonmes within xeasorable
wand.nz digtance of goid places or any other places vhich Puby frequented,
Numbera and information concorning phones "re'\"onub]qr available” to Ruby
in DPalies may b= obtained by personal contact with subscribers or the
telephons comany,- Infomnu:.on 8 to phon2s avallable outside Dallas

wld not involve contact
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e, 'H'D’J'dl‘d P, @illens . 4 }'ebmr:’r 3’ 1\)6].

2. - The FBI should irmadiately obtoin with respect to Jock Ruby,

- . for the parlod August 1"to November 25,1943, coples of all original °

‘eléphonie company recordls bearing vpon the dates, time, length of’ coll
calling mmber, billing mumber, person calling snd nuwiber colled with
respact to all telephons calls (including Jocal calls) utilizing any
telephone listed 1o Jnck Ruby or any of hio Ciubs, including pay phones .
on or rear the premizes; If the telephano compsrny has no records which
would provide information co-xceming Joesl.. qu_Lq, thc FBI should 0
stste. .

~ . T¢is mmscassaxy ‘&t ‘thie poizrl; to- obtain call reeords from a1 - ',
: phonss rreasvasbly avallable io Buty“ sinos sonlysle of ceils froa sueh”

’ '. prozas would be impozeitle withoul further information, However, we <.

contexplate that 1L we eatebllish a 1lst of suspected intermsdlaries .
betueen RPuby and Cswald, it would be valuadle to cheok: telephones
"ayoiloble™ to Ruby ngainst cells to the "intermediaries". iIn addition,
it may be valusblo to  examdne records of telephones lipted to or used
regularly hy suzspected "intemedlariea" for calls to pLones "Gvailnble"
to Ruhy. . .

3. With respe'-t to ali Tecorde requﬁsted 1n psragraph two, “the
FBI should indicate in its report whot telephons company personnsl ‘were
questionad, the gqueatiors msked and the answers recelved, in all invesii-
gations which were conducted, so thot it moy be determined that the

recorde obtalned mre camplete and accurate. Vie believe that the methed
of searching for records mst be detailed smince telephone Inforration .
toraarded so for h:m besn spot‘..y and ixmccm-u..e. : ) N

R 'J.‘o Ihe extent no% alrbady provided, ~the ¥BL sbo.:.ld b regquested
{to obt.a:!.n for the Cammisslon o 1ist of ell telephones (but not call ;
records) reasanably avalladle to the follov..ng parsons slnce L.arch 1, 1963:.
Andrew Amstrong, 3821 chkson Circle, Apartmttt c, Dallas 3 J.exus.

Karen Bannet‘h Carli.n axa I‘hran Bermnt F.arlm, aka "Little Iomn
< 3909 Liesddw'brook, Forf. \'lorth, .a.exas. .

Bmce CSl'un, ako BPruce l(arlin, 3809 .‘-seedowbmox, Fovt #orth, 'rcma,
" Narion (aka Bacian) Rubansuein Carroll, 1044 . loyola, Chicego, 111.

Efleen Rubenstein Knminsuv, 6724 M. Tolmon, C.dcago, Ilirois

Lewis J. Mc’lxlli.o, Lus Vegas, ﬁavada . . -

., Ygman Bubenstedn, 101,4 ., Inyou, Gl‘dcago, Illinois

- SRl A

San (Ru‘oenstein) m.hcf, 11616 Jamestom Boad, “Dalles ’ "axas.

K R

-0 .
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Earl }Pamgns:be.t.n) M“’g 29925 \:oodlnml\ nr{we, Souuh.fidd, mcm,,m .

eyl B . -

" Eve, &mensue:in (z..agle.)'cmnt, 3\329 hal1ine, Dallng, TeXes.
Ralph Paul, Arlington ‘TPexas ) ) : . ‘.

c/o Bart Dman, Copaland Road, Arlington, Texas (l-one) _
Podmuh's Restourant, Arlington, Texas (access)
John ¥, Jackson, 1602 Browning, -Axlington, Texan (:.coe*s) :
;...Bull Pen. Drive-l‘.n, 1936 EastJbe:am, Arling’cm Texas. (busine.,s)
y e T o FNPORLENE
¥ hma lﬁx'henstdn vc:.pm 104, w. I-ﬂyﬁla, Chicago, I]_'Linois: "f

R SR

The dato March 1 1s chosen 'because it estahlishes a Bare nzxrgin .
for .{m;uhy rioxr to Oswald's trip to Mew Orleans, With respect to each
cf the above bersons, the FBI should provide numbers, to the extent .
rossible, not only of kome telrpbenes Wt reacrby pay phones, telep‘wnas

. of any buaincsses in which the individual is employed, telephones of * °
business portoers or other wimilsre ¢lose business asgoclates s telephones ©
of fxriends end relatives vialted frequently, and telephones ot restourants’
and other bugiressea which the Individual s kmown to frequent. For each
telephone the FBI phould indicate the type of serviece (pay phone, sub- ™
scriber phone, limited sarvice telephone), neme of subserlbor s locntion
of phore, and reason for concluding the phane wes accessilile Lo the
individual under investigation. This iaformadion should be cbteined.
prizarily by exanining records vaich will not involve parsonal contact
with persans outside of tho telephona cozpanies and without comymmnieating -

~ _thenaces of suspsclis to persces outside the FBI, Vo rcalize that such ..

o neans of lavestdgetion will not provide n complete answer to owr questionz, - 5
but ws believe other modes of inquiry vould be unwise ot this time. As .

“to each individual undexr investigation, tha FBI ropord chould indichte

what sources vere ¢hacked and what other information os $o possibly uccassibls
phcmes migh‘c. be avaﬂahla 'bg' direct camtact wit h indi.vzd.,\sls. s

»

5- The FBI should oh'toln n‘on 3 telepho'xa compaty records chepk’
the ‘porsonal, family and business phonea of the follaving pexsons
Guring the pericd Yoxeh 1, 1963 to present: ) -

Barnay Baker, 5900 Shaz.’ldan Road, Chicago, ILli.nom (hor\.e)

Chicogo Iocp Auto Refinisning Co., Ine, - )
3216 Soutn Sh:lolds Ava., Chicogs, M. (business)

~ Curtds YaVerne Crafard, ska Larry Crafard (in\.luding phoms avmlanle
; _to ‘hlm on hia "Iligh’c. ﬁc:n Dallaa to I-Lic.hlgan‘)
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. Cza:wdgn, 7)5 Cres‘.emt D"ive, Peln Springs, Culsf.
7 Ao Grivbr, 5222 v, Lol Tas hegdles, CaME. (VE 5.2082) -

I-‘ramc Galdste ln, CI.O Terooita Brnl-'-mm, Ssn Francisco, Calif.
A (s 7-7574)
| (55 27343) - '
Lawrence u‘:&?;fé-’l‘ﬂ, 3950 Y, ELakn Shore Drive, Calesgo, Illinofs (home)
. EroMEg. Con, 744 Teat tomre, Cisoago, o1, (busm ) '
L Boer Y;z}..‘!.i.m Piaa, sl ziick:-y D;,'an, 2344, Camnsoticut Lan._, ot c., '
.. "ﬁﬁ“nx:s, Texas .

\Anasi !.E::bsr*o, Chica"b, Illimis )
%ario U:Q:ert.o, Chieazo, IMiinoln
elns&e.m 11023 best:w*o cxrcle, D.allae, 'I'cxas. ’

6. The EBI ..zzculd ocmfer with tl.a apprapnate ofi'icl,.l_-: of te’).co
cozcanley in Chisago, Dallas, Detroldy, New York, Son Frapeilsco, Ios
An“eles, and Mo Crlesns to detecmine whet momns, If ooy, are svellable
£o cbtaining infermation ap to incoming long distance folsphome calla to -
ary particulor pusber 1f the nome of the caller is wimown. Ti is con-
coivadle, for exemple, twd comrecting or trunk-line telephone carrders

nay have outcandie recording devices which xecord tho celling exckange

.. end the dlsled rudber wlth respeel to eulla whilch they irmmsmit, Cr, 18

* gy be thab most telephond coipenles in laxge clties are now so fNully .

sutcrated that such ir:tomation ip voatalned on thelr 1B caxda ond thess .-
It -cards could be mm thrvugh a computer or.other devico for every :
telephare subssriber In the area oo that such informadfon oowld be derived
pechanioplly witlxarh ucduo expense or personzl offort. Informatlon os to
city or toléphons compngy Lrom which a long diztance call originatsd could

.canoeiw'hly ba zzesnbgtrl in ligh‘ of other mta which vie have. -

. '7. Tho FBI shcmld ooafer with teleobom company officicls of e‘\ch
cozpary serving Jack Ruby and the persons listed in parsgraph four end -
fivo 1o aseertoin if that company has n'v weans of providing information,”
concexaing lceal colls o or fron the phenes of these persons, Evenm if
ro records are malniained by such copsnies in the ordinury course of
tusiness, it muy be that cortsin electranie, mechanieal or other exbries
ere roulinely made cither by tolephoze tr'-r:ntt’c Ing equipnent or in

. connaction with business records o*dlmz'jl; melntained by the telephons
company so that bty careful exaalration of sueh data .m_ro“::mt_on con~ :

.+ ‘ceTning local telephone sebivity on a paridenlar telephone could bo

" “obtalred,t To vhatorver extont infarzalion dax bo obtalned coacerning - -

local telephons acilvity, the Agend should repory 4o the Comission the -

nature of the information which can be obtoined and tho meens by which

it would be obvtnined. ‘This dsta should be secured without n.ntioni.;g

partic\.lar naces or telophono musbers.

A
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8. The FBL should Sbiain a Iust of all ‘tqlephona ccr:pames end

. tbeA cniot meoutive Of.z:lcer}arvin., ﬁza toumh:s oreoa. R N R A
s Toxas 4 ¢ : ’ o
Kevada -

- 13 Angeles, Califarnta

. San Franeisco, California : :

Chicago, Illinoias -

Peirott, Michigan and ndga"ent suburhs in the Botroit mctrmal..bnn
arca, including Southfield, Michigan .. -

Bo"ton, Yagzachusotts and’ edjucexrh suburbs; ineluding Balmnt, !!nss.. j_,

-, Yew York meivopoliten &vea,- inclx.dmg sumr’aan Iong Iﬂn:\d,
Commeoticut and New Joxomy

2itant, Florida

Viashingicn, D. C. and sdjacent subm‘ns . -

e‘-vm-lenm, Lau.mi&rm N T - .

—

9. . H.ml:ln nhsuld addrcs.- a letter to the Cuief Executive of
ench of the.{elephone compantes mentioned in paragraph eigbt requenting
.- that such ccupem.es‘m: Qostroy until Jume 1, 1964 any records they : -
* may have with respact to teléphone sexvice of o1l subseribers,” The - -
letier shovld rﬂg;k.e.s’b ‘that 't.ha sourt» of thils po_lcy not ‘be disclosed. -
~
" Retention of recerds on @ dlanket basie would prosexve security 25 to
e thixﬁd.ng of the Commlzalon and will afford ithe paxiram essursnce that
ielephone records will be preserved with respest to persona not yet suspect,
" Yo realiza that plasket retention eay bs 5o burdehsome o expensive as to -
nake owr request o3 wwessonable, XL there dis any suggestion glong these |
ljn.a, a om’nrarenc.. -;o mr]. out a raeanabla aystem ahould ba m;,gez&ed. AR
10. As soon o3 posslble ui”te.. tne Ruby t"iul m.d arter coﬂmxltn hm—:
with the Commisslon, the FBY should obtain coples of original talephone
records uncovered os & result of the invesiigations :.'en'.xest-*d in pnmgmphs
four and five, Thess records should be analyzed to def bemme possidble’
Yinks. to Ruby or Oswald. Therealer,.if deeamed advisable, records of
phonzs “ressanshly avoilable® o Ruby would be analyzed for possible
oglla to phones "reasorably availshle to sueyecl:nd intermediaries bstween
Ruby ond Oawam

..
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Mr. FitHiAN. It is in today’s briefing book under exhibit 5. At
least that is its number.

Mr. KaTzENBACH. Did you want me to read it?

Mr. FitHIAN. If you would just glance over it quickly.

As T understand your experience in the Department during At-
torney General Kennedy’s tenure, you became fairly familiar with
the whole effort on organized crime; is that not correct?

Mr. KATzZENBACH. Not really terribly familiar, Congressman.
That was one of the areas that Robert Kennedy was most interest-
ed in himself and, therefore, one of the areas where he had far
more extensive knowledge than 1. What I usually picked up from
him as deputy was the areas where he had less interest, so I was
not an expert on organized crime.

Mr. Frraian. If you would like, just as we chat back and forth
here, to glance over that four or five pages, I think you will find
that there are recommendations here from these two junior attor-
neys on the Warren Commission that at least lead me to believe
that they were recommending a much more ambitious program
than obviously was pursued and, in fact, if you go to the page 5
with me, paragraph 9, their recommendation is really precise, and
it said that Mr. Rankin should address the letter to the chief
executive of each of the telephone companies mentioned in para-
graph 8, requesting such companies not destroy until June 1, 1964,
any records that they may have with respect to telephone services
of all subscribers, and so on.

If you look above that it is a number of towns. If you look on the
back in the document there are a number of names that they
suggest that they might pursue, and if you look earlier on in the
document you find a suggestion that they survey any telephone
within the reach of Jack Ruby.

Now, I am not really vitally concerned about this document with
this particular witness, Mr. Chairman, but I am interested in what
recommendations you would have made to the Bureau to pursue,
or either you or the Department would have made to the Bureau,
to pursue the possible organized crime complicity in the assassina-
tion, and that is the first part of the question.

The second part is, isn’t it reasonable to expect, given the exper-
tise of Justice in this particular field, that this might be one of the
areas that we as a committee could expect the greatest amount of
interaction between Justice and the Bureau, given your widespread
experience down at Justice in this and the necessity of the two
groups really to cooperate?

Am I way off on that, Mr. Katzenbach?

Mr. KatzenBacH. No. I don’t know how you are using the term
Justice on that. I think with respect to the Commission that we
felt, in fact, the Commission should have, whatever investigation
the Commission wanted should be done and should be performed in
accordance with what they wished. I don’t recall making any sug-
gestion to the Commission as to what I thought they should go
into.

Mr. Willins was liaison from the Department, using Department
in the narrow sense of the lawyers in the Department. He had
considerable experience with organized crime and I would have
expected, because of the strange shooting of Oswald by Ruby, and
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because of allegations of organized crime connections—I would
have expected the Commission to go into those to whatever depth
they thought appropriate in terms of coming to whatever conclu-
sions they came to.

My point is I wouldn’t have either interfered or wanted them to
interfere or told them what to do.

Mr. FrtHiAN. Wouldn’t that expectation have been heightened by
what Mr. Rankin told us today that is section No. 4 of their
investigative plan had to do with the whole conspiracy, did any-
body at least assist?

Question. I guess what I really want to get to, Mr. Katzenbach, is
in light of the FBI's role as really the investigative arm, granted
the Commission had some lawyers, but the real investigation was
done by the Bureau?

Mr. KaTzENBACH. Yes, sir.

Mr. FitHIAN. And the Bureau under the Justice Department. Are
you satisfied——

Nlllr KatzenBacH. The Bureau under the Warren Commission,
really.

MI?’ Frraian. All right. Are you satisfied, as you review the case,
that the FBI, in assisting the Warren Commission, did an adequate
job with regard to the approach to investigating the question of
any possible complicity of organized crime via the Jack Ruby link?

Mr. KATZENBACH. | don’t really feel in a position to answer that
question. You gentlemen could answer that question far better
than I because you have gone over all of this to a much greater
degree than I have.

Mr. FitHIAN. At any time during the whole Warren Commission
existence, did anyone from either the FBI, to your knowledge, or
the Warren Commission, come over and sit down with the Orga-
nized Crime Section of the Justice Depoartment, or the Attorney
General himself, or anybody, you or anyone else, and sort of review
the bidding as to the approach that they might use in trying to
ferret out any possible association?

