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- HOUSE FLOOR DEBATE ON PASSAGE OF H. RES.
SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS FOR THE 95TH

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATIOR
OF HOUSE RESOLUTION 222, CRE-
ATING A SELECT COMMITTEE ON
ASSASSINATIONS

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 230 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution as fol-
lows:

H. Res. 230

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider the
resolution (H. Res. 222), creating a Select
Committee on Assassinations, in the House
as in the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. BoLiING) Is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I yleld 30
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. QUILLEN), pending which I
yield myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. BOLLING asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, this is
a slightly unusual rule, but it has been
used a number of times hefore. It in ef-
fect provides, when it is adopted—I
think some of the Members may be in-
terested in knowing how the matter is
going to proceed—that the House will
go into the House as in the Committee
of the Whole to consider -the matter
contained in House Resolution 222,
which would reconstitute the Select
Committee on Assassinations for a lim-
ited period and, under the provisions of
House Resolution 11, would provide for
approximately $84,000 a month, a few
aundrad dollars morgvthan that, for the
3 months, one of which has already
passed, o

The House Select’ Committee on As-

sageinations would be reconstituted until coun

the 31st of March.

The ‘reason:we chose this procedure,
rather than providing for an open rule
or dealing with a closed rule, is to try
to be fair to Membeis who want to offer
amendments in the House as in the Com-
mittee of the Whole. We proceed with-
out general debate under the 5-minute
rule. The Speaker continues to preside.
He does the recognizing. The Members
are recognized on either side for 5 min-
utes, pro forma, on all questions “of
amendments. Pro forma amendments
are in order. :

But this is the important difference:
the manager of House Resolution 222—
and I will be that manager—has control
of the previous question.

I de net intend to use the previous
question to shut off debate in a hurry.
I intend to see to it that the Members
drave an oppertunity to offer amend-
ments. When I sense and the House feels
that enough has been done on the mat-
ter, I have the opportunicr. to move the
previous question either on tke :amend-
ment that is pending or the amendments
and all matters to a final action.

The reason that we chose this kind of
a resolution is that at least the major-
ity of us in the Committee on Rules felt
that it was appropriate and proper and
right to give the new committee an op-
portunity to go into the problems, the
ones that have been raised on the de-
velopments that have been achieved by
the committee that had a short life in
the last Congress. A committee that had
a limited time, approximately 2 months,
in which to organize itself. There are
safeguards in this resolution, that they
must follow the rules of the House. They

must have written rules. There was &
considerable agnount of negotiation with
a variety of' Members whe were con~-
cerned about gertain civil- liberties
aspects. - )

. The committee will have to come back,
obviously, before the 31st.0f March and
justify its future existence.-And presum-
ably it will not only have a.set of rules,
it will also have a proposed program, a
method of operation. - . L,

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this
is the only fair way In which the-ngw

Congress, this Congress, could deal with
the problem. The last Caongress_consti-
tuted a committee which functioned for
a few months, most of the time with the
Congress actually not in session. .

There is now to be a new chairman
and a committee composed largely, as I
understand it, of members of the previous
committee. This will give them an oppor-
tunity to sdopt rules and to develop a
program to justify to the House the can-
tinuation of the committee presumably
for the rest of the Congress. At the same
time it will give the American people an
opportunity to see that we were purpose-
ful in our original aceeptance of a Select
Committee, and that we are proceeding
in & r:asouable and orderly way to deal
with it. ; -

8 contained in a 148-page report pre-
pared by the Director of the Depart-
ment’s Office of Professional Responit-
bility at the direction of the former At-
torney General

Mrs. B ‘of California, Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, QUILLEN. I will be happy to yield
to the gentlewomian from California.

Mrs. BURKE of Calffornia, M.
Speaker, has the gentleman seen that
report? .

Mr. QUILLEN. I have not séen.the re-

port. I saw theé news report, and 1 have
it in front of me. !

Mrs. BURKE of Californjia. M.
Speaker, I asked that quesfion because
I would like to share with the Membhers
an experience that I hgd todagp

I have been trying ta see that report.
1 have been advised that the material jn
that report is too sensitive. As a mem-

222 - ESTABLISHING THE HOUSE

CONGRESS UNTIL MARCH 31

ber of ‘the Committee on Appropriations
and a ‘member of the Subcommittee on
State, Justice, Commerce and the Judiel-
ary, the committee that has jurisdiction
over the Attorney General’s office and
the Justice Department, I find it very ir--
regular that I have not been able to see
that report.

- I also find it frregular that the Justice
Department had 12 to 15 deputies orig-
inally assigned to this investigation,
that those deputies came back with a
report {0 Assistant Attorney' General
Pottinger concluding that there should
be an independent investigation, but
that as a result there was another person
aprointed, Michuel Sheehan, and that
pearson has now come up with a report
that was on the former Attorney Gen-
eral’s desk at least 3 weeks ago, although

Mr, aker, I would like to ask
the g from Tennesses (Mr.

"'Mr. QUILLEN. I would be happy to
to the gentlewomsan from Cali-

-In my remarks I read from excerpts

do not know why the Members would
think this is top priority and think we
have to go back for another run around’
-the mulberry bush. .

“Mr. Bpeaker, especially in view of the
finding ©of the Department of Justice, ¥

from recreating {his select committes:
Further, I think i s irresponsible -tor
the House to relaunch, as & high prier-
ity, this apparently erratic investiga-'

tion Anto these two tragic events of the
past, at & time when the country is con-

continued on back.....



fronted with very real and pressing na-
tional problems which the Congress
must address and solve.

Mr. SLACK. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. QUILLEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from West Virginia.

(Mr. SLACK asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. SLACK. Mr. Speaker, the fact re-
mains that this subcommittee and a
member of this subcommittee were de-
nied the privilege of seeing this report. I
am told that there are Members of this
House who have seen the report, but the
Justice Department denied it to the very
subcommittee which has jurisdiction
over the appropriation of Justice Depart-
ment funds.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr.
SrAck) for his comment.

As T sald, I have not seen the report.
I have not asked for it, but an inquiry
directed to the President could result in
getting the full facts in the ease. I would
recommend, if the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. Burke) would want to
do that, that it would seem to me the re-
port would be forthcoming. I think the
gentlewoman should do that.

Mr. Speaker, let us not argue about
1963 and 1968. Rather, let us begin to act
on the issues of 1977 and the issues com-
ing up next year.

We have an opportunity now, in the
early days of this Congress, to set the
pace and establish the priorities for the
next 2 years. It is essential that we start
off in the right direction. We have the
opportunity now to move, at last, toward
establishing a national energy policy that
will put America on the road to sel-
sufficiency. ' X

Mr. Speaker, today unemployment is
at a record level; and more and more and
more people are being laid off due to the
closing of factories. Electric power rates
are skyrocketing because of our faflure
to come to grips with the energy prob-
lem. I suggest we do so now.

Mr. Speaker, we have the opportunity
to enact permanent tax cuts for every
American taxpayer and to recognize and
-reduce the size and cost of Government.
The people demand i, and they should
have it.

. We haye the opportunity now to put
‘an end to the chaos and to the appalling
waste of our welfare system, which 13 a
nationgl disgrace.

~ Other pressing problems and chal-
lensuuestthednoro!tthmm.
We have a full agenda of high national
priorities, and I think it is time tq get
down to the serious responsibility we
bear as Members of Congress to deal
with this agenda and to solve these
problems.

Mr. Speaker, let ue stop beating around
the mulberry bush with these propesals
to drag out this dismal ghost of a tragie
era that is now behind us. Let us get on
:mn the' serious national business of

’ggf. Speaker, the Select Committee on
Assassinations was established without
sufficient reflection and thought in the
waning days of the 94th Congress. ¥ op-
posed the creation of the Select Commit-
tes last September. I felt then that the
procedures proposed would result in a
misguided and loosely structured ap-
proach that would soon get out of con-
trol and cause us to regret the hasty
action taken. [N

That is precisely what has happened.

Mr. Speaker, I know that Members
are anxious to get out tonight.

Now we are to decide whether or not
the Select Committee should be estab-
lished. I do not believe that an adequate
case has been made that it should. The
scope of the investigation is too broad.
The question of funding, which has
caused such an uproar, is unresoived.
The control of the staff is unresalved.

So are the serious reservations that
have been raised regarding the protec-
tion of civil liberties during the course
of the investigations. Questions have
been raised about committee staff travel-
ing around the country and overseas,
without a committee member being pres-
ent, and taking testimony under oath.
I have doubts about the wisdom or even
the legal standing of such procedures.
Grave doubts exist in regard to the un-
intended damage that may be done to
an already weakened Central InteHigence
Agency and Federal Bureau of Investiea-

tion beceusz we do nod know wnat
directions this Seléct Cemmittcs will
wobble into. .
It is said that since the resolution this
rule makes in order extends the
. Select Committee until March 3ist, that
all of these questions and all of these
problams will be solved. I do-not belleve

0. .
Mr. Speaker, I would uzge my col-
I&iagues to vote down the rule and to kill*

commitiee ngw.

Mr. Speakbr, I now yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Ilinois (Mr.
ANDERSON) .

(Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) .

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinais. - Mr.
Speaker, House Reselution 230 provides
for the consideration of House Resolu-

‘tion 222 in the House, as in the Commit-

tee of the Whole. That means that if we
adopt this rule after the 1 hour of
debate allotted, we will proceed to con-
sider amendments to the Assassination
Committee resolution under thé 5-min«
ute rule. . .

Mr. Speaker, I am in the unique posi-
tion. of being both a member of ' the
Committee on Rules and the Select Com-
mittee on Assassinations, snd perhaps
not surprisingly. I support both the rule
and the resolution it mekes in order to
reconstitute that select committee. .

Mr. Speaker, the Rules ttee held
2 days of hearings on this matter, and, as
a result of some legitimate concerns.
raised during the héaring, parti-
cularly with regard to protection of
individual rights, a new resolition was
offered by the gentleman from Missouri
{Mr. BoLLNG) and reported from the
Rules Committee yesterday as House

Besolution 222. I think this new resolu-
tiort: goes 3 long way toward meeting
most, if not all of the concerns raised
over the first resohition, ¥ouse Resolu-
tion 9. .
" 8pecifically, House Resolution 222
limits the existence of the seleet com-
mitted-to March 31 of this year, st which
¥ime it must issue a repors; it holds
funding level of the commitéee- down
last year’s Jevels, which conwes t0o about
$84,000 a month; it specifies that' any
deaths investigated other than these of
Kemmedy and King must be deaths which
the select committee determines might
be related to those two deaths; tt adds

there was full disclosure and sharing of
information on these two deaths among
the various Federal ageneies involved-in
the investigations, and ¥ not, why net;
the resolution Yetains the orie-third
quorum requirement for the transaction
of busfness bhut adds the two-member
quorum proviston for teking testimony,
consistent with the present Hoeuse rule;
the new resolution drops the blanket sub-
pena authority grant to the gdeet com-
mitiee chairman, though the selest com-
mittee could still provide f6r this in s
6wn rules; and there{s an added vegtre-
ment that the cotwifttee rules must be
made-public. S :

Mr. Speaker, three main objections re-
main to this resolution th terms of new
language not contained fn House Resofu-
tion 1540 adopted in the last Congress,
originally creating the sefect committee.
It is charged that all three of these
changes broaden considerably the acope
and authority of the select comugyitiee.
The first objection s to the new language
which gives the select committee a legis-
lative purpose, which can be fomnd at
Hnes 3 through 24 on page 2 of House
Resolution 222. This Iangaage says in ef -
fect that the select committee shall de-
termine the adequacy of existing Jaws
and agency enforcement efforts and co-
operation with respect to the matters
under investigation, tm;li1 report l%a;s: any
proposals for change present law or
new legislatioR. This language is neees-
sitated by numerous Supreme Court de-
cisions that any congressional ingutry
must be related to in furtherance of
a legitimate task of Congress. And X cite
here, Watkins v. Untted States, 3564 U.S.
178 (1957), and. Barenbilait v. Unilted
States, 360 US. 109 (19560).

In short, without this language, the
select committee’s inquiry might be sub-
ject to a comstitutional challenge, The
praspeetive ehairman of the select com-
mittee, Mr. , assured us that
this language waain no way intended as

-® . L N
& Jicense for a fishing expedition &ad
wonld not be used'to “get” various Fed-
eral agencies involved.

The second objection is to the new
language granting the authority to the
select committee to sit and act and ob-
tein statements in “any other country.”
The resolution adopted in the last Con-
gress was confined to the United States
and its territories. Sinece the adoption of
the resolution in the last Congress, it has
become apparent to our select committee
that many potentjal witnesses are not

now residing in the United States and it
will be necessary, if we are to thorough-
ly investigate these madters, to take
testimony abroad. It is not the intention
of the chairman of the select committee
or its members to engage in any exten-
sive foreign travels, and that is one of the
reasons new language was included in
House Resolutien 222 to make clear that
as few as two members may sit to take
testimony and, in the alternative, that
a designated counsel may obtain state-
ments from witnesses placed undef oath
by proper authorities. ’

" The third objection is to the language
.beginning on Iine 13 of page 3 permitting
a designated counsel of the select com-
mittee to obtain- statements from wit-
nesses under oath. Contrary to state-
ments which have been made, this is not
unprecedented. Similar 1anguage was
contained in House Resolution 803 in the
93d Congress authorizing the House im-
peachment inquiry. To quote from sec-
tion 2 of that resolution:

For the purpose of making such investiga-
tion, the conmmfttee s authorized to te-
quire—

(1) by subpena or otherwise—

(A) the attendance and testimony -of any
person (including at-a taking of a deposi-
tion by ceunsel for the committee); and

(B) tha produstion of such things; and

(2) by interrogatory, the \ing of
such Information as it deems negcessary to
such investigation, .

, Senate Resolution 60 in the
Watergate inguiry, contained the follow-
ing provision: N - .
To have access through the agency of say
members of the select chigf ma-
jority coumsel, minority counsel, er any of
ity investigatory assistants jointly designated
by the chairman and the ranking minority
menmber to date, evidence, information,
report, analykis, or documen® or papers.re-
isting to any of the matiers or questioms
whish it i1s authoriaed sad dimsted to- im-
vestigate and study . . . ete.
~While I can understand the concern
of same Members about this designated
counsel provision, I would siply stress
the precedent of our own impeachment
-inquiry, and would add that if you ave .
concerned about foreign travel by Mem-
bers, this is ane way to save mormey.
Moareover, keep in mind that the com-
mittee is now severely.limited as to fumds
by House Resolution 11 and that we have
plenty of work to keep us close to home
during this 3-month period of the
select committee’s existence.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of this
“rule and then of the resolution creating
the select committee.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the distinguished gentleman
from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ).

