7/25/69. ©Cslled Col, Nicholas., In his absence, spoke to Msj. Sweers., I told

him of the e ffects of the overflights, 3old him I°'d have to get rid of
the flock of young breeders, snd asked tv have the remsining ones examined before
13 be 4isposing of them,



7/20/60. My phops call to Msj., Hemilton, JAG, Andrews, re: Dover sonic boom claim,
He had pessed it through channels because of smit. I explained no conmec-
tion, He reforred me to Col, Cherles L, Bower {Bauer?) (0X6-5246), Spoke to Miss
Orooks and Capt., Lowry, explsining, telling them we still had sdverse effects and
asking thet they come up and see what could s$ill be seen {like mouliing, ete.)
Lowry also said I might hesr from L%, Col. Arnold Muklins (O0X7-9083), Public Rele

tions, Didn't., I suzgested visit 's scientifiec benefit.



1/13/61. Calls to memed AF scientific people re problems. Opinicn mot dB. level
bat charseter of sound. I was to hesr further but never did. Also called

people et Beltsville with no result. (D)

1/15 or 1:{/13/61. Prying to locste Dr, Henning Von Gierke, AF expert, re: TIME

story., Phoned s number of AF offices, including Mr. Hewkins, who said
ke'd sse if he could get me copies of any studies made, I never got them. I was
to hear from Dr., Grent. Didn’t hesr anything further,

11/1/61. Called FAL for copy of public repert on noise tests for DC helipert,

Spoke to Mr. Guth (ext. 4648) for some time, Offered ell date or knowl-
edge we heve (mever got report; he never esme). He referred me % Col.Geml [ext.
2105), detsiled from the AF, to vhom I spoke st grest length. He sgresd our prob-
lem was more the charscter of the sound then its dB. level, He seys he has flown
helicopters in the ares and spots where trouble has been csused ers supposed }o be
mepped, {(Note testimony st trial in which former Belvoir helicopter pilot, then
eivilian smploys of Army, testified they were, but only aftsr cemplaint, and that
ours was, and that our loecation csused magnificetion of the effeet of the helicop-
ters. Note, slso, in this connection, the tramseripl of the Iehy conferemce which
ways we never were mspped after all the compleints, triel, ede., until Col, Low
eeme up.) No civilisn H-21l's in ares, Blue-and-vwhite H-21 he thinks he has seen
on Pentagon pad., (Note: My present [5/4/63{7 recollection le thet there wes an
abrupt reduction in the number of timss after this that we gaw the blue-and-white
H-21.) He also referred me %o Mr, Joseph Johnson {ext. 3224), Airpért Planning
Braneh, He was out. I spoke %o Mr. Goodwin slengz same lines - long tslk. He, $00,
agreed chesracter of the sound seemed likely to be the problem, s2nd that sporesdic
distrubances mors likely to disturb then resulsr ones. He $0l1d me of a study they
are having made under contract to find ocut mors about such problems, I offered our
complete ecooperstion, sccess to sverything we hed, names end addresses of witnesses,
ete. In this case, as in all others, I made only one restriction: Precsutims be
taken egainst itracklgg disease onio our plaece, He indiceted I'd hemrr from contrac-
tor, I never did, Col. Gsul sgreecs that when Ike has visitors, the couriers were
told, a3 I hed alwsys believed, to hyrry up - and they did. He identified the
blue-gnd-®%hite H-21 that scemed s0 noisy and thet sesmsd to be on a regulsr sechedule
as one he had seen on the Pentagon pad, snd I now believe he was responsible for
some alleviation.



8/22/62. Phoned AF to get more infomstion on sonic boomgof 3/15/62, was referred
by Col. Spesrs to Maj. Hillding, AF PR. &y note says that in six yesrs
I beve never gotten s single regques$ed thing relsting o these problems fram any
asgeney of the goverament, clvilisn or militery. Col, Tomlinson ¢slled next day and
we had long telk in which I told himsall I could and msde all offers of cooperation.
He was going %o get In touch with s Col, Bul®s re above, HNever hesrd fram sither.
{Hote: Spoke o Haj. Freemen about these complaints 5/26/64 and he said sdminise
trative officer required clesring of sll filss every six months, when they were sent
to dead storege in S%. Louis, When I ssked what heppensd to 2 complaint where there
wore tWC yesrs in which $o make elsim, he sgreed thet might presest s problem. He
said their problem wes space, snd from our visii %o his office, this iz tme., They
are gquite crowded,)

4/15/62, Called Ceol, Tomlinson for him to0 come snd ses recent effects. He was on
leave. He never cams,

4/17/62. lLletter to HeNsmsrs, Asked for relief snd offered o help show government
how to svoid msking others suffer s8 we have,

Traced overflights, Told him it hasn’t been possible to operste poscefully or
profitedbly.

Traced legel histery. Said if necessary would file anmother suill,

Traced sfforts 1o get officisls to see damage whes current, es recent as preceding

month, Also, zsne 0ffer to civilien govermment, even st risk of their using whet

they sew sgsinst us, Reitersied ssme stending offer to him. Dets led serious efe-

feet of Army overflight thet ssme dsy. Asked bhe send somsone immedistely.

"I eecrot smsggerets to you the very ssrious effeets on both the physical and mental

well-being,.."

Reference to unsuccessful efforts 3o do anything asbout sonic booms, daceitfil trest-

ment by AF of dsmege claim filed for sonic boom losses, (D)

4/17/62. 7FPhoned Asst. Atty. Cen. Orrick amd spoke %o Harry Steim, telling him all

sbout recent troubles, past, history of relstions with Defense Dept. He
suggested thet I write Jec. HMolemars and I pointed out previous fruitlsssness, e
sssured me this time it wuld be different. Send him copy (d#d), Invited him up;
be declined, ’

- 4/20/82, Long talk with Ur. Shillinger about birds in Wo. 1, which he had seen srpd

found quite nervous, and thet nervousness seemed to spreed like disesse.
His suggesiioms not prectiesl, He connented op hyeteriz and lack of visible evi~
dence of cannibslism. Also 8/6/82,

4/80/6%2, “Last ¥ed.” phoned Sec, NcNemsra's offics and spoke %o his secredtary and

$01d her ny purpose was to asrranze to give him some of my besudiful
Indisn Game Hens his sviedion hed ruined. I hséd just dressed them. She referred
me o Cen. Coun, Cyrus Vence, who wesn't in the office the seversl times I cal led,
I spoke to his assistsnt, Mr. Niedernshner, snd t0ld by him to call Thursday, Had
trouble msking phone conteel, but he wes familisr with situsticn, had resd letter.
#aited et Linda's 1001 until just before 5:30 when ir. Morse cslled ms sugzesting
Thursday meeting to discuss what could be done to alleviate ihe present problenm,
Ee ssid he'd heve men responsible for routing snd thet we'd get together and figye
out claim {I explsined complexity). I seid they conldn't settle for more thsa
$1,000.00 end he seid law hed beesn changed,

8/2/62, Pentagon econfersnce.