Mr. KaTtzenBacH. I know of no such thing, no such occasion.
They certainly did not with me, but Mr. Willins, who was the
liaison there, he was a very good lawyer, had a lot of experience in
organized crime, and would have been quite competent to have
helped to assist them as they wanted in this respect, and I simply
have no knowledge as to what conversations he had with the
Warren Commission or the staff on that subject, but he was cer-
tainly competent to do so.

Mr. FitHIAN. He never made any——

Chairman Stokgs. Time has expired.

Mr. FirHian. He never made any reports to you?

Mr. KaTzenBacH. No. He occasionally told me orally, but it was
my view that the Warren Commission was doing this and our job
was to do what they wanted done, to give them what support they
wanted in the job that they were doing, and not to interfere in any
way.

Mr. FrtHIAN. And the last question, you never felt that Justice or
the FBI ought to go to the Commission and say, “Look, if you are
really going to look into the organized crime section, this is the
way you want to do it.”
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Mr. KatzenBacH. No, I don’t think any occasion came up where
I felt that was appropriate or necessary.

Mr. FithiaN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Stokkes. Time of the gentleman has expired.

The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Devine.

Mr. DevINE. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

Chairman StokEes. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Katzenbach, Mr. Sawyer asked you about the decision to sign
off for Mr. Nosenko. Can you tell us whom it was that came to you
and asked for your permission to begin the interrogation of No-
senko?

Mr. KatzeneacH. I don’t recall anybody doing so, Mr. Chairman.
I understand that Mr. Helms has said that he had a conversation
with me, or recalls that he had a conversation with me on it. I
have no recollection of that conversation. But perhaps his recollec-
tion is better than mine. I don’t know. I don’t recall any such
conversation.

Chairman Stokes. Was this your testimony, that you don’t recall
anyone talking to you about it?

Mr. KatzenNBacH. Yes, sir, that is my testimony.

Chairman STOKES. At any time?

Mr. KATZENBACH. At any time.

Chairman StokEes. How did you learn of it?

Mr. KATzENBACH. I learned of it when the gentleman writing a
book called me up about 3 or 4 months ago or 6 months ago, and
asked me about it. And I said, “Who is Nosenko’'?

Chairman Stokes. That would be Mr. Epstein?

Mr. KatzenBacH. Yes, sir, Edward J. Epstein, right. And that
was the first that I heard of it, to my recollection.

Chairman STOKES. So then, so that the record is patently clear on
this point, during your tenure you knew absolutely nothing at all
of this situation?

Mr. KatzenBacH. Nothing that I can recall at this time. It was
quite a while ago, but I have absolutely no recollection of Mr.
Nosenko or anything to do with him during that period of time.

Chairman Stokes. And while you held the office that you held,
were you at any time requested to give your approval to treating
any defector in this manner?

Mr. KarzenBacH. No, sir, the only connections that I can recall
with the CIA at all fell into two categories: One was when they
wished to wiretap or some electronic device to be put within this
country they came to me; and the only other thing is whenever
they wanted a book suppressed they came to me and I told them
not to do it.

Chairman Stokes. Told them what?

Mr. KarzenBacH. Told them not to do it, that there wasn’t any
way you were going to do it. And those are the only, at least
offhand the only—I had very little connection with the CIA when
I—none that I recall as deputy, a little bit, I guess at the time of
the Cuban missile crisis, and perhaps some at the time of the
Cuban prisoner exchange. But I had very little connection with the
CIA. And I don’t recall, except for those occasions, their ever
asking me any legal advice whatsoever, perhaps for good reason.
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Chairman Stokks. And you are absolutely certain that you
cannot recall any conversation with Mr. Helms about Nosenko?
Mr. KatzENBACH. I am certain that I don’t recall it; yes, sir. I
can’t flatly deny that such a conversation occurred, but I have no
recollection of it. It is quite a while ago, and I believe—I believe if
it was as dramatic as it was put by Congressman Sawyer, I would
remember it. If I was simply informed that somebody was being
questioned, there was a potential defector, I might not recall it.

Chairman Stokgs. Thank you.

Any other questions?

Mr. SAWYER. Yes.

Mr. Katzenbach, I don’t know whether you are informed on the
details of the situation, but we had testimony by a spokesman for
the CIA, so that it is not just a statement of some employee or
something, he was designated by the present Director to come here
and present the story because he was supposedly the most familiar
with it, since he had reviewed it for the CIA.

And he stated in substance that Mr. Nosenko was taken into
custody in this country by the CIA after defection, or after alleged
defection, held in a so-called safe house on a diet of tea and
porridge twice a day, was allowed no reading material, the guards
were instructed neither to talk to him nor smile at him, he was
subjected to 48 hours at a crack interrogation. This being while
they built a separate facility somewhere else in the country;
namely, a device described by him as a bank vault, and then built
a house around the bank vault to put this man in, and then kept
him there under equivalent conditions for some 3 years, with that
kind of thing, 1,277 days, to be specific.

At which point they finally gave up and gave him some emolu-
ment and put him on their payroll and let him go. And then they
gave, as I questioned on the authority to do a thing like that, did
they have any kind of process, and they said other than the fact
that Mr. Helms had conferred with you and gotten your OK that
this would be legal. And I just found it awfully difficult to believe
that. And that is why—and I also don’t imagine it would be the
kind of thing that you would be asked to OK enough that you
wouldn’t rather clearly remember the incident, if it had occurred.

Mr. KarzenBacH. If the facts as you have just set them forth to
me, Congressman, had ever been made known to me, (A), I would
recollect it, I am certain; and I hope to goodness I wouldn’t have
given the legal advice that it is claimed.

Mr. SAwyEr. It makes me feel better about it. Thank you.

That is all I have, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Stokes. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Does counsel, Mr. Cornwell, desire to be recognized?

Mr. CorNWELL. I only note, Mr. Chairman, that during the ques-
tioning by the committee members there have been various exhib-
its which have been referred to directly or indirectly. They include
exhibits which have been marked for identification as JKF F-462,
F-463, F-465, F-466, F-458, F-471, F-472, F-473, and F-448, and 1
might ask they be placed in the record at this time.

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, they may be entered into
the record at this time.

[The above mentioned JFK exhibits F-462, F-463, F-465, F-466,
F-471, F-472, and F-473, follow:]

[JFK exhibits F-448 and F-458 were entered previously.]
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- Deputy Attorney General Katzenbach called at 5:09 pim.
He said he realiZed that things were happening very fast and ho
was calling to ask that ke be kept informed if there are golng
to be any arrests of the person ox persons who assassinated the
President. In other words, he would like to be advised vben :lt =
is apparent there is going to be a solution. .

The Daputy Attorney G al also tea that iz 1t
develops that Oswald is the man who did the assassination or.’ -
was involved in it, then his pro-Cuban and pro-Soviet activitzes
will come into mounting prominence. He said 1f Oswald 1s S0
identified, the Stata Department should bo advised as thera are
definite foreil.gn policy considerutions and decisions bero.

Assistant Deputy llttotney General William A. Geov'hel:an
called at' 5:15 p.m., on behalf of the Deputy Attorney General, .
‘advised that two men in the State Department have definite R
coordination responsibility in connection with any State Deparhzent
action which would be required, if it develops that Oswald is .

- :lmplicaf:ed in the assassination. If this implication deveﬁ_p

State Department will need full details on Oswald's background, “_
The péople at State Dﬂpartment to be notified :ln tlus regaﬁ a:;e
as follows: . .

" John Crimmins - ORI mniam Bowdler .
"Extension 4588 - Extension 373G
llome phone m 4—6151 . Home Phone I’E 7—-4712

- X emphasized to Geo"'hegan tha.t he must recognize, and I am
sure the Deputy Attorney General so understood, that we could pot’
give out any blow~by-~blow account of what is happening and that -
we would only he acting in this regard when it became npparent that
the solution is imminent. Je was 4in agreement,.

feports .on Oswald are 1n the possession ot S
Om) h P nd Supervisor E.T.Turner of the Domestic In

©) .+ " Division is so advising Crimmins or Bowdler
. 1 - Belmont )

31 -~ Evans,
3, - Rosen 1577'

ot ' =
3~ Sullivan 3 Z 350-53 -
1 -Donahoo / . ot

t"te Department
telligence .
tonigh‘t:. -

7 ODICL- T 53"'

JFK Exuierr F-462
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JFK Exuisir F-463
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Thls arternoon X adv:lsed SAC Shanklin !.n ‘Dallas t‘bl.t ve are

H sending down Supervisors Ropge and Thompson Zox the yurpose of going <3 2

i carefully over the written interview and investigative findings of -our

. Agents in the Oswald matter so that we can prepare 2 wmemorandum to the °

| Attorney General, attaching exhibits such as photographs, et cetera, -

i to set out the evidence showing that Oswald is xesponsible Toxr the:

! shooting that killed the President. ¥e will show that Oswald was an
avoved -Harxist, a Tormer defector to the Soviet Union and an active ::-
nember of the FPCC, whick “as been financed by Castro. Ve will then -

how the Backgrouzd of Oswald, vhen and vhere he was born, ‘@t ceters;’
and then the story of vhat happened when the President was shot angd ..
subsegueantly until Oswald was picked up in the theatre. We will set
forth the items of evidence which nake it clear that Oswald 18 the
man who killed the President.

T= L \Sh:ml.lin said results or the invest:.gation have becn reduced ..
to writ.ecn form and cooscquently the iniornatxon will a1l be available
foxr these two Supervisors. L Seeiin .

e Supprvisoxs Topge a.nd 'rhmnpson are eaving th.e night o2

Fovenber 24 for Dalla.s( b)o I}m, Fopck plane) .-

2 e T

o -\'r.v\.rs-- .ﬁ' =

T \) I tolad Shanklin tbat he sbould contact the Chief of Foilee -
,and arrange to be sure that any evideace such as the yifle, xéz: casi.x:‘gsJ
3paper bag containing Osvald's fingerprints, et cetera, be lo

; in’ custody of the Chief so :that no souvenir bunters or other® perSons'-“
would destroy or take away the evidence.- Despite the fact {bat Oswald

{ is dead, this evidence will be necessary to back up any statoment tb:.t

. oswald was the wan who killed the Prcsident.

/71 81so alerted oun” Lavoratory to xetaln the Pullere et

were compared with the rifle and to bold on to any other evidence -
::>°rtaining to thxs case T z 3

Lt

\I told Shnnl.un tbat Deputy Attorney Gnneral I\atzen‘bac‘h is
xeportcdly sending Assistant Attorney General MNiller of the Criminal
Division down to Dallas to speak to tho layor to sce if he can kecp =i’
ihe Chief. of Police and Llentenant Fritz oii television and rad;lo.
T pEN) e
ABans -
& )

L
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At 4:15 p,ud "Jr. Deloach advised that Katzenbach ianua
t out ' statowent, “Ue Are now persuaded that Osvald killed theut=x =
President; hovever, the investigation by the Department of Justic :md
- the FBIX is contiouing.” Guthman of the Department wanted the PBY 395
to put thia statement out.

.._:-

Nr. Deloach advised Guthman that the ¥8Y %
~vould not put out the statenent and we are
‘being put out along this 1:1::-

opposad to any sntenan‘lg P

EA -x,-~. L~-_.’,=\. ._ .r_
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JFK ExHiBiT F-465
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Memorandum

T MR. SPLLIVAN 5/ L e
- _ " ,' ’. '.A
YoM > A H. Bolnont[l[iii(
. SUMRCE: LXR HARVEY OSWALD -
Assassination of tha Preu.d-nt .
- The Pirector udvisod that Iw hud tulkod to xatzon'bsch. 'hu h:ul

" “been talking to the White House relative to the report we are to rende;
* 4n the Oswald case. It is Katzenbach's feeling that this repoxt should

include everything which _pay_raise a_guestion in the mind of the pubnc

ox the press regarding this matter, including suc BEE

ol th’_pxss,port to Oswald in Noscov, and the furnishing of woney to hl.n
e > *

by thes State Department for the purpase of raturning ¥o 2
tho State Department regulations or law required Stato to do thesea
" things, we should get a copy of the law, - .-

This report “will have to contain -nythinx o! relevanco e to t.ha
csse, Ve shonld get from the Defense Department Oswald's record ana
dfsciplinary action and discharge. We should cover the angle o2 ngslc
golsg dowmn to Hexico cs.ty,and his contacts down there. B

In othor vorda this report is to settle the dust, 1n so zur ..
as Oswald and his Activities are concerned, both Zron the standpoint
that he is the man who assassinated the Presidsnt and relative to -
Osw2ld himself and his activities and background, ot cetera. i N

. At such tine as the report is nnisbod, Hr. ,x-tzan'b;ch will go -
over i1t, and will furnish it to other officials of the government,
such as McCone of CIA, the Secretarles of Navy, Pofense, and State,”
so that they can look it over and make sure they agrea and do not byve
any objections. . <!

The above change v:lll, o! course, require nore tine !or the .
preparation of this report. However, the Director desires that it bs
Qut as Quickly as possidble., Diwision.Six will continuve to handle the
portion of the-report dealing with the ussussin:tion attempt and the
avidence. gathered to show that Oswald is responsible. 7This means that
we will have to carefully check the evidence and Uswald’s possessions
that the police are noy turning over to us, to see if add:lt!.ona.l
Anfornation should go into the report :ron this. - Qb

ich

o - ‘p ;‘. ‘ P
Division Five -111 ‘hapal@ the othar part of the report,
. ﬂﬁllm :gciations, ot cotora, of Oswald, .Ve Imst
)Iba certain thnt nything at is put into the ropo¥t ¢an Ee backed t;p
as 1t will be subject to Rinute scrutiny from the press_ lic
For Division Five's part ZHTWVe should be cartain also that

e ot heab e Ca —_ ——va_.s .. o e Al Al &
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Hr. Sullivan
L!)sva‘,m'ﬁ: passport back to hin, et cetera. s -should bs certain
‘that sgents thoroughly go through Osw¥ald’s effects to see_if they
_can pick up any correspondence with the Communist Party, the Boviet
" Enbassy, et co_tora:_-fa-- - c I P S

'i‘his 19~:n di':zticult re : oibrepvaro, but ve will hAn;'.v.o‘ to A
concentrate our Yt}-aibertIon on 4t in order to protuce the desirad
results.: . S : R S

41-372 O = 78 - 43(Vol., 3)
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JFK ExuiBir F-466
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FROM "z g C. D, DeLoach ‘
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SUBJECT: _ ASSASSINATION OF THE PRESID:.NT Sor it . /’/ o,
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" Guthman oI the Department called at approxxmately(i 00 p. m. .He stated
that the Attorney General of the State of Texas was having a press conrerence this .- -
afternoon in Washington and would undoubtedly indicate to the press that the State of .
Texas would convene a Board of Inquiry into the assassination of the President and the ~
murder of Lee Harvey Oswald. Guthman stated that the Department had to prepare to ,
answer a large number of inquiries which they undoubtedly will receive following the -
State Attorney General's press conference. Guthman then read to me the following"
proposed release he pla.ns to make. . .

