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Route 8, Frederick, ld. 21701
5/16/73

Mr. John Shattuck

Arperican Civil liberiies Union
22 I 40 St.,

New York, WeX. 10016

Dear kr. Shattuck,

It was kkdnd of you to take the time from a busy day to sec me last week when I
was in lew York, This is the letter for which you then asked,

Federal interest in me, which I regard as improper, and interference with my right
to privacy and my First Amendment rights go back %o 1959-40 and seem in each case to be
related to my writing. Some of what follows will be for background only. I will try to
separate what I can now prove from suspicion, and I will try to indicate the proof that
should be available where 1 do not have it in hand.

I do have proof of surveillance on my public appearances as a writer by the CIA.

My files for the period before World War II are boxed and are incomplete. I put
them in storage when I entered the Army. Thereafter they were decimated when representdtives
of The Hollywood Ten, if you remember that cmse, came to me for help when they were before
the old Dies Vommittee. What they borrowed and never returned included moat of the research
for a book on the Dies Comiittee. Edward Dmytryk is the one of the Ten who came to my
home. With him was a man who had been on the Senate comuittee for which I had been an
investigntor and editor, the so-called Civil Liberties Committee.

When my work for this committee ended, as a result of Iy association with the late
Gardner Jackson, Juckson and I were working on a project for one of the Harshall Founde
ations, one of Bob Marshall's, a study of the Dies Comrdtiee, I planned a book on ite
Our work wao quite open. My investigations could no: have been less clandestine, I had
three typists copying the Dies Committee's expense records in the office of %he Clerk
of the liouse of Representatives. This, in fact, seems to have been what saved Jackson
and me from the entrapment that followed.

During this period, which began toward the cnd of 1959, the Dies group got a law
passed that was aimed at us. I believe it is still on the law books. It is styled as
something about interfering with the processes of a Congressional commitiee. An effort
was made to indict Jackson and me under this law. This was the entrapment. One David
Dubois layne had been fed to Jackson, who turned him over to me. Hayne gave me his files.

had actually been the Washington representative of one of tue early native fascist
butfita, the Silver Shirts. Included in these files were several things of interest. One
part allegedly related to an association between Dies and the Silver “hirts, about these
documents I had doubts, aoIgotilaymtouecuteaneffidaﬁtcerﬁ.ﬁingto their
authenticity. another part referred to a conspiracy to overthro. the government. This
involved a faseist-minded Congressman, “horkelson, the Silver “hirts and the man I think
was then chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff or a similar position, General Halin Craig,

This was before the days of xeroxes. Before glving these files to the FBI, which I
did, and fearing that the FBI would not return them all fit didn't), I let another writer,
a specialist in such matters John &, Spivack, make copies of the conspiracy pages. I think
he used them in writing for some small, probably left-wing, magazine. He used to live in

Bawck’s Cc'nmty. Pae, if these things interest you. I still have what the coumittee and the
FBI didn t keope

Jespite my apurchensions, Congressman Frank Hook used the parts relating to Dies in
aspaachagainstﬂmcmtm.Jueksmdenmmuedbefomanm.Imﬂm
a brash ldd. When I saw the way things were going I fought with the prosecutors and took
the grand jury avay from them. “t, that is, the grand Jury, refused to indict Jackson and
me. I was able to force an indictment of Mayne, and I had the proof from the records of the
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Clerk of the liouse that he was in Dies® pay when he executed what it later turned out
were forgeries. Because he was in Dies pay and because 1 hod gotten hin to swear to the
authenticity of the forgeries, Dies had to come to his rescue. He arranged a denl for a
two year suspended sentence Lor his own agent. I believe this ic the only conviction of
such an agent,

Before sidpping to the present, let ne note several things, in the event they interest
you or others. I have much more in my files or that entire affair and on the committee,
One of the prosecutors wound up with so much respect for me that on the q.t. he gave me
some of the grand jury minutes he said I could later use for my protection. I believe the
committee has never published my testimony. The conditions under which they took it would

 not be credited in a navel, It was still too destructive of the committee,

Although I regard it as irrelevant to my rights, I have never been a Comrumist and
Jackson was aluost psychopathologically anti-Communist. lic was a friend of Hoger Baldwin
and othersthen in the ACLU,