5/4/62., Phoned Masj. Ohemberlein to report helicopter directly overhead. He told

me he hed just issued instructionms calling for his helicopters to stay
five miles away from us., As I now reesll 5/28/537 » Wlth increased slevetion.
After Col, Nicholes' visit, nsw regulations went into effect requiring minipmm
elevation of 1500 feet in srea, as it came out at trisl., Note slsoc that this memo
doesn't include 211 the many ecalls %o report specific helicopters, violations of
regulations, ete, FNote that from here on there ars references to reports by me to
the Army, ete., end in some cases their renorts to me of identificstion or inability
t0 identify helicopters.

8/5/62, Ietter 1o Morse enclosing copy of motes I had of "Thursday"” meeting, plus
typed copies of notes of period 5/1/59-1/3/61. (D)

5/9/68. Morse letter to me ecknowledging receint of notes "relative to helicopter
flights over your farm” and claims forms. "In accordance with our under-
stending” he Gupliceted notes and geve copies to "controllers of AF and Army heli~
copters who attended our metting of May 3. I trust that Ma jor Heynes and Major
Chamberlsin have by now been instrumentsl in deviating helicopter fligzhis from your
farm.” Referred claims %o Col, Hsefsle, Army JAG, requesting "appropriate setion”.

(D)

5/11/62. Letter to Col. C. G. Taylor, Army JAG, authorizi ng him to correect error
on my pert in not putting in meximum smount per clsim as per agreement,

$5,000.,00, thenking him for calling 1% to my sttention by phone and meking further

reference to the agreement with respect 1o agreement on competent experts., (D)

6/22/62. In reporting on overflights, I t0ld Maj. Chamberlsin's lisutensnt I was

having copies of some of the pictures made for them, and if they wanted
anything else to let me know, He ssid good, that this wes getting a litiles ridicu-
lous,

8/25/62. Letter to Avistion Officer MDW enclosing "pictures showing helicopters

directly overhead or very closs", offering negstives if he wants them
(Importence: ealeulsting distance of helicopter because of wide-sngle character of
lenses), and showing these f1ights occurred after Hay 3 esgreement end I had reported
them by phone., Asked for return of merked prints. Never did. {p)

7/5/62., Phoned MDW duty officer, Maj., Webb, who refused to taks the call, even

when I said I'd pay for it, until he "checked it owt". I slso explained
to him the purpose of the eall wes o catch the violstors while they were in the
sir, Spoke to Mr. Morse, who had been kept informed of the previous overflights,
and he told ms he was determined %o find ocut why they continue and why they camnot
iden¥ify 2 single one. This informstion hed been routed to him through channels,
not by me., I also told him I still hedn't received the claims forms. MMaj. Webd
called bsck, He said he'd lesve some word in "the book" for other duty officers so
this wouldn't happen sgsin. Among other things, I told Mr, Morse of the recent
White House helicopters.

7/10/82. TWhen I celled Maj. Chemberlain, he told me he was under orders %o aceept
no more collect calls.,

7/11/62. Celled Mr. Morse re MW refusal to accept collsct cslls. Wenrt into detasil
with his secretsry on our finsnecial condition, ste. Cslled Herry Stein,
telling him all thst hed happensd since our previous conversstion. He sald he wished
he ecould think of something else to tell me, but he couldn't. I emphesized the
health hazard, Phoned White House Press Office, which I hed slso cslled when it was
first snnounced Kennedys were renting Glen Ora, to caution them about damge %o o opl/



on the ground, and left messsge that we now had been damaged, snd how., Told both
it hed become clear to me Defense Deperimsnt couldn't control its pilots. Morse

and White House to call mes following a.m.

7/12/62, Letter to McResmara, Copy to lawyers, "Stein, DJ" (Toris Section}. BRef.
to incorrect mekking of meps at sy 3 meeting and to orders issusd to

avoid us by two miles always and by five miles when possible, I had marked maps

correctly, showing us and others who could be hurt, Bubt flights have continusd,

snd not & sngle pilot identified. Genesul Counsel’s office also couldn’t identify

pilots or bases,

Maj, Chamberlsin ssid he had been ordered by Defense Depb. to refuse to =zccept col-

lect calls from me, My inability to afford this expemse,

Seriousness of effect on our heslth, especial 1y wife's glsucoma, 3he had to have

emergency consulistions twice in psst three weeks, Doctor told her of pessibtility

of blindness by eny one of these attacks, which dould be precipitated by tensions

from overflighis.

R sport ¢sll to Salinger's office et White House becsuse some of the first family's

flights wore over us emnd low, ‘

Further ref, to our "desperste circumstences” snd "inereased impairment of our

heslth,” (D)

7/13/62. Mej. Doster, White House helicopter detall, Called to say he had slerted

their pilots to our place, thet he himself wes familisr with it from having
flown hellcopters in Washington before, and from having it identified %o him as a
place to avoid fmote of 5/26/64: As of this time they still hed my plsce marked
wrong on their maps, if they had ihe meps marked; hence, how could he aeccurately?
And why hedn't they dome this long before? See "transeript" of 3/10/64 Pentagon
meeting. He told me he was confirming his instruttions in writing., He 4iscussed
seversl matters, and he asked me if they stayed 1,000 feet up and two miles west of
240 i1 thaet would be o.k., expleining Secret Service reluctance to have President
more than twe miles from mein highway. I replied o.k. He s8id he hsd & clear under-
stending of our losstion and he will communicste it to others. If T see one I be-
lieve is assigned to White Houss, I am to e¢sll him collect st ST3-0333.

