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Msreh 30, 1969

Fr, F1ll Wilsen, Asst AStYy
Generel, Criminsl "tvisiea
Lepartasat of Justice
Yeashington, DO, (AO%m Mp, Cerl ¥, 'hhll‘)

Dear Sir,

o It 18 sot from my letters $o She Yspartment of Justise, Ve waieh, %o
" dste, there Res mever becn mesningful responss, that you ¢en eay "1t is ia
'hat further sxshange of Cerrespondencd...vill serve me uwseful puryose”.

(.ip your pelicy determisetion. It 1s eonsistest with the refussl of your sgoney

\Ss meke meeniangful respomse. If you wil: reed the lset twa letters %o wieh yours

of Mapeh 28 15 suppessdly sddressed, you will find thia is trus. I Geeply regeet
ta, for 1% 1s Shis offieiel dlindness, this sontimming mertgaging %o e sPser
' §he pest, thet will hound you pecple persosslly ead W b usending od
“ : ssary prediem end ammeysnse to the sdmizistretion of which you sde re,

b

l H 1 begis with the assumpiion of hemesty on yowr part. I Sharefore @8y Jou

|
\'gam-o% posstdly heve 7004 my becks of that rether exvendiw ( end I baliew
wreng end iuvorel) fodesel eepicnsge oo my pubdlid eppearsnses sad say, % yU
in your seeead paregreph, %het Bethiang vill male ms “oertains Shet s oclemmmt
| oF pelities played Do role ia She iawstigetion of the asssseinstien of Proshe
~ dent Kennedy or the fermulatien Sum of We guidelines fer the relosse” of We
‘THles. You mey have seed VI perephreses. !Jem ay ova by sev lerge stedy of
focusands of Shese, 1 can soncoive they eeuld leed you %o this misspprehensien.
_ "% 1s she prefessicus] ineccupstenes of hese sepalite thet 1s ¢ ma oy csuse of
the exinting predlem end situation. I ea prepered %o preve Shig st your sen~
venience, If there 1is saythiag I sey What you &0 a0t boliove, 4 favite youwr
epakiongs end with eseh instence meke the sems offer of preaf ot your com-
yeaience. 1 Rops this is su offer yeu eceopbe

1§ 15 ot with the fosmmlstien of the guidelines thet I guarrel Mue
Wish their interpretatica ead spplicstion, Jor sxesple, may iims you veat I w11l
mke 5 case for Jou that mush to> mueh that should net heve besa relsesed
hes besn, with the result Shet pecple were nocedlessly damegnd, ALl of tuis
of Wich I have mevledge 1o comsistemt, fulls iate » single pettem. 1 imew
e 2o ¢ase vhere the demeged persca was Bet either “liderel® or met attreesive
S0 the 7AI sgents. On the other head, What csanet pre erly de suppressed hso
been. I oes end on your request will put in your kand ssmples, for Lin seme cases,
es ewreful repdincoafeiuelagpens vwioudd Nary 16Med3BadenBoY IV ol Moot
STPENAI%0 ny request for the spestregrephic snslynds of the Wlles ond
fragmeats of buliets ssid %o Rave been used ia the sssaseinestisn, mop have yeu
%014 me why this hes been demied me, I hove ssimd for Shie vith seme regular-
18y for close %o three yesrs. The oaly response had bgsn sa FII fslesheod. You
knew sad I recently slludes te 1%, that ir., Vinsen told me & reviev wee wadervay
and 1 woulc soon hesr sbout ose recusst. Yot sheut this, tec, whea 1 mede in-
quiry, yru wer silemt. iiany more exaaples sre svailsble 1f you went them, dut
1 think you should by mow understend tha¢ in sddressing yourself to the " formu-




lotion of the gutdlines” yeu et bdest sesk %o eovade my camplaint.

In the sense in AMich you wse She word, thers iz no wowrent for
seying 1 believe "pbAitics” played o "mels in the iavestigasion of the
tcsaseinetitn”. I do not now end mever did believe Wis was & Republi caa
OF s Yemocrat matSer, nor esa I reesll ever having seid saything that eculd
be fortured 1n%e sug-esting this, Howevwwr, in the selection sad sprointmsas
of tie membepp of the Cemission, thers wes s politieal oonive. I have worimd
for seversi Ennchu of the govermment end lived cless % it for 38 yours, 1
recsll no sisgle instsace i vhich say edministrsties ever sppointed o ms joriey
of five of seves members of say body from She minoriSy party. One of the things
$his schieved 13 obvieus: the present Repudliocen sdministretien is that of
the overvhelming ma jority of the members of the ™srren Commission, You thereby
sre seddled with the respensibility of the preesgiing edministrstion, of the
other pdlitiesl party. Anyeme in suthority todey who might consider looking
into poseidle error by the “errem Commission {s immedietely ecnfronted with
$he consideretion *het eckmowledging such errer will de to sssume pelitiesl
responsibility for it. Wagle I de not expeet you %o Yy attontion S0 me o
% give serious, mrture thought %o what I tell you, 4 nonetheless %ell you

