that is what is uppermost in your mind. We have to be most correct about
that, in any of the agencies, as you know.

Mr. DurLEs. How much larger staff do yvou think you are going to have to have
{o cover that situation in the future?

Mr. RowLEY. Well, T would not know until we see the volume of reports that
we get that we have to refer to the field for investigation. Since we are process-
ing them now, we have to wait to make that determination.

Mr. DuriLEs. Should you do field investigations as contrasted with the FBI—
the FBI have a large number of people in a large number of cities throughout
the United States. You do not have that?

Mr. RowLEY. No; but on the basis of the criteria we discussed earlier, the
FBI would give us the information. and if in our evaluation we determined
that it should be referred to the field for investigation, particularly in the case
of individuals, we would conduct our investigation., to determine whether this
individual is a high risk to the President.

Now, where it comes to the group, this is something for the FBI to do, because
it ties in with their responsibility for internal security.

Now, if there is a close connection between the two, then we would have to have
a formal agreement. But because of our responsibility, and the fact that this
is part of the work that we have to undertake, then we would conduct our own
investigation, because we know what we are looking for.

Mr. DurrEs. If the name of Lee Harvey Oswald had been submitted to you by
the FBI, what would you, in the normal course, have done? -

Would you have referred that back to them for investigation. or would you
have carried on an independent investigation?

I am talking now if that name had been referred to you when you knew you
were going to go to Dallas.

Mr. RowLEY. If we knew we were going to go to Dallas and we had this present
criteria, then we would investigate him.

Mr. DuiLEs. You would carry on the investigation?

Mr. RowLEY. Yes, sir.

Mr. DurLEs. Thank you.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chief Justice, T am through with Chief Rowley now-—
except I would like to ask him to supply a copy of the information about their
appropriation request, and insert it with Commission Exhibit No. 1028. [The
information subsequently furnished by the Secret Service was inserted in the
record as a part of Commission Exhibit No. 1028.]

We have Mr. Carswell here. As you recall, there was some difficulty at one
meeting about the testimony about what the Secret Service was doing in regard
to the Speaker. And while he is here, I would like to straighten that record out.

The CHAIRMAN. Very well.

Mr. RANKIN, It will be very brief.

The CHAIRMAN. Chief, I want to take this opportunity to thank you and the
members of your Secret Service for the cooperation you have given to this Com-
mission. They have bheen very diligent, very helpful, as you personally have
bheen. And we appreciate it.

Mr. RowLEY. Thank you, sir.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT CARSWELL

The CuHalRMAN. Mr. Carswell, you have been sworn, have you not?

Mr. CARSWELL. Yes, Sir.

The CHATRMAN. Very well. You may proceed.

Mr. RaxkIN. Mr. Chief Justice, if the Commission will bear with me just a
minute, I would like to tell about my own conversation with the Speaker about
this matter prior to his answering in regard to correction of the record.

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. You may proceed.

Mr. RANKIN. After the matter came up before the Commission, I was asked
by one of the Commissioners to see the Speaker, Mr. McCormack, and 1 did that
at his office. And he informed me that the Secret Service and also the FBI
had undertaken to try to give him protection because of his position in the line
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of succession, and that because of the interference that he felt and his wife felt
with their relationship over the years in being alone and together in their family
life, he did not like to have that interference, and he asked them not to partici-
pate any more in furnishing that protection for him. He said it was his own
responsibility in taking that action, and he wanted that to be clear, and that he
thought that as far as any protection he needed, he had plenty of protection with
the kind of protection that the Congress had around him in the performance of
his duty.

It came to Mr. Carswell’s attention, right immediately after he had testified,
that his statements in that regard were inaccurate because of the change that
had occurred that had not come to his attention. He called me and he said
he would like to correct the record.

Mr. Carswell, will you tell us now what the facts are as you have learned?

Mr. CARSWELL. When I testified here before I was asked, I believe, what pro-
tection the Secret Service was providing the Speaker. I said that we were pro-
viding protection comparable to that previously provided to the Vice President.
I did that on the basis of checking with Chief Rowley immediately after the
assassination of President Kennedy, and he told me at that time such protection
was being provided to the Speaker.

I understood that that was the case the next day—because at that time we were
not certain what was going on. I had not heard anything about it after that.
And I assumed that the situation continued as it was immediately after the
assassination. But that was not the case.

As Mr. Rankin has stated, the Speaker requested the Secret Service to dis-
continue assigning agents to him for protection, and we did what he requested.
That is the present situation.

Mr. RaNKiIN. That is all I have.

The CHAIRMAN. Very well.

Thank you, Mr. Carswell.

Well, gentlemen, I think that will be all today. The Commission will adjourn
now.

(Whereupon, at 12:35 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.)

Tuesday, June 23, 1964

TESTIMONY OF BERNARD WILLIAM WEISSMAN AND
ROBERT G. KLAUSE

The President’s Commission met at 10:30 a.m., on June 23, 1964, at 200 Mary-
land Avenue NE., Washington, D.C.

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Senator John Sherman
Cooper, Representative Hale Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, and Allen
W. Dulles, members.

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel; and Albert E. Jenner, Jr.,
assistant counsel.

TESTIMONY OF BERNARD WILLIAM WEISSMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY
THOMAS A. FLANNERY, ESQ.

(Members present: Chief Justice Warren, Representative Ford, and Mr.
Dulles.)

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. Mr. Flannery, you are here
representing Mr. Weissman?

Mr. FLANNERY. Yes ; Your Honor.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner, would you mind making a brief statement of the
testimony we expect to develop here?
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