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HENRY WADE
DISTRICT ATTORNELY
RECORDS BUILOING
DALLAS. TEXAS 75202

May 29, 1964

Honorable J. Lee Rankin

General Counsel

President's Commission on the
Assassination of President Kennedy
200 Maryland Avenue NE

Washington, D. C. 20002

Dear Mr. Rankin:

I have discussed with Sheriff Bill Decker the matter con-
cerning you and members of your commission interviewing
Jack Ruby in the Dallas County jail. 1 went through the
jairl with him and believe that one of the jury rooms would
be an ideal place. This is a contference room where twelve
jurors sit around a table and discuss their verdict in
criminal cases. It is approximately 20' x 15' and would
appear to me to be adequate for your interrogation. MNr.
Decker and I would like to have a couple of days noticc
together with how many persons you feel should be in the
room, counting Ruby, the stenographer and others so that
we can put a table with the proper kind of chairs in it.
These chairs are soft cushioned chairs but are not ideal
for work at a table, and I am sure you will be satisfied
with this.

1 am also enclosing a copy of the psychiatric examination
made by Dr. Joslyn West of the University of Oklahoma who
came here at the instance of the defense counsel and a
capy of the report made by Dr. Stubblefield whom Judge
Brown asked to examine Ruby after the defense had filed
an affidavit of his present insanity.

Ruby did a little damage in the jail last night, breaking
his reading glasses and also throwing a cuspidor at one of
the electric light bulbs and breaking it, I am told by
Sheriff Decker. We all realize he has deteriorated some
physically and possibly mentally also since the verdict
but I believe Decker and I agree that most of this is an
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act that he is putting on.
I look forward to seeing you at 9:00 a.m. on June the 8th.

Sincerely yours,

HENRY WADE
DISTRICT ATTORNEY
DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

HW:sc
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5323 Rarry Hines Boulevar:
Dallas, Texas 75235
May 15, 1964

Honorable Joe B. Brown

Judge, Criminal Di{strict Court
Number Three

Records Annex Building

Dallas, Texas

Dear Judge Brown:

At your request I have evaluated Jack Ruby in the Dailas
Couaty Jail on Thursday, April 30; Friday, May 1; and Monday.
May 11, 1964. You had indicated that his defense counscl had
raised questions about Mr. Ruby's sanity and you requested
professional opinion about Mr. Ruby's current mental state,
order to-evaluate the indications for a formel sanity heari

As you know, the question of ineanity is a legai matter,
and I assume that my task is to provide you with medical and
psychiatric information which might prove to be useful to you
in your decision. I am assuming that the issues f{avolved herc
are very similar to the problem of pre-trial evaluation of
mental competency. Although the laws and various rulings
this matter are somewhat vague, I am assuming that you arc
terested in attempting to answer these questions:

1. whether or not the defendant is insane presentiy?

2. whether or not the defendant understands the cr
for which he was convicted and the punishment
which he received?

3. whether or not the defendant is competent to
assist properly and rationally his counsel &
the preparation and presentation of appeal?

As one example of a pre-trial sanity ruling in Dusky ve.
T.S. 362 U.S. 788 (1960) the Court stated '"that it is not
enough for the district judge to find 'the defendant (is5)
oriented to time and place and (has) some recollection of
events' but that the test must be whether he has aufflcicpf
present ability to comsult with his lawyer with a reasonabdl:
degree of rational understanding - and whether he has a
rational as well as factual understanding of the procecur.
against him."

There are two basic questions - the meaning of insc-
in the current legal situation, and what does assist coun
nean? Regretfully, therc 4{s a common tendency to equate wsu-
chosis with insanity and with incapacity to cooperate with
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counsel. In my opinion, not all persons who show evidence
of paychotfc thought processes should be called insane or
incompetent mentally for legal purposes. Just as fct is
possible for a person to be sane legally at the time of a
trial, and yet insane at the time of a crime, it is also
Possible for a person to be sane at the time of a trial
#nd to develop such a disturbed mental state that he becomes
insane subsequent to the trial. 1In some sitvations, ic
seems to me, counscl could continuec to appeal without the
cooperation or participation of the defendant. To 2ssigt
counsel the defendant should have reality-orientcd accuracy
in memory, judgment and thinking, 1f his participation in
the appeal is required.