(Mr. GONZALEZ asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and to include extraneous ma-
terial.) o

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, it is not
my intention to use the full 5 minutes, so
that the gentleman controlling the time
will have greater flexibility.

Mr. Speaker, on January 25, 1877, I
appeared before the House Rules Com-
mittee in support of House Resolution 9,
which provided for the reestablishment

of the Select Committee on Assassioa-
tions and providing interim funding un-
der the provisions of House Resolution
11. . . .

The Rules Committee has reported out
House Resolution 222 which includes cer-
tain amendments which provides for

great constraints, insure the greatest pos-
sible protection for the rights of wit-
nesses and requires the select committee

- to adopt rules governing its procedures

which rules shall be public. The reaolu-
tion limits the life of the select commit-
tee to March 31, 1977. .

continued on page 3
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The limited reestablishment of the se-
lect committee will allow time to reor-
ganize, to adopt rules of proceduresand
rules for the staff, to carefully reassesg
staff and budget requirements. It will al-
low a calm, quiet, and orderly considera-
tien of how we are going to proceed to
Investigate these two tragic assassina-
tions.

Once this period of reorganization has
been accomplished the committee will be
prepared to return to this House and
Jjustify every procedure for the conduct
of the investigation, and every proposed
exnenditure.

It is important to point out that I have
not yet served as the chairman of the
select committee. Even though I was the
originator of the legislation creating the
select committee on assassinations, I was
not named as chairman when it was first
established. Thus, I have inherited prob-
lems which occurred when I was not the
person in charge.

I have devoted myself-and much of
the time of my personal staff to meeting
the challenge of these circumstances. It
is my judgment after careful considera-
tion that the problems which exist can
be resolved and corrected. The work
which has been done thus far by the legal
and investigative staff has been outstand-
ing. But the simple fact is that in the
waning days of the 94th Congress, the
committee did not adopt rules of proce-
dure governing either itself or the in-
vestigative techniques to be employed.
On Sentember 23, 1876, T wrote to Chair-
man THOMAS DowNING and specifically
requested that the committee adopt rules,
determine the nature and scope of the
Investigation as wel! as staffing require-
ments. I am submitting for the REcorp
& copy of that letter as well as a copy of
my testimony before the House Rules
Committee.

I have long sought the enactment of
legislation establishing a House study of
political assassinations. I feel strongly
about the need for assessing the impact
of these assassination on our citizens and
the institutions of our democratic gov-
ernment.

The 1960’s was a decade of political
turmoil which began with the assassina-
tion of President Kennedy and included
the assassination of the winner of the
Nobel Prize for Peace, Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. These assassinations shook the
Toundations of our democracy and have
had a lasting effect on our citizens.

The essence of our democratic process
is the election of our national leaders.
When the express will of the electorate
is preempted by a bullet—t eliminates -
those who have been duly elected to ferve
and those who seek to serve. ’

We' are a8 committee in seareh of the
truth about these two assassinations. We
seek not to condemn or discredit agencies
or institutions of our Government—but
to simply find the truth and in so doing
we strengthen the confidence of the pub-
lic in our democratic processes and in our
institutions.

“In a free and democratic society the
greatest infidelity of a government to its
people is the suppression of the truth.” I
strongly believe that a professional, thor-
ough and independent investigation will
lead to the truth.

The material referred to follows:

SEPTEMBER 23, 1976.

Hon. THOMAS N. DOWNING,

Chairman, House Select Committee on As-
sassinations, Raydurn House Office
Buildings, Washington, D.C. ’

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I was pleased to learn
today that the House Admjnistration Com-
mittee approved $150,000 for the duration of
this Congress for support of our new Select
Committee on Assassinations.

As I indicated in my remarks at the pre-
liminary meeting which you called yesterday
afternoon, I belleve the committee should
operate as a committee. It should seek to de-
velop and maintain a consensus on the work
to be accomplished and methods to be fol-
lowed. Staff should be selected, I believe, by
the committee as a whole., I am enclosing
with this letter a suggested list of staff posi-
tions and qualifications for these positions.

In consideration of the general philgsophy
of the committee, I believe the committee
should eschew any statements that it be-
lieves in this or that theory. The requirement
is to develop the facts and let the facts
speak; it is self-defeating to proclaim at the
outset that the committee belteves there was .
& conspiracy, or that there was not.

I believe the committee should speak
through announcements only. Leaks are in-
evitable, but the committee itself should
assure that official information is given only
in the name of the committee, preferably

through a staff representative, and in written
form, insofar as poesible. Announcements
should be approved by the committee in ad-
vance.

The committee should organize itself in
& way that allows all information to be re-
ceived; but it should not allow itself to
be bogged down by well-meaning individuals.
The information specialist and staff could
provide an effective filter whereby all in-
formation is received and catalogued, so that
investigators have access, but are not be-
seiged by offerors of information, theory, or
fancy.

I am hopeful that we can think in terms
of phasing of the work of the committee in
these terms:

1. Organizational Meetinga—rules, deter-
mination of scope of investigation, stafling
pattern (tasks and qualifications of stafl),
phasing of investigation,

II. Information Collection and Collation,

III. Evaluation of Informatian,

IV. Hearings—evaluation of hearings and
determination of whether to hold further
hearings, and

V. Report Preparation.

With warmest regards, I remain

Sincerely Yours,
HENRY B. GONBALEZ,
Member of Congress.

STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN HENRY B. GonN-
ZALEZ IN SUPPORT OF HOUSE RESOLUTION 9,
Berore THE HOUSE RULES COMMITTEE,
JAN. 25, 1977.

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Commit-
tee, I appreciate having an oportunity te
appear in suport of House Resolution 8, re-
establishing the Select Committee on As-

sassinations and providing interim funding
under the provisions of House Resolution 11.

I have come here today making this
for approval of H. Res. 9 fully realtzing the
impact of some of the controversy surround-
ing the use of various investigative tech-
niques, the proposed budget and the activi-
ties of the Chief Counsel.

Pirst, a proposal was made by the staff for
the use of polygraphs and stress analyzers.
These items have never been used. I am per-
sonally opposed to’ their use. . Before they
could be used they would havé to be appraved
by the full committee after careful debate
and deliberation. I am confident that once 1t
18 reestablished and the Members have an
oportunity to meet, that the Committee for
the 96th Congress will not sanction the use
of such devices.

Furthermore, I have made it clear that
each and every investigative technique pro-
posed to be used will be carefully considered
and decided by Members of the Committee.

Second, questions have been raised about
the size of the proposed budget of $6.5 mil-
Hon. Until we are reestablished as a Seleot
Committee there cannot properly be a budget
request. Once the Committee is reestabl 3
the Members will have to thoroughly review.
and evaluate the propoeed budget. We wil]
then be in a position to justify each and
every expenditure. At this point, we do not
know what the budget re will be. I ean
only state that whatever the amount of the
request, the Committes will be prepared to
Justify it and I believe it will be accepiable
to every Member of the House who wants to
see a thorough, professional, independent in-
vestigation. .

Third, various questions have been raised
about the activities of the Chief Counsel,
Richard A. Sprague. Some of the stortes
which have been published about him were
dredged from the turgid and murky waters of
big city politics. They are politieal and bear
no credence. As to his frequent contact and
visibility in the media, I have already pro-
pared a draft of proposed rules for both the
stafl and the Members of the Committes,
Once we are reconstituted the Members of
the Committee will then be able to immedt-
ately consider and adopt such rules.

Fourth, while I propose to speak for no
other Member, I am sure that I refiect their
strong feelings that this investigation will
be conducted under the highest professtonal
and ethical standards. I can personally as-
sure the Members of this Committee and of
the House that this investigation will be
carried out in the most professional manner
80 there will be no doubt as to our credibil-
ity or that of this House.

It is important to point out that I have
not yet served as the Chairman of the House
Belect Committee on Assassinations. Even
though I was the originator of legislation
creating the Select Committee on Assassina-
tions I was not named the Chairman of the
Committee when it was first established last
8eptember. Therefore, it 1s tmportant to un-
derstand that I have inherited the errors
and misjudgments that have been made dur-
ing a period when I was not the person in
charge.

I have devoted myself, and much of the
time of my personal staff, to meeting the
challenge of these circumstances, and it is
my judgment after very close consideratian
that there is nothing 8o dire that cannot he
resolved or corrected. The work that has
been done thus far by the legal and investi-
gative efforts of the Select Committee’s staft
is commendable and outstanding.

At such time that this Committee is re-
constituted and I am officially made the
Chairman by House Speaker, Thomas
O'Netl], it is certain that some staff adjust-
ments will be made, and there is no doubs
in my mind that after these adjustments
are made we can work together in such a
way that no further missteps are taken that

could cause haam to this body or these in-
vestigations.

Mr. Chairman, my colleagues, I have long
sought enactment of legislation establish-
ing a House study of the political assassina-
tions.

I feel strongly about the need for assessing
the impact of these assassinations on our
country, and getting to the truth of why
they happened so that we can prevent such
events from happening again.

There has never been a period of time in
the history of our country like the decade of
political assassinations which began with
the murder of President Kennedy and in-
cluded the death of Dr. King.

This decade of assassinations shook the
foundations of our democracy and has had
lasting effects on the people—too many of
whom have very serious doubts and fears
about their government and its ability to
cope with forces both within it and loose
throughout the land. -

I sincerely did not seek the establishment
of this Select Committee so that I could be-
come the Chairman. The thought did not
even cross my mind. Maybe it should have,
because I certainly have other objectives
and responsibilities which must be con-
sidered too.

All I have wanted from the beginning is
the truth about these crimes against the
people, and this is why I seek reestablish-
ment of the Committee n;:td established
through 1 lation I originated. B

I cnfmote?:ink of anything more important
for us to do here in the Oongress, as elected
representati of thre peopie, than to insure
that the people have the option to choose
their national leaders by ballot, rather than
subjecting them to the possibility that bul-
lets may eliminate those who could possibly
serve, or who might continue to serve, in
etther a wolunteer ot slected posgitien.

When I first intsoduced my gproposal in
the 94th Congress—on February 19, 1995—

President Kennedy, U.S. Senatar Robert F.
Kennedy, Dr. King, and ¢he attempt en Gov-
ernor George Wallace's Mfe—I was sericus,
but since I was met takten t0o ssriously at
the time I had mo remson to kmow msuch
about the forces im this coumtry that' are
dedicated to kesping d#se truth from- being

Now that the Commiitee has been a rr.“l!;
ity and the investigations begun, I know:

'111 that there sre strong aad orgsaised
forces dedicated to steppiag these investign-
tions in theic trasiks. -

Novertheloms, I am willing ¢ stamd up to
these forces, and I hope that you are witling
to give me and my eolleagues, who want to
continue to serve on this Commitiee a chance
to give the people a full accomnting of why
President Kennedy and Dr. King were slain.

Those of you who servad om the House
Rules CGommittee durimg the 94tK Congress
know that this Committes on Septembar 15,
19776 tavarably reported out House Resolution
1540, which autharised a Select Committee
on Assassinations. On September 17, 1976,
the House passed that resolution. Thus, four
months ago, the House debated, deliberated
and determined that there should be full
and complete investigations into the assassi-
nations of President John F. Kennedy and
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. .

The initial reasons for the establishment
of a Select Commitiee were thoroughly dis-
cussed and obviously dispasitive to the over-
whelming numbers of the Members of the
House who voted in favor of that resolution.

First of all, the inadequacies of the inves-
tigations In both assasinations and the ques-
tions which have been raised, as ws::l a.:;
indepeydeny fAndings of other Congressiona!
Com.in*l’a." that In the case of the assas-
sina of ‘President Kennedy the Warren
Co! ) was not provided with all the
evidence, continue to be compeliing reasons
why th¢ invesatigations must be carried out.

Similarty, Mr. Chairman, it was certainly
the will of the American peopie thdt these
investigatiolls should once and for ail solve
these astassinations and determine the truth.
To this.émd I would simaply remind the Mem-
bers of this Committeé that both a OBS and
& Detrofit News poll indicated that 65% and
87% ot those polled do not believe the con-
clusion of the Warren Commission. A poll by
the Philadelphia Daily News indicated that
968% of those polled supported the need for
investigations. Thus, the will of the Amerl&:n
people to fully investigate these assassina-
tions was carrlzd out by the House last Sep-
tember by the passage of House Resplution
1540. A recent Gallup Poll indicated that
only 11% of the people beileve the conclusion
of the Warren Commission.

continued on page 4



During the span of its short life in the
94th Congress, the Select Committee found
previously undisclosed evidence, critical wit-
nesses who had never been questioned, and
revelations which lead to serious questions
that must be resolved.

Can we, like an ostrich, now
in the sand and pretend this
not exist? If we do, I submit we
cused of the greatest Congressional:
up in history. To do so would be tant.au&gﬁ
to the Senate Watergate Committee disco?
ering the existence of the tapes and not in-
quiring further, or the House Impeachment
Committee drawing a Bill of Impeachment
and not proceeding.

Further unwarranted delay would demon-
strate vacillation and indecisiveness which
ultimately damages our credibility as Mem-
bers of this House. N

Mr. Chairman, the evidence is compelling—
it will not be washed away—it_ cannot be
ignored. As I said earlier, to stop now would
be unthinkable. It would demonstrate to the
American people that when faced with this
challenge we turned our backs on the quest
for the truth.

In closing, I would like to call your atten-
tion to a comparison of H. Res. 9 to H. Res.
1540 of the 94th Congress which I am sub-
mit{dng with this testimony, also copies of
matepfi] from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD rel-
ative to the need for the reconstitution of
the Select Committee, and to the exchange
of correspandence I have had with Congress-
man Don Edwards in response to his initial
letter to former Select Committee Chairman,
Congressman Thomas Downing, who is now
retired.

Again, I ask for your support of this ef-
fort to find the truth, and welcome any ques-
tions you might have.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. DEVINE).

(Mr. DEVINE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. DEVINE. Mr. Speaker,. I find my-
self in a very difficult position today, be-
ing the ranking minority member en the
now extinct but hopefully to be reestab-
lished Select Committee on Assassina-
tions. I am troubled by a number of as-
pects. I think it passing strange that the
Justice Department has issued what has
been reported today about Dr. King and
the findings they have made. I think it
passing strange that that happened to be
issued today.

