12/14/73

Senator Lowell Wedcher
Undted States Senate
Wanldugton, Lele A%ty ire laigk Folowan

sear senntor Hedcher,

Without sewing what have becn described as "deecda" by widch Fr. dixon's pupers
have beon congd.med to the archives I ean © be sure but based on previous expe-ienoe
with such couveyances L do Lelieve 1 can ahow you in them whot you did no% say shout
thea in your recent stutements. “f course, » am lddod to what you scld That was
reported for L also have not seen your stafement aud its attachuentse

Agadn without direct lowwledge, L beliewe that rather than docdn" these wre
contmucts. If I correctly underetand whab I think was in iy, Jidmon's udnd bealdes
pedng noney with superticial legality, thia is inevitable.

here ig precedent for the “gift" to be adgmed Ly other thin the Presidente

Yhere is slso precedent for ulterior purpose thas, in the case L stadded, hac
been entirely wuletected.

It is bucousce of o loymen's fardliarity ith the law on such jifts and ok
tkﬁspﬁ.orsmt}mtim}im;mbatuﬂzfultamiflwmk&usﬁﬁgof
all the papers by whdch the Sixon papers wore pluced in the srohivece

1 have my own interests in tie investdation o! Jhdeh you gre perte In pursudd
of shem L wouid like o L able % exard.ue the sntaff-prepsred biography 0F e HiDumydl
funt fron which Senator Baker atatbed to read withoub coupleting ite I this is mot o
ggoret JoCiBEIT, e & orvsumo it is not, I owouldd aprreclatc n QY

dy perponal thanks for your effort wnd youar obvious alnceriiye 4nul &y Mugretn
that thoy wers not able to acconplish :0re. hae @oxv ol your col.eagues bed your
dedieston cnd had you besn stafied with o fow woestrained ole mers with polde
tical experiince, it would have been possibles

vdncerely.
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