Usually, one discusses psychlatric observations from
the framcwork of the so-called "W’'Naghten Rule"-does the
defendant have the ability to understand the nature of the
event, to know that it was wrong, and to have the capacicy
to distinguish between right and wrong. This rule docs
nmot seem to be of much value in this post-trial situation
currently re Mr. Jack Ruby, in my opinion.

According to Smith, 25 N.M., 48, 59, 176 P 819, 823,
after a scntence of death, the test of insanity suggested
i3 "whather or not the prisoner nas not from the defects
of his faculties, sufficient intelligence to understand the
proceedings ageinst him, what he was tried for, the purposc
of his punishment unjust or unlawful, and the intelligence
requisite to convey such information to his attorneys or
to the court." Psychiatric observations within this legal
franework seem to me to be pertimnt to Mr. Ruby's currenc
status.

I would like to submit the following medical and psy-
chiatric observations on Mr. Ruby for your consiceration,
based on my examinations, including the one on May 11, -964.

1. Physicsl health - Mr. Ruby reported thar he

“has lost weight,” "has not been exercising regularly." Ke
appeared pale, weak, tremulous, extremely tense, and modes-
ately depressed. However, he seemed to be improved slighatly
in this most recent interview.

2. Psychiatric status - In each interview r.
Ruby was slert, friendly, and cooperative. KHe knew the day,
date, month, and recognized and grected this evaluator. 3e
expressed some distrust of his attorneys, both the former
ones and the present ones. He claimed that none of them nac
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visited him in more than one week (this was not confirmed by
Officer Bowlin, who stated that Mr. Ruby's attorancys had
visited him during that time.) This observation {s an iw-
portant one, since Mr. Ruby gives the impression of being
very precise about his memory of events at the time of the
crime and about discussions of the lawyer's trial strategy.

3. Of course, an important question remains, a
most difficult one - namely, is Mr. Ruby malingering? 1In
my opinion, Mr. Ruby has not been malingering during amy
three interviews with him.

4. 1 interviewed Offfcer Bowlin, vho is essigned
in the cell block where Mr. Ruby resides currently. Accord-
ing to the officer's statcment to me, Mr. Ruby has been in-
volved in conversatfons with fellow prisoners, has played
catds cooperatively, has been sleeping poorly, does cat
better than he did ten days ago.

5. The personal fantasies of a murderer typically
javolve a period of personal shock, followed by psychologice
detachment, and then often a gradual and subtle identificaticy
with the dead victim. This is illustrated very clecarly in ¥
Ruby's belief that he was convicted for "the nmurder of
president Kennedy and Policeman Tippit." The extent of his
regressive behavior is revealed by his basic miscrust and
{nconsistent attitudes toward his attorneys. This height
mistrust of them must bc related to early lifc factors, s
there is some evidence of moderately severe emotional probd
in bis childhood, and it is related probably to his actuai
experience with his attornecys, since their defemsc of him -
unsuccessful. He remains inconsistent in his comments abor
them - praises them, then expresses doubts about them, woncets
if he “should change attorneys again."

6. On Monday, May 11, 1964, in my evaluation o
Mr. Ruby, he was gquite willing to discuss the Osvald rurc
his 1c.e in his own defense, and his perceptian of the
w{vcr.cal twist of fate,” that he describes as follows -
n] xilled Oswald so Mrs. Kennedy would not have to come to
Dallss and testify. I ioved and admired President Keanedy
I know what ‘they' think. ‘They' think I knew Oswald, th.
it wes a part of some ploct. It's not true. I want to ta%:
2 polygraph test to prove that I did not know Oswald, that
i was not involved in killing President Kennedy. After chat
I don't care what happens to me."

1 asked Hr. Ruby the following specific questions:
1. What are the current legal proceedings that az
being requested by your counsel?
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A
rentty zn:‘;‘“;:do:l' don't know." Later he stated "A

E ¢ wamt that - I don't want
off to a hospital.”" stil1 later - "maybe I shou;: ;: i:n[

a hospitgl."