"President J ohnson has dvrectod the FBT to invgstzgafb ever

lead and every shred of evidence in the assassination of President *
Kennedy and the shooting of Oswald. A full report on the FBI's findings

in the assassination of President Kennedy will be made public. All
evidence in the shooting of Oswald will be made available to local -
authorities in Dallas who will have responsibility for the trial of Jack

. Ruby. The Department of Justice, of course, will lend whatever
- assistance it can to any properly constxtuted Texas Court of Inquxry. ”

Guthman asked me what I thought of the release. I told h1m 3 dlsagre
with the plan to make a release. I'mentioned that everything had already been said in
the release which was made last night and, therefore, there was no further need fo -
state anything else. -I told him that jt would be far bgtter to'wait until the FBI had
procured all facts in the matter and had submitted an investigative report. X told:
Guthman that it was particularly bad that he wanted to make the statement that, “All
evidence in the shooting of Oswald will be made available to local authorities in Dallas
who will have responsibility for the trial of Jack Ruby.* I mentioned that despite the -:
iruthfulness of this statement it will invite criticism. Many responsible individuals ~
across the Nation are pointing to the inefficiency of the Dallas Police Department and -
« statement of this nature wﬂl merely add Iuel to the hre.‘

i- Mr. Belmont

i - Mr. Rosen
L~ Mr. Evans; S
' - Mr, Jones L . . it ’
¢ - Mr. Morrell .,m?’ CONTINUED NEXT PAGE
i Merrel ,..,;g@? . .RE_GSS Pty
‘DD:saj vl q‘ :

D e BECs s
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” DeLoach to Mohr  11-25-63
Re: Assassination of the President iR

b o
. : g Guthman s!ated he would remove the sta.tement at once, however
wanted to go ahead and make the remaining statements. Ytold him ¥ still dxsagx’-eed
that there appeared to be no need whatsoever for any further press releases to be
made by the Department. I told him that I, personally, believe that he should answe:
mqmrxes in the matter. He rephed that he would thmkover the ob; ectxons in questl

“-After ta.lkmg with the Director, ! called Guthman back and told him
1 wanted to reiterate my objections in the above regard. Guthman stated he had given
the matter further thought and in view of FBI objections would not issue a press
release but merely would answer mquxnes. I told bima ¥ thought this was highl
advisable, .

ACTION: . .-

For recora purposes. e o
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7ROM :-i H. Belmont A T
susjeCT: ASSASSINATION OF THE. PRESIDENT. .-
e N'o'v—eni:er zz, 1963

. At 6 10 P.B. y Deputy Attmey Gonanl x-tzenbzch cnllod.
Be said Chie? Justice Waxrren had called a meeting of the (Jomnissj.c:xs,L
- appointed by the President for 10:00 A.M,, Thursday morxsing. .
‘ Justice Warren wants a high-level liaison man from any interested
“iagency. Katzenbach will attend the meeting but he feels that the
FBI should have someone there also to answer any questions the .
Comnission might have regarding the scope of the investigation, etc.
-]Xatzenbach thinks the Bureau represontative should be the Woctox
- jor Belmont. I made po comnitment to Mr, Katzenback, But X .
" yrecommend we advise him that our report in this matter will speak
for itsel? and until the report is ready, there is no real purpose
R i» an FBI representrtive being present at the Commission meeting.
With respect to this, it is noted that Katzenbach felt it was better
to show w. Iingness to cooperate with the Commiss.ton in kvery
espect . . ! .[ <
LY hk . ,ml,. O e - .-r/
: . Katzenbach said that there are problems uris:l.ng 'botween
t!?e]lrexzs Board of Inquiry’'headed by Texas Attorney General Carr-
" and the Presidential Commission headed by Justice Warrem; thap !
Texas wants to go ahead wi;};nn inquiry and Warren wants them tb
boldloff, Attorney General7Carr and the past president of the
TexasiBar Association are to come and see Katzenbach tomorrow, at .
“which time he will try to calm the waters and establish ground
‘:ules. Katzenbach wanted to know if we wanted to talk to ..

-
ry RN

L D KPS X (‘ EXT 3N,

Attorney General Carr and the others. I told him we did not, thxt
we wvere bnsy investigating this mntter and tryinz to get out our
eport. )
=

\Nn(-. e vVTe % 124 A
XL\ Katzenbach asked whether I could give him a tiwetable

on the repo; I told bim no X could fiot » that we wera vork!.nz as
wd and that was 2l X could BaY. .
) ree- 55 &~ /(\’f""” /7/6

Cyom - ﬂ.—\(ﬁ
= Brv-Jo! e .
X~ ¥r. DeLoach s pre
. 1f= ¥r, Roaa:c .':.j.é_eopio nz: 12 '963
1'- ur. Sullivan ;s . — —
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. Mr. Tolson
1S v T ’ T
On the morning of 12/4763 I called MNr. Katzenbach—- :
’and advised him that we see no real reason for ms to bave anyone
at the wmeeting of the cowumission on Thursday mormning; that there
is nothing that *we can contribute at this time. I pointed out
that we ware working on the investigation and the report, and
will submit it to the Dspartment as soon &s possible, and until .
thut tine we are not aaying n.nything. b
-~ -ﬁe-_; R R
xatzcnbnch sa.:ld he felt th:.s puts h:.n in a rnther R
paculinr position and at least he would like to have somecne
cope down before the Thursday korning weeting and brief him as
to what we are doing, so that he could be in-a position to
answer questions. I told him that this was undesirable; that 12
the question is raised as to what the FBI is doing, there is a
/ very simple answer, pamely that we are pressing the investigation
&nd the writing of the raport; that this is our wmajor goil mad
until this is completed there is nothing we can contribute. I
pointed out that there is no question of any reluctance on the
j part of the FBI, #s we .are bending every effort to prodnce the

information the commission will need.

nelat ve to the second point, about the 'L‘exas board.ot

'inquiry I told Mr. Katzeambach that the Director Zeels it would

be very unwise for this bosrd to conduct an inguiry now; that

they would have to use our evidence, and this evidence 15 being
mwade available first to the President’s commission; therefore,
the two inguirlies would be at cross purposes. Katzenbach was
in full agreement and said his problem is one of convinclx':g,

the comn ssio of this. ) . ; - - .
Ka' zenbacﬁ\ aid thnt he hx\d bean talking to chiez Jnstice .

'ﬂarren, and Warren had indicated to him that the chief counsel
for the President's commission will be Warren Olney. Katzenbach
thought that this would be wost undesirable. ‘XKatzenbach sald that,
ad we probably know, Chie? Justice Warren thinks that Olney can
do no wrong, and be (the Chief Justice) had made the point that
Olney is conversant with the FBI's procedures and thus would be -
operating in & familiar field. Katzenbach said if we have any
ideas as to how Olney can be blocked as chilef counsel, he would
like to have them. I told hin that, as far as X was concexned,
Olney.gas an undesirable choice, and if we had moy thoughts we
would get then to bim. N

4 2.
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~ Tha Chief euztlce

A% the diroatlon of ?raan.dﬁnt Jo’tmuan, I..
transmitting herdnizh to you 2nd 'to the other

mbﬂsm :of .tha Commiasion copina of the report of

‘tha Eedaral Bupsen of Inmtigatlcn or “the a9sasalin-
ation of Prosidant Xeansdy and on the subasquent . .-
aacotibp ©f las iarvey. CGewald. You will note that .
in so=a- aspacts the laveztigation iz eontiauing axgd

Surthuyr infornation wiil ba made ava2ilzdis to t‘m
s Commlisaion @3 ST Zavalops..

“The Sacroi Sarvies ond

the Departzent of State hpvn also prepored roporits
with poapees tp the praparations made tb gusrd the
Pmas,éa:x*- and . gerzain background information in

. the hands of ihe. Stars Dapartsant.ulth rospsct to
cawald. - You wiik. 'bawr t}m pro*ptly.

S ehig &npart ia not & nla:vif:lad dacumut ) )
“ginte it Loas ndd cbntein gafensa Informetien,

Jw'«rover. ue have basr{tpanting it as a highly .o

T elensitied Sochmaatiand I grust that ysu an.i tha
“Tothar ‘menbars of tho ‘Coxeisslon will do lfkewiss -

+ wEIY such.tins. as you detaraine to roloass marters .
Jlcontainsd vithin it “¥ithin the Covernment ft fs
bcins road by 2:¥sry l.uaiteﬂ nuxder of peopla on 3

cu will roeall that at the tim of .
the Fedara)l Bur2an of Invasti :!:ulcn
lsmsstigr-tlcn, and prior to the eppointment of

L xhe CGar.imaicn, Prasident Johnzon announcod that
R d P'!bl‘c.

I have,
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however, informad him of your reguest that this report
pot be released until the Ceraissicn has had tioe to
roviaw 811 of tha focta and evaluasts them. At _2the saxe
time X ax surs: yon are awsre that there iz much publlc
syecnlation and ruscr fin this comnection whiech would de
conirodle to allay an qulekly as possibla. For exompla, .
tha latest ffallap poll showz that over half the Azsrican
. peeple balleve that Oswald scted as part of a conugpirscy
in sheoting Prasident Xannedy, and thers iz conziderakls
. Yumaor in this country and adroad to the effect that Fuby
., &etad as: part of tha zawe or & rulated comspivacy.

=0l o X think,. tharefore, the Cossmiseica ghould
- consider relwaslng——or allosing tha Departzent of

L Justiecr to veolrvand~~a ghort preas ztatemeat whieh

- woulé briefly make the follewdng polnts:

cne T XY The PBX vepoxrt thvdush velantific
oxanination of evidonsgs, tosiiavny ¥nd Intensive
dnvestigation, establishes dayond & maasonable
- dowdbt that Lee Harvaey Oawald shot President Kennedy
on Fovember 22, 1953, The oevicdenca fncludss bHaliistiz
teata, fingarprints erd pale printz, cloihing Fibsvw
zhd ether techanical data which pleeas Csuwald at the
Tscane of the criza and establishes that be fived the
..shots which X581lead President Kennzdy and wouaded
CEoverncey Coanally of Taxas,

“ - €2) ° The F3I has nady on exhavative inveuti~
“paricn Lnto whsthar Cswald may have conspired vith er.
“bosn assiztad by any orzanizaticn, grovp or parson,
foraign or dozastic, In carryinp out this dastardly act.
In this regard, ths F31 has questicned hundrads of per-
 soms and chocked ©aX numdTeuR rumors and reporia. To
“gate thls aspext of the Investigation has bean negative.
Eo avidence haa been uncovarsd indicating that any
.orgaaizaticn, group or person, imeluding ballaz aipghr
Celudb owner, Jack Budy, wan favelvad with Osuzldd in the
assassination of Fresident Eennedy, or that the puh- -
peguent shootliag of Oswald was part of » consplracy, .
T S0 N S T N e T TN 4 EEE o
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sy cr/ ASSASSINATION ¢F 7‘}1&: Pt;(EsmENT

Y Pursuant to the Director's mstmctmns I met with Senator Richard B,
Russell (D Ga.) at 3:45 p. m. Inspector Jim Malley accompa.med me. ) A

-7 S’ I told the Sena that the Dxrector probably had the gf-e:test respect ior
him ‘than any other man on theZEresidenti
most anxious that any misimpression which the ‘Senitor might have gotten, regarding
1eaks cencerning the captioned matter, be straightened out immediately. I mentioned thaty
the Director had maintained throughout that there should be no press release unless 1t\ :
emanated from either the President or either the Presidential Commission. Itold -~
Senator Russell that the Director had issued specific instructions that no information
ziven from the FBI and that we had religiously adhered to these instructions. I told b\

~1s0 that there had been others who thought that a press release, based upon the FBI RN Ny
"eport should be issued immediately, I reiterated that under no circumstances had we

neaked" any information; however, e’ certamly knew that it had been coming from other

sources. . : Vel Devwe it = Wolls Toens 5

- The Senator inquu‘ed as to the )denhty of the sources who had been _/ a
akng" information. ¥ told him it appeared quite obvious that considerable of the .
uermahon came from the Dallas Police who had received the results of our L‘\boratgrkj
-.nd 1dentification examinations. He stated he recognized this fact. I told him also that3.
":he Department uiidoubtedly had "leaked" considerable information as it was quite
zpparent that 2 number of their “favorites" had carried rather 1engthy articles concern
injormation contained in the FBI report.

o Senator Russell told Mr. Mﬂley and me that he was glnd to hear an FBI
~2nial in this matter. He stated that Deputy Attorney General Katzenbach had dxrect}.x
.mplied that the "leaks" had come from the FBI, He quolcd Ko Katzenbach as telling the -

1emb TS of the Presidential Commission, "J, “Edgar Hoover has chewed his men out for
Taking ing information and they won't tbe doing any more of t this.* I told the Senator that ;

.
:

!
¥
|
1
1

“Afzenbach was obviously lying in implying such action on the part of FBI representatives.
Qint was made that sometxmes a person tries to c(}ver \;p his own gmlt by blaming .
€033 b - f

(CONT]NU BB-NEX‘P‘P

' //'Z 220:(;27 1951 N
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[3 Senator Russell was told that we would, of course, bé glad & be of =~ -
assistance to him on an informal basis in connection with the inquiry by the Presidential
Commission. He was advised that Inspector Malley had been appointed by the Director ~
-0 serve as liaison man with Lee Rankin, the Chief Counsel, and that Malley also would

be at his disposal any time service was needed. The Senator confided that he had .
1wrgued with the President about being appointed to the Presidential Commission. He
stafed the President had called him early one afternoon to advise that he was being = -~
wppointed to this Commission. Senator Russell told the President that he could not take
.he appointment, that he considered this to be somewhat of a nasty job. - The President
‘hen asked Senator Russell if he would recommend any,member 'of, the Supreme Court.
Jenator Russell stated that he didn't know a single member of thé Supreme Court he - - -
»ould recommend for anything. The President called Senator Russell ack & early in the ’
vening of the same day and named the members of the Presidential Commission. When -
2 came to the Senator's name, the Senator stopped him and told him again that he o
>ouldn't be on the Commission. The President told Senator Russell that he had already
.ssued a press release reflecting that he was 2 member. The Senator stated his hands
were, therefore, tied and there was nothing he could do about the matter. He added it
“as very distasteful to him, however, to serve on the same Commnission as Chief
u suce‘ Warren masmuch as he had no respect for Warren. A N
< oA \ et
‘” L A ‘We discussed a number of mutual interests in the State of Georgxa before
caving. The Senator is driving home tonight and plans to take the FBI report with him,
‘e has not yet had a chance to read it. He stated that upon his return, he would call if
"y questions whatsoever arose regarding the problems of the Presidential Commission.

CTION: - o : : T - __‘ TR

For record purposes. )
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Mr. CorNwELL. I have nothing further, thank you.

Chairman Stokes. Mr. Katzenbach, as a witness before our com-
mittee, you are entitled at the conclusion of your testimony to have
5 minutes in which to make any comment that you so desire
relating to testimony before this committee, and I extend to you at
this time 5 minutes for that purpose, if you so desire.

Mr. KatzeENBAcH. I will be very, very brief, Mr. Chairman.

I regret that the Warren Commission report was inadequate, if it
was inadequate in any respects, and that as a consequence this
committee has felt, the Congress has felt through this committee,
the necessity to reexamine the assassination.

I am sure that you, sir, and all the members regret that equally.

I have confidence that what this committee is doing and will do
in its report, will reflect the wisdom and integrity of its members.

Chairman StokEes. Thank you very much, and on behalf of the
committee, we certainly thank you for your appearance here and
for the cooperation you have given this committee and the time
you have expended in giving us the benefit of your testimony.
Thank you very much.

Mr. KatzENBACH. Thank you.

Chairman StokEs. You are excused.

There being nothing further to come before the committee, the
committee adjourns until 9 a.m., tomorrow morning.

[Whereupon, at 4:08 p.m., the committee was recessed, to recon-
vene Friday, September 22, 1978, at 9 a.m.]

[The deposition of Mr. Katzenbach referred to previously follows:]
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS

Friday, August 4, 1978

U. S. House of Representatives
Subcommittee on the Assassination
of President John F, Kennedy

Washington, D, C,

Deposition of
NICHOLAS KATZENBACH

called for examination by counsel for the Committee, pursuant to
notice, in the offices of the Select Committee on Agsassinations,
Room 3501, House Annex No, 2, Second and D Streets, Southwest,
Washington, D. C,, beginning at 10:00 o'clock a,m, before
Albert Joseph LaFrance, a Notary Public in and for the District of
Columbia, when were present on behalf of the respective parties:

For the subcommittee:

Gary Cornwell
Michael Ewing
Kenneth Klein

James McDonald

For the deponent:
{There was no representation.)
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PROCEEDINGS

Mr, Cornwell, We will go on record,

Please state your name,

Witness. Nicholas Katzenbach,

Mr., Cornwell. What is your present home address?