It is passing strange also I think that
just last Monday the U.8. District Court
in the District of Columbia, Judge John
Lewis Smith, issued an order that sall
known copies of tapes and recorded
transcripts having to do with Dr. King
be turned over to the court and placed in
the National Archives under seal for 50
years. I do not know if this select com-
mittee if reconstituted would have ac-
cess to or jurisdiction over those or not.
But these things are troubling.

I happen to be one of the 65 Meinbers
that voted against the creation ‘of the
select committee when it was created in
the last session. I was not sure a useful
purpose would be served. I was afraid
the tragic assassinations would be ex-
ploited by a number of persons. However,
the committee was created and it was
the will of this House by a substantial
vote that it go forward, so when I was
placed on the committee I felt we should
not be hamstrung or handcuffed, but we
should be provided sufficient funds to do
a thorough and efficient job to settle the
problems having to do with these assassi-
nations. I think the Members all know
about the starts and stops of the previ-
ous committee. I am not troubled by Mr.
Sprague. I think he is a highly com-
petent lawyer and investigator, so I am
not troubled about that.

What troubles me is this resolution to-
Wday, or at least the first two lines of it;
‘which say:

. . . That effective January 3, 1977, and

until March 31, 1977, there s hereby created
a select committee . . .

Mr. Speaker, that is the day this Con-
gress convened, and it says -“‘until
March 31, 1977,” which is just 60 days
from now.

Mr. Speaker, what we are doing, we
are pumping life into this for 60 days
and I do not think Mr. %the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EZ)
can do justice to any inmvestigation in
this short period of time. I would be much
more comfortable if this investigation
said 1978, to at least give the staff time
to do a good professional job; so that
is what troubles me more about this reso-
lution than anything else. I think we
should examine closely what we are doing
here today, whether we are really ham-

stringing &éhe select committee for a pe-
riod of 60 days snd then have to recon-
stitute it or kill it again in €0 days. That
is the problem today; so let us weigh
what weare doing here very intelligently
and do what we shink i3 in the best in-
teresis of the country.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, 1, yield

. 3 minutes te the gentleman from ¥exas

(Mr. MILFORD) .

(Mr. MILFORD asked and was given
permission to revise and extend 'his
remarks.) . '

Mr. MILFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
oppose this rule and I oppose the estab-
lishment of a House Select Committee
on Assassinations.

While I know that several conscien-
tious, sincere and dedicated Members
have sponsored this resolution—includ-
ing my distinguished colleague from
Texas (Mr. GonzALEzZ) —I must respect-
fully disagree with their efforts. 3

Many of the Nation’s wounds inflicted
by the assassination of Jolgx F. Kennedy
have healed. The anger and resentment
directed at the eity of Dallas—much of
it very vicious and vindictive—has sub-
sidad. However, as a Representative of
the city of Dallas, I can assure you that

memories of thaose feglings are still
fresh in the minds of ‘the people of
Dallas. - .

At a time when we are answering calls
for unity and hearing, it seems ludicrous
to me to relieve the pain, te revive the
hurt and restore the bitterness. The
deaths of President Kennedy and Dr.
King produced painful traumas for §he
American people-in general and the citd-
zens of- Dallas and Memphis in partic-
ular; this resolution would only add to
that trauma.

State and Federal law enfarcement
agencies investigated these crimes -
an intensity unequalled n our nst :
history. If there are reasons to disaredit
these investigations they must be cbvious
and clearly spelled out for the Amerfcan
public. I contend mo substantial evi-
dence has been offered to discredit the
Warren Commission or ‘the firifings of.
our judicial system. .

I further submit that it is an exercise
in futility to establish a small congres-
slonal committee wih Nimitad resources
and honestly expect it to sort dut the
truth in 2 short manths—especially when
those who have called for this action
have been arguing aboat 1t for I3 years.

The Select Commftte¢ on Assassina-
tions in s report of December 31 tndi-
cates that one of the new issues which,
the committee should ‘invesitigate is
whether or not the Central Intelligence
Agency deltberately withheld ceitleal iny.
formation or acted improperly. In :
this ‘seems to be ane of the major
discussed by the committes’s chief =
sel, Richard Sprague, In many news ag-
ticles I have since nead subject. "'

In this regard, I would Iike to pomi
out that President Ford on January 47
1975, establshed a Commisstan en Gk
Activities Within the Unfted Btates,
which was chatred by Vice, Presiliqpe
Rockefeller. This Commission Jooked
the matter of the Kennedy
and reached the conclusion that, fhough
many allegations had been made about
possible CIA activity in this assassina-
tion, the Commission  had to conclude
that there was no evidemoe fhat the TIA
had any fmproper invelvement.

These sume alloguiions weve Inter in-
vestigated by the Belect Comsmillee on
Intelligence, of whicth T was 3 member,

and the ocommittee reached the same .

conclusion. I am advised by my colleagues
in the Senste that the 3emate Select
Commiitiee T9/Study Geverznnerntal Op-
erations With Respect $o Intelligmoe Ac-
tivities also imvestigated e peseidility
of critical evidence being mithhetd dy the
FBI and alse reached ithe cenchasion
that there had been no imvproprieties by
the FBI in that ares. .

The reselution alse declares that the
express purpoee of this select commmittee
would be to mssess whether or not stat-
utes_already on the hosks meed to be
changed or mew legislation emacted 10 en-
hance President.

1 would like 30 bring ‘the committee’s
attention to tie fact that the Warren
Commission duning its inwestigation re-
quired the Secret Serwvice 1o submit a de-
tailed report regardimg s palicy and
procedures for Presidemtiel pretection.
The Commissisn's review af thece @ra-
cedures led them to make a series of rec-
ommendations e deal with e deficien-
cies they found—efx involving mternal
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precedural ¢ es and one which later
became Public Ihw 89-141, making it &

Federal crime to attempt to asselt, as-
sassinate, -or kidnap the President or
other Government officials in line for the
Presidency and establishing penalties for
conviction of such acts.

Also as a result of the Kennedy as-
sassination, President Johnson ordered
a broad assessment of Presidential pro-
tection to be undertaken—known as
Project Star. This project incorporated
reports, studies, and recommendations
from numerous Federal agencies and pri-
vate research institutions, and teok 2

There are a number of other irpor-
tant factors that must be recognized con-
cerning the original investigations and
the Warren Commission: First,
nesses were then alive,
memories and good recall of important
facts; second,
then present for careful examination;
and thivd, all possible theories and hy-
potheses could be evaluated sgainst the
then-present witnesses and physical evi-

dence.

If there exists evidence or one credible
eyewitmess or one piece of definitive, acl-
emt¥ic evidenoce to peint to an altermate
cotxcdusion from that of the Warren Com-
mission, I would be the first to sponsor &
resoiution to reopen the investigation.

Mr. Speaker, the point I am irying to
make is that there is a great deal of dif-
ference between “evidence” and a “hy-
pothesis” er “theory.” Fvidenoe requines
thmt there must be a phymical manifesta~
tion, & credibie wiiness with sworn testi-

sumphion.

On the other bund, “hypothesis™ ox
“thwgry” shoply means sa “ldes” ar
“pmepasition®, that no one else com dis-
prove. The hypothesis or ‘theory ¢s moé
evidenpe.

I have carefully read the theoriss pre-
semberd &y these who want %o neopen the
Kennedy . essassination hnsﬂnﬂon,
Neme oontsin evidence that cam be di-
rectty tied to ‘the asssssimation or wd-
mittad iu 2 coars Of inw. As of this dwy,
ne ane seems 0 Wave efther harnd ewid-
ence to discredit the Sndings of €he Wxr-
ren Conamission or evidenoe o indicate
that a new investigative bedy conld poo-
duce a mew finddng. ,

In the aMernative, if —im tiee wisdom of
this Homse—a Select Committer on As-
sassinatiens is established, then & must
be prowided with adequede resources to
completely reinvestigate bofhh the Ken-
nedy assassination snd the King murder.
In sther words, if we are to discredit the
Stabe poiice agencies, the FBI, the Secret

" Service, the CIA, our Pederal court sys-

tem, and the Warren Commission, then
the House tnust be preparad to produce
investigative funds and facilities to re-
place the work done by all of them. To do
less would be to rerpetrate a hoax on the
American peopie and to revive cruel
padms of the past.

Tf we are 10 take this alternative plan,
I can assure vou that the smount of

funding originally requested by the pro-
posed Select Committee on Assassina-
tioms would be woefully inadequate.

Y plead with the House to vote down
Roeuwse Resolution 222. No one has come
ferward with a single shred of creditable
evidence $o show that & new investigation
is meeded. Existing standing eommittees’
alremdy have the necessary jurisdiction
to make any needed changes in our laws
dealing with assasstnation.

The Kennedy and King murders were
followed by anothrer national trauma
that tore our Nation apart—Waterwate.
Our people lost faith in our Government
institutions. If there exists creditable and
legally acceptabie evidence to show that
our Btate and Pederal institutions have
erred, then spell ft out—in spades—so the
American people can understand, and
provide the select committee with the
necessary ftmds and resources to do &
creditable reinvestigation of the entire
mmtter

1 tha:nk the Members for their atten-
tion.

Mr. QUELEEN. Mr. Speaker; I yletd 1
minute to ‘the gentleman from Mitnois
(XY,  McCLoRY).

continucd on page 5
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(Mr. McCLORY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Speaker;T want to
concur in what the gentleman from

‘Texas (Mr. MiLrogp) has Just sald. The

gentleman and I served on the Seleet
Committee on Intelligence tn the st
Congress. Let me tell this House, it was
a real disaster. I supported the gentle-
man from Missouri (Mr. BoLLixg) in the
creation of that select committee. We had
good intentions; but if some Members
have any problems with the staff, let me
attest to the fact that an uncontrafed
staff can destroy the work of a good com-
mittee. We had that problem with some
members of the Intelligence Committee
staff. The staff was very ambttious. It did
a great disservice to this body. We had
to actually prohibit the publication of the
report which the staff had prepared and
which I described as a cheap paperback
labeled as a committee report. Fortunate-
1y, the House never permitted the pub-
lication of that repert.

1 think we would face the same kimd
of dilemxma with this kind of undertak-
ing. I hope the rule and the resoiutjon
will be defeated.

Mr. Speaker, with the creation again
of a Select Committee on Assassinations,
this Heuse would wander far afield from
its constitutional duties of lawmaking
and oversight. Murder investigations are
normally left to law enforcement agen-
cies and the judicial branch, and I doubt
that any previous Congress has under-
taken criminal investigations of this type.

Apart from this very legitimale ques-
tion of appropriatemness, we might also
ask ourselves if these proposed investiga-
tiens will settte anything. As the distin-
guished commentator Fric Sevareid has
rightly noted, a veritable “cottage in-
dustry” has deveioped concerning con-
spiracy theories. New hypotheses have
proven very profitable, regardiess uof
their relstionship ¢o knmown farts. Wil
anotiyer inve<tigatir, marvy years after

the events—with many witnesses aGe-
ceased and much ev undoubtedly
lost—put an end to x. ;peculation?
Commonsense suggests it will not.

Given our marginal for suc-
cess, we might also consider the problem
of quantifying the debt many of us ob-
viously believe we owe to history. With
so many other more pressing needs fac-
ing the country, do we owe history as
much as sps millign over 3 years—or any
lesser figure that may be dreamed up to
secure approval of this measure? The
response must be in the negative.

Finally, we should ask ourselves to
consider seriously the civil Hberties is-
sues s0 appropriately raised by our dis-
tinguished colleague from California
(Mr. Epwarps) . Do we want a committee;
without even a set of operating rules at
this point, to be jeopardizing private
citizens through secret recordings, what
amount to secret lle detector tests, sur—
veillance, and the untimely use of public
hearings?

These possibilities, bizarre as they
seem, were all raised recently in the
CONGRESSIONAL REecorp by authorized
committee spokesmen. Assurances that
secret lie detector tests would not be
used came only after a press report to
the contrary had been brought to our
attention by Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. Speaker, as presently proposed,
these investigations have the potential
of intensifying everything people already.
think is wrong with Congress. They are
outrageously expensive, badly organized,
and possibly destructive.

The 95th Congress needs to work hard
to regain the respect its predecessor lost.
This Select Committee on Assassinations
is not the way to begin our task.

(Mr. McCLORY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I yleld §
minutes to the gentleman from the Dis-
trict of Columbia (Mr. FAUNTROY).

(Mr. FAUNTROY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of House Resolution 222. I do

so because, as one of three cosponsors of.

the resolution which was passed by the
House in the 94th Congress by a 280-to-
65 margin, I remain convinced of the
need for a thorough investigation of
these assassinations by this body. As a
result of 3 months’ service on the select
committee that has conducted only a

threshold inquiry into the matter, T am
even more convinced now of the netessity
to continue these investigations.

Little attention has been given to the
fact that threshold inquires by a
thoroughly professional staff assembled
by the committee in the last 3 months
have produced literally a thousand ques-
tions unanswered by the investigations
of record into these assassinations. But
as much as I would like to focus upon
these matters, I realize that these things
are not of primary con to my col-
leagues who must vote on this resolution
today. .

You are concerned, I know, about
whether the Congress should spend a

proposed $6.5 million this year to con-
duct these two investigations. You want
to be sure that the civil and constitu-
tional rights of all who may be touched
by these investigations are scrupulously
protected. You want to be sure that il-
legal devices and tactics are not used in:
the conduct of this investigation, and
that the rules and procedures of this
House are meticulously followed by both

members of the committee and the staff. -

And some of you .fear that such &
thorough investigation might be used to
“destroy” the CIA and FBI in the eyes
of the American people. :

I support this resolution, Mr. Speaker,
because I believe that theee are legitimate
concerns on the part of my colleagues and
that the reconstitution of the committee
until March 31 will give us the opportu-
nity to address these converns to the
satisfaction of a substantial majority of
the Members of this House. B

If you -are veluctant to support this
resolution, because you have serious ques-
tions about the proposed budget, lef me
assure you that an aye vote folay o this
resolution 'will give the recoustituted

view the budget proposal, but also to ade-
quately discuss it with Members. Thus,
when you are asked to take a vote on re-

resolution, becauss you have’ cmeérns
about whether the investigation will be
conducted in a fashion that neither the

and th

¥

for making a judgment then. .

of th
destroy the confidence of the American
people in these agencies; it wili help re-«
store confidence in them.