7-19-62, MeNeughton, Gen. Coun., Defense Dept., letter to me in response %6 mine

of 7/12/82, "relstive to flights of helicopters over your farm. 1 regret
esserelisf you have sought has not been obizined...loss tc undsrstand why the over-
flights continus,..” Explains why cancot aceept reverse calls; ssks for further
informetion and will be in touch, (D)

7/27/62. Reported sirsngs msneuvering of s helicopber while the Ciba peopls were

here to MaJj, Chamberlain who, in the course of conversation, agsin revealed
some I had reported were Second Army, over which he had no contrel, to whom he hed
sgain sent instruction; and that some of thoss reported msy have been his,

7/28/62., My reply to icNeughton's of 7/18/62, ixpressed interest in lsarning why
overflights "continued for so long, up to and including yesterday.®

Pold of next installment on log smi promised to cortinve sending it in.

Told him I 4id not understand why I should be expected to psy for phome ecalls they

had asked me %o mske. (D)

7/28/62, Iy letter to Morse, with copy of log to 7/27/62. Told him I hed mot vet
received copiss of the forms on which claims were to bDe filed {they had
not given me enoush and I had ssked for them by phone seversl times, beginning with
Cel, Teylor's cell of 5/11/62).
Teold him .uigley hsd mede & "preliminsry visit preparstory to sssessing snd com~-
puting the dasmege", ete. This related to my reguest eand I believed our sgresement
on impsrtisl experts. They never did let me know if they would so regsrd the
University ssaff. (D)



8/1/62., MeNaughtom to me, pursuent to his of 7/19/62. His reference to helicop-

ter flights either refers o flights other than I reported or he was
clearly given false informetion. He reports who have been "directed” to avoid
overflight of our farm.

Says DD "most coneerned when its military operations interfere with the public’s
welfare., Every effort is taksn to sse %o it thet the enjoyment of & person's
property rights is not infringed upon, Accordingly, I hsve evsry reason to believe
that relief from the slleged overflights of helicopters will be &n aceompliished
faet.® Note: if the ovarflighis are cnly slleged, ss he ssys, why should ne have
to sssure us of relisf fram them? (D)

8/4/6%. My reply to HcNaughiom's of 8/1/84, I point out that with the log I hed
sent in, it is clear he was talking about flights other than those I hed

reported for July 10 and ssid it would be interesting %o know if sny I had reported

had been identifisd.

I tell him I Lisve affidevits frau witnesses to the overflights I heve reporisd,

thet these will bs available to him, snd I said, "there ssems to be little resson

for your uss of the word 'slleged’.” (D)

8/16/62. When 1 spoke tc Haj. Chemberlain to complain of an helicopter not over 300

feet high, be sald he was certasin it was Second 4Amy, told me he had spoken
t0 them = nunber of times, but sgid it was cuitside his control. He slgo identified
sl1ll those of which I had senit picturss as Sscond Army snd seid none I had reporied
nad been under him, except possible FPresidentials.

8/24/68., My letter to MeNsughton, with further reference to overflights he hsd
incorrectly reported on., Told him I had resson to believe these were

Second Amy (reported $0 me by MDW?) and whet proper officials of Second Army hsd

been t0ld.

Enciosed picture of owe Jjust pest the snd of our properiy on the west snd "certsinly

under 300 feet high”, on 8/18/62, 9:40 s.m,, and previously reported to MDW.

Reported one of previous day, and spparent wiiness.

Referred to others reported to MDW, again sddressing myself to his use of the word

"alleged”.

Offered him nezatives of my pictures and showed how he could tell for himself by

landmsrks in picture thet helicopter was under 300 feet., (D}

8/26/62. After 1ow (less than 500 feet) soithbound helicopter, phoned duty officer
MDE, Lt, Col, Mary Blake. She malled back later, golleel, to report she

had checked all possible bsses in or nesr DC - Davison, Pemtsgon, Bolling, Anscostis,

Quentico and even the control tower at National Alrport, All negetive, OShe told

me éach had reported toc her the merking of their maps to have my plece zvoided and

their femilisrity with our locstion. (Note 5/28/64- hence, were then =211 msrked

wrong?)

8/28/62, Note says I sent pictures tc NcNeughton and told Mej. Chsmberlain to lst
him know the negetives were svailable sznd could be projected for further
enlsrgement .

8/29/82., 8:15 s.m. Cslled Mej, Chamberlsin to discuss yesterdsy's incldent (foreed
landing, H=-2l, irensporting two women in westher not fit for flying). He
s8id he hed intended to call me. (I had tried without success to call McNsughton
end Morse.) He spoke generslly sbout "accomplishing their mission® and the problems
crested by the weather (they'd have made beiter time, znd st muech less expense, by
road). He told me thst one I had reported about ten deys zgo wes s Merine from
guantico. I ageip esked for silhouettes, He said it wes =2 good idee and he'd take
it up wi th the Dept., of Defense. HNote: I never d4id get sither silboueties or any
cther means of identifying the helicopters from either the operatdonsl people or Hhe



JAG or legsl people. Until Maj. Freaman got intarested in try ing (without success)
o cateh the plames bresking the sound barrier in violstion of regalations, I never
aid get eny mesne of sny kind to help in identificstion. Ine Ijded in the manusi he
then sent me on planes were some helicopters. I slso got & few from manufacturers,
See 8/10/62. '