Witness, 117 Library Place, Princton, New Jersey.

Mr. Cornwell, Mr., Katzenbach, my name is Gary Cornwell,
deputy chief counsel of the Select Committee on Assassinations. I
have been designated as counsel to take statements under oath in
depositions pursuant to House resolution 222 and committee rule

four,

The deposition will be recorded., There is a certified short-
hand reporter here,

Will you administer the oath?

Whereupon,

NICHOLAS KATZENBACH
was called as a witness by the committee and, having been first
duly sworn by the Notary Public, was examined and testified as
follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

By Mr, Cornwell:

Mr. Cornwell, Mr. Katzenbach, you are appearing here volun-
tarily and not pursuant to a subpoena, Is that correct?

Mr, Katzenbach, Yes,

Mr, Cornwell, You have been provided copies of the committee
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L rules and House resolutions 222, 433 and 760, Is that correct?

i Mr. Katzenbach., Yes.

L Mr. Cornwell. In particular, have you had a chance to read
i rule four of the committee rules which govern the taking of depo-
i sitions?

Mr. Katzenbach, Yes.

| Mr. Cornwell, Do you have any questions about that?

i Mr, Katzenbach, No,

Mr. Cornwell, Among other things, I take it you have noticed
you have a right to counsel in connection with depositions before
this committee?

Mr. Katzenbach, Yes.

Mr, Cornwell, The deposition of course will be transcribed
and after it is transcribed, we will mail a copy to you and ask
that you make any changes you desire in it to reflect accurately
your testimony and to sign it and verify it and then return it to
us at which time, if you desire, we will be happy to supply you
with a copy.

I would like to direct your attention to November 22, 1963
and ask you if you will recall where you were on that day.

Mr. Katzenbach, I was in my office on that day in the

Department of Justice, I was having lunch at a seafood restaurant,

the name of which I forget, with one of my deputies, Joe Dolan at
the time I heard the news of the assassination, I left immediately

and returned to my office.
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Mr, Cornwell, On that date, what was your official position
with the Department of Justice?

Mr. Katzenbach, I was deputy attorney general,

Mr, Cornwell, Upon returning to your office, do you recall
what conversations you may have had concerning the event that
afternoon?

Mr. Ratzenbach. I actually went directly to the attorney
general's office, Mr. Kennedy. He was at home at the time and I
asked his secretary, Angela Novello, what the latest news was from
Dallas,

Mr. Cornwell, Did you that afternoon have a discussion with
the attorney general?

Mr. Katzenbach, Yes, I did, I talked to him once, perhaps
twice. He was out at Hickory Hill,

Mr, Cornwell, I would like to know if you can recall generally
what the nature of the conversation was but in particular what,
if any, problems were identified that the pepartment faced at that
point in time?

Mr, Katzenbach, I can recall what I believe were two conver-
sations, but it might have been one. The first one I simply called
him to tell him how devastated I was at the news, The second con-
versation was when he telephoned me and said that the vice presi-
dent, Mr. Johnson, had called him from Texas and wanted to know
where he should be sworn in and would I please call him back and

tell him whatever my advice was on that subject, which I did,
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Mr. Cornwell, Were there any other problems that were iden-
tified at that time that the Department of Justice or you needed
to focus upon?

Mr, Katzenbach, I do not believe so, The first conversa-
tion that Robert Kennedy said to me was that he had heard the news
from Mr. Boover and he made some comment that Mr, Hoover had called
him and been very blunt in the conversation. But as far as what
the Department was doing in the investigation or anything of that
kind, I had no discussions of that kind with Bob Kennedy.

Mr. Cornwell, Did you discuss what position the Department
should take or any other problems with other persons in the Depart-
ment that afternoon that you can recall?

Mr. Ratzenbach. Apart from the fact that the Bureau was
investigating it under whatever rather slim authority that it had
to do it, I had a conversation with Mr, Hoover, maybe more than
one., I had a number of conversations with my associates at the
Department because they were all kind of gathered into my office
at that point as we were awaiting news of what was happening,
what were the arrangements with respect to President Kennedy's
body, with respect to an autopsy, that kind of thing.

Mr, Cornwell, Let me ask you first about the question of
jurisdiction, Did the FBI seek from the Department authorization
to proceed with the investigation and, if‘so, what was your reply?
What statutes or whatever did you cite as authority for that?

Mr, Katzenbach, I do not really recall, I probably cited

41-372 O - 79 - 44(Vol. 3)
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some civil rights statute but I do not recall., I do not think
there was ever any question as to the Bureau getting into it
heavily although we all recognized that obvioulsy primary juris-
diction lay with the state as far as the murder was concerned.

When the Bureau was in the mode of assisting or investigating
or whatever they were into it and there was never any question thg
they would be into it heavily and pretty massively,

Mr. Cornwell., Without confining the question then to the
afternoon of the 22nd, let me ask you with respect to, say, the
next two to three days going up through Sunday afternoon, what
additional problems did you focus upon?

Mr. Katzenbach, I had a number of conversations that evening
of the 22nd until sometime after midnight, primarily with Barefoot
Sanders, who was U. S. Attorney in Dallas. I had a number of con-~
cerns which I expressed to him about the numerous public statements
that were being made by the various police officials down there.

I had a particular concern, if indeed Oswald was in fact the
sole assassin of the President, as to whether the public statements
they were making, what they were doing might not lead to have his
counsel talking about the possibilities of fair trial, no right
to counsel and that kind of thing and I thought it would be an
absolute disaster if the President of the United States were
assassinated and for some due process reasons the police had screws
it up to the point that you could not convict that person, assuming

him to be the guilty party.
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1 There were a number of conversations about that, I had conver-

sations I believe with Bernard Siegel in the ABA, perhaps with

3 ¢ other people, in an effort to make sure that Oswald had somebody

4 . who was representing him and advising him, and awkward situation

for me to be in, but one that I felt was important,

v

6 Mr. Cornwell. Do you recall any other problems that were
7 ‘ identified on that day?

g ! Mr. Katzenbach, That is a problem that sticks out in my mind.
9 i.I I was getting reports from the Bureau throughout that evening, I
10 |; guess I probably was on the phone virtually -- I got home maybe

‘ 7:30 or 8:00 o'clock that night and I guess I was on the phone

y2 | until 1:30 or 2:00 a.m,, That was the predominant problem. That
|
|

13 | is the one I recall.
It

14 | Mr. Cornwell, Going back to the earlier question, expanding

15 the subject to cover the two or three days up through Sunday, which

16 [ would have been the 24th, were additional problems identified and,
i
7 I. if so, what was their nature?
|
18 | Mr. Katzenbach, Certainly, one additional problem that was
i
|

19 || dramatically identified was the murder of Oswald by Ruby, which I

| guess like millions of others, I saw on television. There were a

21 |1l ot of problems, I think, but not of great relevance to your inquin!y,
22 |; simply with respect to a number of arrangements, final arrangementsg

23 ! and that sort of thing with respect to President Kennedy, trying

% to handle the Department personnel,

25 ’ As far as the investigation is concerned I had numerous
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reports from the Bureau of things that were going on, Again, I

cannot exactly tell you the time frame on this, but there were

. questions of Oswald's visit to Russia, marriage to Marina and the

visit to Mexico City, the question as to whether there was any
connection between Ruby and Oswald, how in hell the police could
have allowed that to happen.

Those were the sorts of considerations at least that we had
during that period of time, I guess, The question as it came

along as the result of all those things was whether this was some

' kind of conspiracy, whether foreign powers could be involved,

whether it was a right-wing conspiracy, whether it was a left-wing
conspiracy, whether it was the right wing trying to put the con-
spiracy on the left wing or the left wing trying to put the con-
spiracy on the right wing, whatever that may have been,

There were many rumors around, There were many speculations
around, all of which were problems,

Mr. Cornwell, What can you tell us about the mechanisms that
were designed or contemplated during this same period for solving
the kinds of problems you just identified?

Mr. Katzenbach, The principal recognition I have is that I
felt very early and continued to feel throughout, that the facts,
all of them, had to be made public and it had to be done in a way
that would give the public both in this country and abroad the
confidence that no facts were being withheld at all,

I felt that this would be difficult to do if the FBI, despite
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the reputation of the FBI, were the only party involved in inves-
tigating or doing the report and that would have to be reviewed

by somebody in whom the public had confidence, I think the FBI

at that time had been able to satisfy domestic public opinion with
its conclusions because of the reputation it had had.

I doubted that anybody in the government, Mr, Hoover, or the

| FBI or myself or the President or anyone else, could satisfy a

lot of foreign opinion that all facts were being revealed and
that the investigation would be complete and conclusive and with-
out any loose ends.

so, from the beginning, I felt that some kind of commission
would be desirable for that purpose; anrd, in addition, because if
that were not done then it seemed to me that there would be a
number of commissions, because an event like the assassination of
a president of the United States is one that attracts a lot of
political inquiry,

That, in fact, developed in Texas perhaps that week, I do not
know when, and there were certainly House and Senate resolutions
contemplated, if not introduced. I do not recall, So that I felt
that it would be desirable, I felt from the beginning, it would
be desirable for the President to appoint some commission of
people who had international and domestic public stature and repu-
tation for integrity that would review all of the investigations
and direct any further investigation,

That was a difficult position in one sense for me to take
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10

because the Bureau was at least formally under my jurisdiction and
anybody who had even a nodding acquaintance with Mr, Hoover would
appreciate the fact that he would regard that as a slap at the
Federal Bureau of Investigation,

So that while I felt strongly that way and communicated that
view to people in the White House, it was not easy for me to cope
with it within the Department itself, Mr. Hoover was strongly
opposed to it,

Mr. Cornwell. Was the opinion at least at the high management
levels in the Department, essentially unanimous and in agreement
with you on that issue?

Mr. Ratzenbach, I think there was nobody who disagreed with
it. I cannot remember now whom I talked it over with, but I would
be certain that I talked it over with a number of the assistant
attorneys general, I am sure I mentioned it to Robert Kennedy,
but he really was not particularly interested one way or another,

His view, as he communicated it to me at that time, was do
w hatever I wanted to do, but nothing was going to bring his brothex
back to life,

Mr. Cornwell, What, if anything, specifically led to your
feeling that some external review was necessary?

Mr, Katzenbach, I think a number of things, The first was
the fact, almost unavoidable I suppose in an event of that kind
where a lot of conflicting information and rumors did in fact come

out from the various mouths of Texas law enforcement authorities
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E about Oswald's own background, the ones I have already nentioned,

i more dramatic by the facts that were uncovered fairly quickly i

. anything else was the Lincoln assassination and the fact that a

11

and others, that there were a number of things of that kind, state«
ments of that kind, that would have to be reconciled ox would have
to be explained,

There were a number of speculations about conspiracy made !

The thing that influenced me personally perhaps more than

century later people were still coming out with books about Lincoln
who was the real assassin, who conspired and so forth and so on,

I thought it had foreign policy implications because of specu-
lations about whether the Russians were behind this, could they
have done this? Was it in retaliation for the Bay of Pigs?

Finally, I think in terms of protecting President Johnson
because people abroad in many countries, if they had a head of
state assassinated, assumed that the person who succeeded him had
something to do with it, That was a reason why it seemed to me
in a sense President Johnson was disqualified and why some other
people of enormous prestige and above political in-fighting,
political objectives, ought to review the matter and take the
responsibility,

My hope, I guess naive in view of my testimony today, was
that if all the facts were put out, if everything were there, if
the investigation were really done, however it came out, whatever

happened, that would be the truth and we would not be exposed to
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12

re-investigations as was the case with Lincoln, every five or ten
or fifteen years whenever anybody was inspired to do it,

Mr. Cornwell. Do I understand from your last answer that
the perceived need to protect President Johnson from allegations
of involvement would also be the primary reason that you requested
as an alternative the Department of Justice's conducting or hand-
ling the review function?

Mr. KRatzenbach, That would be one factor, I do not think
the most important one, I think it was just the fact that the
Department of Justice would be identified, atleast in foreign
countries, so closely with the government that there would be some
question as to whether all the facts had been put out or something
was being concealed,

The relations between Bobby Kennedy and Lyndon Johnson were
such that perhaps that would not have been suspected. On the
other hand, it seemed to me extraordinarily distaste ful for Bobby
to head that up. In any event, he would not have been willing,

Mr. Cornwell, What specifically did you contemplate as the
best solution to the problem, the best mechanism? Was it the
Warren Commission or did you have some other view?

Mr, Katzenbach, It would be essentially the Warren Commissiox
or something very much likeit, As far as the particular people
are concerned, I had not any great thoughts of particular people
outside of the fact that if you do not want to have a separate

House or Senate investigation, it would probably involve people of

h
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13
prestige from those two bodies and whatever other persons were
acceptable and somebody of enormous prestige to head it.

I thought Chief Justice Warren probably had more credibility
abroad than any other American at that particular time in history,
I thought he would be ideal but I also was aware, as any lawyer
would be, of the fact that the Chief Justice of the United States
would find problems in undertaking that kind of role while a sittir
Chief Justice.

It was sort of hard to think of anybody who could serve that
role better than he.

Mr. Cornwell. You told us that of course Mr. Hoover dis-
agreed with this view and that the Department basically agreed
with you in the view, What about the President's view, for
instance?

Mr, Ratzenbach, Well, initially, the President neither
rejected nor accepted the idea. He did not embrace it., I thought
there was a period of time when he thought that it might be unnec-
essary to do.

Mr. Cornwell, What was that, necessary or unnecessary?

Mr. Katzenbach. Unnecessary to do, but I really do not know,
I think you have to also realize that I was working as Bobby
Kennedy's deputy and that they were not particularly close people,
that he would be suspicious, it seemed to me, of information at
that particular time, of what advice he might be getting from

either me or from the White House staff left over from President

g
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Kennedy, that he would want his own advice from people in whom he

had confidence as the result of long friendship or political

' association,

Mr. Cornwell., Did you speak with anyone else about this solu+

tion to the problems that you faced before the decision, of course
was ultimately made?

Mr, Ratzenbach, I believe I recommended it to Bill Moyers,
whom I knew slightly at that time, I believe I raised it with
Walter Jenkins and I believe I raised it with President Johnson,

Mr. Cornwell, What about people outside the President's
immediate circle?

Mr. Katzenbach, I talked with people outside of the Presi~
dent's immediate circle,

Mr, Cornwell., Did you talk with the CIA?

Mr. Katzenbach, No, I did not talk with anybody at the CIA
that I can recall now. I might have talked with somebody at the
State Department about it, conceivably with Dean Rusk, more likely
with Alexis Johnson,

Mr, Cornwell, Do you mean about what their views were?

Mr. Katzenbach, Yes, I am sure I talked about it with people
outside the government entirely who called me and suggested old
friends or former colleagues.

Mr. Cornwell, What were the views of the State Department
and Dean Rusk?

Mr. Katzenbach, I think Dean Rusk was for it, but he is a

?




20

21

22 1

i

23

24

25

fellow who played things quite close to his vest,

695

15

to me before it was decided or he said it was a good idea after

the President decided to do it, I simply do not know,

Mr.

Mr.

they were very much interested in time.

't hing out in a hurry,

Cornwell, What about Alexis Johnson?

Ratzenbach., I think he thought it was a good idea. But

They wanted to get some-

because, I guess, of the rumors abroad or the accusations,.

Mr.

Mr.,

| do that,

| to serve
the day,
changed
Mr.

persuade
Mr,

Cornwell. Did you speak to Earl Warren about the subject

Katzenbach, When the President decided he wanted to

he asked me to go speak to the Chief Justice and ask him

in that capacity, which I did, and he

declined., Later in

the President had him over to the White House and he

his mind,

Cornwell., What, if any, arguments did you use to try to

him?

Ratzenbach, Essentially the same ones I have given you

now, that I thought that everything had to be done that would give

public opinion all over the world confidence that the true facts

had been revealed, that everything was out on the table, whether

they wer

e difficult facts or whether they were

made public and not subject to later discovery

that.