I submit that a measure of the confl-
dence of the American people in our CIA
was destroyed when its .ageney head,
Richard Helms, had to testify before the
Senate Committee To Study Govexnment

‘committee 10
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of his death was thorough or by assnuring
that the passage .of legislation bv the
Congress that will guard against abuses
of authority and responsibility in these’
matters. ’

Once these and other questions ahout
the investigations of these assassination- .
are answered, including why Lee Harvey
Oswald was questioned by seven FEI
agents for 12 hours and no transcrint cf
what was said was provided the Warren
Commission, why the American people
" were not told that Lee Harvey Oswald
was at one time an FBI employee: an-
swers to questions lke these will not de-
stroy these agenctes, but restore the con-
fidence of the American peorle in their
present anjl futume integrity.

It will serve notice on any who
would attempt to assassinate present or
future leaders in our Nation that there
will be no weaknesses in the intelligence
agencies of our Government through
which they may slip undetected.

For all these reasons, I urge today, your
support of House Resolution 222.

IN RESPONSE TO MR. MILPORD'S SIATEMEN1

At the outset, it is important to note
that Mr. Mnrorp addresses himself to
only one facet of the select committee’s
4agk. As he himeelf says:

(M)y purposo here is o examine realisti-
dalty the :+ “Should the House of
Repreeentattves. appoint a committee to re-
examine the Kennedy assassination?”

* He pays scant attention to the select
committee’s. otber, and equally impor-
tant purpose, to conduct a full, thorough,
and comprehensive investigation of the
assgssination of the most renowned civil
righta leader of our time, a Nobel Peace
Prine Jaureate, Dr. Martin Luther King.

Jr. ’

In justifying his opposition to House
Ragolution 222, Mr, Mrrrorp displays an
unfortunate tendency to put the eviden-
tiary cart before the investigative horse.
‘He demands “hard evidence” or “sub-
stantial evidenoe” or “creditable evi-
dence” ta show, for éxample, that “the
Warren Commission’s conclusions were
substantially in error.” In other words.
he. wants the select committee to pro-
duce the frulig .of a thorough and
comfprehensive * investigation Defore It
can undertake that investigation. In
short, he has devised an impossible task
for the select committee, placing on it a
burden that no other standing or select
committee of the House eould carry, or
shouid be-expected to carry.

] Mr. Miiroup wants the select
to justify its existence by pro-
"qucing “a credible witness with sworn

testimony.” It is emly simiing the ob-
vious {0 point vut that, watdl i 48 re-
constituted, the select committee does
not sven have the power 4o swesr wit-
nesses and, until i is funded, it lacks
the resources to conduct the kind of in-
veskigation needed {0 doleranine wheth-
era particular witness is én fact credible.

In his statement, Mr. Mnrosp has
clearly misunderstosd the meaning and
use of & hypothesis. He believes that it
is a theory or praposidon “that could
neither be proved or disproved” or that

Operations that the CIA witMheld infor- «nqg one else could disapprove.” Yet the
mation from the Warren Commission ,;.ngry dictionary definition.ef “hypoth-
concerning CIA plots to kill foreign lead- egpe” i35 “g tentative assumption made
ers, particularly & CIA plot to kill Fidel ; grder to draw out and test its logical
Castro. Now there may be a perfectly rea- on4q empirical consequences.” Thus, Mr.
sonable explanation far this that canheld My por to the contrary notwithstand-

restore the confidence of us all in the ]
Agency. I o, actiona by the Cangress o Lavi o serined Bt b & ooy

prevent such conduct in the future will exists precisely verifed

certainly help restore the confidence of zg‘:ﬂ“ﬂm’p& mt: :f the mm'l‘;h“:
the American people in the integrity of phypotheses that have arisen in the Ken-
'tmlss?:amyihat & measure of the confy ( 3%‘3’ b:nd ) agh

-, dong hythe kind of oroug.

dence of the American people in our FBI. and o han m:ﬁt&%n th:t
was destroyed when we learned through - the seloet’ TR to under-
the Senate select comniltiee of J. Edgar  take. In passing,

o

Hoover’s infamous ColntelPro. program
which used, in the words of the commit-

abhorrent in a free and, decent society.

most, if not al, ’

entific progress is based on the develop-
ment of a hypothesis by a particular
physicist or chemist who then preceeds
to test that hypothesis empirically. The

L - selest committee proposes to do no more,
The committee wgnt on to#tate that— and no'less, with the hypotheses that
The sustained of such tactics by the have arisen in the context of the Ken-

FBI in an attempt to destroy Dr. Martin. nedy and King assassinations
Luther King, Jr. vidlated the law and fumda-’
mental human decency.

I submit that a thorough investigatiofl’
of the assassination of Dr. King by his
House will restore confidence in the FRI
either by proving that their investigatidn

continued on page 6



Moreover, Mr. MiLrorp i8 clearly mis-

taken about-the purpose of the select
committee. It is not, as he seems to be- joes not know how

ounsel of this

% to'sey something about the chief
I wan y y
Congress works. My

4

lieve, to “discredit the State police agen- wife has been married to a Congresanan

cies, the FBI, the Secret Serviee, th

CIA, our Federal court system, and the wg wark. But
Warren Commission.” The select eom- gone ori him,
mittee does not pronose to discredit any- neyer seen. I
one. Its purpose, without precenceptions people wounld
of any kind, is to conduct a full, ther- hyrry in doing a job on Mr. Sprague.

ough, and comprehensive investigation
of the assassinations of President Ken-
edy and Dr. King. At the conclusion of
the select committee’s investigation it
will present the evidence it has gathered
to the House and to the American peo-
ple. Whether that evidence reflects cred-
it or discredit on the agencies cited by
Mr. Mmrorp is a judgment that the
House and the American people will have
to make. One thing is clear: At the pres-
ent time, before the select committee has
been reconstituted, before it hes been
funded, and before its investigation has
fairly begun, it is impossible for anyone
to make that judgment.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield ¢4
minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. MCKINNEY).

(Mr. McCKINNEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker and
Members of the House, my fime s essen-
tially short, so0 I would like to try to eover
a few things in this statement .that I
have covered in much greater detadl in
today’s REOGRD. R ;

I think it is necessary f&F us in this

1ast, . to think about the baslc sublect
which reaches ont o all the American
people from the hally of this bufiding;
the credihility of the American system
of povernment.

In the last Congress, whether you
agreed -or not, a vast majority of the
Congressmen in this House representing
a vast majority of the American people
of this country said:

Yes, wme should inwestigate the aszsesine-
tion of Dr. Martin Luther King and Presi-
dent John F. Kenngdy.

' That was & decision we mede far teo

1 in time and it was & decision we
made on a very poarly written resclation
which left the’committee with no drec-
tion and no startup time at the end of
the last Congress.

| Here we are. The press has titillated
us with what they say we found, which
is usuadly inaccurate. Our sense of pur-
poso s at stake, as is our word. .

‘I stand here, I hope; considered an
honorable Member of this body, and shy
that we have found at least new avenues
and.some new facts. We must go on. Are
we going to add to the total credibfiity
factor of this Goverttment that every
time something & t comes forward
we turn and run? Are we, the Congress
that wailed and sc ‘wbout 'Water-
gate, going to pull our own muni-Waker-
gate, our own head in the sand act?

1 think it 15 time we must ook for-;
ward. Whether we are for the resolution
or not, it was the will of the representa-’
tive assembly of this country, and $o run
fromh it now simply says we do not have
the will, we do not want the truth, we
do not want to face the fact that 80 per-
cent of the American people believe they
were lied to.

I am convineed that under our new
chairman’s direction the commitf{ee will
be properly run. Certainly I Wwm not
happy with this resolution. I am con-
vinced that in 80 days we will come
with printed rules o1 order. We will ¢
back with the printed, written rules for
interrogation protecting the civil rights
of Americans and others. We will come
back with a explanation as to why we
must go through the unigque proeess of
taking testimony under oath in foreign
countries. We will come back to the
Members, I believe, with a bmdget which
is realistic, sensible, and explains itself.

The Memebrs then can in their wisdom
reconstitute the committee to finish its
job in this Congress and to answer the
questions that the Ameriean people want
to know.

And what if we do not find anything
new? If we do not find anything new, I
for one will say, “Halleluja.". But at least
we have answered the questions, the peo-
ple who are sent to Washington to run
this country have not run away from an
issue that they said they were interested
in a mere few months ago.

8

hired him.

in my office, I hawve read to him the
gations that have been
I have received his answers. I
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does know how Well, from my experience wiua sai.
¢ for 8 yeass and ’%:. m':*mm job Sprague, I found that he has always
&ee likes of which I have handled himself in a thoroughly profes-
Jdo pot know why s0 many sional manner. He is dedicated. He will
be s0 Interested in such a get the job done, and so will his staff.

I think there has been a wrong impres-
sion hy some that he is always running to
the press. For example, the committee
told Mr. Sprague that he and Mr. Down-
together should go on television when
would finish each of our sessions and
answer the questions of the press so that
all the rest of us would not be speaking
in many voices. Since Mr, Sprague was
the new man on the block, most of the at-

3f

the gentleman frem Ohdo (Mr. DevisE). tention was focused on Mr. Sprague and
that the gentleman wiil do a fine job. We not on Mr. Downing. He whas-speaking
do not have pelitieal friends on this com- with our agreement when he spoke.
mittee. Some of the guestions thai-}igve been
Mr. Speaker, we have prosecutens, Im- rqiced as to material being leaked from
vestigators, and palice efficers f70I S0M® the committee indicate absolutely the re-
of the finest police divisions and preseci- yerge of that. For example, one network
torial offices in the United Stabes of yn4i0qteq that a published story con-
America. They have not been paid for & g yneq the announcement that a staff
month, they are dedicated and hard | . )er was going to Cuba to interview
working, and they deserve to be given a Custro. That was totally false. Mr.

chance to show what they can do.
., Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Spesker, I yieid .1
minute to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. Bracer).

Mr. BIAGGL Mr. Spesker, i am not
about to- go into the merits or the de-

merits of the lssue involved. Wa bave OF

constituted'a commitiee, sad I think it
is ineumbent upon us 40 cantinue with .
" But lst me give the Mmbmamw-

a police oficer for same 23 years. I re-
tired as a sguad of datéc~
tives In the city of New York -

Speaking from experience, I would tell
the Members this: 1T either one of
these individuals . been jusdt plain
John Doe, we wotild nat close those casps.
There are too many questtans ghat re-
main unanswered. We would carry both
these cases as open cases. : - )

So If we are deallng Ip ferms of honest
investigations carriéd on for ihe pur-
pose of Anding answers to guestions that
would have to trouble an invastigator,
we have no choice but to contimse the
investigation. The people have a right
to kmow the truth. )

Mr. BOLLING: Mr. Speskér, 1 yieht
5 minutes to the gentleman fvom Worth
Caruling (Mr. Faeyre). o

Mr. PREYER. Mr. Speaker, T Syl

\1 reatize there tras been a

T
i

LTS
ggzlsﬁ 1

reising ¥hese
old ghosts of the gaet. -

We wish that we osuid put all tha.
of the past behind us, but nathing is set-
tled finally until it is setiled right, snd
tlﬂlsimtw‘lmths not been settled A~
nally. )

- ‘There are other specific reasons for
this skepticisim, One 18 the hudget. Lot me
emphasize that we are not approying the

§

g

budget here toay Our vote in faver of,
does not”

indicate m ‘semse of approval -of the
budget. We will come back to the Mem--
bers with that on March 81. 3 k

this resolution and have attempted to ag-
grandize our power as a committee. The
gentlman' from Illinois (Mr. ANDERSON
addressed himiself to that point and
associate myself with his remarks. '
Another element, I think, in this at-
tack—I guess that is the right w
the committee is the~ question
Sprague. Mr. Sprague has been m
issue by some people. There is a feeling
that somehow he is running away
the committee, that he is speaking for the
committee. :

|

B

~ that staff morale was:

B e outraged about it. He im-
mﬁi‘:elywacined the network, and he
prevented the story from going to other
news media. Yet we were told that that
represents an irresponsible leak from Mr.
rague. That 18 a plant from somebody
that is not a leak.

The same is true with a network TV
interview this morning. The interview
with Mr. Sprague wa; gle;lt:g t;ev:ra:
weeks ago, and it was ! e fac
o figh and they
were continuing to work even though the
select committee had not been rgau-

' thorized. Unfortunately, -that nterview

of several weeks ago was juxtaposed with
an interview with- the gentleman from

Califon Dow Epwanps, and it created
an imp n of & debate between Mr,
Sprague

g the gentleman from Calin
fornia (u%wmsl

It appeared that Mr. Sprague wap tak-
ing the prerogative of speaking for thie
committee aivd snswering the gentleman
from California (Mr. Epwarps), and that
is absolutely not the caze.

- He is riew In working with -Congress.
He has made some mistakes. He has
indicated willingness to learn -Congress

-

ways. .
Mr. Speaker, Questions have been
ra by the gentleman from Colorado

(Mr. Wirts) in the CoNgressromal Rzc-
oRD of January 11 and January-34-sbout
the Applegate caBe and the Walter case
a8 well 85 several other matters.. My
threshold inquiry.into that case satisfies
me that there is nothing serivusly in-
volved there which compromises Mr.
Sprague, but that is a threshold inquiry
and not exhausttve. :
: Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. WirTH) that
I with the chairman of the com-
. , and we have agreed that the com-
_ go into the charges made in’
two issues of the CONGRESSIONAL REC-
ord that I referred to and will give the
gentleman from Colorado an answer as
part of our first order of business.

Finally, Mr, Speaker, let me answer the
charge that the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. MiLrorn) raises that somehow this
will foster distrust in our system of
government and that we will tear the
Nation apart if we go into this matter-
again.

On the contrary, and I agree with the
gentleman from Connecticut ¢Mr. Mc-
KinnxY), this is a question of the credi-
bility of our system, and In & democracy
the gystem has to have credibility. That
is not .necessary in a monarchy or
totalttarian form of government.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. Prey-
ER) has expired. .

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 additional minute to the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. PREYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this fur-
ther time. .

As I was about to say, if we were a
mor.archy, not a democracy, we would
not have to have credibility to exist..
ll:[:weﬂer, a democratic system has o

ve 1it. . 4

continued on page 7



Mr. Speaker, the latest poll shows that
only 10 percent of the American people
believe Oswald was the lone assassin of
i President Kennedy. Only 10 percent, in
other words, believe the Warren Com-
mission report. That is a serious credi-
bility gap.

Mr. Speaker, we are not out to tear
the Nation apart. We are out to restore
credthility, just as the Watergate hear-
ings did not tear the Nation apart; they
restored belief in our Government.

