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Z=reh 80, 1969

*“ro ¥ill Wilsom, Asst Adty
Generel, Criminsl “1vision
Depsrtment of Justice
Weshington, D,C. {AS4m Mr. Corl ¥. Belcher)

Desr sir,

B 1t is not from my letters to the Yspartment of Justice, to waich, to
dste, there hss mever bes:gp mesningful response, thet Jow esn say "it is plain
‘that further exehangs of correspondenes...will serve no usefal purpose”. ‘nts
i# your policy determinetion. It 18 consistent with th. refusal of your agoney
33 mele meaningful response, If you wil: resd %he lost two letters so wkich youras
of March 26 is suppo sedly sddressed, you #ill fing thies {s true, I dseply regret
~Ahis, for it 1s this oftelel blininess, this continuing mortgaging to the error
‘of! the paet, thet will hound Jou people rersocnslly and be en unending amd
,l@h.eosury problem and emmeyence to th- edministretion of whieh you ore pars,

Ll I begir with the assunption of homesty on your pert. I therefore sey you

.89m-0t poseitly heve resd my books of that rether extendive ( snd I believe
wrong and immorsl) federel espionage on my publid eppesrznces and sey, 8s you

~48 4in your secend paregrsph, thet nothing will make me "eortain thet the element

'of polities played B0 sole ia the investigstion of the asssssinstion of Presi-

 -dent Kennedy or tue formuletion 2ux of the guidelines for the relesse™ of the

. Tiles. You msy heve pead FEI psrephrases. ‘rem my own by new lerge study of

' $housends of thess, I can conceive they oould leed you %o $hi- misapprebension,
t is the professionmal inconpetenss of these Tepb¥hs thet 13 o major csuse of

the existing problem end sftuation. I sm prepered to prove this st your eone

- Vemlenos, If there is enything I sey thst you do not bdelieve, I invite your

' ehaMlenge and with easch instence mske the meme offer of proof 8% your con-~
Venience., i hope this i3 en offer you sccept.

it 1¢ not with the formmletion of the guidelines that I cuarrel but
With their interpretasicn end spplicaticn, For sxemple, sny time you wamt I will
meke 3 case for you that mush So- mach that ehould not heve been relessed
bes been, with the result thst people were noedlessly desmaged. All of this
of which 1 have knowledge is consistent, falls into s single pettera. I imow
©I BO cese rhere the daneged person was not either "liderel” or not attreotive
%o the FBI agents. Un the other hend, whet cemnot pro erly be suppressed hag
been, I osn ond on jour request will put im your hsnd semples, for in some cases,

88 careful regging;gfsoEsleyjons vehewdd T3¢ ialklahdqn!l!WPio&‘bh’bt
S EpEaaseds, ny request for the spectrogrephic anslysis of the bulls ¢ and
fregments of buliet seid %> heve been used in the 2ssagsinetion, nor have you
$01d me why this hes been denied me, I Rove ssiked for this with seme regulare
1ty for close to three yeers. The only response hed beem sn FBI falsshond, You
know and I recently slludec o it, thet %r. Vinson told me 8 revier ws: underway
end I woulc soon heer sbout one recuest. Yet about this, teo, when I made {n-
quiry, you wer eilent. ‘eny more examples ere eveileble if vou want them, but
I think y-u should by now underst:nd tust in sidressing youreelf ¢~ tha ¥ formu-



letion of the guidlines” you et best seek to eveds my complaint,

In the sense in which you use the word, thers is no wawrens for
ssying 1 believe "pdditics” played & "role in the investigasion of the
assassinatién”. I do not nov end never aid believe this was a Republicen
or s Jemocrat metter, nor eanm I recsll ever having said enything thet ocould
be Sortured into sug:esting this. However, in she selection snd sppointment
of the msmbers of the Cemmission, there was & politicel genius. I have worked
for several branches of the govermment and lived clesge %0 it for 38 years., I
recall no single insteace in which any edninistration ever appointed e ms jorisy
of five of seven members of sny bedy from the minori%y perty, One of the things
this achieved 13 obvicus: the present Fepudliocen sdministration is that of

~ #he overwhelming ma jority of the members of the 7arrem Commission. You thereby

b

are saddled with the responsibility of the precegliing sdministretion, of the
other pdliticel perty. inyeme in authority todey who might consider loocking
[Ante poszitle error by the Terren Commission is immediately confronted with