2. What were you tried for?

Answer: "For che assassinaci
ination of S -
I mean, the murder of Oswald - I'm not suve fennedy - mo.

3. Why are you being punished?

Answer: ' ' b
aloc.n because ‘they' think I was a part of a
4.
Who are the people that you refcr to as 'thev'?
Answer: “The district attorney; Judge Brown; they

Jury. The pcople who want to burn the Jews."
5. What {mpending fate is {n store for vou?
Answer:"I will be executed.™
6. Do you feel tha
t you are cooperating 2
cooperate with your defense counsel, for eianp;:nb*:nir;;‘“
, s ag

to proceed with your appeal, or in finding new evidence?

Answer: "I don't know
. = . I want to tell
I want a polygraph - Belli wouldn'c ler me ot i:h: truch.

2ub ;: x; my medical and psychiacric opinfon that Mr.
uby has had and has now an acute paychiatric Lllmess, wich
peranoid and depresstve features. In my opinion, he s rer
s ril:ilthtlstress of the trial, the sentence \;[ ;C;t"\rn»
fhe felative fsolat{on and lack of physical activity. and no:
3% fpproving gradually in his abiiity to evaluate the resl
o hie situation.  Hovever, I assume that he will show aice
nating pesiods Zf improvement and regressian, similar te b
fhac have been described by mumcrous authars in prisomers |
Jenminge, ;::: o:h:eeth (for example, Duffy, Clinton cnd
oaninge, pean. §an Quentinm Story, Curtis Publishing

Summary

m‘,derz:emzei’;g::::n, M;.lRuby is mentally 111, with sympte
on, delusions of persecution Y )

=, mod Tt -
treme suspilcion and distruse of sceveral Xndlvid:ilzrazls:p“

Jack
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Plaase Refor 200 Marcantile Ccntinental Bullding
Ladi 1810 Comnarce Streat
Dallas, Taxas

July 16, 1964

-5~
his present attorneys. In my opinion, these observations

should be taken into consideration in your decision about

the request for a formal sanity hearing. 1In my opinton,

there are no psychiatric contraindications for you to

question “‘r. Ruby dircctly, or for you to permit the de- Mr. Clayton Fowler
fense to put him on th= stand for dircctly testimony about Attorncy at Low
the sanity issue. Ideally, in my opinlom, Mr. Ruby should 706 Main Streot

be under the supervision of & psychiatrist, preferably in pallas, Texos

a psychiatric hospital, until the prisoner recovers sufffic-

iently to proceed with his eal with ratfonal understandinn
RO proce appest ¥ Dear Mx. Fowler: RE: JACK L, RUDY

I will be available for testimony and further consulta-

gLt

tion, when it seems {ndicated to you.

Sincerely,

e
EAN

/
R.L. Stubblefield, M D.

RLS:th
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This will confirm my tclephona conversation with you and
Mr. Sol Dann on July 15, 1964, concerning the interest of the
Prosident'’s Comnission on tho Assassination of President Ren-~dy
in affording a polygraph exominction to !Mr. Ruby. You adviced
that you and your associates ond various membors of Mr. Ruby's
family desired for ma to convoy to the Cemnission information
which would be supplicd by lir. Dann.

) Subscquently, Mr. Dann advised, by tclephone, that the
fanmily had consulted with Doctor Emonuel Tonay, 861 Fisher
Building, Dotroit 2, Michigan, who hod rzde an citanination of

JRuby in the pazt, and that you, lr. Dann, and thz fonily would

be guided by the judgmoent of Doctor Panzy. Ir. Conn stated
that at that time Doctor Tonoy hasg adviced a polygraph exarina-
tion would seriously affcct Ruby's hoalth, St the Doctor was
of thao opinion it was highly Qucstionable vwhciher such a tezt
would be of any valug, in vicw of Ruby's prcscnt xm2ntal condi-
tion. ifr. Dann stated, therefore, he would not ke in a pasition
to allow Ruby to hava 2 tcst at this timo, and that ha further
desired to have convoyed to thae Commaiscion the following condie
tions under which the tests might be given in thae future, Lif
the above mattars arc ever resolved:

<c3 Mr. Sol Dann

1820 Pavid Stoot Building
Yetroit 28, Michigan
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