Mr. Speaker, this question is not Just
one of two murders of two men. It is a
question of assassination, of regicide,
in President Kennedy’s case the killing
of the representative of the State itself.
Assassination is a peculiarly horrible
crime. It arouses our deepest fears. It is
going to continue to raise questions down
the future unless we answer this matter
once and for all.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? )

Mr. PREYER. I yield to the gentleman
from Colorado. :

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Speaker, I just want
to thank the gentleman from North Car-
olina (Mr. PREYER) for the presentation
that he has made.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-

tleman from North Carolina (Mr. PReY-

ER) has expired.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I yleld
such time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman frem Texas (Mr. COLLINS).

(Mr. COLLINS of Texas asked and was
given permisston to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. COLLINS of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
and my colleagues, I ask you to join me
in opposing this rule on the Select Com-
mittee of Assassinations. With all of the
important issues facing Congress we
should not distract ourselves on somé in-
vestigation that would serve no useful
purpose.

From the time this issue was originally
raised under H.R. 1540, we have seen the
entire thrust changed under H.R. 9. It
calls for smaller Member participation
as only one-third of the Members shall
constitute a quorum. I{ provides that
only two members are neeessary in order
to take testimony. It establishes this
select committee as a. committee of the
House for the apparent purpose of pro-
viding regulations providing immunity
for witnesses. And therein we have a
very serious issue, as they contended they
are trying to find guilty people but one
of their major concerns is to provide
immunity for those they find guilty.

I was disturbed to see that under the
authority of the act it did not merely
cover the United States, but they have
now rndded ‘“any other country.” So here
we have a committee that is authorized
to investigate the world.

My major objection to the broad reso-
lution is the wide scope of its jurisdic-
tion. HR. 1540 is not only going to in-
vestigate the deaths of President Ken-
nedy and Martin Luther King but “any

other person the select committee shall

determine in order to ascertain whether
the existing laws of the United States
¢ * * deprivation of civil rights, as well
as the investigatory jurisdiction and ca-
pability of agencles and departments of
the U.8. Government.” It is apparent
from the preliminary statements of this
committee that one of their major con-
cerns is to try to smear the FBI and CIA.
With the press field day that we have had
the past few years, it is time that we
tried to establish and build a strong FBI
and CIA for the security and law amnd
qorder of America. There is no need today
to create a new fille with innuendoes,
committee leaks, and wild statements.
After the last CIA hearings it reached
a point where foreign nations were
blaming the CIA for the earthquakes,
floods, or any homieide that occurred ih
any country. Our friends abroad who
were giving us intelligence information
were apprehensive of reporting anything
because we provided them no security
and their own Hves could be in jeopardy.
The FBI and CIA cannot make public
all their operations. But we gll know that
politicians can make the front page with
broad half true statements. The FBI is
efficient, effective and absolutely essen-
tial to the security of America. We do not
need a witch hunt committee. )
We have talked about financial respon-
sibility in this session of Congress yet
once we create this comniittee we are

talking ahout pouring money ilcto unw
Hmited witchh hunts with a $13 mtilion
appropriation. .

If there is one thing that America has
learned in the past 2 years it is ihe
right of privacy and protection of an in-

dividual’s rights. And yet with the flery
spirit of the Klu Klux Klan and the elec-
tronic bugging of a special investigator
this asgassination committee desires to
intimidate, shadow, and coerce citizens
from one end ¢f the world to the other.

President Kennedy’'s family did not
ask for this resolution. There i3 ne
proved evidence that has come available
that would justify Congress in creating
the witch hunt committee. I call on my
colleagues in the name of rationalized
commonsense and dedication to a-sound
term of Congress that we repudiate this
resolution and vote “no.”

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. BAUMAN). .

(Mr. BAUMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend -his
remarks.)" -

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr., 8Speaker, we have
a resolution befors us ‘which makes in
order a new authorization for the 8Select
Committee on Assassinations, giving it
a 60-day reprieve.

It has been sald that during & period
of calm and in a reflective atmosphere
the committee will consider what their
purpose is t0 be and whdat they are to
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I am wel aware -that this matter
arouses certain passions. Last night the
Speaker was subject to a public demon-
stration in Massachusetts warning.that
“They are watching Tip @'NEILL, what
you do in this matter,” a statement from
Mark Lane who has been a champion
of such an investigation.

I myself received a veiled threat of
physieal harm that I turned over to the
FBI for investigation, because I had the
temerity to stand up and ask, ‘“What are
you folks going to do with this investiga-
tion, and why are you doing it?”

I think we have a chance to restore
credibility in the House. At the same
time I think, a responsible job of answer-
ing these questions can be done through
the proper channels. If there are new
questions to be raised in the judicial or
executive branches, then let it be done.
Let existing congressional committees
act. But this committee and its staff has
proven that this is not the proper place
where this kind of investigation should
take place. I believe we would do well
to put this committee to rest now.

Mr. QUILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to the
Members of the House.again that I have
a report from the Department of Justice
and that copies of that report were de-

do. However, they have already had 80 yvered to the appropriate committee
days to do precisely that, and they have oy oiman T say that ul:'ie pass this reso-
failed. That is why we are here today j,iion if we restructure this committee,
degatmfm this problem. hen the $HET We are, in effect, obligating the

e;ta Y, é‘g m:l'\. w "3 € american taxpayers for some $13 million.
Washington t and the gentleman .y, time we closed the gates on spend-
from Maryland can agree on 8n 1ssue, y,p 1t js-time we get down to business
there has to be a broad spectrum of 554 kil this resolution and. stop it now

concern reflocted, as there is in this 4454 in its tracks.

particular case, _ )

‘One investigative reporter from that
publication said; ‘basing his particular
comment, I sssumd, orr his -observation
of what the comm{¥tee has done ipt the
last 90 days, Mr. Walter Bifous calls #
perhaps thé worst example of congres-
sional inquiry run smok,

He said Vhad—

The present House investigation into the
Kennedy and XKing astassinations, ~pusiied
by publiéity and presside from s naiTow
but vocal” constituency; ‘what amounts to
multimilHon-dollar crininal investigation B
%mngmummmmnmumg

ouse.

yield, T eaid to.
tees. That is the information I have, that

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.
-Mrs. BURKE of California. Mr. S8peak-

er, will the gentleman yisld?

Mr. BOLLING. I yield to the gentle-

woman from California.

Mrs. BURKE of Californis. Mr. Speak-

_er, T would like to ask a question of the

from Tennessee (Mr. QUIL-

gen
rew) . Did I understand the gentleman to
Ry

that & copy of the report was deiiv-

ered to the committes? :
-QUILLEN,

MET. . If the gentlewoman will

the appropriate commit.

Mr. Speaker, I voted for this investi- it was delivered tp the appropriate com-<

gation originally ‘because K felt there mittees.

were legitimate questions raised about

the deaths of these two American

leaders. I thought

hougl iy ¢ forum in
the Congress of -the U -Btates

properly deal with the questions thathas

were raised, fill in the gaps and provide
ANSWers.

I frankly
mittee and its staff have shown that 18 is
incapable of dealing with:
matters. In foet for us to pérmit
commitiee to go abead will v
more questions and defeat the
pose it professes t0 hepe to

‘rajse

I understand that the chalrpian of the

committee in the Senate has the report.;
He has not read it, and also that the
could chairman of the committee in the House

been delivered the report.
Mrs. BURKE

of California. What is the

. source of the information that the report
now believe that the com- is being held in the committes?

‘Mr. QUILLEN. The Department of Jus-

bwme sensitive tice has reported that copies have been
the sent to the appropriate committees. :

Mrs. BURKE of California. Did the

pur= Justice Department also advise the gen-
3 tleman that other committees that have
not wani this jurisdiction also have recelved copies?

Mr. QUILLEN. I have not talked to the

mads
abundantly clear. We are informad that Justice Depertment. I feel that I have
the Department of. Justice haa indeed ine opened the door for the gentlewomsn

vestigated the Kiag sssassination. Both
of these matteis have been dealt with by
official forums ¢ great

I am aware that some of the Ameri-

from California to find out who has the
report so that she can have a copy of it

if she so desires.
Mrs. BURKE of California. Let me say

oan people do not believe many of the that I have asked the Justice Department

conclusions that have been reached, but
I also suggest that if the American people
were asked whether they wanted tospend
$13 million 6ver 3 years, to hire 170 stafl
members to conduct an inves on of
these matters by the Congress
answer would be an emphatic ‘no.” In-
deed, it is a matter of credibility that we
have here before us today.

I would suggest that the Members ad;
dress themselves very carefully to

all

the*

day and I have been asking the At-
torney General. The chairman of my

committee has been asking, and has been

adviged, we cannot have the report.
Mr. QUILLEN. Has the gentlewoman

t their asked the chairman of ‘the appropriate

committee? -

Mrs. BURKE of California. I have just
talked to the chairman of the committee
in this House.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I decline

contents of the resolution that they find to yield further. . :

before them because it does expand the
scope of the investigation, in my opftijon,
It does constitute a downpaymeng on &
possible $13 million or even mare 3
expenditure. It’will mean the creation
of a committee that will be larger in
funding and staff than the inves tive
group which dealt with Watergate. It will
be larger than any committee in this
House, larger than committees dealing
with energy or any of the other serious
problems we are facing.

The SPEAKER. The géntleman from
Missourl (Mr. BoLring) has the time.

Mz. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, 1 reluc-
tantly must refuse to yield further:

I do not expect to take more than a
minute, but I think that the issue before
us has‘been somewhat twisted. What we
are talking about is extending the life of
the committee for a nominal 3 months—

continued on page 8



actually 2 months—so that the con:-
mittee with a ner chairman will have
the opportunity 1+ come back to the
House and say t+ 1+ we are organized;
this is the way we are going to function;
and this is our program. It seems to me
that it would be absolutely ridiculous to
cut this committee off because of the rea-
sons given. We are asking for an exten-
sion of 60 days so that a new committee
of a new Congress will have an oppor-
tunity to prove to the House that it de-
serves to be extendeA for the life of the
Congress. That is ali the issue is. There
is not any other issue. I hope very much
that we will have an overwhelming vote
in support of the revival of this select
committee in this Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution.

The SPEAKER. The question is on or-
dering the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the
resolution.

The question was. taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum is
not present and make the point of order
that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is
not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 265, nays 146,
answered “present” 1, not voting 20, as
follows:

[Roll No. 13]
YEAS—265
Addabbo Flowers Natcher
- Foley Neal
Alexander Ford, Tenn, Nichols
Allen Pountain Nix
Ambro Fraser Nolan
Ammerman Frenzel Oakar
Anderson, PFuqua Oberstar
if. Gammage Obey
Andmn%. Giatmo O’Brien
Andrews, . Gllman
Andrews, Qlickman mf,i:
N. Dak. ' Goldwater Patterson
Annunsio Gonzalen Pattison
Asnley Pease
Aspin Gradison Perkins
AuCoin Gudger Pettis
Badillo Guyer . Pickle
T v oy
aucus ]
Beard, R.L Hanley Pritchard
Bedell Hannaford Quie
Betlenson Harrington Baball
Benjamin Harris Rangel
Bleggl Hawkins Reguls
Blanchard Heckler Reuss_
Blouin Hefner Richmond
Boggs Heftel Rinaldo
Boland Hollenbeck Robarts
Bolling Holtzman Rodino
Bonior Horton - RO®
Ponker Howard Rogers
Bowen Hughes Roncalio
Brademas Ichord Rooney
Preaux Jacobs Roeo
Brinkley Jenrette Rosenthed
Brodhead Johnson, Oalif. Roybal
Brooks J&hnsopn, Colo. Ruppe
Brown, Mich. Jones, Russo
Jordan g:n mtml ain
chanan Kastenmeler
Be er Kazen Sarasin
Burke, Calif. Kemp Sawyer
Burke, Fla. Keys Scheuer
Burke, Mass. Kildee Schulze
Burlison, Mo. Koch Seiberling
Burton, John Kostmayer Sharp
Burton, Phillip Krebs BSlack
Byron Krueger Smith, Iows
Caputo LaFalce Solarz
Carney Lagomarsino  Spellman
Carr Leach Staggers
Carter Lederer Stanton
Cavanaugh Le Fante Stark
Cederberg Leggett Steers
Chisholm Levitas . Stokes
Olausen, Lloyd, Calif. Studds
Don H. Long, Md. Stump
Clay Luken Thompson
Cohen Lundine Thone
Collins, 111, McCloskey Thornton
Conte McDade Tonry
Conyers McFall Traxler
Corman McHugh Trible
Cornell McKinney Tsongas
Cotter Madigan Tucker
D'Amours Maguire Udall
Danielson Mann Ullman
de 1a Garza Markey ‘V}m Deerlin
elane Marks
gellumys Mathis vento
Derwinski Mattox Volkmer
Dicks Meeds Walgren
Diggs Metcalfe Waxman
Dodd Meyner Weaver
Downey Mikulski Weiss
Drinan Mikva ‘Whalen
Early Miller, Calif. White
Eckhardt Mineta ‘Whitley
Edgar Minish Whitten
Edwards, Calif. Mitchell, Md. Wilson, O. K.
Eilberg Mitchell, N.Y. Wilson, Tex,
Emery Moakley Wirth
Evans, Colo. Moffett ‘Wolft
Evans, Ind. Mollohan Wright
Fary Montgomery Yates
Findley Moorhead, Pa. Yatron
Fish Moss Young, Moy
Fisher gurphy. m. Zablocki
Fithian yers, Gary
Flood Myers, Michael

. NAYS--148 i
Abdnor Gephardt Murtha
Applegate Ginn Myers, Ind,
Archer Goodling Nedat
Armstrong QGrassley Patten
Ashbrook Hall Pike

Hammer.- Poage
Bafalis schmidt FPressler
Barnard Hansen Pursell
g:u'd T mg Qum:n. -
, Tenn hﬁow
Bennett
Bevill Hommd Robinson
Breckinridge Holt owski .
Broomfield Hubbard ot .
Burleson, Tex. Huckaby Rudd
Butler Hyde Runnels
Clawson, Del Ryan
Cleveland Jeftords
Schroeder

Coleman Jones, N.C. Sebelius
Collins, Tex. Jones, Okla Bhuster
Conable en Sikes
Corcoran Kelly Bimon
Cornwell Ketchum Sisk
Crane Kindness Skelton
Daniel, Dan Latta Skubitz
Daniel, R. W, Lehman Bmith, Nebr.
Davis Lent Snyder
Derrick Lloyd, Tenn Bpence
Devine 117 Steed
Dickinson Lujan Steiger
Dingell McOlory
Dun; Oreg i‘ggnonua:k Bymma

can, Symms
Duncan, Tenn. McEwen Taylor

Edwards, Ala. McKay ‘Treen

Edwards, Okla. Mahon Waggonner

English Marlenee Walker

Erienboran Marriott ‘Wampler

Ertel Martin Watkins

Evans, Del. Mazzoli tehuret

1% Miitera Witeon,
0! ‘Wilson, Bob

Penwick Miller, Ohlo  Winn

Flippo Wydler

Fynt Moorhead, Wylie

Ford, Mich, Calif, Young, Alaska

Forsythe Mottl Young, Fia.,

o8 Murphy, Pa. Zeferettl
ANSWERED “PRESENT"-—1
Young Tex.
NOT VOTING—20
B Prey - Rallseback
Brown, Calif. Gibbons Rhodes
Ohio -Harkin Shipley
Chappeil Long, - .
Murphy, N.Y. Vhbnder Jagt
Dent Nowak
Florio Pepper

pairs:

Mr. BOILING. Mr. Speaker, I sought
this time i order to say once again that
this resolution, House Resolution 2332,
oonstitutes in this Comngress a Belect
Committee on Assassinations and gives
1% until March 31, 1977, to come back to
the House with rules and a plan to pro-

This matier i3 being cousidered, of
course, in the House as in the/Commit-
tee of the Whole, which means we are
operating under the 5-minute rule now.
The Speaker will recognize Members for
amendments. The manager of the reso-

!