\_= ‘the considerstiom %het acknovledging such error will be to assume politiesl

vi

l

responsibility for it. While I do not expset you to pay attemtion te me er
%o glve serious, meture thought to what I tell you, 1 nonetheless tell you
YXhet for a short while you do bave a period of grece in Mich this will net
De true, through the unintended kindness of former Attorney Jemersy Clark,
Thereefter you, by your silease, by your refusel to d¢ whes impartial resding
'0f what you now have requires of you, you assume Pesponaidilisy for what he

- ‘has done, His trensgressions will become yours To the degree I can, I will

s8¢ tc this, for it 1s my obligation as o e tisen,

Eech one of yeu in suthority is the ceptiwe of him upoR whem you
depend for ‘mowledge and advice, Each ef you, as you undoubtedly believe you
may properly, takes on faith whet is given him, whket he §s %o0ld, If I scke

dge there is too much I do mot know, I also ineist + kmow of no cese in
Which snyone in suthority ever sought ecompetent,outside knowledge end edviece.
I cen-ot conceive of this baving happsned withous Ry kicwledge, for thers esre
very fewp indeed, from whom such counsel oould be eought. Whether you believe
me or not, it eannot be dome without my knewledge, Mot Nonsstly. But what
happens 1f you sre, for whatever Purpose, with whstever motive or lack of
motive, misinformed? Do you sxpeet those who msy have been responsible for
the error of the pset $o loudly proolaim that today? And on such e subject?

You see, I hove mever delievel there wes the momster conspirscy my
opposition slleges inside the govermmens, I Lave elways theught snd still
think much 1f not most of this esn be ex: sined by thes normel workings of
bureaucrscy, snd I have oftea said this, whether or no% it is in the materisl
aveilsble to you, However, the mors time passes, the les= credible this will
become. In the future, these errors will not be susceptible of such explsnation,
(nd 1f ycu perchsnece think I sm parenoid in ssying there hes beem federsl
esphorage on me, I will put copies of {t in your hand, )

I directly challenge $our setslly errcnsous ststement, "the sub-
stantiel co rectuess of the Commission's Report remsins unimpeached by any
recent developments”. This chollenge is so direet I ao ot even =suggest you
7111 huvs %0 make " further investigstion” that "would serve to eliminate the
doubts” I huve, ind I dare you to accept my chsllenge. I will restrict myself
%> one aarrow point, sil the evidence oz zuich is in your possession, How, 1t
the govermmsnt would like to prove or to setisfy {isslf that I am some kind of



%46rd nut or that my resesreh is ineomplete or undependsble or m:crely thet I
sm wrong, here i: your chenge. In sdvence I wern you that in selecting this
single point i hsve selected one oo which I will cenfrond you with whet I
regard ss e case of perjury end its subornstien.

Froa the experiences I have had, I am not encouraged to trust the
government. Let I do, very much, want s dialogie on this subjeet. I do reslize
that everyone is not dishomest, Sthet most of you who sit in judgemens on the
faet think you !Imew, thimk you heve been bonestly info o I slso realize tugt
not & single ome of you hes or cculd have taken the time * hsve devoted $o this,
And I heppen ‘o believe that to comsider the government ¢ uld hsve mede 30

= Tmous an error recuires an inordinate amount of courage of snyone in amthority,
;; perbeps the risk of his earesr snd future. It 1s for this ressen that 1 say I
'\ have selested 2 single podnt I regard sa pivotal{ There are meny, all eemtrsl.
., £f you accept my challenge und sre not persuaded, but if I am convinced you ape
\_sincere, I will sheresfter take others, ons by one, until you ares setified or
4 am $het you have no imtention of belng satisfied,