After this I returned %o writing. Having had no subsidy and gone into debt to deo
the work, I had to lay the Dies book aside for immediate income. Fear of this “past"
limited the markets open to me. Howewver, I was able to do what I think was the definitive
work on Hazi cartels and all they entailed, including espdonsge. I vorked closely with
the anti-trust division ol the Depariment of Jusiice, giving it the results of ny worite
The late Thurman Arnold was then its heed. A Washington la.yer, Joe Horkin, may still
remeuber part of this. This was before we were in vorld War II, Borkin was then an
agsistant %o Arnold. I was glso during this period what today would be ealled an une
registered agent of British intelligence. I gave it also what I developed sbout Nazi
activities. My exposures of powerful corporations resulted in enother secret House
hearing vhere again my testimony was never published. This time it was the Patents
coumnittee. ilthough following my work some of these corporations were vested by the
#overnment, before that happened they were powerful enough to bring pressures to bear on
the owner of the magazine for which I did most of this writing, Wolter Annemberg, now
Nixon's ambassador to England, and I was again unemployeds I then free-lanced, doing
similar, anti-fascist writing until I became a soldier.

With this background, I wound up in 0.5.85., which rehired me as a civilien after
medical discharge from the Army. I was in the part of 0.5.5.tliat was trensferred to the
State Depertment. And there, eventually, I was one of the ten who were the first fired
under the HeCarran rider, which required that no hearing be given, no reasors for firing
being needed. This was, ectually, a pogrom. 4}l the others were ivory tower types. I
organize. us to fight back und arranged for the Arnold law firm to represept us, without
fee, All three senior partners \the other two were Paul Porter and iAbe Fortas) smmbadk
helped, but most of the work was dens by Hilton Freedman. We wersz rehired mnd allowed to
resign, for those days a considerable victorye. To this day, however, I have not received
my back pays. e were never told our rights, I did not kuow they included back pay, and
when I learned of it recently and started correspondence with the State Department about
this, they became unresponsive, My letter of Harch 19, 1973, is unanswered,

Because our numes wers leaked to the old Washington ‘imes-lerald, which made a big
deal of it, employment was not easy. Finally I went to work as news and special-cvents
director of Washington's good-music station, then managed by the man who had been the
Annenberg editor for whom I had worked. Although my work there, as earlier everywhere,
was more than psatisfactory,:it ended, abruptly, with the visit of an agent of the iouse
Unimerican committee. This man remembered his painful Annenberg experience, knew where
kis license came from, and bocame a Hepublican, later heading Egrhesds for Eisenhower!

These expericnces led me to become a farmer. Our poultry cperation, which became
world famous, was ruined by low-flying military helicopters, increcible as it may soeme
Trds led to successful (and pmoedant? litigation agrinat the military and my return to
writing. I have just learned that the Adr Force has come kind of secret file on me, not
comnected with tiis litigations I have the code identification of this file and am seelding
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it by orthodox means. If all of tids aeecns a bift parsnoid, it io all recorded in the
rogular and poultry press and court recordse iy wife sl I, aetually, weio poultry
zelebrities, We won every pmize in poultyy, from raising to cocidng.

Beoause of ny investigntive and intelligence experiences, although 1 was engaged
in other yriting when President Kemmedy was assasainated, I turned to ite. i wrote and
finally Lol 4o publish myself the firat book critdeal of the Varren Comuission. Thers
is wide misunderstanding of this and all my work on that assessination. I alone focus
on the ¥3I aixl to a losser degree, the CIA. I consider that I am the closest thing

Earl Hamn han to a defender and believe those unthinking friends of hiz with their
three-nonkeys aporoach nay make him a villain in hdstory. leither my writing nor I seck
‘to make right of wrong, fact of error. The Couwission's Yeport is tragfcally wrong. Zut
it belongs in & contest that in uy opinion ne other vriter has given ite The FII and the
CIA secu to Le alone in understanding thise Thev have ne tronble distimgpudishing belweon
irresponsible speculation aul chattor and solid investipation and analysis and wriwing
that las stoud thu oot of time. Foreover, it iz my first book thatm says of Uswald's
career that it can be explained only by casting him in an intelligence role. oy sube=
sequent wrdting and investigations, none secvet to federal agencies, carries this for-
vurd. ‘y second book lays a deliberate cover-up to federal agencies, explicitly in the
titles My taird says that o case can he made for an Oswald-CIA relationship, again
explicitiy iu the %tles My fourth tokes one sspeet of how the FHL in particular
withheld esscniial evidenca from the Commission (photographs) and by means of extensive
facsimile reproduction of suppressod FBI reports documents this peyond question. iy buook
on the oing assasaingtion, uhish ngain focuses on the FBI, includes the results of wy
first Frecdon of Inforuetion sudt agninat the Department of Justice. In it + prove
perjury sbout the most gasential evidence and its subormation and show how the evidence
was manufactured and deliberately wierepresented, all by the F3I, fou are avars of the
case i1 which I recently prevaiied before the court of apy o It has the spocks
clixbing the wallse And ao I told you, 1 an Ray's .ﬁw&.ti;ﬂ:or and py investigations are
the basis for his appeals, widch have been written Gy Yim Lesar, a young lawyer working
with Bud FPenoterwald,.

