6/21/16
Senator Richaxd Scbweiker

U.S.Senate
Washington, D.C. CONFIDENTIAL

Dear Dick,

The confidential label is for my own files and the archive I will leave. “t is
not a restriction upon you. I intend no use of this letter or any response or non~
responses As I told you last October, public controversy or atirscting attention to mye
a¢lf ave not within my seruous purposes. The political and media attitude toward the
wrok I hsve done and the minority view I represent have forced me to reconsider and
recast wy ovn rolesz :

4 T told you last Ookober X am and I ty 4o be forthright. I then told you that
_Innwdmtorwm.lmmlmbthghtImbo. :

Your appsarance on Faos the Natlon, which 1 have just viewed, was as {apressive
a8 you were with we last Ootober, This and the agony I was in when I 444 strugazle to
your offioce on the way to the hospital are my clearest impressions of that meeting.

Tou may have no knowledge of the pein that ia 4ypdcal of the silment I suffered, but

I assure you it is considerable and if I had not begun with faith in your snd your
intentions, as I had not sought you out I aleo would not have subjscted myself to what
I went through in order to spend that morming with you and Dave Marston,

Your sincerity impressed me mo much, throngh all that pein, that in order to -
uzhmhtterldidmtiooﬂdnetdfoxd.IMaMuhmmmmeﬁm
80 there could be privacy in the further ockmmmicakion Detween us you d4id forecest. Ve
nedther knevw 1 would be going to the hospital, but you 314 tall me you would want to
spend more time with me and that if ywa oould not come here you would, having observed
my difficulty in merely moving, wo uld provide me with trensportation to your office.

: Beginning when I hoard radie reports of your public statements while I was in
the hospital, X have wondered why you were not again sesking help or information from
me. Phis wonder inoressed as I leamied that you were and remuined in olome contact
with nuts, parsnoids, assorted self-geckers and others of the dsdicated wrong. In
retrospect I oonfess indebtedness $0 you for staying detached,

I cannot be certain that I now know the answer 4o whed has puszled me. I am mot
putting you on when I say how much you improassed me or how impressed I was about
your sinocerity and genuineness. Until there is something better I will have %0 accept
as an snswer yowr st.tement on “Faoe the Eatlion” that you ave "“wvery strongly for
FPresident Ford. " This gives you an irrecencilable confliot of interest. Foxd was & member -
of the Varren Commissfion, Now I think I also have an explenation for the opening of
your yeport and your yejection of the wnselfish offer I made you: all my recoxds with &
chadn of possesslon se they deal with the most sssential evidenos in any houtoide ine
vestigation, more that of a President.l did offer you thid evidence, my originals, and
I 414 say you 4id not have %o eredit me or my vork.

If you would care to explain that you ocould still suppors Ford and publish what
he a8 a mamber of the Warren Commission avoided even looking fox, what you and he, as
1gwyers know ie the most sssential evidence in any homioide explanation snd you in
particular when your mandate was to investigate the federal agencies, I will welcome
the sxplanations I do not expect. You go 80 Ly as Bever %o mention the agenoy which &id
not wolunkser this evidence %o the Ceumisecion, not that Ford, the othor Cemmissicners and
all their lawyers 414 not know it had to sxist and wae essemtial,

2%0u go farthur. Tou open your report with what to any dhdnking perscn is total
disqualification and eertification of the lack of relevenoe to all that follows. You
procliky you did not quesiion the concluaions of the Report and that you did not examine
ey of tthe evidence of the orime itself, Yeu thereaftcr and without exception defend the



Cormisaion and its lawyers. Iou carry this so far sthat you quote those who have
interest to serve by what they said and in no case quote a lawyer who worked on
relevant areas of the Beport. Xeu carried this to the extreme. When you had in your
possession and suppressed what Belin as the Rookefelley Commission s honoho also xisix
had and suppressed,what it totally destrustive of the eport and its integrity. Thus
mztmmmtnmwmamwm‘mwwmn attack

on it and the FEE you had %o suppress it.

Whatever is or was in your mind it is apperent thet this was ponﬁo-l expedienay,
e requisite of your being "wery strongly for President Ford,*

Andm.ofcourn. especially because of tyoir great relovance to your report I
understend why you used sone of the transeripts I had to use FOIA to obtain. How oduld
you and survive support of the men respoosible?