I thought it took a man of his experience

do it.

He, it seems to me, rather predictably

not, that they be

or like, this or

and his prestige to

said he thought tha

Whether he said it

The State Department was constantly pressing
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was in conflict with being the Chief Justice and, therefore,

thought somebody else ought to do it. I argued there was no other|

vehemently denied.

Mr, Cornwell, Was there anything specific which had come to
your attention out of the investigation which was known by any of
the senior officials at the government at the time which made the
international repercussions or potential repercussions particularly
severe?

Mr, Katzenbach, No, other than what was really public
information at the time. There was a great deal of writing about
it in the foreign press as there was domestically. There was a
great deal of speculation about the possibility of conspiracy
from almost any direction you could make conspiracy.

The inherent facts of it were what kept fue ling those rumors,
Probably the most important was simply Jack Ruby's killing of
Oswald, Why should that happen? Why should he have done this?

I must confess to this day, I find that absolutely incredible, how
it could have happened or even why it could have happened,

A number of the things I have mentioned, the connections,
whether real or tenuous, that Oswald had with the Soviet Union,
his trips to Mexico City, his marriage to Marina, all of those
things were obviously risks for speculation,

Mr. Cornwell, Was there anything specific which had come to

your attention in terms of either an agency relationship, FBI, CIA
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state or anything else with Oswald or their involvement in any
other matters which also pushed your thinking in the same direc-
tion which led you to conclude that it was necessary to have an
independent review function over the agency's investigation?

Mr. Katzenbach, I think, apart from the things I have men-
tioned, nothing that occurs to me, I guess I had memos about the
Department of State's returning the passport to Oswald or giving
him money to get home or something of that kind, It seemed to
me, in view of the facts, that in all probability it appeared he
had killed the President of the United States, an unhappy public
relations situation,

I take it your question is probably directed against CIA
connections of one kind or another and I have no knowledge of that
whatsoever,

Mr. Cornwell. As merely an example and not meaning to make
this an exclusive list of possibilities, had anything like Mafia
plots, CIA mafia plots against Castro come to your attention?

Mr. Ratzenbach. No. I think if they had, I would have
dismissed them as ridiculous, but I never heard of them,

Mr. Cornwell, You never heard of anything like that, that
the CIA might have been reluctant to get into it and, therefore,
you thought an independent review function was necessary?

Mr., Katzenbach, No, nothing really of that kind at all, It
never occurred to me, Perhaps I was naive, but it never occurred

to me that the CIA would be involved among its covert activities,
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moral grounds, but on pragmatic grounds a very poor idea for the

did not work entirely, If I were doing it again, I would do exactly
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I was aware they had covert activities although I did not pretty

It would have seemed to me then as it seems to me now, not on

United States to expose its president to that kind of thing,

Mr. Cornwell, Apart from just general speculation that some
aw enforcement agency may have been culpable because people had a
hard time believing that the event had occurred or was allowed to
occur, was there anything specific along those lines about a con-
nection between any agency of the government and Oswald that led
you to believe that an independent review was essential?

Mr. Katzenbach, No, there was nothing of that kind,

Mr. Cornwell, Would you tell us what your views are today,
using all the hindsight that is now available -to you about the
adequacy of the mechanisms that were ultimately chosen?

Mr, Katzenbach, I think the mechanisms were first-rate, They

the same thing. I think you have two inherent facts that you have
to live with., One was that there is no investigative agency in

the world that I believe compares with the Federal Bureau of Inves}
tigation then and I suppose it is probably true today, The notion
that you could create a separate investigative agency to investi-
gate something of that kind that would do the job better than the

FBI I would have rejected then and I would reject now.
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That does not mean that, as in many other instances that
you had with the FBI and the Department of Justice, you did not
ask the FBI, reading their reports, to go back to re~interview

so and so to ask these questions and check on this and that which

. T thought ought to be done.

In other words, I did not think you should take their summary
reports and conclusions without examining all of the stuff that
came into the FBI.

Perhaps I could put it differently and say in terms of the
capacity of the FBI, they are extremely good, When it comes to
the synthesis of the information it seems to me at that point my
own experience was that it was worth having other people review
it and ask for, as we often did in civil rights matters and quite
often in criminal matters, further investigation of various leads
that had been rejected as being unproductive. That is what I
asked the Warren Commission to do.

The other problem quite honestly never even occurred to me
and I do not know how it would resolve other than in a strong
direction to the President and that is the question of the CIA,
or the FBI for that matter,concealing information,

Perhaps naively but I thought that the appointment of Allen
pulles to the Commission would ensure that the Commission had
access to anything that the CIA had, I am astounded to this day
that Mr. Dulles did not at least make that information available

to the other commissioners. He might have been skeptical about how
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far it was to go to the staff or how it might be further investi~
@ted because there was somewhat more of an aura of secrecy sur-
rounding the CIA in 1964 than there is 1978, If there is a secret
left, I do not know what it is,

Mr. Cornwell, And the information you are referring to is
the Mafia plots?

Mr., Katzenbach., That is not really the information I am
referring to. I am referring to generally anything that the CIA
had in its files. I think if you were asking me then, I would
have thought much more in the way of foreign intelligence, any-
thing they had about Oswald, Oswald's connections, about Marina's
connections, about marriage as connections, probably not Ruby
unless Ruby had foreign connections,

We were unaware then of any Mafia plots., It would not really
have gone through my head that that would have been a matter,

It never would have occurred to me that the FBI would cover up

anything. If you ask me the question, if the FBI failed to do

s omething it should have done, would they have covered that up?

My answer to you is, even then, would have been yes, they probably

would, not covering up information that somebody else was guilty

of or something of this kind, but if the Bureau made any mistake

or anything for which the public could criticize the Bureau, the

Bureau would do its best to conceal the infermation from anybody,
Mr, Cornwell, Let us go back a small bit to your answer abou

the CIA, As I recall the way you worded it, it was in terms of

i
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being astounded that Dulles did not make that information availablé
to the other Warren Commission members. The implication is that
you had some specific information in mind that you are now aware
of that Dulles possessed and did not make available, My question
is what is the specific information?

Mr., Katzenbach, It would be all of the various assassination
attempts with respect to Castro because certainly the Commission
ought to have known that,

Mr, Cornwell, In other words, not just Mafia plots, but all
of the CIA plots against Castro?

Mr, Ratzenbach, Yes, all of that, There may have been other
stuff, I do not know, It would seem to me clearly that was some-
thing for the Commission to know, Whatever the conclusions from
it might or might not be, it clearly was something that they should
have been informeé of, I know to this day Mr. Rusk resents very
strongly that the information was not made available to him at
that time or as Secretary of State. I rather agree with him,

Mr, Cornwell, What have been your sources of information
that Dulles did possess that information?

Mr. Katzenbach. I have none, I just assumed that the head
of the CIA knew about covert activities of that kind of importance,
He had been involved in the CIA for a very long period of time,

If he did not know that, I would have suspected he would have at
least the capacity to get it,

Mr, Cornwell, I believe some of the materials we sent you

41-372 O - 79 - 45(Vol. 3)
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included the Senate Report, book five, the Church committee's
report, That, of course, has references in part to the extent of
Dulles' knowledge of those matters, What I really want to find
out is do you have any independent knowledge, did you ever talk
to Dulles at any time or any of his associates by which directly
or indirectly you obtained knowledge about the extent of his
familiarity with the plots?

Mr, Katzenbach., No. 1In fact, I never believed there were
such plots. I testified to this before but I remember at one
time they were in the White House at the time of the Dominican
upheaval and I remember Lyndon Johnson asking a direct question
to Dick Helms about assassination and got a flat denial from Mr,
Helms that the CIA had anybody involved, It was a short conver-
sation and you can qualify it any way you want to, but I went home
pretty confident,

Mr. Cornwell, What year was this?

Mr, Ratzenbach, I can only relate it to the Dominican, I
would relate it to being something like February or March of 1965,
I could be off on that date, but that is about right.

Mr. Cornwell, Do you know how much prior to that date the
President may have had at least question in his mind about the
existence of such plots?

Mr. Katzenbach., I do not know., I do not think the President
knew explicitly about any plots, I think Lyndon Johnson was

deeply suspicious of what the CIA was doing and how much they were




18

19

20

21

22

23

25

l
i
|
|

; indicated they had either a suspicion or some knowledge of the

" telling him, That is why he sent the FBI down to the Dominican

703

23

Republic.

My, Cornwell, Do you have any reason to believe that the
President may have considered the possibility of such plots back
as far as 1963 and 19747

Mr, Katzenbach. I have no reason one way or the other. I
just do not know,

Mr, Cornwell, You have told us that you were astounded that
information about the plots was not made available at least to the
Comission members, Obviously, that implies that you think it would
have been relevant to the inquiry,

Mr. Ratzenbach. O©Oh, yes, I think given that information, you
would have pursued some lines of inquiry probably harder than you
might have otherwise pursued them,

I have no reason to believe one way or the other it would
have changed the result or turned it around or anything of that
kind. I have no information on that, It is simply I believe if
I had been a member of the Warren Commission, I would have believed
that to be relevant information which would require investigation.

Mr. Cornwell. Looking back again, using hindsight, even
though during 1963 and 1964 no one explicitly stated to you that
there had been plots directed at Castro, were there any conver-
sations you had with the President or any of his advisors or Bobby

Kennedy during that period which again as I stated from hindsight
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plots?

Mr, Katzenbach, No, nothing that I can recall. You phrased
your question fairly broadly., I assume you mean assassination
plots?

Mr. Cornwell. Yes,

Mr, Katzenbach. Because certainly there was the Bay of Pigs
and certainly there was a lot of effort to get intelligence out
of there. There were a lot of Cubans in this country that would
have been quite happy if the opportunity arose to have assassinated
Castro, Fidel or Raoul or Che Gueverra or any of the other people

In that sense, I suppose any citizen had to be aware of that,
But there was nothing at any time that ever led me then or now,
any conversation I had or any memo I had, to believe that the
United States was directly involved in this kind of activity.

Mr. Cornwell, Or that Johnson, his associates, or Bobby
Kennedy had a suspicion that that may have existed?

Mr, Katzenbach. That is a little more difficult. The only
person it is more difficult with i= Lyndon Johnson who did from
time to time come to take a conspiratorial view of the world. He was
concerned about the CIA because he did not really know what they
were doing and he was not sure they were telling him the truth,
Only in that context, nothing more specific,

Mr. Cornwell, With respect to the FBI, was there anything
that they possessed that you are now aware of which they did

not communicate to the Warren Commission and should have?
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Mr. Katzenbach., Apparently they were aware, if I read the
report correctly, of some of the CIA activities, of at least the
connection with the Mafia, That certainly should have been repor-
ted, I am very surprised that it was not, There was no love
lost between the FBI and the CIA., I guess it must have been the
FBI's view that they would have been as embarrassed as the CIA
b ecause I think they would have no hesitation telling the Warren
Commission about it.

Mr, Cornwell, Do you have any other thoughts about the fail-
ure of the mechanism? Did it fail to perform in any other respect

Mr. Ratzenbach, I really cannot think of any, I think the
Commission itself hired as good a staff as they could get, I thin)
the staff they had was dedicated, they tried to get all the facts
and get the truth out, Obviously, some Commission members were
stronger than other Commission members in this regard.

I think the staff was well run, At the time they made a
genuine effort to get at it, Probably the failure of the mecha-
nism -- there was one that was inherent in that situation, was then
at least,and that is really the unwillingness of the FBI, and I
assume the CIA, although I know less about it, to really open up
f iles.

They did produce them and they did produce the raw material
for the Warren Commission, but it was subject to at least the

potential, perhaps in actuality, of not producing all of the

relevant information, There must have been information in the
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files with :especé to the Mafia which was not produced, I do not
know how you solve that problem, The people who have files are
the people familiar with files, If they are not leveling with
you, it may be difficult to get it,

Mr, Cornwell, Was the focus of the investigative effort
broad enough?

not

Mr. Ratzenbach, It may/have been in retrospect, I do not knoy
I thought it was pretty broad at the time., I thought I was trying
t o make it as broad as possible., I thought that any of these fact
had to be put out on the table and tell us what you knew about it,
I realize the Senate committee thought it was more focused than
certainly I thought it was focused,

I do not think that had to do with the focus of it., I think
that had to do with the reluctance of the CIA to divulge this
information and the reluctance of the FBI to divulge it, not with
what the focus of the investigation was, The Warren Commission
would not have any hesitation at all in thinking that was relevant
and within the focus of their investigation,

Mr. Cornwell. Were there any specific problems which you
observed in terms of the ability to put together the various
agencies in the Warren Commission and make the whole process work?

Mr, Katzenbach. None that I can really think of. Anybody
in the government knew that there would be some tension between the
FBI and the CIA, less with the Secret Service than the PBI because

the Secret Service was so utterly dependent on a lot of FBI

V.
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information that they were really in the position of a poor
relation, We did review fairly quickly, within I guess a few days
of the assassination, whether the measures that were taken to
put people in the security index were the proper measures or not,

There was a meeting with all of the involved people, the
Secretary of the Treasury, the head of the Secret Service, head of
the CIA, Mr. Hoover and myself, I guess Allen Belmont was there,
perhaps Sullivan, I do not remember,

We reviewed that procedure, I think you could review that
procedure many hundreds of times without coming out with a very
satisfactory procedure because the problem is that the list gets
unmanageably big.

Mr. Cornwell, What contributions, if any, did the Department
of Justice provide for the overall investigation?

Mr. Katzenbach, Relatively little in the sense that the
Commission used its own legal staff, not the Department of Justice
legal staff, and then Howard Willens, the first assistant in the
Criminal Division to be liaison with the Commission and try to
help the Commission attorneys because of his familiarity with FBI
investigative processes and so forth, help to get them the infor-
mation that they wanted,

I think the Department of Justice was not really involved
in it, excluding the FBI.

Mr, Cornwell. Directing your attention to your analysis

earlier that it would have been ill-advised to attempt to create
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an investigative organization specifically for the purpose of doing
t his job and that, therefore, it was necessary to utilize the

r egsources of the FBI primarily, and the other agencies secondarily
why was there no parallel thinking or implementation with respect
to the question of attorney resources, in other words, the existing
body of expertise in criminal investigations in the Department

of Justice but the decision to select an investigative staff from
scratch for the Warren Commission?

Mr. Katzenbach, That would be a question you would have to
address to the Warren Commission, Certainly, there was no reluc-
tance to provide any assistance or help that they wanted,

I am inclined to think that they had the view ~- this is a
somewhat speculative answer -~ they had the view that their own
independence was better established by an independent staff rather
than relying too heavily on the Department of Justice lawyers.,

I would not be surprised if they thought the quality of the staff
t hey could attract would be better on the average than the guality
of the staff that the Justice Department could provide, which I
believe was in fact true,

Mr. Cornwell, Was the possibility of utilizing the Justice
Department's staff and running their own grand juries or anything
like that ever considered or specifically discussed?

Mr. Katzenbach, Not with me., I am sure I told Mr. Willens
when he was over there that the Department of Justice was totally

at the disposition of the Commission to be used as they wanted.
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I do not recall now any specific conversations, They did not make
any requests, They had all kinds of powers themselves. They were
given all kinds of powers so far as supboenas were concerned,
testimony under oath, They had all the legal paraphenalia that
was necessary,

Mr. Cornwell. Apart from however the guestion of the legal
talents which were available, which in your opinion were very
high with respect to the Warren Commission staff, let me ask you
to comment on the differences between the Warren Commission staff'g
experience and knowledge in the organized crime field for instance
as compared to the Department and Bobby Kennedy's staff who had
been working on those matters for a long period of time?

What, if anything, was done to compensate for that apparent
inequity?

Mr. Katzenbach. They had Mr. Willens who was totally and
thoroughly in the organized crime thing working as liaison,

Mr, Cornwell, So there was no other reason particularly for
failing to use the Department of Justice's staff?