When Charles "aac" tuthiss, thon a Congrestman, veed the manuscript of my first
book in 1965 he tried to help me in various woys, in the VYengress and with publication,
and could note I then did not credit his beliof that when I walked out of a publisher's
office a federsl agent walked ine If I still do noi believe this happened, there iz less
reagon to consider it impossible and ovents soon showed that somsihdng like it was afoots
dhen nobody kmew I was away or when I was ju distent parts of the country, ry wife woudd
get thinly-disguived ilwreats by phone. I also got thems I toped one, o 2:%0 adie eall in
which the sound-%rack of the movie Shane was played to nee This required a bit of pre-
paration. Lot everyone has such a sound-track, such an apaopriats one. On numerous
oceasions mnidentilied wen were spotted in my anwdiences, taping what I said clandesiinely
when there was no apparent reason for not doinmg it openly. One of thesa occagions was a
speech I made at the “niversity of “innesota at “dnneapolis, in mid-='ay 1908, fr tomie
was the integrity ol our society. I dealt uiin such thiogs as the in 1;-* foreroe with oy
mail and the subject of the assassinmiions. ihen I took a pline thal nizht ny hoosese
was intercepted. It wound up in a city to winch thai airline doea not g£o. J-‘vy the time I
Finally got it back, every piece of paper, cven folders of matches, was wmiscing. A brand
aow typeuriter, so new it had the original ribuon in it, was fixed so it would not woric,
The case was mu;erutdn.d but internal destruction was such it could tot be an accicent.
Svory major part of the freme was broken, Huch the same hapoened to an also new tape
recordler, ukdcl wau fixew so that it &id not record. Thene were tuo indispensible tocls
for the investigations I planned in New Urlesns after thai speech. A similar event ccourred
when I lefi Dallas later that year. In both czses the sirline agents who returned my
intercepted lusmpge told we they did not veliave the acvounts given thom. I hute ne
evidence bearing on who did these things, of courses. Those ulio could have hod on interest
geum %o be limited to federal agentse There are witnesses to the facts only.
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Before I ;zet th the cases where I do have evidence, let me explain some of this
business with my mail, Vhen we produced my second book, to save time whem we got orders
for both we addressed one, putting both in strong envelopes of the correct size, tied
both together gecurely, and mailed them togather. This was much less of a burden than
melcing carBiboard packages. In almost every case we got complaints that the unaddressed
second package was not attached. 1 complained to the post office, was visited by an
inspoctor n-med Cheesem, and he made an investigation. He reported finding not a single
copy of the sccond book and no record of any one that had been separated or found. He
also said that regulations require the saving and selling as scrap paper of all such
maddressed parcels of paper. However this was accomplished, and I think it would heve
been imposcible except close to the mailing point or in Washington, it was a very