8/10/62, Ineident of very low (400 ft.) helicopter led me to call Mej., Chemberlain
about this and further discussion of forced lending, in which he indiecsted
the women being transported were "a step above secretaries” and whenm I asked him why
they hed $o get sc close to us, he replied vaguely about the nature of the mission,
I tried to get Ft. Ritchie %0 learn something. Thkis is the incident where 1il for-
g0t %o tske the lens cover off sngd when I took the camers fram her I neglected to
cheek it, s0 there were no pictures becsuss the film wasn't expoged, 4%, Fi. Ritchie
& sergesnt seid he had expected & helicopter =t 9:15 but it hedn't srrived and that
Cept. Muleshy wes in confersnce. Caslled Ritchie agein e little later; first was ree-
ferred to & Capt. Arthur, who was off on a flight until 4 p.m., then got a Warrent
Officer Chstesu who, it turned out, was 2t the Hagerstown HMuniecipal Afrport md re-
ferred me back to Ritehie, Muleshy. Aifter seeing appsredtly the ssme one pesturning
overhead about 700-800 feet high, I sgein called Maj,. Chemberlain, who suggested I
ask FAL to declars our place a restrictsd ares, He seemed to think, from the elapsed
time, this one misght have originated in the IC ares. The Major said he was asking
the Dept. of the Ay %o appoint & contact for me on @ higher level and in the Defense
Dept. 80 he'd be zble to get in touch with other services. He 2lso described the
forced landing affair of the two women as a "priority mission". At 12:00 Cept,
Smleahy returned the csll and said he'd eheck this and Sunday's incident and report
to Maj. Chamberlaiz with request he inform me of details. He knew about us and cur
problems. I emphssized this hed now gone past the point of the mere economic impor-
tanee, expleining Iil's sye problems, and ssked him %o emphssize this to his pilots
end visitors. He was certsin #e had hsd no trouble from his "assigned pilcts,
Lster, hearing ¥hite House had sens helicopter for Ike, celled Doster, who later
returned csll saying this could not have been that flight, whick wss 15 miles to the
east of us. He slso knew sbout the Quantico.flight thet had gore over us srd seid
he was sorry sbout thosse of the weekend of July 4. FEmphasizsd health hagzerd to
Ritchie, OChesmberlain "hoped” this wasn't his; indicsted nsture of mission night
cause him to ignore regulstion,

2/16/62, My efforts to get silhouettes frae Dofense Dept. referred to in memo in
H/C - types.

8/20/62. Asked Haj. Chamberlsin to provide silhousttes so I dould identify types.
He said he hed none, to write Dept. of Defense. Reported violstions.

8/81/62., Msj. Chamberlasin told me thet for about a week I might expect more "visi-
tors because of cerisin exsrei ses”, the neture of which I didn't ask.
Reporbed s¥erflighss.

9/25/62. McNsughton's repaytto my letter of 24: “Imvestigetion...has disclosed...
U.S.Army, has directed thet helicopters will mot fly within a five mile
radius of s point (your farm) one mile Southeszst of Hyettstown, Maryland snd will
maintain at least 1,500 feet of indieated altitude in this aree, westher permitiing.”
Also says investigetion lesds them to beligve their directive is being complied with.
Fote thet this is the wrong location of our fam, but it ccnfirms the regulstim 1
had been promised Msy 3, 1962, exsctly,
[ﬁs of the time of typing thie I cennot find 2 note on whet happened, but I cslled
Korse, who put me in touch with Col. Iow. I $0ld Morse that the incorrset loestion
of cur property sfter all the+$ had taken place would emberrass them. TPhere should
8lso be & note of my phone cell sbout an hour after spesking to Morse, from Ld Fen-
lon's phone, 2nd spesking to Low's secrebary, who slready had the ﬁLle_:_7 {Morset g
lstder of 11/21/62 seys I replied to MeNasughton 9/28/62.) (D)



8/26/62. Cslled Nr, Morss frem Ken Pohlmsnn's office, telling him of wntinuation,
sources reported of helicopters. I told him we feged s very serious prode
lem and dldn't kunow what else to 4o, As I %0ld him of recent eventz, he repeated
over snd over sgein he was 9%t & loss tc know whet to do or s8¥s He sgresd with Mej,
Chamberisin’s puggestion of lisison on a higher level =nd ssked me %0 call Chlef of
Avietion Affairs in the office of the isst, See. Aleo, thet I ssk Fia to declars
our plaee s restricted sres, that I ¢asll ihe Space Utilization Div. T reminded him
of his promise o do something if they could csdeh cre guy snd tolé him Mej. Chamber
lsin hed told me juet tuis s.m. thet the R-21 thad wes so low this pest Sundey wes
probably one of his gnd thers wes no excuse for i%, Cslled Air Spece, Kr, Burtm,
and ssked for "restriction®., He is to ¢8ll m® when he returns froz trip. Callsd
Abst, See, where s searstary had alresdy besn spoken to, hed tha fils, ™t the man
{eol, Low) wes out snd would csll me whem he retumsd, On the way home picked up 8
hitehhiking soldiers fiom Fi. Ritchie who 1dentified bRie-smi-whits H-21 and silvere
and-orange smeller ones es AF¥ thst they had seen at Bitcehie. On reporting recens
owrflights to Msj, Chemberisin, he ssid in sll probability niz were involved.
Ufferesd Morse meg=tives., HNot in neie, but I recall asking spsin for clsim forma,

8/28/82, <Col. low phoned ze, Memo includes what of my end of the conversstion 1ii
could taks down snd those thinzs Col, Low said that ] wanted exsct, wen
I coversd the mouthpisce sad repested them to her, e diseussed many things., Thia
shows 1 offersd him everything, ineluding what I mew soulsd poeeibly be used sgeinst
me if the govi, hsd dishonest intentions, OfFfsred $o take him to wiinssses, sto.
Discussged souree snd identificetion of helicopters and feilure of sovt, to i me in
8 position 0 idemtily them, even efter I msked for such mesne. I told hiz they had
no control over their pilots., I discussed the terrain, our photographic eguipment
end i%s limitstions, weether, prasidentisl helieopters, my reporting, ny mony offers
of inspeetion =nd the fact thet no one has coms to check my complaints, the demspes
to the thickens, snd the fect thet some of the lszttere to me were going o be sn
embarrssssent to them,
4% one polnt he ssid, "I want o remove this fuissnce, There has been significant
herasament ™ : _
1il bes her origissl notes. Soms not 828y 0 transerids, but shs doed havs them and
the blanks will be clear,