Mr. Katzenbach. No. I think it would be wrong to act on
the assumption that we thought organized crime had very much to
do with the assassination. Now, if the CIA or the FBI had come
out and talked about the so-called Mafia plot, then it may have
been the Commission would have dug more into the organized crime

picture and certainly there were lots of people in the Department

who knew that,
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On the other hand, after all, that was the FBI's baby, too,
In terms of knowledge about organized crime, the PBI could cer-
tainly duplicate what attorneys in the Department of Justice could
duplicate about names and numbers of all players, That was within
Belmont's area of responsibility.

Mr. Cornwell. The Senate report, book five at page six,
reaches a conclusion that "The committee hag developed evidence
which impeaches the process by which the intelligence agencies
arrive at their own conclusions about the assassination and by
which they provided information to the Warren Commission," and
they go on to state that "Pacts which might have substantially
affected the course of the investigation were not provided the
Warren Commission."

You, I take it, essentially agree with their conclusions?

Mr. Katzenbach, I think so, The first part is difficult
for me, just in the way government operates, Let me see if I can
explain what I mean by that, Repeatedly when I was in the Depart-
ment, I wanted to get information from the Bureau promptly, mainly
about civil rights demonstrations and that kind of thing. The
Bureau had its own very tight bureaucracy, Mr. Hoover resented
greatly when Mr. Kennedy or I talked directly to an agent in the
field.

If we wanted information, he wanted it to come through him
or through Tolson or one of the assistant directors, at least have

them go through the Bureau and get the information, which would
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come back in and then there the Secretary would write a report and

they would send it to me. They could do it amazingly fast, but

As long as Mr., Hoover was alive it was very hard to break
that down. Agents really did not want to talk to you, so that you
had this rather awkward way of getting everything filtered. I
think this Warren Commission ran into that same problem, It was
not simply a problem of Mr. Hoover although it may have been a
problem because of his feelings about the Bureau, his very tight
control of it, but still I think almost every Bureaucrat or almost
every head of a department has a little bit of the same problem,

I did not like White House staff calling attorneys in the
Department of Justice about a problem and I put a stop to it, "If
you have something, call me,” I felt responsible for their advice
and I did not want people in the White House shopping around for
advice or information,

So I say that because I have been critical of Mr. Hoover,
but I am not unsympathetic with the notion that he is responsible
for that group of people and, therefore, he wants to know what it
is they are saying and whether or not he agrees with it, That
certainly is different from the point of view of superimposing
Warren Commission staff on an agency of the government,

The same thing I suspect is true of the CIA, I do not know

how you beat that problem. The Senate can be critical of it, I
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think if you did it today you would have an identical problem.
Indeed, I think the Senate in its own investigation ran into that
problem,

Mr. Cornwell. The second part ---

Mr. KRatzenbach, The second part I agree with, yes., Clearly
there was information they had that should have been made available
to the Commission,

Mr. Cornwell. Let me ask you if you have any insight into
what may be the ultimate question, also posed in the Senate report,
and to which they provide there was no answer,

Their statement is: "Why senior officials of the PBI and the
CIA permitted the investigation to go forward in light of these
deficiencies and why they permitted the Warren Commission to reach
its conclusion without all relevant information is still unclear,"”

That is the Senate report, page seven, Do you have any
information which would shel light on that question, the answer
to that question?

Mr. Katzenbach., I think I probably have already exhausted
my intuition about it, Speaking of the FBI with which I am more
familiar I see very little way that they could have made that infor-
mation available without revealing to the Commission some of their
own deficiencies and thus being subjected to some criticism,

Mr. Hoover just could not stand criticism, As a small example
of that, from time to time I would get information about the

Bureau doing something that it should not have done and I would
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inquire. I would get back a five-page memo that everything the
Bureau had done was absolutely right, I would find out sometimes
a month later that the agent involved was now in Nome, Alaska, I
was never told that, anything about disciplinary action,

We used to joke about it. I tell you once an agent was drivin
me out to the airport at LaGuardia and he missed a turn, I said
to him, "Have you missed a turn?" He looked at me, He said, "No. |
I said, "You have.," He said, "Do you not know that the Bureau
can make no mistakes?" Whereupon he did a "U" turn and went back.

I read the Senate report and the disciplinary action taken.

I find it kind of incredible because I do not think that Oswald,
under the criteria that then existed, would have been on any such
list, I do think the agents were disciplined because history
overtook them, The destruction of the letter and so forth, I can
understand, An agent would be disciplined for that,

Mr. Cornwell, The letter that was delivered to Special Agent
Hosty?

Mr. Katzenbach, I do not blame Hostv for not doing anything
about it particularly, At the time he had things that he regarded
as much more important, not having any idea that Oswald was going
to shoot thePresident, It certainly does not surprise me that
the Bureau would have covered that up and dealt with their own
internally, in their own way, which they always did,

Mr., Cornwell, Among the records that we sent to you to

review prior to your caming here, was a November 22, 1963 memo




20

21

22

23

25

714

34

from Donohoe to Belmont in the Bureau which in part states: "The
deputy attorney general also commented that if it develops that
Oswald is the man who did the assassination or was involved in
it ... the State Department should be advised as there are
definite foreign policy considerations and decisions here,”

That, of course, is essentjally what you told us earlier,
that that was a dominant concern of yours during this period,

Mr, Ratzenbach, And of the State Department, I am sure that
that comment came because somebody in the State Department had
called me and said that to me, probably Alexis Johnson,

Mr. Cornwell, There is a similar statement in a memo written
by Walter Jenkins recording a conversation with Mr, Hoover dated
November 24 wherein apparently Mr, Hoover expresses the view that
he is opposed to the Warren Commission, to the possibility that
a presidential commission would be formed,

He explained there are several aspects which would complicate
our foreign relations. For instance, Oswald made a phone call to
the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City which we intercepted, It was
only about a visa, however. He also wrote a letter to the Soviet
Embassy here in Washington.

This letter referred to the fact that the FBI had questioned
his activities on the'Fair Play for Cuba" Committee and also asked
about extension of his wife's visa. That letter from Oswald was
addressed to a man in the Soviet Embassy who was in charge of

assassinations and similar activities on the part of the Soviet
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government, "To have that drawn into a public hearing would muddy
the waters internationally.”

Mr. Katzenbach, I would not want the impression that I was
ever aware of that, that any of the statements that Jenkins attrib+
utes to Hoover there were statements made to me,

Mr. Cornwell, The reason I direct your attention to it is
that it has the same flavor, same general drift of the testimony
you provided here today and of the first memo which reflects your
comments that I read, mainly to the effect that there are inter-
national considerations that weighed very heavily in the minds
of the people who were making decisions about how to investigate
the matter at the time.

Mr. Ratzenbach, I think they are two entirely different
things. Let me explain why I believe that, There is no question
in my mind that there were international ramifications and the
State Department had problems on this, It has 125 embassies
abroad and every American ambassador is being asked about this
and they want to get as much information as they can on this and
they do not know, They are reading speculation, hearing specu-
lation about foreign conspiracies, about a plot by Vice President
Johnson to take over the administration from Kennedy,

They had all those problems on their hands, That was the
problem that I was focusing upon, Mr, Hoover is talking about a
very different problem, as I understand it, As I understand that

memo, he is saying: "Gee whizz, if we put all of this out, then
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they will know we had a tap on the Cuban Embassy, They will know
we had a mail cover on the Soviet Embassy, and that would be very
embarrassing.” That is not what the State Department was saying
to me and that is not what I focused on at all,

In fact, I did not give a damn about embarrassment., I cared
about getting the facts out.

Mr. Cornwell, You, of course, were aware of those types of
investigative resources? You knew that sort of thing existed,

I take it?

Mr, Katzenbach, I knew that sort of thing existed, At that
time I was deputy attorney general and I had never seen any wire
tap authorization and I would not have known what the attorney
general knew or did not know about it, That the Bureau made wire
taps I was certainly aware of, I probably was aware of ~- I do
not remember when -~ observation of the embassy, that kind of
thing.

I became more aware of it later, It is hard to separate in
t ime what I knew in 1964 from what I knew in 1965 of 1966, It
seems to me that Mr, Hoover is using foreign policy in a rather
different way than the State Department was using it,

Mr. Cornwell, Let me ask you this then,

Mr, Katzenbach, I was not concerned about straining our
relations with anyone,

Mr. Cornwell, Had you ever run into the expression of that

i view, the one that you say was uniquely Hoover's and not yours,
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in these two memos?

Mr, Katzenbach. No,

Mr. Cornwell, Did anybody express their views during this
time period?

Mr. Katzenbach, I do not recall anyone expressing their
views during this time period, nor would it have concerned me,
frankly. You had two conceivable problems, both of which were
difficult although for very different reasons.

One was if Oswald is the lone assassin and not connected
with the Soviet Union or any other group, right wing, left wing,
foreign, whatever it may be, and just a nut, how do you convince
people that you have done a thorough investigation and if that is
true, when you had enough information -- I have already mentioned,
marriage to Marina, visit to Russia, Mexico City =-- you
have to put all that out on the table.

You cannot cover that up. You have to put all of that out
on the table, all the facts, everything you have done.

You had another potential problem although nobody seemed to
believe that. The belief was that Oswald had acted in this way,
and indeed that would have been the belief, alone and so forth,
that I would have arrived at as the probability,

But if indeed this were a foreign assassination plot, then
you had a different kind of problem, very different kind of prob-
lem, If you did not have any problem with believing that was a

foreign assassination, then you had a diplomatic problem, I do
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1 not think that was a strong possibility but I did not know how

2 | you could investigate one without the other, You had to follow

3 | up all that information,

4 Then you have to come to one conclusion or another, You have
5 to put all the facts ou£ on the table, Now, Mr, Hoover does not

6 | seem to be saying that to Jenkins,

7 Mr. Cornwell. Would you agree that it indicates the possi-

8 | bility that the investigation within the Bureau could have been

9 | distorted from that sort of pressure, the feeling that there

10 | were things that could not be revealed or discussed or looked into
n if there were an independent review board?

12 Mr, Katzenbach, I do not think I would read it that way

13 | myself., I would read it as Mr. Hoover reaching for arguments not
14 | to have an independent review board and pulling out anything he

15 | could find to avoid that which he took in and of itself to be a

16 | reflection on the Federal Bureau of Investigation and probably in
17 | the light of facts, now known but not known then, probably because
18 | he was concerned about some of the goofs that the Bureau had made
19 | and that they might come out and the commission might then criti-
20 | cize them,

21 You know of his reaction to the actual commission report

22 | which was -~ I doubt whether you, sir, would have felt differently
23 | if you were the head of the Pederal Bureau of Investigation that

24 | would have been highly critical of you, For Mr. Hoover anything

5 ﬂ that was not lavish praise was terrible criticism, unjustfied alsqg

i
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I think you have to read internal Bureau memoranda in mysterious
ways,

In the first place, most of those fellows when they write,
in most memoranda want to tell the director something he wants
to hear. It is onlv when they are pushed against the wall that
they tell him something that he did not want to hear.

I think when you are quoting internal Bureau memoranda, you
are quoting somewhat selectively in the light of what would serve
the Bureau's purposes and not what will not.

Mr. Cornwell, Let me ask you about whether the next memo is
accurate, 1 am going to assume although I have a poor copy that
this is dated November 28, 1963, I will show it to you, I do not
know whether you would read that as the 28th or not,

Mr, Katzenbach, I believe that is the 25th,

Mr, Cornwell, Let us say it is November 25, 1963, The
first sentence in the memo from Mr. Belmont to Mr. Sullivan of the
FBI reads: "The director advised that he talked to Katzenbach who
had been talking to the White House relative to the report that
we are to render in the Oswald case, It is Katzenbach's feeling
that this report should include everything which may raise a ques-
tion in the minds of the public or the press regarding this matter

Now that, of course, is very similar to the view that you
previously told us you had during this period of time, What I
wanted to ask you about is further in the memo it describes this

view as a change. It says: "The above change will, of course,
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require more time for the preparation of this report," Are you
aware of any changing viewpoints on what should be the scope of
the investigation or the scope of the report during this period?

Mr. Katzenbach., Again, this is an internal Bureau report.

It may be that I had put this to the director so broadly that it
was broader than what they were then doing, Since I did not know
what they were then doing outside of being assured that they were
investigating everything, I would not have known whether there
was a change or not, It was not a change from my viewpoint.

Mr. Cornwell. Your view then was from the beginning that
all allegations and all rumors should be investigated and every-
thing should be laid out before the public?

Mr. Katzenbach, It had to be, And if there were problems
in doing that, you faced it at the time you did it,

Mr. Cornwell, In the materials from the Senate which we
provided to you at page 41, there is the statement: "Richard Helm
sentiments coincided with this Bureau's supervisor's,” The super-~
visor they had made reference to above that -~ "In his November
28, 1963 cable to the CIA's Mexico station chief, Helms stated:

For your private information their distinct -~ I suppose the word
"is" should be in there, but it is not in the quote., It reads:
"Their distinct feeling here in the agencies, CIA, FBI, State,
that ambassador is pushing this case too hard and that we could
well create flap with Cubans which could have serious repercus-

sions."
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I would ask you whether you would 1;merpret that to mean that
he was worried about Pushing an investigation into the Cuban field
too far,

Mr. Katzenbach, Subject to that interpretation. I do not
know,

Mr. Cornwell, Did you ever have any discussions with Helms
or anyone else at the CIA during that period by which you could
tell us more precisely what their viewpoint was on such matters?

Mr, Katzenbach, Not that I can presently recall, I remember
the Mexican incident only because of complaints Mr. Hoover made
to me and discussions again I had I think probably with Alexis
Johnson, but they came in a somewhat different light,

Mr, Hoover was telling me that "The ambassador is trying to
run this investigation. I want to run this investigation. He
does not know., He is not experienced and he is interferring with
it "

Mr, Cornwell, That, of course, is in a somewhat different
concept.

Mr. Katzenbach, In a somewhat different concept, I was
again concerned about that for an entirely different reason, I
did not know the nature of his interference, but that was one
of the few ambassadors who was gquite close to Lyndfon Johnson, He
was a fellow Texan, So, I had a totally different perspective
on it.

Mr, Cornwell, In other words, you were worried about the
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same potential allegations about tainting the investigation that
you mentioned to us earlier?

Mr, Katzenbach, Yes. I was more worried about the other
side of the coin. I was perfectly happy to have whomever the
legal attache in Mexico City was who wanted to help to follow
everything up, But I did believe, A, that they could do it more

professionally than the ambassador and I was not unaware of Mr.

Hoover's strong feelings that he did not like people mucking around

in FBI investigations, even attorneys general,
Mr, Cornwell, Following the same line of inquiry in order

to determine whether or not there is anything that came to your

attention indicating that the investigation may have been distorte

or sidetracked because of considerations of potential international]

repercussions, on the same page of the Senate report, page 41,

there is reference to a legat cable to FBI headquarters suggesting

in pertinent part, "The Bureau may desire to give consideration

to polling all Cuban sources in United States in effort to confirm

or refute this theory,” meaning the theory that Oswald may have
been involved with the Cubans,

And on the cable, according to the Senate report, at FBI
headquarters the supervisor wrote a handwritten notation, "Not
desirable. Would serve to promote rumors," The same question
from the perspective of the Bureau: When, if ever, did it come
to your attention that there may have been that sort of thinking

in the FPBI?

3
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Mr., Katzenbach, I do not know. Never, I can understand
the supervisor's comment, depending on how you go about the
investigation, Maybe the idea was a good or bad one, I do not
know. That it occurred or that it was recommended by the legal
attache, I did not know that, All I am saying is whether going
around to the Cuban sources is a good or bad idea to nail that
point down, I did not know, I did not know who they were, Whethex
that would promote rumors, I did not know, if done in the way
that was suggested,

It should have been followed up or anything should be followed
up that would be productive, I certainly expected, It would have
been consistent with what I thought had to be done,

Mr. Cornwell, To do what?