-successful harrassment and for us a considerable cost and waste of time,

in early 1967, during the winter months, in January or February, when I was
represented by an agent, he made a handshake deal with Dell for my OSWALD I¥ NEW
URLEANS, then aluost completeds The time coincided with the first public attention to
Jim Garrison, There was to huve been a $35,000advance and the only grounds for rejection
was libels Hy work then published was best-selling. Dell thereafter reprinted ny second
book and at least a fourth, possibly and third and a fourt, reprint of my first book.
The fourth was ia April of that yeare In early April I mailed the ribbon copy of the
wanuseript, soms 600 bond pages, to the agente Lbout 10 days later he phoned %o esk where
the hell it mns and to complaip that we had $35,000 riding on it. I gave him the number
nntlwraeoiptforinauram:a.Eapimodhack‘boawthatachackofalltheﬁew.‘;‘oﬂc
area post offices disclosed it was not at any. He asked for a carbon and I was forced
to send him the one I had for my Italian publisher, Feltrinelli., I mailed it registered
and from a washington post ofiice to which I had ncver before been. After he got it and
it became known that he got it, the ribbon copy was delivered to him. Ian lcDonald,
still in Wa:shington and then correspondent for The Pimes of London, wanted to read the
manuscript. From his office phone we phoned the agent and asked that he send the riblon
copy to Ian. When it failed to reach hinm in three wecks, Ian asked the post pffice in
Washington for a check and I asked the agent to have one made in New York. The agent
then told me that because of this history, when he mailed it he dropped it in a box he
had never used before., He also mailed about eisht other manuseripts at the same time
and to that date none had been delivered. Three weeks later I received a packasge fronm
the postmaster in Washington, It contained the ribbon copy, cach page in perfect cone
dition, There was a note explaining that it had been received in Washington without a
wrapper and was being sent to an address discovered inside. Now it had been wrapped in
strong kraft paper and then put inside a strong manila envelope. It is difficult to
imagine that there could be such nommal hard handling as to remove both wrappings
and pet not damage a single one of the 600 shetts of paper. And the address to which
it was sent included what was pot inside. Ur, the inside address was not the one used,
I have pictures of this, the package and the note. If the agent is still an agent, I
doubt he would testify. “e'd never place anothor book, at leact not with Dell, Ian
would, I am sure. It is probably irrelevant, but disclosures since we met show that
the correspondent of his compamion paper, the Sunday Times, was wiretapped by the
governuent, ind Ian's then superior, now American editor in London, was apparently
worldng on a book critical of United States policies.

“ublishing can be so crooked what I will now report may also not be relevant.
“elldidmmthanbmkoutonthedeulforoﬁﬂmmﬂmomms.'rheychmtadmout
of what for me are large sums of money. I believe they crossed into mail fraud in
some of ite. That nothing happened in the four or five years a New York lawyer was sup=
posed to be doing something about this is, I am sure, only coincidence. He was dis-
barred and was ashemed to tell me. Another lawyer is now making the effort. I did not
learn of this untdl the week I saw you. One of the areas of crookedness is in the
fighting of a completely spurious suit filed by a revanchist, fascist (take this
literally) Cuben, the associate of the Watergaters. In writing Dell agroed to assume

a third of the cost, a magazine that reprinted a chapter another third, and they were
to charre a third t:: ne. Dell tonk all the costs from bovalties due me: innther hasa



to do with saleas and the count on which royalties are based. In an affidavit filed

%o get this suit thrown out of court Dell swore to a sale greater than they ever
accounted for in paying royaltiss. I also have a copy of the fourth reprint. Yo this

day, and it is now more than five years later, Jell has never accounted for this printing,

The chapter that led to this spurdiocus sult wes remingad by Sagae It is the one that
says Osuald had intelligence funciions, It deals with his @ubsn conacctions. I carsied
this further in subsequent writings, two books published afid another on which I am
worldng,

In Hay of 1965, before I could get the Tirst book printed, I had what I thought was
a deal with The Saturday HEvening Post. The editor wanted to deal uith mc through an

 agent, I then had none. de sent me first to Sterling Lord, who would not touch the subject,

and then to lax Wilkinson. Wilkinoon expressed oxeitement over this Yook and its POS-
sibilities and enother, one on which I had beun wosldng that I'd laid aside to do this
ong, lie aaid the socond would make a movie. iftor Wilkinson read tho manusceript, he
phoned me fo say he liked it and Tor a letier sutherizing hin to reprosant ite
Within a short time he wrote to re no longer was a deal with the Poste. I cucleso a
copye. “he reason given is fictitious. liot only was chapler use in mind when I put

the book together - and several could stand entirely alone - bui onc was reprinted by
Sagn, without the change of a words. Shortly thececafter he returaed the manuseript and
lost his interest in the beok with the mobie potuniial. I enclose this leiter also. e
vas a magazine cditor, as was his late partuer. snd the book became & bost-sellor. At
the tine I figured this was mercly another ol the sirange judgenents I had gotten or
of the odd experiences I had hade Mot until E, Ho.ard dunt surfaced ia what is called
The Watorgate did this make sense. Hunt had scveral cover addresses while ho was still
officially with the CIi. One of those is that of this agancys. I have this from vho's
#ho and Contemporary Authorne le also guve as a Yushington sddress a non~oxistons
“ashington office of this agencys I have traced that out and kuow it was auothor CLa
cover address. lle had o home, of course, and could have given that address. The CIA
also has post office boxes, but he #led nonc of these, I huve all the reXovant Pages

of Who's Who and of Contemporary Authors and a tracing of the Yashington address. Tt
also is part of the Watergate story, if it has not yot been publisheds As I told you,

I pland to write about this and want no public use made unless and until necegsary.