9/28/62, My letter to Col, Low thenking him for his eall thet s.m, end koping he'd
be getting up soon. He wes ihen iviation Asst, %0 isst, Sec., irmy Fisesl
Hensgement, Semd him log thru 9/23/62, Zent pictures with log end geve him identi-
flcetion of camers we sve used anpd their focel lemgths snd orffsred camers we ware
Then using if he wented to take any victures of helicopters %o know sixs from known
distances to compere with whet we had sent in, Repestsd offer of n:getives,
Identi fication of soms of rletures, including one Msj., Chemderlsin said was ong of
his, thet showed they wers "overfiights"., 4Asked for unels s3ified zilbousttes o I
eould bstter identify (mever g0t). Gave him my semed i1z, 80 h®'d know when T would
not b8 homs,
#ith reference to the % i nge he ssid over the phone, "Wo certeinly émoreciste vour
&ttitude and sre certsin it reflects thai of the Defense Dept. itself, If there
%s By vay in which we csn cooperste, you mey depend upon our umlimitesd cooperationts
Dj

1049/62, Purmiant 0 suggest lons from Uefenss Deps. Personnel, T contmeted speeified
persounel 2% FiA, I alsc undertock separate initiative with P:A. There is
&n snbire file on this, "Faar, But sgcifically 4n enswer to wisi Defense Depte Yold
me to do, note of 10/9/62 is fram MeClunz, ¥Ai Restrictiosns Seetion, He told me
Defense Deyb. wss wrong, thet Fii eoculd not gramt us & restriction, bmt militazy svie
ation wes required %o comply »ith their regulstions {CAR 80}, Pe suggested I osll
Kilgore, Sup. imspsecter for complimce # th flight atenisrds, ReClung was awere tim$

I hed sgekaz; %0 & number of FAL people in the pest becsuse he rsferred to this,
Repeals



S ey waaws ww uw w02T L could for their
vevaRIBL CONTITECTOY, (?}

Note of 10/12/62 refers %o call previous day to Kilgore, who rsferred me to s Mr,
Newell who, from his nrevious experience, kpew about troubles caused by helicopters
- in his esse, turkeys in Ge. He said he would get in touch with Mr. Cress of the
Baltimore office who has jurisdetion over our territory, that ¥r, Cress would come
or would srramnge for others to come end mske an inguiry snd perhaps & study. I
repsated our sitanding offer, even to the point of giving information that might
eventuslly be used aga nst us, in sn sffort to help govermment people get s better
undserstanding of what thess overflights have doms to us ané to our stock end their
potentisl for other people. Rest of fils is correspondence. (F)

Hote: Visit never came 10 pess. Alsc, meny of the flights of which I ewmpla inad
and ss specified in the log are or were in violstion of FiA regulail ons requiring,
emong other things, s minimum mesn elevatbon of 1,000 feet that here, in effect,
meens about 1,200 beecause of the hill. Perhsps proximity of Sugarloafl Mt., iv bad
westher means even higher elevstion.

10/12/62, Col. Low cslled (I ksd tried to cell hip earlier) %o say he is ecoming up
todsy. I offered to tske him to witnesses snd he said thet wouldn't be
necessary (this was 12:80), that he had spoken to operators of helicopters and others
eand he bad no doubt of the verscity of my reports. He thinks maps are siill not
marked correctly. He asked if this s.m.'s were White House ami I seid we hadn't
seen encugh of the tops 0 tell for surs., Seid we'd bsen abaused, ete, Also, menmo
on call snd Lil's steno notes,
When he got here, I introduced him to John and Mr. Summers. He said hs hed no
guestions to ask them, he was satis fied about the truth of whet I reporied,

Reforence to what I showed Col. Iow on his 18/12/62 visit in note of 10/13/62 in
eost file, Pointed cut & pullet in bsrn who lived atop wadsr trough, defscated in
it constently, wuld never amount %o anything, ard msde considerable extra work
just cleasning up after her, '

10/13/62. letter to Fred Faffley, Fil, Bsltlimore, irn response to0 his cell. Told him

agadn of effsots, sent log, offered pletures, referred to affidavits I
heve, repeated offer msde over phone of compleie @ opersti on end unrestri ¢cted sccess
to our property and evervthins we have, and offered to prodwe o witnesses, Told him
Fith whom I hed beem in touch in government, hew to get in touch ¥ith them, and said
if I foregot anyiking, let me kmoe. Also mentiomed thst Col., Low thouzht two the day
before might be White House, If I mmve eny noiss on the phone conversstion I cannot
find them, but I recell it wes lengthy =nd I told him everything, as the letier
indicates, (F)

10/17/62. Called both Col, Low's snd Mej. Chemberlsin's offices to leave word about

overflight of 10/16 directly overhesd, MNote with respect t¢ Col, Iow's
first cell {9/28/62), = long conversstion, 1il has stencgrsphic notss, inecuding
phraeses I gave her while we were telking {eovering mowthpisce), such ms his descrip-
tim of the sbuse we hed been subjected to, and my reporting of the esll, right
after I hung up.

10/31/62. Speke to Col, Low from EKen Fhhlmenn's office snd asked if he vented any
more pietures emd reported yesterday's helicopter. He ssid 00, that my
Gocument ation wes mors than enough, that he end Mr. Morse were getting together, in
the next four or five days he hop:{ "to have something for® me, something, he indi-
cated, that would be to my liking. fhen, im the note I typed right then, appear
these words, "I ssid thet when ths +ims came for the filing of cleims I'd like to
be ss forthright 28 I had offered to be, so that apy questions thst might bs involved
could be ssetiled and understood beforehand, 80 as 1o cresss no problems snd parheps



eliminste them befors they arcse, He seid he'd have t0 discuss that with thse
lswyers snd I told him I understood there might be limitations." I belisve the
word "him® wes iusdvertently left out;y 1.8., I $o0ld RIH.

11,21/82, Morge to me, refsrring to mine of 9/88/62 to McNsughton. Ssys, "Amy

! helicopters to e lergs extent were imvelved in the overfligits™, so it
sent Low %0 me, Low's solution (ke mever dlscussed it #ith me, bat it would hsve
been fine if sdhered to), "desigmstion of 2 J-mile radius over your fsrm which re-
_strict Army helicopters from flying below = &, 000 fest when itreversing this srea
under visual Tlight conditions....hlr Foree is issuinz similar imstrustioms to its
£1izht persornsl....These acticns are directi v in nsture snd except for this situ-
stions requiring smergency flight procedures they mey bes expected to eliminais
militery low-level flights im your srsa. 1% is hoped the meiier is now setviled %o
your sstisfaction.” He enclosed printed coples of regulation, { D}

11/28/62. Fhoned Horse (line busy), them Low %o report vicletion of new regulstiouns.