(Mr. DEL CLAWBON asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr, DEL CLAWSON. Mr. Speaker, the
amendment that I offer is a very simple
amendment in just what it does. It is not
so simple in the substantive nature of
the amendment, and yet it does no vio-
lence whatever to the resolution. .

The amendment is Intended to do just
one thing, and that is to delay the full-
scope definition of the select commit-
tee investigation until the time that the
House acts at the expiration of this ex-
tension on whether or not there is going
to be a full and complete investigation
of these assassinations. And, of course,
this could be done during the time of
the extension of the committee to
March 31, 1977.

Let me read to the Members exactly
what the resolution now says and then
mvld what my amendment would pro-

e.

The committee is authorized and di-
rected to conduct a full and complete
investigation and study of the circum-
stances of the assassinations to ascer-
tain: .

(1) whether the existing laws of the
United States, including but not limited to
laws relating to the safety and protection of
the President of the United States, assassi-
nations of the President of the United States,
deprivation of civil rights, and conspiracies
related thereto, as well as the investigatory
jurisdiction and capability of agencles and
departments of the United States Govern-
ment, are adeguate, either in their provi-
sions or in the manmer of their enforcement;
tqd (3) whether there was full disclosure
end sharing of imformation and evidence
among qondaa and nts of the
United Government during the
course o! 11 prioxr investigations into those
deaths; and whether any evidence or in-

fermation whick was not in the ssion
of any agency or dqa.rtment of United
gtates Qovernment 1. . tigating either

death would have been oi assistance to that
agency or departsment, and why such infor-
mation was not provided to or collected by
the appropriate agency or dapa.rtment

The amendment strikes that language,
but it leaves in this language:

The select committee or a subcommittee
thereof is authorized and directed to con-
duct a full and complete investigation and
study of the circumstances surrounding the
assassination and death of President John
F. Keimedy and the assassination and death
of Martin Luther King, Junior, and aof any
other persons the select committee shall de-
termine might be related to either death . . .

And it also provides the legislative
purpose. We leave that language in to
meet the concerns and the oonstitutional
question that some have raised. 8o this
language is left in the resolution:

. nd shall make recommendations to the
W\ua if the sslect committes deems it ap-
te, for the amendment of existing

ation or the enactment of new legisla-
tion. . .

During the discussion of the rule, my
good friend and colleague, the gentle-
man from Missouri (Mr. BoLLING), indi-
cated if I understood him correctly, that
this would give the committee an exten-
sion of time, time to adopt rules, deter-
mine the scope and nature of the inves-
tigation, develop a procedure, and design
& program for the investigation.

Mr. Speaker, my amendment provides,
that is exactly what they can and should
do. During the course of the next 60 days
_they can adopt the rules, they can design
& program of investigation, and they can
decide at that point the scope of the in-
vestigation rather than leaving this lan-
guage in the resolution as it is now
drafted. )

Mr. Speaker, the amendment is just
that simple. I ‘think it is a very good
amendment and one that certainly can
accommodate the wishes of the House.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

My very able friend and colleague on
thé Committee on Rules, the gentleman
from California (Mr, Dxr. CLAwsoN), has
as usual done an excellent job of pre-
senting the best possible argument for
his amendment.

The problem with the amendment is
that if it were adopted, it might very
well make the whole matter unconstitu-
tional by eliminating: the purposes and
outlines necessary to make thiz a House
matter. It might also cause a great many

continued on page 9
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people who have agreed with this par-
ticular form of resolution, which is a
modification of the criginal proposal, to
turn against the resolution on grounds
that have ‘been raised by certain civil
libertarians. )

‘I do not question the intentions of my
friend, the gentleman from California
(Mr. DEL CLAWSON) , because they are al-
ways good, as is his skill of presentation,
but I feel that the adoption of this
amendment would have a mischievous
effect, no doubt not intended, and that
it is very important that the amend-
ment be defeated.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the defeat of the
amendment.

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the amendment,

Mr. Speaker, the language which the
~entleman from California (Mr. DEL
{rLawscN) szeeks to strike out is in fact
a blank check if indeed this committee
or its members wish to divert this inves-
tigation into the deaths of these two
American leaders into an investigation of
the FBI, the CIA, and related agencies.

We have received a number of assur-
ances in this debate that that is not the
intent, but I am not assured. For in-
stance, the remarks made by my col-
league, the delegate from the District of
Columbia (Mr. FaunTrROY), indicated
that he had little faith in the conclu-
sions. of these agencies, and that, at
least as I understood his remarks, he saw
in the investigation the possibility of
going into the activities of the FBI and
CIA. "

Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BAUMAN. Yes, I yield to the
gentleman from the District of Colum-
bia.

Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to remind the gentleman that I was not
speaking in my own right. I was merely
quoting statements from the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of the Senate with
respect to the thoroughness of the in-
vestigations by these agencies into these
assassinations.

For your consideration, I have noted

the following statements from book V—
Final report of the Select Committee To
Study Governmental Operations With
Respect to Intelligence Activities, U.S.
Senate:
' The Committee has, however, developed
evidence which impeaches the process by
which the intelligence agencies arrived at
their own conclusions about the assassina-
tion, and by which they provided informac-
tion to the Warren Commission. This evi-
dence irdicates that . . . the investigation
of the assassination was deficlent and that
facts which might have substantially af-
fected the course of the investigation were
not provided the Warren Commission or
those individuals within the FBI and the
CIA, as well a8 other agencies of Govern-
ment, who were charged with investigating
the assassination.

Mr. BAUMAN. Mr. 8peaker, I take the
gentleman’s statement to be a clarifica-
tion, and I accept it as such. .

Nevertheless, the language sought to
be stricken is overly broad, so broad that
it could be used for that purpose. I sug-
gest to. the Members that when this
resolution was adopted last September,
none of this verbiage was in there; and
at some time during the last 3 or 4
months it has become necessary, for
whatever reason, to broaden the scope
well beyond the original jurisdiction.

If this amendment is adopted, read
what language is remaining. It gives the
.ccommittee full authority to investigate
the two assassinations and to make leg-
islative recommendations regarding their
findings, and that surely answers the
constitutional question which the gentle-
man from Missouri has raised.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, when we vote
on this amendment we are really voting
on whether or not we want to investigate
the deaths of these two persons, Rever-
end King and President Kennedy, or
whether we want to go well beyond that

into a rehash of what the FBI and the
CIA did, going over the ground that has
been plowed by the select committee in
the House and the select committee in
the Senate. This langyage is precisely
the kind that offers the chance for pub-
licity seeking and sensationalism.

Mr. Speaker, if we are really serious in
wanting these two deaths investigated,
instead of having a legislative circus, we
8ught to adopt this amendment.

Mr. DEL CLAWSON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BAUMAN. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. DEL CLAWSOQN. If, after the com-
mittee has met for the next 2 months and
is able to consider all of these matters
that are now included in this resolution,
it would be possible at that point for the
House .to consider that broad scope of
the committee’s jurisdiction and the
scope of the investigation itself and it
could then be incorporated into a new
resolution that could be adopted at that
time. Is that not true? .

Mr. BAUMAN. I agree with the gentle-
man from California (Mr. DEL Craw-
soN). I do not think the removal of this
language will in any way affect the lim-
ited 60-day role that this committee is
being assigned. Mr. Speaker, wé will pre-
judge this matter if we do not adopt the
amendment.

Mr. DEL. CLAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NaTcHER) . The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
California (Mr. DEL CLAWSON).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that the
noes appeared to have it.

Mr. DEL. CLAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that &
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present. - .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently
a quorum is not present. -

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 165, nays 237,
not voting 29, as follows: f

[Roll No. 13}
YEAS—166
Abdnor: Cleveland Goodling
Allen - Cochran Gradison
Andrews, Coleman Grassley
N. Dak. Collins, Tex. Guyer
Annunzio Conable Hagedorn
Archer gorcoran Hammer-
Armstrong Crane schmidt
Ashbrook Danfel, Dan  Hannaford
Badham Daniel, R, W. Hansen
Bafalis Davis
Bauman Derwinski Hefner
Beard, Tenn. Devine Hillis
Bennett Dickinson Holt
Bevill Dingeil Hubbard
Blagel Dornan Huckaby
Bonker Duncan, Tenn, Hyde
Brinkley Edwards, Ala, Ichord
Broomfield Edwards, Okla, 'Jeffords
Brown, Mich. Erlenborn Jones, N.C.
Brown, Ohio 1 Jones, Okla.
Evans, Del, Jones, Tenn,
ones Fenwi Kasten
Burke, FIx&, PFindley Kelly
Burleson, Tex. Florio Ketchum p
Butler Flynt Kindness
Byron Fountain Lagomarsinge
(0.1 Gaydop - Leach
usen,
“ Don H. Gian Lederer
Clawson, Del Goldwatet Leagets
Lent ols Spence
Levitas O’Brien Stanton
Lloyd, Calif. Pettis teed
Lioyd, Tenn. Pike Steers
Lott ’ Poage Steiger
Lujan Presslsr
Luken Pritchard Stratton
McClory Pursell Symms
.McDonald Quayle Taylor
McEwen Quie Treen
McKsy Quillen Trible
Madigan Regula Vander Jagt
Marks Rinaldo Waggonner
Marlenee Robinson
Marriott Rostenkowski Wampler
Martin Rousselo$ ‘Whitehurst
Michel Rudd
Milford unnels Wilson, Bob
Miller, Ohio Satterfield inn
Mitchell, N.Y. Schulze Wydler
Moore . ebetius Wylle
Moorhead, Shuster ‘Young, Fis.
Calif, Stkes Young, Tex.
Mottl Bisk - Zablockl
Myers, Michael Skubi Zeferettl
Myers, Ind. Smith, Nebr.
Nedzi Bayder
NAYB—237
Addabbo Fithian Murphy, N.Y.
Akaka Mippo Murphy, P&,
Alexander Flood ~ Murths
Ambro Flowers Myers, Gary
Ammerman Fol st Natcher
Anderson, E Mich. Neal
Calif. Ford, Tenn. Nix
Anderson, Ill. Fraser - Qakar
Andrews, N.O, Puqua Oberstar
zm‘;y Gammage gtboy
g Gephardd
AuCoin Giaime Panetta
Badillo Gilman
Baldus QGlickman Patterson
Barnard ew Pattison
Baucus QGore Peass
Bedell Gudger Perkins
Beilenson Hall Pickle
Benjamin Hamflton Preyer
Blanchard Hanley Price
Blouin Harrington Bahall
Boggs Harris Rangel
Boland Hawkins Reuss |
Bolling Heckler Richmond
Boniar Risenhoover

Bowen
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Brademas Hollenbeck Rodino
Breaux Holt=man Roe

Horton Rogers
Brodhead Howard Roncalio
Brooks Hughes Rooney
Broyhill Ireland Rose
Burke, Calif. Jacobs Rosenthal
Burke, Mass, Jenkins Roybal
Burlison, Mo, Jenrette Ruppe
Burton, John Johnson, Calif. Russo
Burton, Phillip Johnson, Oolo. Ryan
Caputo Jordan St Germain
Carney Kastenmejer Santini

Kazen B
Chisholm Kemp Sawyer
Clay Keoys Scheuer
Cohen Kildee Schroeder
Collins, T, Koch Selberiing
Conte Kostmayer Bharp
Conyers Krebs Shipley
Corman Krueger Simon
Cornell Le Fante Skelton
Cornwell Lehman ack
Cottér Long, Md. Smith, Iowa
D’Amqurs Lundine larz
Danielson McCloskey Spellman
de la Gerss McCormack Staggers
Delaney McDade Stark
Dellums McPFall Stokes
Derrick McHugh 8tudds
Dicks McKinney Stump
Diggs Mahon Thompson
Dodd Mann ‘Thone
Downey Markey Thornton

Mathis Tonry
Duncan, Oreg. Mattox Traxler
Early Mazaoll Tsongas
Eckhardt Meeds Tucker
Edgar Metcalfe Tdall
Edwards, Calif. Mikulski an
Ellberg Mikva Van Deerlin
Emery : Vanik
English Mineta Vento
Evans, Oelo Volkmer
Evans, Ge. Mitchell, Md. Walgren
Evans, Tad. Moffett Watkins
Fary Mollohan Waxman
Faacell Montgomery Weaver
Fish Moorhead, Pa. Weiss
Fisher Murphy,ll.  Whalen
‘White Wirth Yatron
‘Whitley Wolft Young, Mo
Whtf Wright
Wilson, Tex. Yates

NOT VOTING—29
Applegate Frey Nalan
Beard, R.Y, Gibbons Nowak
Pepper

Brown, Calif, Holland
Cavanaugh LaFalce Rhodes
Cederberg Long, La. Teague
Chappell Walsh
Ooughlm myner ¥uson. 21 H.
Den akley oun; aske
Forsythe Moss &

Mr. BALDUS changed his vote from
“yea” to “nay.”

Messrs. LUKEN and LEVITAS changed
their vote from “nay” to “yea.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRE. LOTT

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I offer an
amendment.

‘The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LoTrt: Oh page
8, strike all after line 18 through the word
“Stete” on Hne 18, .