I have no reluctmnce in %clling you about it if you'd like tu knowe I think it rel.tes to
what may be wmore scandalous and more eriminal than what has been publiched, What little
investigation thin requires can be accomplishod, I think, bx depositions or inierrogatories,
I kmow the nawes and enough of the sasts. One of the churacters, aside from liunt, has
elready been deposed in a current- civil suite He appears to be a pal of iiixon's, tooe

About eably 1968, I began to hear from a young man then a stranger who reported
survelllance on my public appearances by him and for the CIA, His neme is Russ Trunzoe
He and his wife were here this past Satwday. He then rerdnded me that I have what I
had forgotten when you and I spoke of this, more dotadls in lettera from him and tape
recomiings of our phone conversations. Russ has beedand is now agnin a reporter. He was
then worlding for Radio & TV Reports. Their surveillance £6§ mo was done for an ms-yet
unexposed UIA front ealling itself Public Affairs Staff. When luss began to got a belly
full of this kind of thing he tape recorded a conversation between himself in Chicago and
the national manager, Peul Ingresell, in dashdngton. Russ transcribed this for me end I
have the transeript. The conversation was on January 24, 1968, Ruas gaid,"the C.1.8.'s
old neminis, Fre Harold Weisberg, is coming to “hicago next Friday."Poul's response was,
"Ohy what fun!" There was other conversation about me and oy books, during which Paul
said when aglked if the CLi would be interested in surveillance, "I will toll thom about
ite It is quite likely that they will be. He gecms to be bothering them," le auplified
this to say that iy fouwrth bock, which I had been discussing to his lmowledge, which is
to say he mew by surveillance,"has all kinds of stuff in it." Rugs said,"so I will keep
an eye on Mr. Welsberg here" and Paul said,"Uikay, and I will let them lmowe" Russ then
disclosed evidence of earlier surveillance on mo, in cn accurate sccount of what "ho

manniir dnag,



So, Russ taped my public appearances, sent transcripts to the CIi throuch its
Public Affairs Staff, and kept copics for me. ‘e also has given me tills wn' checke in
payment plus other trauscripts on wideh the sums due are notec. I thus have the names
of three people at Publis aAfrairs $tafi, the location of thelr bank sccount, samples
of handwritings, and the post oifice box used as & retwmn wddress. One envelopexis an
original, Public Alfairs Stafl’ bas no phone listing

With the nprearance of my book on the King nssassination, I phoned “ngersoll and
taped that convorsation, my end in the presence of lesar. Ingernoll them said nf
and the CIA vhat may be as exa gerated as the "ol d ner@sts" phrose, that I hold “the

- all=time track record" for their interest.

It way be no more than another coincidence, but going back %o the Lifmuer & Wilkinson
agency, there is a littauer I;_‘omdat!.on that was part of the ilational Student Association
scandnle To the degree I can, I aa trying to follow this through public sourcose

In the carlior period of Radio & TV Deports work for CIA =11 trenseripis were
forwarded fron the regional offics %o Ingersoll's predecessor in Washinghons They wore
then plcked up in person by an Ivy League type who had an attache case chained or
handcuffexr to his wrist!

There are other ovidencosof survaillencs on me. I have no proof of tapping of my
phone or bugsing, but I do kmow my home hes been entered in my sbsence, things have been
moved from where they had bean, and one of these involves the chenging of the setting
of the tape recorder I heve ept attoched to my phone {with the kmowledge of the phone
company and %h: local police) since that Shane threst. I can't think of paying for
an electronic sweepe Among the tangible cvidences of surveiliance is an unguarded
remark made by an Assistant United States Attorney in Washington to Bensterwald, whose
name appears in my FOL suits and who made court apnearances in two. This man quite
accurately told Fensterwnld when I had been to see him, The error was in saying that I
had seen Fsnstorwald in person. I had not and had not gone to his office to see himel
went to see Lesar and did. My vecollection is that it was to give him copies of FEI
reports on tn of the “uban Watergate figures. If there was a tap on Fensterwald's
phone or a bug in his offiee, it would not have disclosed my presence in the suite
of offfices. Tha mo st likely but not the only possible explanation is surveiliatce. 1
am aware that sn nccidental observation is possible,