Mr. Katzenbach, To follow up in any way that you could.
Whether this particular way of investigation is the best way of
going about solving that problem or not, I do not know, We should
have checked into every conceivable connection that Oswald had,
potential connection, and done our best to follow it up, and it
should have been done.

Mr. Cornwell, I suppose at least in theory more so if it
were known that there were plots, assassination plots against
Castro perhaps,

Mr. Ratzenbach, Yes, I think so, Quite apart from that, I

think that should have been done, If you 4o not do it, somebody

1

else is going to do it., My point was, don't leave anything here
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for somebody else to uncover, get it all out,

Mr. Cornwell, How big a role in the thinking of yourself
and those who were making decisions at those levels of government
during 1963 was the consideration that any investigation should
be possibly foregone, if it had the possibility of creating
additional rumors?

Mr, Katzenbach. It never entered my mind or anybody else's
that T ever talked to. This was the President of the United State
who had been assassinated, Not only would the government want to
know anything they could about it, but so would the public and so
would the world,

Mr., Cornwell, I take it, however, that even though neither
you nor the persons with whom you spoke considered diverting or
foregoing an investigation because of the possibility of rumors,
there was a substantial pressure to quash unfounded rumors at an
early stage, Is that correct?

Mr. Ratzenbach, Yes, that is correct. In a very modest way,
I would have liked the Bureau to say we have not uncovered any
evidence that Oswald did not act alone, but the investigation was
continuing, I would have liked some statement of that kind, which
I knew in fact to be true. I knew in fact what they were telling
me.

Mr, Cornwell. The memos that we forwarded to you included
one on November 24 from Belmont to Tolson in the FBI, one on

November 25 which was a memo from you to Mr, Moyers and had also
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been attached to a memo of the same date from Evans to Belmont
in the FBI?

Mr. Katzenbach, Yes. Another one of November 26 from Evans
to Belmont, Those memos, I suppose we could say in part, reflect
what appears to be a disagreement between you and the FBI on the
very subject matter you just mentioned, which was your feeling
that some press release should be made in order to tell the public
that no hard evidence of conspiracy had been developed, Is that
correct?

Mr, Katzenbach., Yes, If that were the fact, then it was
the fact that they were telling it to me orally, I think equally
important in _that what I wanted was a public commitment that we
would put all the facts on the table,

When the report was done it would all be available, I would
have liked to have done that, but obviously, the Warren Commission
did not want that done,

Mr, Cornwell, There is a similar letter which I believe we
also forwarded to you which you wrote to Earl Warren attaching
the first FBI report.

Mr. Katzenbach, It would probably be accurate to say which
I signed. It reads to me very much as though the Bureau drafted
it,

Mr., Cornwell, Dated December 9, 1963?

Mr, Katzenbach, I would be surprised if it were not a

Bureau letter,

41-372 @ - 79 - 46(Vol. 3)
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Mr. Cornwell, Why in your mind was there such an urgency to
make the preliminary findings of the PBI that there was no con-
spiracy available to the public? The memos and the letter are
all dated within days of the assassination,

Mr. Katzenbach. .I think because the speculation that there
was conspiracy of various kinds was fairly rampant, at that time
particularly in the foreign press, I was reacting to that and
I think reacting to repeated calls from people in the State
Department who wanted something of that kind in an effort to
quash the beliefs of some people abroad that the silence in the
face of those rumors was not to be taken as substantiating it in
some way.

That is, in the face of a lot of rumors about conspiracy,

a total silence on the subject from the government neither con-
firming nor denying tended to feed those rumors, I would have
liked a statement of the kind I said, that nothing we had uncovereqd
so far leads us to believe that there is a conspiracy, but investis
gation is continuing, everything will be put out on the table,

Indeed, I still think today it would have been a good idea
to have done it. We might have gotten a better report,

Mr. Cornwell, That last comment is sort of related to the
question I was getting ready to ask you, You said you might have
gotten a better report, Is that true even in light of what you
testified earlier was the Bureau's apparent inclination to justify

their own acts and their failure to admit their shortcomings?
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Mr. Katzenbach, Probably not in the light of that, but at
the time they were complaining about pressure to get the report
out,

Insofar as that could be used as an excuse not to follow
everything up or something of that kind, I believe if you had been
able to make an interim statement of the kind that I suggested,
you would have taken some timing pressure off getting the report
out because the failure to make that statement was the only
alternative you had in view of the adamant position that the
Bureau was taking, which I understand,

You see, nobody really could do it other than the Bureau,
with the Bureau's acquiescence, Nobody else knew, I did not
know what was going on, Nobody in the govermment knew what was
going on other than very short conclusionary statements which you
got from liaison people, from the director himself,

I did not know who they were interviewing or why they were
interviewing, what they uncovered.

Mr. Cornwell, Was there in fact a disagreement, apart from
what these memos say, between you and the Bureau on the releasing
of information about the progress of their investigation?

Mr, Katzenbach, Sure. You know, it would drive you absolute
wild to see the Bureau release it,

Mr. Cornwell, That was the point of the question,

Mr. Katzenbach, I do not know who the Washington Star

reporter was, but my guess would be that it ws Jerry O'Leary,

Ly
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You could bet it would be the Star or the News and not the Post,
I would go further than that.

The ticker on the day the Bureau delivered the assassination
report to my office, five minutes before it came to my office,

Ed Guthman came running in, or Rosenthal, with the ticker saying
I have the report., I said, "Where is it?" He said, "I haven't
got it yet," While he was standing in the office, the report was
delivered to me,

The Bureau took the position that it must have been leaked
by my office and not by them, I said, "I cannot leak something I
do not know."

Mr. Cornwell, We found a memo relating to such a matter,

I do not know if we found it in time to provide it to you or not,
It was dated December 20, 1963. Near the bottom of the first page
it reads: "Senator Russell stated that Deputy Attorney General
Ratzenbach had directly implied that the leaks had come from the
FBI, He quoted Katzenbach as telling the members of the prestig-
ious commission J, Edgar Hoover has chewed his men out for leaking
information and they will not be doing any more of this,

"I told the Senator that Katzenbach was lying in implying
such action on the part of the FBI representatives. The point is
made that sometimes a person tries to cover up his own guilt by
blaming others."

Let me ask you first about the facts,

Mr. Katzenbach, I cheated because I knew when I read it who




20

21

22

24

25

729

49

had written that memo, I see that it was Mx, Deloach,

Mr. Cornwell, I take it your testimony would be that it was
not you who leaked the information?

Mr, Ratzenbach. That is correct.

Mr. Cornwell, Do you have reason to believe then that it
was the Bureau?

Mr. Ratzenbach. Yes. The Bureau knew it and I think that
the Bureau leaked it. The Bureau constantly leaked things of this
kind and constantly denied it and constantly blamed it on other
people, There is not a reporter in town who does not know that,

Mr. Cornwell. Why would the Bureau have overtly opposed
your earlier request that a limited press release be made if they
were intending to leak the information themselves?

Mr. Katzenbach., I do not know, For omne thing, they did not
really leak on matters that they were investigating, having state-
ments about them made by the Department of Justice. They wanted
to make their own statements about them, Secondly, I suppose with
their own leaks, they controlled what was said, If it is done
in the form of a leak, it is deniable. I wanted a rather formal
statement.

The Bureau really had a policy, and quite a good one, of
saying that they did not want to make any partial statements about
an investigation until the investigation was completed, That is
perfectly sound policy. Like all policies, it is conceivable there

might be circumstances that would justify an exception. But
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basically, it was a good policy, When the Bureau leaked, it leaked
as a formal matter., The bureau agents did not leak, It was their
form of press release,

Mr, Cornwell., Directing your attention to a memo dated
December 3rd, 1963, from Belmont to Tolson, the general subject
matter concerns the first meeting of the Warren Commission and
your view, as recorded by the memo at least, that you felt the
FBI should have someone at the first meeting and Belmont stating
that he made no commitment to you.

"But I remember we 2dvised him that our report in this matter
will speak for itself, Until the report is ready, there is no
real purpose in an FBI representative being present at the Com-
mission meeting."

It concludes thereafter stating, "Katzenbach felt it was
better to show willingness to cooperate with the Commission,”
Were there any specific examples that come to your attention
along this line of specific FBI antagonism toward the Commission,
failure to cooperate with it, other than what we have already
discussed?

Mr. Katzenbach, I do not think so, I was satisfied at the
time ~- obviously wrong =-- that the Bureau was cooperating,
They were in fact doing more than I think they would have ever
done for me in terms of making the raw data available and so forth

So I was satisfied that they were, I am not surprised,

This is the kind of thing you get from Belmont to Tolson, Hoover,
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1 knowing Hoover's opposition to the Commision, not really wanting
2} to have anything to do with it and also thinking it fairly funny
3 having me sitting over there and not knowing what was going on,
4 The reason I wanted the Bureau there was I wanted somebody
5 telling me what was going on, I did not know, I could not even
6 suggest the answer that I would give which was that I am sure that
7 they were thoroughly investigating everything,
8 Mr. Cornwell, Were you aware of the FBI's maintenance
? of dossiers on the Commission members at the time?
0 Mr. Katzenbach, No, I do not believe so, except that it may
n have been that the Chief Justice asked for the FBI checks to be
2} 4one on people he was putting on his staff, I do not know, If
13 he did, I would be obviously aware of that request and whatever
14 dossier was the result of it, but nothing else.
15 Mr. Cornwell, You, I take it, read the part in the Senate
16 report that we forwarded to you on that subject?
vz Mr. Katzenbach, Yes.
18 Mr. Cornwell, Which was not a security background investi-
19 gation of the nature you just referred to, but in fact a dossier
2 in terms of derogatory material that, if the Senate report is
2 correct, Hoover gathered in order to potentially have leverage
2 over Commission members?
2, Mr. Katzenbach., Apparently so, at least according to the
2 i Senate report, I was unaware of that at the time, although I knew|
25

é his opposition to the Commission ~- he was concerned about the
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Commission. I thought he had less so, in all candor, because he
had some very strong friends on the Commission and I thought maybe|
that would relax him,

Mr, Cornwell, What was your assessment of the impact that
the formation of the Commission had on the FBI's or CIA's willing-
ness to continue the investigation in fact in an opemminded fashio
until it was concluded?

Mr, Katzenbach, I do not know, That would be very specu-
lative.

Mr. Cornwell, Let me ask you to focus on a couple of time
periods, Pirst, what the FBI generated on its own prior to the
time that the Commission was selected and empaneled versus what
they produced based on specific requests of the Commission there-
after and, second, the pledges that both the CIA and the FBI gave
at the termination of the Warren Commission and then the fact as
we know it today, that no investigation was thereafter conducted?

Mr. Katzenbach. With respect to the first part of the ques-
tion, I would not have expected any problems from the Bureau in
terms of going out and following up all the things that the Com~
mission wanted to do.

In the ordinary course of things that was done repeatedly in
the Department of Justice prosecutions and I would not have expec-
ted great problems from that if they were satisfied, as they
appeared to be, with the conclusions they came to and the basic

reasons they came to, I would have thought they would have no
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particular problems in running down a lot of alleys they had not
run down if it did not develop any information that was flatly
contrary to their conclusions,

What would have happened if they came across that kind of
information, God only knows., What the reverberations of that in
the FBI would have been, again, speaking of the FBI talking about
minor embarrassment -- in really uncovering samething that would
have changed some result they had reported, God only knows,

I think people's heads would have rolled and they would have
swallowed hard and done it, I think my view at the time would
have been that in a matter as important as the assassination of
a president, I think the Bureau would have swallowed and taken it
and found some graceful way out, Explaining why they had come to
the wrong conclusion would have been a fairly high~powered neutron
bomb in the Bureau, guestioning any basic conclusion that they
had come to,

With respect to the second part, I regarded the investigation
continuing as pretty much a formal statement that they made at the
time, that "if something comes up that seems to be sufficiently
important, I assure you we will follow it up."”

I do not think anybody thought that was going to happen, I
think it was fairly pro forma.

Mr, Cornwell, The question really is in your assessment,
would either one of those have been different, either one of those

simations been different, had someone else conducted the
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investigation? Had the Department of Justice assumed primary
responsibility, would the FBI's investigation have in fact been
more openminded? If the Department of Justice had made the inves-
tigation, would in fact it have continued until everything was

run out as opposed to what apparently was the fact in 1964, that
there was a time deadline set and the Warren Commission went out
of business? What kind of impact did the existence of the Com-
mission have on those problems?

Mr. Katzenbach, I would think, if anything, they would have
had more clout than the Department of Justice would have had in
terms of getting the Bureau to follow up, at least in the time
period of its existence, all of those things,

Mr. Cornwell. In your view, no substantial price was paid
in terms of the effective duration of an open-ended investigation
which accrued by virtue of the formation of the Warren Commission?

Mr. Katzenbach., I think not, I think in that period of time
what information would have been available in that period of time
would have been followed up under its direction,

My only qualification is that sometimes something happens
five years later, There was no way that you could have known at
the time.

Mr, Cornwell, Of course the Senate report suggests an example
of that, It did come up later and conclude that the Bureau failed

to follow it up,

Mr, Ratzenbach, Yes, but the only one I remember is the
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Drew Pearson one, If you had told me those facts and asked me

I whether the Bureau was likely to have followed up something Drew

Pearson told them or attributed to Drew Pearson, I would have said
no. The bias against Drew Pearson was very strong,

I think that is a more plausible explanation for anybody
familiar with the Bureau than unwillingness to engage in the
assassination investigation, They would not believe Drew Pearson
under oath, Hoover hated him and Johnson liked him,

Mr. Cornwell. The dominant result would not have been that
the Commission terminated and the Bureau at that point in time
washed its hands of the investigation?

Mr. Katzenbach, Not in my view. Drew Pearson had committed
serious errors from the Bureau's viewpoint because he had been
critical of the Bureau,

Mr, Klein, You alluded to Bobby Kennedy's desire to be
detached from the entire investigation. Could you go into that
a little bit more about what he said and when he took this positio
for the first time?

Mr. Katzenbach., I guess he took it from the outset, He was
about as devastated a human being as I had ever seen. He really
never had any interest in any part of the investigation, I doubt
if he ever read the FBI report, I do not know whether he ever
read the Warren Commission's report, I told him at the time it

came out it probably would be helpful if he would say he thought

it was a thorough investigation, if that was the way he felt, and

25 |
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1
1 1 I think he said it, but I never had any great confidence that he
2 I read it. I attributed it simply to what I said, the fact that
3 his brother was dead and what the hell difference did it make
4 | apart from that fact.
5 Mr, Klein, Do you have any knowledge as to whether Bobby
6 | Kennedy had any inkling about the CIA's Castro plots?
7 Mr. Katzenbach, I do not know. Independently, I have no
8 [ knowledge at all of that other than what is obvious and that is
9 | that after the Bay of Pigs fiasco he got heavily involved in the
10 || Cuban thing, sitting on the committee with Dulles and Maxwell
n Taylor, if I recollect correctly, reviewing what had happened on
12 | the Bay of Pigs,
13 He afterwards took an interest in the brigade, the Cuban
14 | prisoner exchange, that kind of thing, So, he obviously knew
15 | whatever the members of that review committee knew about the Bay
16 | of Pigs. Those were not areas that he very often shared very much
17 | with me.

18 During those periods when he was heavily doing that, I was

19 | running the Department and when we had conversations, it was usuall

20 | about my problems in running the Department, not what he was doing
21 | over in the CIA building,

22 Mr, Klein. Prom what you knew about his character, his
23 | personality, was it surprising that his attitude would be that
24 | "He is dead and nothing can bring him back" or "I do not want

25 | anything to do with it," as opposed to the attorney general of
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of the United States, "I will turn over every stone to make sure if
anybody else was imvolved they are brought to justice?"

Mr. Katzenbach, No, his attitude was exactly what I would
have expected his attitude to be.

Mr. Klein, That is all I have.