I have no personal investmont in who 1s the next presidsnt. I do have a doep,
long snd continuing interest in the integrity of our soclety and its institutions and
thedr viakility. I recognise that as & politichan you have rights aud needs. Having
them I bdelieve you should have faced this confliat of interest prior to taking the
initiative that saddled you with tids confliot of interest you have not reconciled in
the national interest.

xnwmtlwmmm:wwalone.Ihavereadthepreuoop;of
your report to the appendix. Ypu were conned by the spooks you prefend to expose.
suprressed numes that are welleimown publicly. You ewallowed the Roocs beit, hool, .
sinker and 1ine to the pole. You then went farthur and as with the FEI you supprressed
pention of Rooca's name and those of the others who did thias ddrty work with him, names
freoly available in court records and the Arcgives, The identity of "D® is not and has

pot been secret/ Why do you suppresss 317 Is there a more likely explanation tha¥ anyone
knoving it would leams whet you alse suppressed in your report, that he end his fabrication
wvere mioused in & Btrungelovisn efford you avoid entirely? Or is it that your staff is
this clese to totally incompetent?

That I spare you mors of this is not because it does not exist. This is adequate
for the yecord I will leave for the future and for your understanding. I could continue
1% indefinitely. This would include scrious and disqualifying factual errors in your
report. Berrors relating to your antire basds, rather pretended basis, There is no basis
for any of your report without vhat you refused to inveatigate, who a4 the dirty deed,
While you pretend othsawise on *Face the Nation®™ you 4id assume Oswnld’s guilt without
investigation and while condesming the henest of the soo-alled investigation. Unless you
make this assumption of guilt there is one cne figeleef of any relevanoce and that also you
a¥oid? was Oswald a fedoral agent of some idod?

You pretend but present no proof of his “coumections” with both the pro- and antde
Castro groups. There is no proof. s sole “oonneotioff with the FPCC is his writing them
without their solikitation and theiyr not eupowering him to establish what there never
wass, a New Orleens chapter. Tour sols allegation of an anki~Castro “connection” is via
Pringuier. Eexe you have the most serious factual error. This ervor is eesential to all
in yowr repors. It is aleo an avea of your personal suppression of what you did obtain
from the CIA and failed to mention on "Face the Natient" The Bringuier and Clay Shew
sonnectiens with CIA.

in I glad you did not oame back to mel As I offered, 1'd have givem you all I hede.
It is 0114, it is considerable, it cost e much and it proves perjury by the CIA's Bringuier,
protected by a relevant Warren Commission layer od your pilitical faith by his personal
alteration of a transcript.



antmmmum“mmtxuuluu.mmmmaw

possession, 8 be as explicit as possible. I an saylag that Bringuler comited perjurye
ImmmapdmiumudsﬂmmtmnMuthuhforﬂmfact'
munmmmm%mmquWMwﬂdmtmnm
nmmtmmmmmtmmtmam.mxuw:uew
andmpeimmohthstwranvihuotoyw.Idi.dofmthutoyoumdmoiﬁmny
on this subject, which is one of the four ™ » 414 ask me %c ghoot down, your
vord.n.whmxmmmummtwmmm{mwmmamhm.
(I then warned you against the consequences of beginning with theoriidng yather than fack.)

You nay regani this with resentment and as s persanal attack on you. I would 1ile
you to considor the psin it causes xe when I have mained my life and ny future to o
what tmﬁmmen:hutmmntmummwﬂ&mmaﬂlmmMa
80 unselfishly I #x offered you without restriction or even acknowlcdgoment all of oy
work and files. (Yes, I am still in debt for the private room, too.dt 63.)

' Haﬁng&mdemdmutopﬂmmmngmummcwvw
1ive by and with your words on CBS.

3

tions on how to progeed, With competent subpoenas you would not have had the Jdmitatiens
you said on CBS had been irposed on you bocause the CIA hed not informed you. They could,
of course, have failed to oomply, but there was no reasonable limit on your power o
spmﬂmdmpleempnmuyoummponmm.mwmapwiﬂc :
wcgnﬁ.oulmds-andludanomtwm-ismtmmbwulthesrmoorda
ofwhamorsoumeonm.Iulsouaiudwri@xtntopﬂmyforwa.xmdmaml
couldmtgointointheﬁ.mmhud.Ihawmeoﬁthesemm,tmmmmtm
them, If you had done this you would have entablished the existence of a still-unex-

CIA front from proscribed domeatic activity and a super-sensation the nature of
which I will not now indicated. I also withdrew my waivey of privecy rights, based on
what you have done.

Hhatyou)avedmistomdluelyumtumcgurt.Ihsveuhtlyoufora
eopyoiyourﬁxhimtﬁwithallmmtmm ou have not responded, As I
told you, I want this for court, not literary use, Obvicusly vhen I am the author of the
fimﬁbwkmthcﬁm%aaimlmmnummxm:.Ilmowofno
prohibition off your providing this. ‘

" You do advance certain theories, whether or mot they are foundsd in fact of reason.
Ii’yoalnﬁdomulauggsata&youwuldhamadmoo&yu@thooﬂdngwrymch.we
vhtlwofmmlitmmnmplen.Ihmemoughtotouyvuthisin
wy possesaion, I also havep proof of the deliherats withholding of more and where it
ia filed. is you imow, mnmqmpiohmamnotofu.“yeumynotm,m
was provided %o the Shaw defense. That is, Dot Garrison's but CIA's Shaw, as you must
mnmmwmmmmmumbammmyou,mw
@34 perjure himself, other than as Garrisom charged. 1'm now happy you dtd not ask for
thia proof 1'd have given you.