Any i the activities weutionsd abova can bz and I tldnk were dusaging to ne
and wers illopal violaiions of my wights. Ky incuirics of the Justice Yepartment ond the
CIA never got meaningful rosponse. Atiommey Yeneral iitchell referred oy reporting of
unconfirmed FBI activities agudast us to Hocger, +ho to his doath did pob wale even
pro forma denisl, It is more thun twoe years since my FOI requent of the CIA was medics
It is unansworod. Thore ia no CLL surveillunce of wny kind thet is incame under 5 UeSeCe
552, Hy request was dated 4/12/71. I didn't even got the copy of lielms' specch for widch
I asked. iy lotter of 6/27/71, seat to belus u% Lanjgley, was rebwmed resked "addresnee
unknown", which secms iuprobable. When I Sock this ingo our locul post office and avked
why, the respoasc, in writing to it, suys very clearly that the post <ifice has snveral
addresses for the CIA and lists them. S0, I demanded delivery of that letter, it was
delivered, and uader pgstusrk of July 15, in an unidentdficd glvelope, I weceived a
copy of ir. Helus speech, kg FUI request remeins unanswered. I belicve this enables
a filing under FOI to accompany a suit and I know of no proper basis for derial. If it
is claimed tha% there wss no spweillance, I havemn nmoof there wase

In an efiort to do somebhing to deter this kina ol abuse, I filed or rather tovk to
postal inspectors what they themselves described as clear cases of uwil froude TiCy
selccted the first, telling me thai to aveid a cherge of mail fraud certain debed
evidence would hava to be produced. X have heerd nothing frem the postal suthoritios
m&g;i‘lhie includes not responding 1:3,: 2 number ofix letters. When my Senabor rade

b e cd to, ¢ r Ve 1o soined A that thdis evidenoe ai
L R L L o et S Sk e
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Here T s not alleging that the Post Cffice Dopartment has had me wder surveils
lanze and bhus denied ne my rghis, altheugh such a case can be wade outs dother do I
belicwve that it has dunied me the protectious of the law, doue thie in the interest
of other foleral anencios, wul thereby has dended me of othor rights. You can decide
for yoursell whether thers is nail frouds in Lesur's opindon there was. If the evidence
was deficiont, the post office never asited if I have asy other and when I wvoluntarily
supplind new avidenoae, thoy msade neither corment nor roasponse. “his was in my book on
the ¥in; assassingtion, ihich renlly poonz in én the FBI, Xlaindienst and Fickelshaus,
The court of apneals decision does not ze into it, but these parts on Klsdndierst and
Ruckalshaus were at least very embarrassing to the government. You may find an added
contoxt in a careful reading or Footnote 5 of that deeision, along with the Williams

‘affidavit, which is quoteds It amoumis to an order to the judge below, who heppens to

be Siriea, to give me a full opvortunity to develop nerjury and its subornation on
the heering which is ordered. The perjury would be by the ¥FBI, the subornation by the
Departent of Justice, when Hueckelshans wes chief of that division end fat Gray wes
Ueputy attorney General. iis name is on the court paperse Iff it is no% verjury, it is
the porsvest and most deliberate misrepresentation to the courte

Luoxar, Yy the way, las copies of everything. Iis address is 1231 4th St., S,
Washington 20004. You my want the warious pleadings in this sase for your FUL fileas
JBdgar Hoover himself 1o part of my proci of perjuzy, ot the contral point of law-
enforcoment purposcs

As you know and as the postal inspector told me, it is the Department of Justice
that decides whether to take a mall=fraud case %o court. With regord to that “epartment,
there is 10 noguible law-enforcement or even national-securdity interest in ne.

I have taxen the time to go comevhat over the five pumes you asled for in an
eftort to b au informative as pousiblse iy apologies for the extra ticn it tolos,

Let mo add one olher thing: in 196b I sought help of the Gashington 4CLY in wy
guest Tor wlat the low deseribes es "public infornation". it did not provide this helpe
But on its own, upiacently {earing thnt * rdght be tho objeet of untoward federal
interest, it did arrange for a member to represent me in anything of tids sort that
might eventuate, ie wus e v, wockefeller, whose address was ou sboub Z0th wiey MW

I do hope your project will find it possible to help me with this mntter, Fuch
haa recently comc to lipht to show that it is distressingly commonplace with writers
and Tirsb-cneadmont wlphts, And I thdnk there are acveral aspects for which I hava not
talcen your timo in which it would be undque and hawe better prospacta on apeals I do
asowmae that if wo pravailed in the courts below, the povermnint would apieals

Sincerely,

Horold YWelsbers