~ Ahet for a short while you do bave @ period of grece in Wich Shis will aet

e trus, througs the unintesdsd kimdness of fermer Atterne; Ysmerel Olark,

- Mereafter you, by your silense, ¥y your refusal %o de vhat izpartial

of what you nov heve reguires of Jou, you saswné Tesporaidility for what de
has done. His tremsgressions vill Become yous To the degres I cen, I Wil

s6e tc this, for it 18 my obligation ss & eitisen.

o Rach one of you in authority is the saptive of him upon vhem you
depend for ‘nowledge and sdviee. Reeh of you, as you undeudtedly delieve you
may properly, takes on faith what is given him, whet he is %old, If I el
there 1s %00 much I @0 mot know, I slee insist & knev of me epe ia
vhich snyome in sutherity ever sought saupetent,sutside novwladge sad sdvies.
1 cannet conesive of shis having hoppened without my knowledgs, for there are
very fewp indeed, from whom sudh counssl sould be sought. Whether yoR believe
M8 or not, it ean:.ot be done withou$ my imowledgs. Ned henostly. But whet
Rappens {f you are, for whetever urpess, with "stever moSive or laek of
motive, misinformed? Do you smxpeet those Who mey heve deea responsidle fer
the error of the psst %o lsudly prealsim that teday? And en sueh o subject?

You see, I hove mever delievulthers was the momster econspireey my
opposition slleges inside She governmeas. I Lave elrvays thought snd gtill
Shink much 1f not moet of this een be exrisimed by tke mormel vorkiags of
Saresucrscy, snd I have oftem said this, whether or net 1% is in the mstertal
svailsble to you, However, the more time peseses, the leses credibls shis will
become. In the future, these errors will mot be suseepsidle of such explanstion.
(4nd 1f you perchunoe think I sm peremoid in seying there bas been federel
esphomage on as, I will put oopies of it in yowr hand.)

1 directly challenge dour sofslly erronsous stetemsnt, "the sub-
stantisrl co rectness of the Commission's Report remsias uaixpeacbsd by any
recent developments”. This chollenge is so0 11rect I do not even sugasst you
11l Live to make “further investigssion” thot “would serve %o eliminste the
doutts” . I huve. .pd I aars you to accept ay challenge. I will restriet myself
$ ou? amrrow ;cint, a.l the evidence on wiieh is in your possession. Now, if
the wov romout sould like % yrove or to eetisly iieelf that I um some kKind of




wi6rd nud or thet my resesreh is imecmplete or undcpendadle or mcrely shat I
sm wrong, here iz your ohsnes, In sdvenmce 1 warn you that in seleetin: this
single poind [ have sclected ome on which I will cenfrontd you with whest I
regerd us o case of perjury «nd its sudornstios,

From the experienges I have had, I am not encoursged to Sruet the
govermment. let I do, very much, -eat s dialogns on %his sudbjeet. I do reslisze
that everyons i mot dishomest, Shst Most of you Who sit in judgement on the

faes think you lmow, thimk you beve been bonestly iafo « I elso realise st

Bot 8 eingle eme of you has or could have taken the time © have deveted %o 4his,

And I heppen “o bellieve thst %o consider she govermment ¢ uld hsw mede so

Jnormous sn error recuizes as inerdinate smount of courage of suyone in authority,

perhaps the risk of his esreer and future. X% is for this Yoroem tiet I ey I
. have ssl.3ted & single poknt I regard sas pivotall There are mesny, sll esntrel.

© If you actept my challengs und sre not persumded, dut if I em conviaced you sse

_ wincers, i will theresfter %eke others, one by ens, until you are setified or
1 am that you heve no inteation of belng sstisfied,

- 1 agres with your atatement that for FNI egents ¢c slasnder me would
¥® 8 violotion of Decertmeat pdliey. I can oaly tell you that {s hae beon
}ioporiod to me. I do not expect you oould ever be setisfied on this point, for
jeu woula heve tc scoept ths denirls of the egents tnet they did, I wes amre

|\ 42 shis when I wrote. Even though I knev thers cculd never be s eerteia deter-
Zadnetion { snd I heve pursusd it me farthwr), I fels obliged to inform yom,

precisely beseuse it 1is the kind of thing no responsidle govermeemt would
rr=yeat to happen. If agents 414 this, I would slso presums it we- no% en the