(Mr. LOTT askéd and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LOTT. Mr. ‘Speaker, this amend-
ment would strike the language allow-
ing the committee to designate a counsel
o take statemefits from witnesses.

one member of the select committee
present at the time.
It §s claimed that there Is t

continued on pageAlO



a deposttion by counsel for the commit-
tee. Translating this provision in House
Resolution 803 into practice, I am ad-
vised that the Judiciary Committee sent
its counsel, both majority and minority,
to interview potential witnesses. State-
ments were taken and brought back to
the committee. Based on the information
revealed in these statements, or deposi-
tion if you prefer, the Judiciary Commit-
tee would make a decision as to whether
or not to call a particular witness to
testify before the full committee.

What kind of a precedent is this for
allowing a designated counsel to take
the sworn testimony of a witness without
even one member of the select commit-
tee being present and having this testi-
mony made a part of the official select
committee record?

I submit that the provision cited as a
precedent is not one, that there is no
precedent for such conduct by a select
committee of the House of Representa-
tives, and that there is no compelling
reason to allow this loose method of in-
vestigation to begin today with the pas-
sage of this resolution as it now reacs.

I wonder how many of you have been
satisfied with the actions of the Select
Committee on Assassinations we estab-
lished last year?

How many of you approved of the press
statements of select committee counsel
Richard Sprague?

How many of you were shocked when
Sprague asserted that his committee had
to have $6.5 million this year alone to do
its job? The House Judiciary Committee
only spent $1.5 million over a 1l-year
period with its impeachment investiga-
tion and hearings.

How many of you feel select committee
counsel Sprague should be allowed to hire
170 people for this investigation?

Did you know that the select commit-
tee placed 23 people on its payroll on
January 1 with full knowledge that its

authority would expire January 3? The |

prospectivé ehairman of the select com-
mittee GowzaLxz has testified that he did
not know about this. -

And now the 8prague committee has
demanded this unusual, if not unprece-
dented, designated coansel

B8hould we not at least preserve this
one small 1ast vestage of control over the
select committee? Let us wait and see
what they do for this 80 days. Let is look
at the rules they acdopt.

We can change our position then if we
feel it 1s justified. Let us witness their ac-
tions and jwdige their sincerity.

Therefore, I urge the adoption of my
amendment to knock out the designated
counsél provision. If we must conduot
this investigation, let us, the elected rep-
resentatives of the people, do it and not
farm out to others & responsibility that
we have created for ourselves in the firsd

place.
Mr. PREYER. Mr. SBpeaker, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this fs -

neither new, nor novel authority which
the committee is being given. It simply
" will help make this a better Investigation,
The gentleman from Mississippl (Mr.
Lorr) argues that there is no precedent
for it. The House Impeachment Com-

mittee was authorized to use this-pro-
cedure, and actually its authorization
was not as restricted as the one that is
being used here.

Second, I think that it may not be
understood that the fact that designated
counsel may take a statement does not
give them subpena power. What it in
fact does, is allow & willing witness who
wishes to make a statement do so under
oath. The oath is not given by counsel,
it is given by a notary publie. Once he is
placed under oath, the witness can refusé
to answer the question, but it will help
keep a witness from giving false infor-
mation. If a witness knmows that his testi-
mony is under oath and that passible
risk of perjury can ensue from it, it is
going to focus his attention wanderfully
on being more truthful.

Third, the purpose of this is to avoid
the expense of either bringing witnesses
to Washington or requiring committee
members to travel to take the testimony

_of those witnesses whose statements may
pe relatively inconsequential and would
not justify that sort of trip.

Again, I want to emphasize that the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ)
has said that the committee will estab-
lish strict guidelines covering the rights
of witnesses and making sure that they
are protected. This procedure is implicit

in rule XXVIII of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure. It is like taking a deposi-
tion in a normal civil or criminal case,
and it does not seem to me thut there is
any sweeping authority we are giving.
It is neither too new, nor 00 novel. It is
very helpful to those conducting the in-
vestigation, and I urge defeat of the
amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The ques-
tion is on the amendment effered by the
gentleman from MNiississippl <Mr. Lorr).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that the
noes appearved to have it.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Bpeaker, I shject to
vote on the ground that a .querum is not
present and make the peint of order that
a quorum 18 not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will count.

Two fifty-one llembers are
presentl*:ngmwum

So the amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENT CFFERED BY 'MR. THONPSON

Mr. THOMPSQN. Mr..Speaker, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: .

Amendment offered by Mr. Tacarson: On
pege 4, 1ine 25, sfter the word “witowoes”, in-

‘Tepresstiatives
mtdu-cto) -and -Oleube
6(b) of Rule XI of the Rwlss of the House

Ropresantatives™

considering. i
I wish 1o .ask the Irom Mis-
sourl -(Mr. BoLiiwg) i it is his intention

authorired under da-ollttmhmol’
the House,
gém\ﬂemmm r. Bpeaker, wilt the
24} an
Mr. THOMPBON, X yidd to my aistin-

nar of dhe membuey of the selsot som-
mt—uum“

be tha case. There & Ao
the select committee have e -

_ l
ﬁgyig

E

Mr. SIMON. Mr. fipsaker, ‘Imto
strike the jast wesd.

(Mr. SIMON asked and was given per-
mission 1o revise amd exiend his—re-
marks.)

Mr. SIMQN, Mr, mandwaﬂ-
leagues in ﬂ:eBouse.Imeinmiﬂon
to the resolution.

¢ like to make clear that I
not for a momens defend the action
the Justice Department in releasing
report it did today, which the gentle-
woman from Csifformile referred to, war-

Bab
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lier, nor in theirW%enial of access to that
report. I think that both actions are not
defenstble.

There are questions on both assassi-
nations. But we should remember that
last year a new book came out, the Iatest
of a series of books, on the assassination
of Abraham Lincoin. A hundred years
from now there will be books publshed
on the assassinatiens of John F. Kennedy
and Mertin Luther King, Jr. I ¢hink we
are best advised to let historians leok
at these matters.

A few weeks ago I received a letter
from a gentleman in Saginaw, Mich., a
Dr. Mudd, who knew of my interest in
history. His grandfather set the leg of
Mr. Booth, who killed Abraham Lincoln,
and Dr. Mudd says his grandfather was
wrongly imprisoned, and that Congress
should act on the matter to clear his
grandfather’s name.

I am interested in history, and I hope
that historians will delve into these mat-
ters very, very carefully, but I see noth-
ing productive ha.ppemng by our doing

Thh afternoon. I called the distin-
gulshed John J. McCloy. Many of us
here know him. He served on th#"Warren
Commission. I him, “FHow would
you vote if you were voting today?” He

n-a.nk. 1y, I-do not know the details of the
Kmng but nothing 18 to be
gshedln#heanadfthe Kennedy assassi-
nation.

1 think we in Cangress do the right
thing and honor these two men hy fight-
ing far the things they stood for, such
as getting jobs for peaple who are un-
employed. Let us concentrate our efforts
in this session of Congress and the atten-
tion of the people af this Nation not on
what might have been but on what’
shoxﬂdbe

Mr. Spegker, 1 think the resolution
shmﬂdbedetenmd

Mr. DODD. Mr. Bpesker, I move to
strike the last wordl. )
~ 3r. DODD asked and was given per-
misston to revisé and exterrd hiz fw=
marks.)

"Mr. DODD. Mr. ‘Spea‘ker.’tm
port of House Resoiution 222 to
a House Select Committee an
tiong wunmmmgmmmu

; Joiin ¥ Kumedymdm*!!ev
wmmg.:m
taduﬂonwmdzlmwthe m
mittee to operate apn a Ymited budget
for theé next 2 months. “Phis would give
the the opportuntty to re-
evnuatcandjustlfy its proposed, ovmn
«nd to through

fors %o carry .out a much-needed re-
investigation into these terrible crimes.

Buring the last 8 months of the 94th
Cengress: the first month of the new,
98 Co! , the Belect-Conmittee and
its vecreation have been the source of
nremy questions and much controversy.

Some of these questions have been
based on legitimate concerns, Mr, Speak-
er, but the controversy itself has, I be-
lieve, been unwarranted and has ®i-
verbel attention from what should be
the ventrel concern of aH of us in this
nmtter.

Thet concern should be whether the
desiths of a2 President and the foremaost
ctvll rights leader of our time should be
reinvestigated—whether ample reasons
exist for having the House of Repre-

‘spend its time and the tax-
TS meney on such a study.

‘I belleve such reasons do exist, Mr.
Speaker, and that a properly directed,
prudently administered tion—
conducted by a dedicated select' com-
mfittee staff and cortralled by the Mem-
bers of Congress on the committee—wiil
justify the time and reasonable expense
of such an investigation.

continued on page 11



I will not dwell on the many reasons
for this new inquiry other than to say
significant unanswered questions exist
about the deaths and about the past
investigations into those assassinations.
These questions are documented in many

official sources, including the report is-
sued by the Select Committee at the
end of the last Congress and in testi-
mony before the House Judiciary Sub-
committee on Civil and Constitutional
Rights, which has oversight responsibili-
ties for the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion—FBI. .

As a member of both the select com-
mittee and the Judiciary Subcommittee
last Congress, I can assure my colleagues
that these questions are compelling. I
also belive they should be answered once
and for all, and that this House Select
Committee on Assassinations represents
the best opportunity for this to happen.

What I would like to concentrate on in
my remarks, today, Mr. Speaker, dre the
questions of controversy which have sur-
rounded the select committee recently. I
think I can provide some useful infor-
mation to my colleagues, which should
serve to answer their questions and to
still their doubts.

I further believe that the answers to
these questions demonstrate that the
members and staff of the select com-
mittee have been aware of these con-
cerns, and that they are committed to
dealing with them in & manner which
can only bring credit and increased cred-
ibility to this House and the Govern-
ment of the United States.

These questions are primarily focused
in four areas: ‘ .

First, a proposed overall budget for
the select committee; second, constitu-
tional and civil rights concerns about
committee investigative techniques;
third, whether membere of the commit-
tee, or its staff, will be in charge of
the investigation; and fourth, what will
be the committee’s attitudes toward the
FBI and the Central Intelligence
Agency—CTA? ] .

As a member of the House Rules Com-
mittee, I asked these very questions 2
weeks ago to our colleague from Texas
(Mr. GoxNzALEz), who is expected to be-
come the chairman of the select com-
mittee. .

His responses, which I shall place in
the Recorp at the conclusion of my re-
marks, establish the following:

First. ‘'That the proposed $6.6 million
budget for the select committee already
is being reevaluated with the view to-
ward decreasing it to the “irreducible
minimum’ necessary to ca.rr{Y out the in-
dependent, thorough invest}

House would want,

To exercise strict control over any

committee expenditureg, and insure that.

control is placed in the hands of the
members of the committee, our distin-
guished colleague (Mr. GONZALEZ) also
stated he would be willing to have writ-
ten in the committee’s rules language to
the effect that all major expenditures,
including travel, should be approved by
the appropriate subcommittee or com-
mittee chairman,

My own feelings are that the pro-
posed budget can and should be reduced,
and that strict spending' controls can
be built into the committee’s rules, so
that any expenditure {8 carefully con-
sidered and determined to he nécessary
before it is actuallv made. -

Second. That the committee rules will
contain language aimed at protecting
the constitutional and civil rights of
witnesses; that any Investigative tech-
niques will be discussed and voted en
by the committee before they are used;
and that the committee is committed to
carrying out an investigation of the
highest professional and ethical stan-
dards. -

Third. That language will be consid-
ered for the committee rules to exercise
strict control over all members of the
committee staff and to insure that only
the chairman and subcommittee chair-
men will issue policy statements to the
press and report on the progress of any
investigations. I might add that leaks
should be strictly prohibited. .

Fourth. That the select committee 18
not out to “get” the FBI or the CIA, but
rather intends that its investigation deal
objecively with the actions of these agen-
cles as they relate to these assassinations.

It would be my personal hope that
whatever legislative recommendations

gation the:

which stem from the select committee’s
investigations will result in these agen-
cies being better able to fulfill the re-
sponsibilities they were established to
handle. - - .

In summary, Mr. Speaker, I believe
that the questiors raised about recrea-
tion of this committee have been ad-
dressed, and that the answers should
satisfy those concerned about protect-
ing constitutional rights, reducing the
committee budget, conjrolling the com-
mittee staff, and avolding attacks on the
FBI and CIA.

T think this select committee should
now be allowed to get down to business—
to continue the work the last Congress
in its wisdom thought should be done,
and which I believe the American people
support—reinvestigation of the assassin-
ations of President Kennedy and Dr.
King. - ' )

I am confident the select committee
will more than prove its worth in this
time and demonstrate without question
that it should be.allowed to continue to
complete these needed inquiries.

I call my colleagues attention to the
following testimony by the distinguished
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ)
before the House Rules Committee, on
January 25, regarding the House Select
Committee on Assassinations:

Mr. Doop. Mr. Chairman, I would like to
oompn.mont you on your statement and your
response to these questions that have been

brought forth by the miembers of this com- ¢

mittee. I feel, as Mrs. Chisholm does, and
others on this commitiee, that the main
thrust, the main purpose for which we are
here today has besn-somehow sidetracked as

8 result of several questions which have been

raised since the committee was oonstituted thet

sense, sidetracked our efforts to have this
committee constituted.

I can't help but feel this is reminiacent of
other. commitiees - that have .been
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Mr. GonzALEz. I don't have as precise. a
figure as I would like to have, and I would
like to ask your indulgence to recognize the
chairman of the subcommittee on Kennedy,
who has been briefed on this, and is on top
of the matter, and if he is present, the ciair-
man of the subcommittee on the Marun
Luther King assassination, Congressman
Fauntroy, because I think they can give yon
& better grasp of what we are talking about in
the number of witnesses and the range of the
investigation than even I could at this time.

Even though I have been briefed,-I think
they have been there from the beginning and
have had a chance to follow it more closely
than I have, and I think briefly they could
better il in than I could at this point, if you
think it is all right.

Mr. PrEYER. To try to put that one in some
sort of manageable compass, I would say in
the Kennedy assassination subcommittee the
staff has drawn up & Hst of almost three
hundred questions which they oonsider as
basip questipns to which they are commit-
ted to finding answers, and they have drawn

up & list of witnesses whith #un over & hun-
dred, as I recall right now,#o0 I think that
gives you some idea of the sdope of the in-
vestigation. :

Mr. Dopa. That is an indtial list. -Presum-
ably thess questions will waise additionsl
questions and witnesses will raise questions
about potential other witnesses?