Bore ive soue other "Wace the Batisn" guotest
We can "go only as far as we know.” (Tou refused to and you did note)

wifls imerican people can handle the truth,"(I'm delighted you recall that from
what I seld last Yctober.)

*I think the public has a right to know." I agree. But you ars asserting a
mmmmtmmpmcmmmmmonmmm«m.m
tbatofﬂoamkomnw.dingityoumputmorfimmmmﬂﬂlesupm—
sing vhat he said. Had you not it would have advanced your theorizing by iving it a basis
you did not but it aurely would have made “very atrong support fxex for President Fora"



awkavard. flo was sxare of what Nocenko seid but he stole and mold for profit a 20P

SECRET trahsoript he then edited to ake say the oppomite.lis government then underw
took to present perjury to a fedexal court to deny me this twmnsoript as it pow has forced
me to court to obtain the recorda welevent to his red-balting of Professor Radlich

{now lewesohool Dean orman Redlich) ovar Sedlich's record on wAvil rights.

My recoxd ia cne that eertainly establisches deddcation to the public's right to
know. I regilarly go to what for me la diffucult and costly lengths 4o obtain sup -
Pressed evidense and tlhen hold press conferences and give it all away regardoless of
my pometime literary interest and righte.

- Your record is tot oue of guarantesing the public's right to alm lnow. Rather is
4t a recoxd of grenting the public the right to know what you want it to know,

I have asked you for coplos of records thak you are not required to withholde

" You have not respoudsc. I have asked you for recoxds to present to a federal court. You

have not reaponded. *n faot, you did not even provide copies of these nonmwithield
CIA recoxds <X had %o buy from CIA wheo I offered you and through you the Seuate all
of the woric I had dous at cousiderable personal cosd, includiug theee oountleas

of pages for whiah I pald the executive ageales. v

Despite what you told the CBS nationwide audience the records of theee agencies
is other than you represent. If they lived within the law I would bave no necd to -ask
you for tese records. I have asked for them under FOXA abd Privacy dota, Coubing ay
files might yiald mor: and older, but I can givse you records of my having paid the
Department of Justdoe for public information in 1970 and stil) eweit it. I can show you
requests of CIA for wecords that since the 1371 request bave not boen supplied.

" the political reelity is precisely as 'red Groham representeds there is little

" 1ikeldhood that the oversight com-ittee will do anything and non: that anything will be

done $n the imwdinte future, 48 a lawyer you knov that what your report gives didas
now oommittes lacks factual foundation and that with all the work 4t will have to do
aven if it had the visibly lacking disposition to do anything its other obligntions
nore cuitrul to 1ts mandate also precludaes this. : :

I and %o the best of my mowlddge I alone have dewgted myself to meeting the
writer's ohligzation in a society 1ike ourz to the public's right to kaow. I continue
to do this despite the serusumess and the permanent damage from the phlebitis the ,
manifestation of which younobsexrved, I have done work nobody else has begun to approach.
Phe FEI has certified to a federal court that ¥ know wore about the subject of your
report than anyons in the Fil. These ars not inconsidersble oredentials. and I will be
lesving an archive for the future be which what you have and have not used and do not
have to suppress can be valmmble. 50, I am offering you an opportunity to assure a right
of the peoples to imow whet youndid got see fit to %ell where you are not under sy legal
or noral obligation to sscrecy. .

Zetous see if your cionespt of this right to know is lapinged upon by your
political support of the man who denied the public this zight when owr Prekident was
Killed ami the entire basis of our soclety nullified by that kdlligge

In these 1% hard yeers I heve hed many disappointements, Garrison wound up my

enomy when I tried toc steer him toward responsibility. So alse did several of his associates
I mderstand have besn yours. I tell you frankly that bstween what * believed of you defore
we met and the impressiom you then made on me your report is perhaps ny greetest dizap-
pointment. It is 30 shonest and irrelevant that dsspite 2is perroting of what I wrote a
decade ago, despite my title's ueing the words “whitewash® and "ooverip,* you were even
urymfairtathaMandthem.Ihmsoughtnoattauﬂonenyeurreportb\xtwhml
have been asked an opindon or comment in every case you have forced me to incluje this.

Apologias for the types 1'l mot have tizs %o Vith disillusionment tinging sorrow andmregret,
correstel bogen thia Sunday's work 2% 5 a,m. Harold Yeisberg