© ‘{ostructicns of the Dirsctor and I woul¢ not expect them to confess it $o Rime

l

With much of whet ycu ssy of the confession of perjury by Leen
Asdrews I sgree. ‘ou do mot sey emough, however, I am in bBeersy sgreemead
that there should be Lo federsl intrusien into Stete procsedings. I wiah I
could sey this had beem the poliey cf your Uspartment in toe reesat past.
Dean ngfirevs ie « friend of mine. I em genuinely sorry for the plight in vhiehd
he fina: hinself. "o heve ha. a pumber cf long conversations over the past
peversl yeera. It is my belief thal the grestest ham of his confessed per-
Jury was to the federel prooesdisg. I do mot by sny mesms sugzrest that whaet
he oconfessed in New Orleans is the total insdequacy of his federsl testimeony.
Is was quite importent in she deliderstioms sad coneluaioms of the Commi s=ion.
Nor do I sug est thut i% wes spomSansous. I am in possession of pronf that 1t
was 0%, TLis may or may no% have ccourred %0 you, 1Ry Or mey net figure in
your om delibderstions. For kst it may be worth, - report it to you., It may
well complicste thinge for you. I do mugrast that 4f the Deparwment of Justioe
does nothing about it the m-tier msy mot drop there. And I slso sugesst thet
in the totsl pieture, this snd other inddequecies of the New Orleans investi-
gotions iney ultimstely de more of en embdarressment to the povernment that now
mey cueur likely or than the numerous lawyers you hal obaserving the trial
»ey have been sbls to Uetect or report %o youe They, regardiless of coempetence,
ere limited by sbut was presented in sourt sad by tay state cl ‘leir om
mowl 1ge. Newsjpsper asccountk o my presende at tne trial ere ic errcr. I 1e(t
“ow Urlesus durdn: the jury selestion eni huve mo: returned. My own Xno:leigs
of tne procesdings is limited to wust tp,esre. io the pepers and #%L:t wne
reported t~ me by iriends ia tue press. But my moile.g of fact is not by
eny mewn: lisditec to wh.t wes rresented 1. court.

|



You¥ could uot be more right then you are i seying thet I intend to
parsue this, “hat I have slreedy dome has been tinanchuy Mineus 4 that hag
Bt deterred me, If 7 u bheve followed my published work carefully, you hzve but
11ttle indication of wist I heve Bow learned, delieve I hew estadlished, in2
Jou are correst in sayiag $hat She "relesse of adiitional moteriale 1o the fllgs”
¥ill be helpful to Ny ork. "het you do meg Sppesr to understaad is thet this
d0e8 not heve the signifiesnce you imply, f3r there can be 20 matertial in toe
files thef cen in eny Wy destroy vhet ¢ heve slready established. Unti) this
i understo-d by the goversment, it will not uniers:sad the stals eech snd
every smployee of whstever renk hes in this, nor eev thees maployees understend
et tuis crr meea to Se presenms sdministratios eni the fresidead, ia the

“inmediete future or in tue hictorjesl record.

I tal you ot fase value whea JoU say "wa will welcome reeeips ot

PRy views ird " u seek, a8 you 40 to serwr $he best interests nation
\ . b8 thie greve subleot," I hew euticn md I
~Eve of shomag me yo o8k for direct «nawer to the

veestisns * have rafised end for $3 1 huve scusht thag, I delieve,
aanaot preperly b denied me. In addftion thél that o flacted in my letters
Il % your Department, one in particular cf thoge Rany demied me by the SO VErmment
'k oall to your sttention. In the penel report slleged to de on the sutopey
'Shere 1s reference to aa April 1968 memorsndun of Srensfer. I requested this
In Jenuary, with tLg edditionsl resuest shet 17 1t »ere not given me an ex-
- planstion bLe élves fn viiting. I wos then en: Ngis OCL ¢ nu My of s bsequent
00casions assured this would be forthcodng. It bas not Mppened. I beliew
~\Wais 1: entirely indefenstdls. While there mey be foators of which ¢ kney
RoWMing that aight properly deay me this document, I can conosive of ne geod
' ¥eason for the delay in responss, for * have wiitten BeRy times, or for whet
ROV mwounts to the refusel te tell ne Wy 1t {s demied ue, and I tell you in
oandor tist I hove evury resson to beliewe I know .het thig mazorsndum is
ond seys. ilso, I woull like to hove xerox copies of or be 2ble %o borrow
soversl transcripse of testimony, that of the eftersvoa Proceadiag in Juige
Helleck's court in “ashington, the day testimory was prosented by the
Plaintsff (vith 00piee of the affidevite offerel by the govermmeng and €f
1ts subsequent motions), end that of Fmr 4gonts Shoneyfelt ond Frester ind
Colonel Yinck in New Orleans,

If we oan establish a besis of mutual trust, there fs grent poten-
tial for much vood, For my psrt I usk du: two thiaks: couplete rospect for
eny coufidences { for I hove whe- for ne is 2n enormous investment ir my ork)
a0d that, whether or rot I sm dolivved, 4 be listened to with am open mina,

I % hope e :mn achiewe this, '

3incerely,

Harcld "wisterg