Mr. Cornwell, To be sure you are focusing on that last ques-
tion that was asked, was anything ever said, again looking back --
1 know at the time it did not hit you this way ~-- by Bobby Kennedy
that indicated he felt any personal responsibility for the assassiy
nation, that he had known something or possessed some information
that if he had acted differently on the basis of it, could have
averted the assassination?

Again, the possibility, among others, that he had knowledge
of the plots and after the assassination occurred he felt that
his knowledge of that he should have used differently?

Mr, Katzenbach, There was nothing he ever said to me on that
subject that would have led me to believe that was of any concern
whatsoever to him., He found parts of it distasteful, maybe what
Jackie did, I do not know, the whole autopsy business, revealing
all that medical information he just found extremely distasteful,

I would say I would have also undex tﬁe same circumstances.
With respect to that kind of matter, he would ask, "Is it neces-
sary?" and I would say, " es, it is, You know, we do not have to
circulate those pictures around to everybody, Competent people

have to look at them and examine them,” and so forth, and he would
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accept that. Those are the only areas that I ever recall even
talking to him about with respect to the assassination,

I never saw anything that indicated he felt any responsibility
at all for what had occurred,

Mr, McDonald, Mr, Katzenbach, your testimony here and the
record of the Warren Commission and just history reflect there
was great concern to allay public fear of a conspiracy, and the
Bureau within weeks after the assassination, Mr, Hoover apparently
within a few days, concluded that in his estimation, Oswald acted
alone and then the public report came out a few weeks later,

In light of that, I am going to show you a memo dated June
3rd, 1960, It is an FBI memo from J, Edgar Hoover to the Office
of Security, Department of State, The subject of the memo ~- again
this is 1960 -- is "Lee Harvey Oswald, Internal Security." The
memo is regarding Oswald's trip to Russia and the whole matter
of his passport, and then Hoover's memo and it is interesting
because it is a memo from Hoover.

The Xerox copy indicates J., Edgar Hoover in the last para-
graph saying: "There is a possibility that an imposter is using
Oswald's birth certificate. Any current information the Departmen{
of State may have concerning subject will be appreciated.™

It is an interesting memo dated almost three and a half years
prior to the assassination, First of all, were you ever aware

of that memo?

Mr, Katzenbach. No.
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Mr, McDonald. If you had been aware of that memo and the
attachments, at the time of the assassination, what would your
reaction have been to that kind of information, the fact that the
Bureau had a case file on him, an internal security file vis-a-vis
the possibility of foreign involvement, foreign conspiracy? Would
that have changed your outlook in the early days after the assassi
nation and your outlook as to what occurred subsequently?

Mr. Katzenbach. You mean if I had been aware of this kind
of memo I would have wanted to know what the follow up was, was
there an imposter?

Mr. McDonald, Yes.

Mr. Katzenbach, Was this Lee Harvey Oswald? That kind of
question? Apart from that, I would not have been the slightest
bit surprised if they had the file, In fact, I probably knew they
had a file on Lee Harvey Oswald because if there had not been a
file on him, thexre would not have been a question of whether he
should have been on the security, what do you call it, potential
assassins’' list.

I would have just wanted to know more detail about this if
I had known this. Perhaps I am repeating myself, but everybody
appeared to believe that Lee Harvey Oswald had acted alone fairly
early. There were rumors of conspiracy. Now, either Lee Harvey
Oswald acted alone or he was part of a conspiracy, one of the two,
or somebody paid him, That is what I mean by conspiracy, somebody

else was involved,
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If he acted alone and if that was in fact true, then the probt
lem you had was how do you allay all the rumors of conspiracy.
If he, in fact, was part of a conspiracy you damned well wanted
to know what the conspiracy was, who was involved in it and that
would have given you another set of problems.

The problem that I focused on for the most part was the
former one because they kept saying he acted alone, How do you
explain? You have to put all of this out with all your explanatioj
because you have all of these associations and all of that is
said, you put out all the facts, why you come to that conclusion.
I say this because the conclusion would have been a tremendously
important conclusion to know,

If some foreign government was behind this, that may have
presented major problems. It was of major importance to know that
I want to emphasize that both sides had a different set of prob-
lems, If there was a conspiracy, the problem was not rumors of
conspiracy. The problem was conspiracy. If there was not con-
spiracy, the problem was rumors, Everything had to be gone into.

If another president, God forbid, ever gets assassinated we
will face the same problems and not all the facts will ever come
out. I think it is almost hopeless, It is an objective, but it
is almost hopeless. Fifteen years from now, 25 years from now,
somebody will dig through all of this and come out with a new book

Mr. McDonald., If there was a conspiracy and Hoover apparently

within a few days was satisfied in his mind that Oswald had acted

r
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alone, and it has been speculated that that would have been a
fact even though Hoover had not officially concluded that inform-
ally in the Bureau, if the old man said this, do you think that
would have colored the way the Bureau subsequently investigated,
if they really were not looking for a conspiracy, but were trying
to bolster the conclusion?

Mr. Katzenbach, I do not know, That is difficult to specu~
late about. It would seem to me in any event they would have had
to have done what I was asking them to do and that is follow down
everything because if you are persuaded that there is no conspir-
acy and you believe that to be correct and that is the conclusion
you want to publicly come out with, you are going to have to
follow down everything that anybody who believes that there might
have been a conspiracy is going to suggest establishes the possi-
bility of a conspiracy.

I do not know whether I have phrased that in a way that you
have asked it. It may be just proving a negative, if you are in
fact right, but you had better do it and you had better follow that
I cannot say if you did that and it turned out that this was some~
thing more and something more and something more, why you would

not change your mind about it or begin to wonder,

So, even if you went into it with a bias of the kind you
described, I would think that your investigation itself would
begin to create problems. I continue to this day to have a high

regard for FBI agents and for their ability to uncover facts.

41-372 O - 79 - 47(Vol. 3)
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Mr, Cornwell, If I could hopefully summarize your testimony
in order to ask you one final question -~ if I misstate your views
I am sure you will let me know -- but as I understand, basically
what you have told us is that when confronted with the enormous
problem that the Department, the FBI, and all the leadership of
our country faced in the days right after the assassination, you
perceived that one of the most pressing problems was Johnson's
ability to take over the government and to be able to operate,
particularly in the international field, without suspicion and
that perhaps the two principal mechanisms that you suggested or
were in favor of to accomplish that were an independent commission
to supervise the FBI's reports or suggest any additional investi-
g ation coupled with limited press releases stating that the
investigation which had been conducted disclosed no conspiracy.
Is that correct?

Mr. Katzenbach. Yes, but the investigation was continuing,
There was no evidence of the conspiracy at the time,

Mr. Cornwell. Right, 1In addition, I believe you stated
to us -- these are not the words you used, but I gather the gist
of what you were saying is that you did obviously have to pay
potentially some price for the suggestion that an early press
release go out, the price being that at least it was possible that
that would tend to distort the Bureau's investigation,

It would tend to lock them into the early investigation

results, but you had to be told the results of the investigation
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! and the facts suggested no conspiracy and, therefore, that seemed
to be the best of the alternatives available to you, 1Is that
essentially correct?

Mr. KRatzenbach, I think that is correct. You left out one
thing in terms of what was important. That was an important con-
sideration, what you described. I think an equally important con-
sideration was that the American people had a right to know, when
their President is killed,everything about it,

Mr, Cornwell, Of course, I take it that the urgency of their
need to know might be somewhat less?

Mr. Katzenbach, That is correct,

Mr, Cornwell. They would have had absolute right to know
ultimately at some point in time.

Mr. Katzenbach, Yes, I wanted to couple that press release
you talked about with the statement that "We will make all the
facts available at the conclusion of our investigation,"

Mr. Cornwell. Right,

Mr, Katzenbach, I wanted both,

Mr, Cornwell. I understand, At least, there was an element
of hard decision in there from your point of view because if you
pushed for some press release you made some sacrifice in exchange.

Mr, Katzenbach., Yes, I think I was pushing largely because
lthe State Department was pushing me,

Mr. Cornwell, I understand, That brings me to the question,

if you had known at that point in time what you now know or have
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reason to believe, based on the Senate report and other sources of
information, that there were plots directed at Castro, that Hoover
in fact was worried about internal repercussions, if the Jenkins
memo is correct, that the FBI at least in one small segment had
destroyed a piece of evidence indicating on its face, maybe not

in reality but at least on its face, the possibility of some
association between the FBI and Oswald -~ there is, incidentally
we did not show you, a CIA memo which indicates that they had
contemplated using Oswald as an agent -~ if you had known those
types of things, been told them within a day or two of the assassi+
nation, would you have opted for the early press release, early
FBI report, that you had suggested?

Mr. Katzenbach. I do not think under those circumstances
you could have. I think you would have had to say there is more
here to sort out than we are now able to sort out.

If I had known about those things, I would have said, "How
are we going to cope with all this? We had better wait,” I might
add to that something that I suppose is obvious, that those rea-
sons were never given to me as reasons not to do this,

In fact, no reasons were ever given to me other than "The
investigation is not completed, We do not want to make a state-
ment."

Mr. Cornwell. Taking that idea one step further, let me ask
you in light of the revelations that we just talked about, which

have come out in the years since 1963, do you feel confident with
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the Warren Commission's conclusions today?

Mr. Katzenbach, I think the Warren Commission's conclusions
are probably right. There are obviously some things that shoﬁld
have been checked at that time and it may be more difficult to
check on now. It always seems to me inherently improbable that
Oswald was acting as part of a conspiracy, mainly because of the
| fumber of footprints,

It seems to me if the Russians were prepared to do this kind
f thing to an American president, which is an extremely volatile
potentially explosive kind of thing to do, talking about the
Lzussians, you know, it could lead to war, it could lead to almost
nything.
If they were prepared to do that, which seemed to me improb-
able, they surely would be prepared to do it with somebody else
with less footprints around than Lee Harvey Oswald,
I think in general I would feel the same way about the Cubans
but with less confidence because I do not think that Fidel Castro
has quite the rationality of the leading Russian politicians.
That still seems to me to be the fact, that I really think putting
the Russians into it is virtually incredible.
Even with the Cubans, one would think that you would not have

had somebody who was a member of the "Fair Play for Cuba Committee,’|

and as unstable as Oswald appears to have been, to be your assassin

Nor do I think that in a well thought out assassination scheme you
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would have done something so inherently chancey as the assassi-
nation of President Kennedy.

By that I mean you would have been more sure to get your
target than Lee Harvey Oswald could conceivably have been in that
situation. That is a long answer, I am inclined to think that
the conclusion of the Warren Commission is probably correct.

Mr, Cornwell. We supplied you, of course, with a number of
pieces of documentation for background in order mainly to refresh
your memory before we asked you questions, 1Is there any subject
matter about theinvestigation as it was conducted or anything that
has come to your attention since that you wish to offer to us or
could offer to us for consideration, anything outside of the
paperwork or the questions that we have asked you?

Mr. Ratzenbach, I really cannot think of anything, I think
we have covered it,

Mr. Cornwell, We certainly appreciate your taking the time
to talk to us, I guess there are no further questions,

I think for the record, we will incorporate into it both the
specific memos we asked you about and those we sent to you to
refresh your memory in advance.

Mr. Ratzenbach, Fine,

(Whereupon at 12:25 p.m, the taking of the deposition was

concluded. )
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CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

I, Albert Joseph LaFraﬁce, the officer before whom the fore-
going deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the witness
whose testimony appears in the foregoing deposition wasg duly sworn
by me; that the testimony of said witness was taken by me in
shorthand to the best of my ability and thereafter reduced to
typewriting under my direction, that said deposition is a true
record of the testimony given by said witness; that I am neither
counsel for, related to, nor employed by any of the parties to
the action in which this deposition was taken; and further that
I am not a relative or employee of any attorney or counsel employed
by the parties thereto, or financially or otherwise interested

in the outcome of the action,

A T I Y N
Notary Public in and for the
District of Columbia
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I have read the foregoing pages

one through sixty-six, inclusive,
which contain a correct transcript

of the answers made by me to the
questions therein recorded., Signature

is subject to corrections.

/S/Nicholas Katzenbach

I, /S/Flora A. Marchigiani , Notary Public in and for the

County of iestchester,
State of New York, do hereby certify that I am notarizing

and witnessing signature for the deposition of Mr., Nicholas

Ratzenbach on this _)5th day of_pebryary 1979 .

/S/Flora A. Marchigiani
Notary Public in and for the
County of Westchester

State of Hew York

My commission expires

March 30, 1989
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On September 25, 1978, Mr. Katzenbach mailed to the committee
the following letter supplementing his testimony:

Nicholas deB. Katzenbach
0ld Orchard Road, Armonk, New York 10504

September 25, 1978

The Honorable Louis Stokes :
Select Committee on Assassinations Hikmuv
U. S. House of Representatives

- 331 House Office Building, Annex 2

Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

In my testimony before the Committee on Thursday, September
21, I stated that I had absolutely no recollection of meeting with Mr.
Helms with respect to the Nosenko case. I understand that Mr. Helms
said there was such a meeting, and it took place on April 2, 1964.

On my return to my office this morning I checked on the notes
of meetings which were kept by my secretary, and they confirm Mr.
Helms' recollection. I am attaching a copy of the relevant page of the
calendar. Although it is clear from this page that there was such a
meeting, I continue to have absolutely no recollection of it, and there-
fore cannot tell you what was discussed beyond what is stated in the
calendar itself.

It was not my custom to make notes on such meetings, and I
doubt that there are in the files of the Department any notes made by
me. However it is possible that Mr. Yeagley or Mr. Foley made such
notes. I believe Mr. Foley is now deceased, but Mr. Yeagley is now
a judge in the District of Columbia, and perhaps he would have some
recollection of the meeting.

I had, prior to my testimony, checked my calendar diary for the
period dealing with the assassination and the creation of the Warren
Commission, but had not thought it relevant to the Committee's investi-
gation to go as far as April. Hence I was unaware of this entry. While
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this calendar does not refresh my recollection and therefore would not
change my testimony, it did seem to me that in fairness to both the
Committee and Mr. Helms I should make it available to you.

Respectfully yours,

Z;Z,Lﬂ Ig [[c\/lt&rvc

cc: Mr. Gary Cornwell
Hon. Richard C. Helms
Edward Bennett Williams, Esq.



751

Thursday, fipril 2, 1964

[LarCLG Rels )

Sol Lindenbatum ) Civil
Joseph Dolan. ) Rights
David Tilvaroff ) briefing
Jehn Douglas o)

Jack Rosenthal )

Burke t!farshall )

David Filvaroff
William Foley
william Orrick
Marshal McShane
David TFilvaroff
dilliam Ceoghegan
Edger Cahn, 0.L.C.
Burke Marshall
Burke Marsnall.

[Leawrence imston, CIA
{Bicharc iielms, CIA

{bDavic¢ NMurnhy, CIA

[J. vialter Yeaglev
{William Foley, Crim. Div.
[Defector Case]

Adéressecd Brandeis Univ.

Stucents (40) 1in AG's office

Sol Lindenbaum
Johr. Douglas
dilliam Orrick
bDavid Tilvarcff
Joseph Dolan

Fridav, Anril 3, 19864
Jonn buriner (wnite Motor)
Sol Lindenbaum

Harold Reis ) Civil
David Filvaroff ) Rights
Burke Marshall Jbriefing
Jack Rosenthal )

Joseph Dolan )

NdeBK to Puerto Rico

9:35
9:35%
9:35
9:35
9:35
9:35
9:35
11:55
12:27
1:50
2:37
3:10
3:25
3:30
3:32
4:07

4:08
4:08
4:08
4:08
4:08

440

6:56
7:06
7:12

-1!‘

9:15
9:30
9:30
9:30
9:30
9:30
9:30

10:15

a.m,
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
a.m.
DM,
P.m,
D.T.
D.Mm.
D.m.
Pl
pem.
Dele

?ll .
pem.
D.Tm.
pem.
D.R.

D,

D.n7.
DM,
D.Mm,
D.n.
D.m.

2.M.
a.m.
a.M,
2eMe
a.m
a.m,
a m.