Mr. PREYIR. Yes, as you go.into the investi-
gation of this sort, it creetes a sort of band-
wagoh effect that people begin to volunseer

1 : chayged
with similar responsibilities, who have seen @80, Oongressman Preyer had the courtesy of

baying some of thé staffers of his suboom-

mﬂﬂ."";@l ”‘_"‘““" of ““"’““" mitteo brief us on their Gswalopments, and
X feel, as I listensd to my colleagues on this this is the reason I dom't-know how to grasp
mmtmmmmnomm‘mm”thomm&hxbbecsus!“‘tmw

strong support ior the constitution of this
committee, albeit some problems may exist
in the three or four areas I would like to ask
you about. : ’

. One is the budget; the second is th€ tech-
niques, certain techniques that have been
raised; the third is staff; and the fourth I
suppose would be the focus of the commit-
tee’s attention with regard to certain agen-
cles, y the PBI. and the CIL.A,

&f
2
g
g
s
&
g

view toward reduct f
we wedded to any particular figure, X
million, or is there going to be an entirely
new reevaluation prooges of our budget needs
and demands? .

::q.and‘ﬁhhmlmmnm

¢t before

1

the budget, would you in-' $1ve techniquss, and I will &ry o move along,

;mhpmmymumngmmonout

the committee rules the following: ome,

Mr. GONZALEZ, There never has bedn a $hat before being employed, all investigntive

:+ I have precisely asked for a re-

nothing; .
evaluation on the part of the professional With the appropriate committees of Congress,

staff, what really is the
without fn any attempt

ucible minimum 10t instanoce, the Subcommittes on Constitu-
to make that Hion and Civil Rights of the Judiciary Com-

the main order of business now, but lookingmittee, with regard to some of these tech-

forward In case the committee 1s reestab- Diques as to their poesitie

lished, to bring up for discussion with the tions they may have?

ocommittee and get a conssnsus of the com-
' pensable. .

mittee.

concerns or gues-

Mr. GoNzaLms. I would constder that indis-

I beilevo in traveling on consensus, where Mr. Doos. That the commitiee is commit-

I have had the honor of being chairman of %d to the following highest constitutional,
suboommittees and so forth; it is the oniylegal, moral amd ethical precedents, methods
way I have of going, and I wouldn't want.itin carrying out the investiggtion?

any other. way. 80 I would say that that Mr. Goszalze. Yes, sir; I have committed
would be an abscolute need to reevaluate, toinyself to that before, and I wish to relterate
re-estimate, and to re-organiss. * that position.

Mr., Doop. In conjunction with that, would Mr. Dopp. That the rights of witnesses will
you be willing to have written into the rulesbe scrupulously protected to ‘the extent of
of the commtttee language to the effect thatreiterating what is already in ‘the -House
all major expenditures, particularly In theRules as to witnesses being allowed counsel,
area of travel, purchases, and so forth, shouldrights Quring s hearing, allowed aounsel
be approved by the sppropriate subcommit-even when .giving testimomy and deposi-
tee or chatrman of that committee so thattions to one committee etaff during field
we would have, or the committee would have.investigations? :
some sort of contréd over the budgetary Mr. GoNzarzz. Absolutely. Yes, sir.
process a3 we mové through the investiga- Mr. Dasn. Qu what basik, Henry, will the
tion? . . committe uee Ppolygraphs smil stress sna-

Mr. GONZALES. Y8, sir; I would favor that.lyzers? This has raised qusstions that have

Mr. Dooo. I wonder if in Hght of that, sndbeen brought out-in %he past, and sre you
1 don’t want to take up too much more of thewilling to stipuiate siristcontrols over these
committee’s time with it, but I'think # mightusés in commnifiee ruled? ]
be helpful for the members of this commit~ Air. Geazarxe, In my-opinion, none what-'
teo to have some ides 1f you ocould describepver. If such were to be desired, it would hava:
in broad detail the magnitude of the task wé T
are undertaking in terma of docyments, the
possible number of people—just in broad
figures—you rhay be wanting to talk 1, so
the committee might have soms idea of how
large this undertaking will he. -

continued on page 12



to be on the request of some individual who
would want to prove a point himself and
volunteer to do 80, but under no circum-
stances where it would involve the purchase
on our part of that type of equipment, or
even the use of it without all of the con-
stitutional safeguards.

Mr. Doop. With regard to the staff, the
problems that have been raised in this area,
some suggestions have been made, and I
think members of the committee particularly
were reassured by your response.to Mrs. Ghis-
holm’s question regarding the status of staff
people jeopardizing the existence of the com-
mittee, but I would like to know whether or
not you, as chairman of the committee, would
be willing to draft in the committee rules
specific language along the lihes of those
drafted for the House Impeachment Commit-
tee, stipulating no statements .by staff to
the press, and that leaks will be absolutely
prohibited?

Mr. GoNzALEZ. Yes, sir. May I point out I
requested such rules and received some writ-
ten that had no reference to that but then
it was communicated to me by a member of
the staff that the counsel on the committee
said they had unwritten but verbal under-
standings as to the rules they would follow
along this line. I would prefer to have some
written guidelines, pinning this down a3
you suggest.

Mr. Dopp. In light of that, with that, are
you willing to state in the committee rules
that only the chairman or subcommittee
chairman articulate policy statements and
speak for the committee a8 to the progress
and nature of the investigations?

Mr. GonNzarez I would, and I would add
that that be done only after a consensus has
been attempted to be obtained from the comn<
mittee.

Mr. Dopp. The last point, Henry, ¥ would
like to address is the question of our focus
with regard to the Federal investigatory agen-
cies. It has been the feeling of some Members
of Congress that part of the investigation,
just by the very nature of the investigation,
would have to address the role that the CIA.
and the F.BI. and other possible agencies
had with regard to these two assassinations,
but that, in itself, has raised some questions
as to whether or not we would, in effect, be
bringing down or bringing to their knees
these agencies. :

I wonder if you might address what you see
as the focus of the commitiee’s atientiop
with regard to those agenciea? Is my state-
‘ment basically correct, er do you see & broad-
er role for t| committee to play?

Mr. GoNzALEZ. I think you are essentlally
correct. As a matter of fact, what has hap-
pened up to now clearly jndicates that we
have had—I don’t think we ean truthfully
say we have not recetved the cooperation of
the F.B.I. The committee, even though tf has
issued subpoenas, has not acquired any phys-
ical control of evidenoce becanse there has
been no wbility to safeguard it, so if the staff
is searching documents that have been de-
scribed in a subpoena, they have done so on
the premises of the F.BI. or CIA, so I
can’t visualize coming in ‘with & froa
attack and making that the main -hasis o
the committee’s work on these agencies.

Mr. Dopp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I move to
strike the last word.

Mr. Speaker, I know of no other
amendments to be offered, and I propose .
to take 1 minute to reiterate my view.

I have great sympathy with my friend,
the gentleman from Illinoi (Mr. SimoN),
and I have great respect fat him.

I happen to believe that there is a
strong possibility that thepe is real evi-
dence, new evidence, particularly in the
Martin Luther King matter, I respect the

gentleman’s view and perhaps agree with
it in part, but I think it would be a disas-
ter if this House did net reconstitute this
committee and did not take the opportu-
nity to see if there is not real new evi-
dence in the King matter and in this
case satisfy the American people and
also the members of the King family who
are now living.

Mr. Speaker, I urge that the resolu-
tion be agreed to overwhelmingly.

Mr. RUDD. Mr. Speaker, I strongly
oppose recreation of the Select Com-
mittee on Assassinations to conduct an
unnecessarily expenstve exhaustive In-
vestigation of the assassinations of our
President John F. Kennedy, and Martin
Luther King.

Such an effort is wasteful duplication
of work that has been satisfactorily done
before. .

To my knowledge, absolutely no $ew
evidence has turned up since the orféins§
investigations to question earliay cem-
clusfons in the reports on the $wa re-
spective assassinations. ’

Neither has any new evidene#-turned
up to indicate that assassins other than
Lee Harvey Oswald or James Earl Ray
were responsible for and committed the
two crimes involved.

Quite frankly, I think this has becn
a headline-hunting operation. How
could it be anything else? ]

The fact that the House is now being
asked to extend the life of this commit-
tee for only 2 additional months, just so
its staff can try once again to produce
any hard evidence of new information to
justify a further 2-year trrvestigation,
demonstrates that this entire assassina-
tlon probe is a frantic exercise in futiltty,
rather than a serious and needed effort
in the public interest. ! ;

If such hard evidence of new informa-
tion does not exist now—after the com-
mittee has worked for 414 months wtth
access to all the voluminous material that
is available—then the committee de-
serves to go out of existence immediately.

Mr. Speaker, it has been 13 years since
the death of our President Xennedy, and
more than 8 years since the death of Dr.
King. Bince the original exhaustive in-
vestigations of their deaths, angd the pub-
lic disclosure of all Xxnown facts about
these assassinations, original physical
evidence has been repeatedly exam
resulting in the same conclusions.

Memories have faded, prineipal wit-
nesses have died or moved away—even to
foreign lands.

page 12

To hold hearings . . . in any other coun-
try . . . and to require by subpoena or oth-
erwise, the attendance and testimony of such
witnesses and the production of such books,
records, correspendence, memorandums,
papers and documents as it deems necessary;
to take testimony and oath anywhere within
:he United States or in any other coun-

ry . .. B

Under the doctrine of United States.
against Cuesta, & committee must be au-
thorized to conduct investigations in
geographic areas, and without such an
authorization a committee would have
no jurisdiction to act. In this particular
case an ihdictment for contempt of Con-
gress for failure to appear in response to
a subcommittee subpena was diseussed

because no authority had been adopted

to empower the subcommittee to hold

hearings in Puerto Rico.

In House Resolution 222 not only is

the select committee authorized to hold
» hearings and issue subpenas within the
United States, including any common-
wealth and possession, but also in any
other country. :

The addition of the last phrase “in

tion weuld have dificulty conducting a
proper investigation now. .

The 4% -month existence of this com-
mittee has already Ianned the flames of
rumor, distortion, .and unwarransed dis-
trust of law enforcement agencies. Wide-
spread publicity and the dissemination of
unprovable theories and allegations have
created further unmecessary 'émational
trauma and public confusion.

case to act in Puerto Rico. : <
- It is not the kind of authority such
was possessed by U.S. courts as an as-
pect of internationgl good will to em-
power the taking of depositions from
courts of foreign jurisdictions, a power
now granted by statute, and covered by
an international convention.
eral Clroutt Gotrt Pacife Railroad Comt-
. ¢ Ra. \ -
B“!t the conu't_ntteeha.s'not contrlbuted mission case, no act of any ,kjnd' for
aae iota of new'information far the pub- the gecuring of information abroad, could
lic rpcerd. It has not baneflled £he public pe invoked by an investigation commit-
in any way, or been 4 credit o the Gon- tee appointed by Congress. To my knowl-
£Tss. . edge the situation 13 no different now
. Turge a “no” vote on re-creation of the than it was then. If a congressional com-
Select Commitiee on Assassinations. The mittee is to carry on hearings in other
Congress needs to turn away from media eountries to subpena witnesses, its abflity
events, and get down to the real business to do sp will depend entirely upon the
of helping to solve some of our Nation’s consent of, the sovereign foreign nation.
pressing economic problems. No convention exists nor does any con-
Mr. BKUBITZ. Mr. Speaker, the un- cept of international treaty exist upon
derlying questions before' us today is which such an exercise of authority by a
what will be accomplished if the Select congressional committee can be made.
Committee on Assassinations is estab- Disagreeable or umnsatisfactory situa-
lished as pr by House Resolu- tions might arise unless the House is
tion 222. Thirteen years ago the tragic certain in advance, that another nation
death of President Kennedy shocked would be cooperative to a request from
the Nation. Extensive investigations were a select committee.
held and the Kennedy family has not Before the House grants the proposed
indicated its dissatisfaction or requested select committee any such authority, I
the case be reopened. Martin. Luther believe that we should be informed of the
King was murdered 8 years ago. - countries where investigations are
I sincerely believe that after 13 years planned, whether cooperation can be ex-
nothing will be accomplished other than pected, and what guarantees exist for
a needless expenditure of taxpayers’ dol- their cooperation. If the sponsors of the
lars, & possible international incident or resolution cannot now provide this infor-
two caused directly by the Select Com- mation, surely the wisest course would

mittee, and perhaps the publication of a
book or two by enterprising staffers based
on materials gathered at public exbense,

Should the Select Committee be re-
established, there will still be questions
left unanswered about the deaths of
President Kennedy and the Reverend
King. It may well be that some years
later another Select’ Committee will be
established but the purpoee of this com-
mittee will be to investigate the meth-
ods and findings of the Select Committee
on. Assassinationy established by House
Resdolution 222, .

Nobody wants to put truth on the back
burher, But there is simply little the
select commitiee could do which is not
now within the authority of the Judiciary
and Government Operations Commit~
tees and the other standing committees
of the House. .

Nothing the Select Committee can do
will bring back the. Hves of President
Kennedy and Reverend King. And there
is nothing a Select Committee can do to
litt these two men to higher levels of es«
teem by our Nation’s people. .

There are very significant legal prob-
lems with this resolution.:

As you will reeall the original resolu-
tion establishing the Select Committee
last year provided that the committee
would have the authority to conduct its
investigation only within the United
States and our territories. . .

The language of House Resolution 223,
however, would that the Select
Committee hold in' “any
other country.” And suthorizes the
lect committee—

be to defeat this proposal before it votes
a possible international incident into
being. ‘

Mr. BOLLING. Mr, Speaker, I move the
previous question on the resolution. .

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques-
tion is on the resolution. '

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. BAUMAN., Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays. .

- The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays 164,
answered “present” 1, not voting 29, as
follows: -

[Roll No. 14)
YEAS—237
Addabbo Ashley Blanchard
Akaka . AuCoin Blouin
Alexander Badillo
Ambro Baldus and
Ammerman  Baugus Bolling
Anderson, Beard, R.I.

Calif. Bedell Bowen
Anderson, Ill. Beilenson Brademas
Andrews, N.C. Benjamin Breaux
Annunefo Blagsl : fe

Brooks, .Helte “Preyer .
iroy! B::._gnm Pritchard -
Buchadan H n Rahall
Burke, Calif. Boward Range!
Burke, Mass. Hughes Reouss- .
~Buriisom, Mo. ~Ichord Richmond

Burton, John Jeffords Rinaldo

‘Burton, Phillip Jenrette.

continued on page 13
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