Hs explained the nev regalstion is dlrective in nstars, su unusual step
thet has been Seken 3o help us; thet under seriously edverse cireumstances, lsw and
necessity might both require thst the helieopter £1y elose $0 us and low, snd the$
the previous promises made 8% the Pentagdn were not directive in nsturs. This sp-
perently in ensWer to my statement ithel the new regulstion, which celled for a
threo-mileavoidance, seemed $o be wesker ther thet promiged at the 5/%/82 meeting -
five miles.

12/7/82. VWm. S. dorges, acsing supervising imspecior Fis, Baltimors, returned log
s0d seid highlight from it and my lstier of 10/153/62 hed been " iorwerded
to our regionsl counsel”. (F)



i/14/00. My reply to iorse's of 11/21/62. Thanked him and Low for their efforts
and reported the regulstion was being violated, thet while the effects
on our stock hsve been serious, they are distressing 1o us personally. Gave him
spscific case and reported I eculdn't get him on phone but did get Col. Tow, whe
t01d me sn ehsolube pronibition of overflighis wes both illegal end dengerous. If
trme, "It then becomes sbundantly clesr thet we will mever be sble to operate owur
pouliry farm sucesssfully.” '
Again called to his ettention we hedn't got clsim forms., I wes continuing whenl
eould to work onm this. (D)

1/18/63., Morse's reply to mine of 1/14/63: "...I em afraid there is not much more
that we in the Defense Depertment car do than hes slreedy been done %o
divert helicopters from overflying your farum...suggest you contect the claims office
of the nearest Apmy instsllstion sné obbain the necessery forms and imstructims for
filing a claim egeinst the United States. If you do this rathber thas obtain the
claim forms from me, you will be proceeding in the proper msnner Tor Tiling a2 claim,”

(D)

1/19/63 {spproximete dete), Upon reeeipt of Mr, Morse's leiter of 1/18/63, I fol-

lowed his sugzesticn sand phomned ¥4. Detrick, spegking to both civilien snd
military legel oificers. 4. L%. Elliott was t0 come down the following day. Instead,
I hesrd fras Capt. Ven Voris st Ft. HMesde by phone. We have the originsl note Lil
mede when she sccepted he ezll, misspelling the csptein's neme tut correctly list-
ing the phone numbers.

2/11/83. Ceptain Van Voris: I heve found my hendwritten note shoWing I celled him
asking when he is coming so I ean adjust my sehedule if nscesssry andto
tell him whet my schedule would be; sdvising him of the contrests I wented him to
ase between docile =nd frighiened chickens, both of the seme ctock, Leth on the
ssme feed, housss, stc., espeeially in comnection with pletures, I believe I wanted
him to teke his own pietures, but this may have meant I had pletures t¢ show him.
My note on his reply indidates he wanted me ‘%o have a rough figure for him and thed
he hes two courts mertisl amd will be tied up for s while., This is I led in
Defsnse Dept, file,

2/16/63., Pnoned Cspt., Vem Voris sbout somke booms and asked him to check them out.

He said there were few Arymy plsnes that could do this and probebly they
were AF and likely from Andrews., He slso believed he'd get nowhere with ther, thsat
his previcus experience and knowledge led him %o this conclusion., He t0ld me %o
ireludce any dsmeage in with overall eleim,

3/4/65.  3aa Regionsl Counsel Martin White referring to my letter snd phone call to
Beltimore office {he had report on econversstion) ssid the$, since the heli-

copbsrs were Defense Dept., "your compleint properly should be lodged with the Dept.

of Defense sincs violations comnitted by military sirersft sre ultimetely processed

by the eppropriate military suthorities.” Sent copy of my letiter to DD end ssid

"interfersnce with the use and snjoyment of subjacent resl csizte does not provide

& basis for designsting e restricited szrea.,” (F)

3/11/63., My reply to FAL Regionsl Coumsel's letter of 3/4 explaining 7 hsd gotten

in touch with Fih as told to by D offieials. Told him DD had admitied
in writing #bhey I hed seid 2nd zsked wes it "ithet you esnnot or will not do eny-
thing?" Celled %o his sttention confiict between his sllepmsd inability end the en-
elosed clipping, en AP rzport that FiA had restricied flightis in the areas of the
,z(m home Pres, Kennedy was building in Va. because of the conplsints of aeighbors,
7)



3/80/63., Phonea ¥aj. Desbter aboub apparent violetions by White House h«aliCOpters..l
Iroquois not thsirs ~ $they have none.

4/4/63, Thonmed Col. Low re helicopters and sonic booms. In his absence spoke to
Col. Beam, Told him of chickens scared enocugh to pull broody cocp downe.

I told him once agein the regaler pattern was clesrj betiter westher, the helicopters

fly agsin, Imphasized adverse effect on our health, He twice repested thet if the

steps they hed taeken didn't work, "we'll itry something else,”

4/18/83, Fih Regioml Counsel’s reply to my letter of 3/11/63, enclosing copy of
N HWotice to Aimmen re Kennedy homs, saying 1t vwas 8 recuest rather than an
ordsr, Said I file complsint directly with OD {he knew I hed om dozens of occe-
sions), Said that the FAL "does investigste ineidents involving militery sircrefs,
pevsrtbeless the processing of these violations ultimstely comee within the juris-
diection of the respsctive branches of the militsry service.” (F}

4/26/863, Wy reply to FAA DNegionsl Counsel's letter of 3/19/82, esking why threy

cannct rejuest that we be avoided, &s they have for the Wealthy people liv-
ing in the srez where the Kennedys sre muilding., 41s¢ told him the wild-goose chese
on which we hsd besn urnnecesssrily led did us ne good., (F)

5/14/63. sorse to me following my phone csll to Secretary McNemsra's office, whers

