Dear Jism, Re ACLY % 26/74

1% had been my intention o give you an explanaticn of the pointed letters I have
written ACLU ppople before gotting into anything after yesierdsy's mail. Interruptions
prevanited ite L do not now have tiue for a full explanation but in the time befure I
awaken Lil,; & partial explanation.

It is not merely that I resent the role in whioch + hawe oaen east. Nop, personal as
it may seem, is it reslly persconaie.

Pheir silence in and after Dallas is 1ike a toplo sentence.

I had ceglings with the ACLU beginning in the middiles 30s. They dic somec good work
then, This good work was then and tou often since has deen a mask for not good, inclduing
some very snti-degmeratic things., The %op hievarschy ham been Establishmentarian, in its
‘Mapocinlway-

Back in the s it was part of the red hunt, not leading the fight egainst it, Even
it one assumes that red hunilng was & propsr endesvor what the ACIU 4id was very wrong i
becauss, a2 alw.ys hapoens, most viotiay are not red. Bowever, i conmidersd and consider
it wrong undsr any ciroumstences. 1 then worked with two mezibers of the boaré who fought
a loging fight sgainst what ampunted to the aClU's support of the Dhes cormdttee. That
business got so bad, a0 vicious, that ons of these men, & very able and exosodingly
effeotive lawyer, wus disbarred.

Phe men with whom I was involved in the fight with Dies, o fight Dies ploked, not I,
had been sn ACLUer and was so close to its top leadership that on their vasations togather
Roger Baldwin did what even today would be regaided as unspenly, displayed himself to this
Priend's wife. I was uriting a book on Dics and $hat wes my orime. When 3 law was actusily
passsd %o gt this friend and me, the ACLU was silent. When we &t worst were doing no more
than exeroising firstesmondment rights snd were hailed before 2 grand Jury for it, there
was no ACLU lawysr who would represent us. in fiuch, we had a helluva job getiing a lewyer,
even though ny friend could pay.

Ho was one of the pre-sminent redbniters of that day, Cardner "Fat"™ Jackson, then
lobbyist for Labor's Non-Partisan ﬁmsue- earlier M.ie relations dircotor of the Ssoco-
Vanzetti committee. “e then knew Frankfurther. I met “renkfurter and others through him.
Imlmlaqmteamtafmmntlmcrthatm.smberlﬂarfndaralandm
mmﬁllaﬁodmtmlmmlmmﬁwm ssn Acheson. Yhe firet pelos we went for a
lawyer was Acheson's law Firm. Drow Pearson finglly fot his firmm, ihmmx senior partner
named Hoberts, to represent us. Edgar Turlington, & fine conservative gentleman, d€id the
worke He was with me abt one of the series of Dies executive sessions before widoh I uas.
It 42 he who oane when the FBI looked me in i3s offices in an effort to get me to sigm &
false, incrininating statesent. (That was the beginning of my education in paying "no"
and not changing!) When the overt Dies sttack on us was bracketed with blacksailing the
USAttorney by holding up his appointment to a federel judgeshdy (Dsve Pine) and came upon
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young, I saw a different face than the ACIU presents in public. )

mpmtﬁmma ofi%b.ltwkkﬁ&m of the Covingl{—des s

again Acheson’s 5 ¢ the Archives scveral times. ﬁthu!mtlhaﬂh?m}.eama&orm
Zaprude:: Pilm, it shook hn, I asked for ACLT represontation in sesking suporvessed evidence
withheld from we. FOI had boon passed. I wae $014 o write Hoarce Preeman a letter, To date
there hui been ne responas, What Isbell then 443 refleets the impression he took from the
Archives and ny workt he sent me to anothsr »CIU lswyer named Rockefeller, on 19th 5t,,

I think perhnps the Assoclations Hldg., 50 he would knov me and pepresent me if and when the
Feobies cane after me! Paransid they gould be, principled thuy were not.

In ay view all the history of vhe FOI law would have been d@ifferent if it had been
tested belore Hizon started reordering the zourts. I hold ¥he ACLU responsible. 4% copped out.
You know that Bud xade an effort with ms, as I recsll st least twice with him and

Bpeiser. Once he book ua $o lunch at Chez Francois, Bud correctly anticipsted thst they
would not toueh any principled case that dealt with assaesinations. They ere snd were hungup
4 thise I am sure this is the reason they would not touch FOI cases for me.



Siipping to the more imwediate, to Shattuck and otherss

Until Meryland passed its dubdous and deceptive zun law I could walk safely only
by carrying & Que The Stete Police atoually $01d me to whon I reported at-acks on ng
by dogs rwindng leose in viclation of local cxdinences. Wiclous dogs, the manbosd symbols
of the local radical »ight.

With the passing of the law, I applied for a permit. I do qualify, Byl But the FiI's
£iles ere "oconsulied.” There is not only a complede me¥ting of the qualifioations but there
is also nothing in my record that says I should not get & permis, If I asked for it %o
carry money I'd get ite I was twmed down. “o hearing. I appealed and got a rubber-stamp
rejection, Ko due rrocess, not even the, pretense. I ther asked ACLU help. They refused
because they are against gums. They can ¢ be more against them then X am. But because they
donlt like guns they have no interest ifl such ercsne matters as due process. And they have
also bacoue part .f a crual hoax, that the gun law means snything,

I gew Shattuck last ¥ay. In carlier corvespondence he had not been encouraging, I
dropped into his office early one moxming; before he got there; and he saw mes 4t tho end
of the mecting he was encouraging and somewhat emcited, as I lof% bs introdused me %o Wulff
and told Wulf? that he had asked me to write a long nemo on what I asiked of them, taking
the ca e of which you know, of federal intrusion into ny rights. And I had spelled out
that it held the poemdbility of teking Wi-related depositions, ¥hen I say spelled out I
nean complebely enough, with nanes and dales.

Sonething hapyensd betwsen thai meoting and his response o the long letter I wrote
as soon as I got home, Ho then complained that Lt vas long and said no,

TheNthey toke cases likte Yoorge Holillan's?

#y long history ¢ells me that wher anyone conuected with the ACLU lemdorships sses
ne mEX or if he dovs:'t knov of me lenrns, the collective osnscience is offended mad in
order for them %o jusiify thomselves, I have to be villainous,

To put tlds another way, vhere I sz concerned; there is little prospect they will do
anything, Their helpl could use. There is a clear history of polite ant sroper apprafohes
never vorking with them, The alternative to the method I have used is doing nothing
with thom. S0, I ghke the rough offort, nut expecting anything snd vAth nothing %o lose if
it does not work.

And with the advaniage of leaving a record when it doesn't.

Maybe, some day, one of them will be embgrrassed enoughe

Hinoy aspect:

I know Al Wirin in the mid J0sz. He was then with the ELRS and worked as an inveside
gator for the comsiftes for which I worked. He got a little activist when he was investi-
gating R0A for us. ¢ wns part of the investigation. ®e is the one who went to their offices,
He Juaked mame of what he got for tfe Senate 6o Jim Qarey of the mnion. “& sot in trouble
for it X don't recall bow but I of minor help to him, The fact, regardiless of this,
is that we wors Ifrlendly and did know sach othox.

AfYer he rotired I wrote hia asking if he would undertake %o iry to got mc,some monsy
owed me in Los Angeles. fe hagn't had the sispls decency 4o respond. And he can $ idve im -
Los Angoles and not have heard of the work I have beem doing, my appesrances thBre have
been that nuzerous oz radio and TV,

In sumery, X know en ACLU that is not consistent with its public image.