N I egree with your statemsnt that for FEI sgents tc slsnder me would
i }b. a viclstion of Decartment p8licy. I can omly %81l you that 1t hes been
/| teported to me. I do not expeet you could sver be setisfied on this point, for
' eu would hsve tc accept Shs denirls of the sgents that they d8d. I wes sware
(i 0f this when I wrote. Even though I knew there could never bs o cortein deter-
"—hinstion ( end I heve pursusd it mo farther), I felg obliged to fnform yom,
precisely beccuse it is the kiand of thing mo responsidle govermment would
~—yant to heppen, If agents did this, I would elsc presume 1%t we: mot on the
' instructicne ¢f the Director and I would no% expect them to confess it to him.
Witk much of what you ssy of the confession of perjury by lean
Andrews I sgree. ‘ou do mot ssy enough, however. I em in heerty egresment
thet there should be no federasl intrusien into State proceedings, I wiash I
coulé ssy thie had bean the poliey of your Uepertmsnt in the reeent past.
Desn ;Jurews is a friend of mine. I am genuinely sorry for the plight in whieh
he finae hinself. Ye have hsd a number of long conversatioms over the pest
. severel years. It is my bellef thet the grestest harm of his confessed per-
. Jury was tc the fedsrul proceeding. I do not by eny meams sugcest that what
. b confessed in New Orleans is the totel inedequaecy of his federsl testimony.
- It was quite important in the delibderstions and conclusions of the Commissien,
Nor do I sugiest that it was spontanecus. I &m in possession of proof thet it
was no%. ‘his mey or may not hsve oceurred t» you, msy or mey net figure in
your own deliberstions. For w=hat it may be worth, ! repcrt it to you, It may
well complicate things for you. I do suggsest that 4{f the Department of Juastice
does nothing about it the mrtter mey mot drop there. And I also sugpest that
in the total picture, this and other inddegquacies of the New Orleans investi-
getions may udtimstely be more of sn embarresament to the government that now
mey ppear likely or than the numerous lawyers you had cbserving the irial
may hsve been sble tc detect or report to yocu., They, regardleas of competence,
- are limited by whet waz pressnted in court snd by the state ol itheir owm
knowl-dge. Newspaper accountsog my presence at the trial are in errcr. L1 left
“ew Yrlesns durin = the jury selection end have not returred., ¥y own knowleige
of the proceedings is limited to wnast c¢ppesred in the pupers and wheot was
reported t~ me by friends in the press. But my knowledige of fset is net by

sny meuns limited to whst wss presented in court.
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You¥ could uot bs more right then you are in seying that J intend to
pursue this. #hst I have slready done has been finsnelslly ruinous #nd that has
not deterred me. If y u huve followed my published work casrefully, you have but
little indication of whst I have now learmed, believe I have estsblished. Amd
Jou ere correet in saying $hat the "relesse of edditdonel meterisls in the files"
will be helpful to my work, “hat you do not sppesr to understand is that this
does not have the significance you upll, for there can be no mstertal in the
files the§ cap in eany way destroy what * hove already esteblished, Un%il this
fs understord by the government, it will not unders:and tke stake each and
every emrloyee of whatever rsank hss in this, nor gau these maployeee understsnd
et tals cer meen to the present administration end the :residens, in the

;/f/bimmdiate future or iu the historiesl record.

t
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1 take you ot fece velue when you say "we vill welcaome receipt of”

; By views :nd " we seek, os you do to serve the best interests naticn
on this greve aubJoet.LIMWjﬁg of my o8 Lafth ‘ead I
-&ive you ihe aportuniy of sho¥lng me yOUrBy I -ek for direct cnswer to the

cuestidne  have ralsed sni for thoss dvcumEnts I huve sought thew, I believe,

.cannot properly be deuied me, In edditicn t2&5 that reflected in my letters

to your Department, ome in particular of those meny denied me by the govwrmmens
I oall to your sttention. In ths penel report clleged to be on the autopey
there is refsrence to an April 1948 memorsndum of tresnsfer. I reguested this
io Jenuary, with the edditionsl request thet 1f 1t were not given me sn ex-

~ plenstion Le given in wiiting. I wos then sn S O0 ¢ nuider of s.basquent

occasions assured this w-uld bs fortheouing., It tms not hippened, I beliswe

== -%his 1= entirely indefen=idle. ¥hile there mey be foctors of which ¢+ know

..¢endor tast I hove every reason to believs I know shat thie manorandum is

Rothing thet might properly deay me this document, I csn conceive of ne ‘good
" Pezson for the delay in response, for * huve w¥tten many times, or for what
BO¥ amounts to the refussl to tell =a "y 1t 12 denied me. And I 3ell you in

~8nd seys. ~lso, I soull lie tc¢ hove xerox copies of or be sbls to dorrow

- several iranscripis of testimony, that of the afternoon procesding in Judge
¥elleck's court 4n 7ashington, the dey testimony wes presentad by the j
Pleintiff (wvith coples of the effidavits offered by the goverrmen3 znd €f ‘
1ts subsequent motions), end that of FOI Agents Sheneyfelt u=nd Frezlier znd
Colonel finck in New Orleens.

S

If we can establish a besie of mutusl trust, there is great poten-
tisl for much yood. For my pert I ask bu‘ two thinks: complete rospect for
eny confidences ( for I hrve was* for me is on enommous investment in my =ork)
and thet, shether or not I am belioved, ! be listened to with on open mind.

I Ao hope we cen schiewe this,

Sincersly,

Harcld "ciabarg