I spoke to Col. S. B, Berry on May 8. Rsferrsd o regulsticn and seid he
was informed 21l services complying. MAceordingly, if you sre still being subject
to low (Lights directly over your farm, I would sppreciate receiving Ifrom you e
serisl nuwbers on the helicopters involved so thet spproprisie scticn may be tdien,”
Refers to my request to Col, Berry {(who ssked ms whsi they could do to help and I told
him about our agresment of 5/3/82, which left me with the understending the t we'd
agree on impartiesl expsrts, and since I badn't heerd, st least I'4 like some agree-
ment on how I should computs, ete., which I explained was podéntially e very compli-
cated matter), Again advised ms to get in touch with clousest instaliletion for "the
neeessary forms eund instructions for filing s claim”., Said no govermment employes
was permiited by law to "prepare the claim” for me, something I bud never requested,
altho et the Pentagon meeting I hed offerzd sven 1o let them do ths computations if
they wesnted to. (D)

5/23/63. FAA Regionsl Counsel’s reply %o my letter of 4/26/62 saying they have been

in touch with BD, ™We have been sdvised thset they are thoroughly familier
with your sompleint and have avsiled themselves of all possible means &% thelr dis-
posel in en sttempt %0 resolve thiz situstion. We are further sdvissed thet you have
recently contacted them pertsining to this ssme complaint whieh would indieste thet
vou have followed our advice," I have no idez what this would refer to, for I wss
alwsys in toueh with DD, and DD assked me o get in touch with FAA., What & runsround
and weste of time and nsefless exira frustraztion! Hobte to Mr, Taft: Could this FAA
file revesl snyihing? (¥}

6/8/653, I hsd been invited %o address those of the veterinary medicine staff of

the PDA as were in DC {2bout helf) on the use of reserpine t¢ curb canni-
balism and to show the pertinent pleturss, One of the steff, Dr. Geyor, had had
experience with frightened pouliry, seid they srs never the ssme sgein, snd would so
tesi/;’ify‘ Dr, S mith alsc agreed to mske 2 sistement along the seme lines, Sse log
7/4/83,

7/4/63. Dr. Shillinger wes here 7/2/63 aré sew Indisn Geme with twisted leg in
No. 1. He stiributed it %o mechanical injury. See slso pix fils.

7/3/6%, TWashingbon POST interested in my file on sonic booms during past month., {SB}



7/9/63. George Quigley here. S5aid condition in No. 1 hysteria; declined to even

foed them, fearing to cause more damsge. Tried to frighten No. 3 pullets
by unarmounced, repid opening of door and couldn't. Impressed. Impressed with
sarvival rete UW; Sew seabbed and wounded birds mot being picked by others., Agreed
it was unusual these damaged ones hadn't fallen prey to cesmnibalism.

7/10/83, Scnic boom. Boswell's nephew, here getiing menure, said he was % Comus
yesterday, and thet one shook the ground. {(SB)

7/12/63., Invited county agents froa both cuntiss to ses unususl eff8ets of hys-

teris, Both ssid they'd c¢ove, Shoemsker with & group. Neither did. Also
invited Dr. Rebstein, Animal femm, F%, Detrick. He hed expected cemnibalism from
some of their snimsls ss consecuence of sonic booms and was plesssntly surprised there
hsd been none., Iow densifty in their cagss, ete.

7{17/63., Phoned Mej. FPeemen., He said without doubt these were scnic booms snd that
"ge caused them”, He is satisfled the last two, which he wses sbls to ¢hsek
out, were mot of locel origin, He hss made srrepgements Tor s radar net {o try %o
trsek the plsnes, if we can get him on phore within 2 mimutes. (e got %o bim in
time on & numbsr of ocessions, buk the radsr never csught one of the violators, to
my knowledge).,
He had earlier $hought thers might be much of seientific benefit 10 be lesrned from
our experience and on this occasion I esked who hse'd 1like me Ve combaet. I celled
Dr, Odbert, Chief, Fsycho-biological Project, Div, of ledicsl Hesearch, Netl. Seience
Foundstion {out)., Spoke to Dr. Peul Chethsm, assistsnt, giving explapnation, stending
offers; he is geing to tslk to seversl of their brenches. {I never heard from any.)
Es asked me to 6sll Dr, Jos. Brasdy, ¥alter Resed, who wes oub, &8 Was his assistamnt,
nazed Tolliver, Spoke 0 technician who snswered, lesving regular offers. Ho ealls
back, Two PR men I didn't have time %o call in sero-spsce resesrch: Maj. Smith,
Cept. Ferlich. Note of 7/18/83 indiéstes these further eslls: Dr, Melane and Dr,
Seymour Kety, reporting Dr. Rabstein's be ief it might be vsluasble o do brain sec-
tions of both hystericsl birds and those on restricted light.
7/17/63. Fhoned Dr. Shaffmer re high production (under circumstences; of birds I
tried to force-mouli. He says what I 4id shauld have forced moul¥. He
thinks those noi now moulbing must heve just finished moult and would thus be
harder., (I sgreesd.}

7/18/63. Notgkeys alsc spoke to Dr. Modene yosterday about hystsria, reporting Dr.

Seymour Kety's belief and that of Dr. Mel Rsbetein (F$. Detriek, to whom
I had spoken often) that they might want %o mske brain exeminatione., Nots that I
had spoken to everyone 1 could think of st Detrick, and to them, as to 8ll those
listed above, sxtended stsndard offer,

7/18/63. Lletter from ¥aj, Froemen forwerding identificstion mamual snd infommstion
shests on sonic boom, The one esllsd Sonic Boom, USAF Office of Informa=-
tion, says "...sonic boom pressures cemnot dirsctly injure & psrson” {my emphasis)
end, after saying they can ceuse Gamange, "...sontact the Claims OFficer st your
nearest Air Force instellstion - he will help you," (iiy emphasis.] The Sonic Boom,
HQ, SAC, sgsin By ing dsmage can be done, says to comtact es above "and all poss bls
sssistence will be given to satisfy your claim," {(egd n my emphasis) ani this sd-
dressed itself to Col. Leshy's ssseriion it is illsgel tc help.
Maj. ¥ reemen said that, while he couldn't find any records of AF " involvement™,
"fe do know you sre hearing booms...In the meantime, ocur Air Defense Commend srd the
Federal Avistion Agency sre coopersting to determine the source of your disturbemse.”™
Similar statement in Col, F. Hi Pahringsr's letter to Cong. Methias 7/23/684. (8B}




7/19/65, My letter to Capt. Ven Voris, asking questions that hsd come up after his
visgit and referring %o claims that should have been filed and of which
there wee no record irn my possession, {Never answered.) (D)

7/21/63, Capt. Van Voris sew empiy cspseity during what should hsve been my busy
season. Memo on "oosts",

7/27/63. My reply to Mej. Freemsn's of 7/13/63 in which I invited inspsction of

demsges and any descired tests on chickens, HRHeported Capt. Ven Voris's
exeminstion of dsmaged pullets, Offered sccess to films, etc., Rsported identifi-
cation menusl not complete on helicopters., (SB)

7/80/63. Effects of electrical storm an chickems nil, I wes csught with them in
a8 severe one 7/29. 1 was with the most hystericsl chickens end closs
enough to the others to have detected sny rescition.

