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March 30, 1968

Henoreble Hobert F. Kennedy
Unised States ZSenate
‘lhﬁmngton. D. C.

Dear Senator Kennedy:

You may reoall that I am the suthor of the first bock snalyzing the

officlal escocounting of your brother's murder and have published fowr
such books. The fifth is completed. In them, I bellieve it is fair

to a;{i I :rought toe light for the first time most of whet has been

sata shad.

Prom time to time in the pest I have written you, hoping to inform
you and, in some csses, to help you aveld what I regarded ss probable
errors. You may recall that I was osreful te include in most of these
letters the statement that they required no response. If my motive
wes not cbvicus, I meke it explioit: I was mak no demand upon you,
seeking nothing personsl of you.

For slmost two yesrsz now I have made countless radio and TV broadcests
and spent hundreds of hours snswering gqusstions f{rom concerned Ameri-
cans all ecroas the country. I cannot recaill & single occesion on
which perplexity, if not incomprehsnzibility, ebout your ailence and
your atsatemente was not expressed. As time gossz on, the frequency of
these queations incresses; it does not diminish.

Te & degree, I have beaen able to answer these questions in a way that
makes your position et lesst partly comprehensible. Daily that becomes
more difficult. Your stetements of March 25 &t Los Angeles mskea this
almost impossible, if the Associated Press Qquoted you correctly.

Meanwhile, your own position has changed. You are no longer the be-
reaved brothor. Whether or not your advisers have so suggested to you,

you now ere in the position of & man who cen bs sald to bs @ beneficlary

orttliut murder, for you now sesk the Presidency, as you sould not with-
ou t.

Esoh men important in publiec 1life is depsndent upon his advisers. To
8 lsrge degree, esch becomes their creature. When those upon whom he
depends have erred, thay have a vested interest in protecting them-
selves from the consequences of error. This may take the form of per-
potusting 1it.

Regardless of what you are quoted as having said in Los Angelss, snd
despite the fact that I sm not privy to your privete sctions, from my
own work, and it 1s by now of such megnitude that I think I csnnot con-
vey its scope to you in mesningful terms, I have not the slightest
doubt sbout two things: That you did not end could not have exerclsed
eny kind of meaningful control over the investigation snd thot it ls &
total ilmpossibility for you to have "seen everything that's in there”,

referring to the Werren material.
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Whet le "in thers” i1s en acknowledged 300 cubic feet of dets. When
& single cubic foot csn encompass more then & million words, ls this
concelveble? I have net your meny other responsibilities, yat this
has been beyond my cepacity. And have you any concspt of what a
single sheet in these countless thoussnds cen mesn?

While I freely soknowledgze, as I have above, that I hsve not seen
everything in these files, I have exemined thousands of pagea. Not
& single one thet I have seen was forwarded by you. Hot a single one
bore internal evidense of having been sent with your knowledge of its
coatents. Entirely eside from the considerable amount of my unpub=
lished work, in my published work (snd I heve taken care to provide
your office with coples of all of it), thers ere dozens of documents
You cannct possibly have had knowledge of or sesocistion with. If
you want a quick check on this, have & tyusyed member of your staff
skimmthrough Just the documentary eppendix of PHOTOGRAPHIC WHITEWASH:
SUPPRESSED KENNEDY ASSASSINATION PICTURES. Here alone, in the con-
text of your quoted Los Angeles statement, 1is sufficient, in the hands
gr nhaklllod and determined adversary, to effectuste your politicsl
seth,

Meanwhile, for more than s year, the White House sand its spokesmen
have been carefully and successfully - without contradlction, seve
for such unimportant people as I - publiclzing the idea that Lf there
is eny defect in the officlsl investigestion it is your fault becsuse
you, they say, were in charge of the investigstion. In Janusry, the
new "intellectual in residence” went so far as to declare that if it
furns out that thero was a conspiresy, becsuse you were in cherge of
the investigation, you must be part of it. Possibly you have not
seen or are unawere of these things. I csn supply you with coples.
In short, you have been unawsre of or silent in the face of the at-
tempt at your politiocsl assesasinstion.

I repeat, you cannot "have seen everything”. What motlvated you to

say such a thing, if you are quoted correctly, I csnnot imegine. But
if you have seen Just a small portion of whst I have seen and whs

hsve in ssession end then can use such words, you vilify yourself
&5 no enemy could. You put yourself in a position that will ultimately
make Lt impossible for you to live with yourself.

At some point you should be ssking yourself questions ebout those who
counsel you and whom you trust. I have taps recordings of voluntery
first-person statements of efforts st corruption, and I can provide
dependeble witnesses who are sware of thie,

Let me cite a omse reported to me by phone from Hew Orlesns lest
night., I understand you sre quoted in banner headlines as having
asked Jovernor McKeithen for protection against Jim Garriscn, who
you are quoted as saying plsns to subpens you if you set foot in the
state. Now, unless he has undergone the most radlcsl change in the
past ten days, I can besr personal teatimony to the fact that this

is s deliberate lie end in no sense reflects his attitude or concern.
He and I have discussed you and your position on s number of occa=-
elons, particulerly in the pest three or four months. H1s desire hss
boen to spare you and to keep you mobile end free. Hsve you not no=-
ticed, or have you not been informed, that in recent months he has
not mentioned your name Iln public?
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I éid not begiln this letter with the intent of offerinz public-rela-
tions counsel. Perhaps I am not competent to do sc. But I do sesure
you from & rather large sewpling thet a ma jority of Americsns ers not
sstlsfied with the officisl ascounting of your brother's murder. How
G0 you present yourself to them - how do you sppesl for their politi-
csl support - when in a single week you first ssy that you know every-
thing that is to be known sbout thet murder snd then ssk protsction
from the possibility of belng asked te inform a propsrly impsneled
grsnd Jury sbouptwhet you know?

what you do with your own 1life, private or political, is entirely
your own sffair. Whet you do that affects ths honor, integrity snd,
in the genuine sense, the sescurity of the nation is s Proper concern
of ell Americans. Therefors, thils a letter to whieh I do roequesy
&n answer.

I enclose & photocopy of the Aspsociated Press story from which I have
quoted, published in the Dalles Morning News of Tuesday, Harch 26. 1
ssk that you confirm or deny 8ccurecy of what 1s there sttributed
to you.

If I do mot hear from you, I will consider this affirmation.

In writing many other people of their performaences when their country
exparienced such trying deys, I have told them thsat if I ean do nothe
ing else, I can lesve & record, If I am wrong, there will be no doubt
1%; I will have gusranpesd its proof. If ¢ &re wrong, the same
will be true. I consider it a minimum obligation to leave what record
I can of ths needless and exacerbating tragedies thet followed the
greaet one of the asssssination. I do it et great personal cost.

It is precisely because I feel en obligation to society that I do as

I have. This, also, is why I have wibtten you. RNaturally, I have no
way of knowing whether a single one of the letters has resched you
personally. I do know thet esch reached your office, for not & single
one has been returned. I also know that my firet two books reached
Jour office, for I delivered them perscnally.

By this time, it pust be clear to Jou or your staff that I have never

esked snything of you and do not now, I have gone without income for

four years, gone deep in debt, mortaged my future snd thet of my wife,
and in sll likelihood sonsidersbly reduced the span of my 1ife by the

h?url of my work. Perhaps the gas chambersz wesnt mors to me than they
did to you.

And he wes not my brother.

But he was - and is - the symbol snd emwbodiment of the honor and ine
tegrity of sll of us.

8incerely,

Harold Welsberg
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