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by ad2ing .mn pnpupb (!) the following
pew pAragraph

“({3) Under tu autborty af subsection
{a) (1) (B) (1), the Becretary shall provide for
demonstrauon projects, in at least three
States and at least one of which is located
in & rural sres, which relate to the provision
of preventive healtk aervices (including
basic bealth screening, referral. snd bealth
education) to the elderly throughout the
State through tulveling health care practi-
tiopers (oiber than physicians, but include-
ing public health nurses) who provide such
services in or through different public and
private nonprofit facllities (including
churches, schools, and senior citizen oen-
ters). The Secretary shall report to Congress
on :he results of such demonstration proj-
ects not 1ater than three years after the date
of the enactment of this parsgraph.”e®

UNAUTHORIZED EXAMINATION OF
SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSAS-
SINATIONS MATERIALS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Ohio (Mr. STox=zs) is recog-
nized for 30 minutes.

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Bpesaker, recent
newspaper and other media accounts
have carried the story that materials in
the possession of the former Select Com-
mittee on Assassinations were examined
in an unauthorized fashion last summer.
2s the former chairman of the select
committee, I am making these remarks

-~ to report to my colieagues the facts of

the matter.

The Select Committee on Assassina-
tions faced an important ard complex
task. The House mandated the commit-
te- to look into the facts and circum-
stances surrounding the deaths of two
of our Nation's greatest leaders, Presi-
dent John P. Kennedy and Dr. Mart.in

. Luther King, Jr.

Death is not a pleasant subject, and
its details ean be gruesome. One of the
least pleasant of the tasks that faced the
committee was the examination of the
photographs made during the autopsies
of these two men Angone who knew
them in life would be disturbed viewing
their photographs in death. -

The photographs that were made in
connection with the autopsies of Presi-
dent Kennedy and Dr. King have never
been made public. Good taste dictates
that they never be. The Warren Com-
mission that examined President Ken-
nedy's death in 1964 did not publish
them, and the select committee’s”final
report on the deaths of President Ken-
nedy and Dr. King will also not make the
photographs of either of them public.

Mr. Speaker, the Select Committee on
Assassinations took extraordinary care

- that the autopsy photographs were not

used in an unauthorized fashion.

There are segments of the press that
ars so lacking in good taste that they
might well have published them if they
could have obtained access to them. The
select committee made every effort to
employ only the most trustworthy per-
sons, but even then, only those with a
need to use the autopsy photographs in
their work were given access to them.

The autopsy materials were kept in a
separate safe in the security room of
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comimittes's classifisd files were kept in
the same room, but in separate safes. The
general files of the committee were
housed in another area entirely. It was
necessary to0 sign in and out on a log-
book to secure access to classified files.
Access t0 the autopey materials could
only be secured by the persanal permis.
sion of the chief counsel given sepa-
rately every time access was sought.

Each notebook that contained a set of
the autopsy phographs was separately
numbered and the use of each book was
{;cegfded on a Jog every time it was exam-

In July of last year the staff of the se-
lect committee disc overed that a Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency employee had
obtained unauthorized access to the au-

~ topsy photogranhs of President Kennedy.
The staff made this discovery with the
assistance of the District of Columbia
Police, the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, and the Central Intelligency Agen-
cy. The facts are as follows:

A researcher on the Assassinations
Commtttee stafl secured permission of
the chief counsel to get access to the
Kennedy sutopsy materials. Access was
obtained in the morning. The materials
were taken from the safe, and the safe
door was closed but not locked. They were

- to be Used In another room by the com-
mittee’'s medical artist to prepare draw-
ings of the President’s wounds.

When he -returnéd later that day to
return the Photographs, he found that
the safe had been opened and another

notebook hdd been taken out of the safe. -

One photograph of the President that
was enclosed in a plastic cover had been
ripped out of the notebook and the
photograph taken out of its cover.

The chief counsel of the committee
was immediately notified and he ordered
the staff to undertake an investigation
to determine who had obtained unau-
thorized access to the materials. The fin-
gerprints of each member of the staff
who had authorized access to the safe

were matched ggainst fingerprints that -
were lifted from the books that had been -

removed from the safe, the plastic cov-

ers in the books, and the inside of the |

safe door. None of the staff fingerprinty
matched the lifted fingerprints. The fiy
gerprints of a Central Intelligente

Agency employes were then matchedfto
the lifted prints. :

The match,. was made by the Distyict
of Columbia Police and double cheqgk

-and the committee is gratéful to
for their assistance.

To understand how the Central
ligence Agency employee obfained 8
to the safe it is necessary to unde
the role he played with the co
The select commitiee had access ai the
Central Intelligence Agency to \the
agency's classified files. Notes were taken
by the staff on the flles Those nNORE
were brought by an agency courier ui
der seal to a special area in the commit-
tee's offices where they wera locked in a

~»

“full and truthful confession by

only be opened in the presence of the:&
Agency employee and a staff member. If
it was necessary to use the Agency notes 3
in connection with a regular file of the 3§
committee, the regular file was brought -@y
to the special area. If it was necessary to
use the committee’s classified files in cont 5
nection with the staff notes either the;
classified fiie would be brought to theZ

brought to the classified files in the"
security room. *Che Agency employee al-™
ways accompanied the staff notes if they

the Agency employee was not authorized’
to be out of the speclel area unless he was.“z
accompanied by a staff member. He was .
pot authorized to have access to the”:
autopsy materials.

When the Agency employee’s finger~
prints were matched to the lifted finger- .
prints, permission was obtalned from the
Agency tointerview the Agency employee.
The employee's perrmission was obtained
to record the interview. The emplosee
denied having access to the autopsy ma--
terials when he was interviewed on one
day. He was then interviewead a second
time on & succeeding day. He did not
admit any wrongdoing. He refuse.l to ke
4nterviewed any more.

The Central Intelligence Agenc, con-
ducted an investigation of the matter.
Its investigation began sfter the com-
mittee asked permission to talk to the
employee and befare the committee
brought the details of the unauthorized
action, including the ﬁngerprints to the
Agency’s attention. The Agency's investi-
gation included interviews and the use of
photographs.

Additional photographs were taken -
after the details of the committee’s in- .
vestigation were brought to the atien-
ittes was
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'I'he committee staff members who
conducted the investigation are satisfied
that there was no evidence uncovered
that the Agenc e employee
to obtain access to the autopsT materials.
They also belleve on the besis of what

they know that the Agency did g dj-
rect the activity of the Agency empioyee
this regard, The Agency employees
who conducted the Agency's investiga-
tion are satisfed that the motive for
obtaining unauthorized access was mere
curiosity. The committee staff members
are not satisfied that the motive has
been established; they believe mere cu-
riosity is not consistent with the finger-
print evidence. But in the absence otfh a
e
Agency employee or the others, if any,
who were in league with him—or sub-
stantial new evidence all recognize thst /-
the matter of motive cannot be ulti
mately resolved.