8/8/63, Misc. date on capacities of baildings, production. (H)

8/9/863. Col, Leshy to us. S8id I hsd filed ome cleim for $110,000 "from 1958
through 1963". 3Said Army without Jjurisdiction, clsims without substan~

tistion {they weren's supposed to have it, We were weilting to hesr egsin from

Ven Voris on impertial experts snd had cslled him twice without 8 return esll), and

says under FICA "Federsl District Courts hsve exclusive jurisdiciior on elaims over

$2,500," snd refers to previous case "situstion identicsl to thet presented in your

elaim”,
Note: After getting this letter I phoned Morse et his home, Sat. p.m., reed it %o

him; he wes surprised snd told me he'd arrange to be with me and for me %o see the
Armay JAG the coming Monday. Also phoned Cong. Msthias, who wes golng to acceompsny
me if he wesn't tled up on floor (he wam). (D)

8/13/83, Memo - conference with Col. Coggine, Asst. JAG, US Ammy, in his of fice
(Rm. 2E444, 0X5-3786, 0X5-4384) with Mr. Morss. I gave brief history,
ineluding recent history with JAG Second Armay, which had contacted me after I,
following Mr. Morse's letter, hsd gotden in touch with Ft. Detrick, closest imstal-
ls%ion, Cept. Van Voris's report of interservice sgreement thet Amy would hendls
for all, thst he agein proposed to me that we g0 shesd snd settle for property and
business under generally what he called "eminent domain™, and whet I understood io
be under the unconstftutionsl taking thhory snd thet I sgain agreed. I pointed out
there wasn’t 2 single sccurste stabement in Col. Leshy's letter, that the entire
original arrangenent wes sgreed to after proposal by Mr. Morse st May meebting with
lagel representstives of all services seeming to agree. They were present, that
Col, Teylor specificelly did agree (he wes with Army JAG), of his later phome csll
1o me and my letter in response, whiech I showed Col, Coggins, of the most recent
pepers filled out under Capf¥. Van Voris's observetions snd instruetions, ete,
Mr. Morse not only confirmed, tut he resd from nodes he had made at the meeting.
He said this clearly wes an unfeir wey 30 trest us snd slso resd from other ecases
to show practice, He went into MCA and that it wss ssked of Congress by DD, and
that he end then Army Sen. Coun. Vance hsd testified for it. He was at & loss to
undsrstand Col. Leshy's attitude, Mr., Horse agreef that the claimsg hsd been fTiled
to halt the statute of limitations, sand thst they were t6 have been completed later,
and I pointed out we were still wesiting to hear from Cspt. Van Voris if his superiors
would accert University pesople as impartisl experts, Mr. Morse and Col. Coggins
agreed thers should be no guestion sbout Juigley snd A8 Ee staff snd Shaffner, Col.
Coggins said he'd phore leshy. DBoth urged ms to write letter of appesl %0 Asst.
Sec, Army Fiscal Management (I still hsVe the originel note of the name).
It turned out thst Col. Leshy hsd been in the job s short while snd hed scted without
consulting any of the partiss 0 ocur agresment.
I expleined the serious consequences 0 us, especially Lil's heslth hszard,



When the guestion of responsibility arese, Mr, Morse confirmed my statement thet
there never had been sny guestion of thet, that ever in the litigation the govern-
ment never questiomed i%., Mr. Morse mentionsd the vsriocus services by nsme and even
addsd the White Eouse sdmitted it. He 81s0 s31d he had asked 4ir Fereoe to consider
teking over the claim if the Army didn't a5 back to the original position (he mad
esrlier $old me that),

Severzl times Mr., Morse said he wesn't sppesring s my lswyer but thst simple jus-
tice and {airness impelled him %c st=te ths facts, whick completelwv substsniisted
e,

Morse walked #ae back to the mrking lot end mentioned my conversetior with Col.
Berry, whick apparently in psrt hsd Leen misunderstood. After expleining it, I
%0ld him every msn hsd a breeking point and I wss st mine, thsi we faced many seri-
ous problems because of this abuse, but notis were 8s importsnt Yo me s my wife's
situsastion.

Earlier Mr, Morse confirmed the seriss of misheps resuldirg in overflights becaise
our place bad been misloceted. He pointed out thet under the law ¢very cass cold
have Teen 3 separste suit and I hed weived this, I agaln offered complete ccopera-
tion in any study, ete.; he assked me o zeep him posted, either way. (D)

8/21/65. uorse's letisr 3o me transmitting AT sonlc beom meterisls, referring me
te USC Law Review article, and axplaining Col. Leshy in hospitsl and I'd
soon receive letter from nim. {J)

8/21/63, On returning fran deliveries snl finding L1l and Elle Mee 111, seversl

overflights with very bsd reactions, phoned ¥DYW duty officer {phonetic
spelling Msj., Notche) reporting all this. He sald he's put it in the book so it
would gc to the chisef of staff in the &.u. I gave him my pumber, bui hesrd nothing
farther, and asked him %o get in touch with Cod. Low and Mr, Morse, telling hinm
they'd be interesied,

8/23/6%., (Cslled ¥r, Olney, ¥%. Detrick legai office, to invite %o affidavit-tek ing

with £11le ifae, explaining background in detsil 2nd the unususl situstion,
I gave bim to understend hsr medical situstion might be serious ané she might be
leeving this eres., iHe dsclined, and said 1% she were not available, ths affidavit
would be used, {There should bs ofher notes, outside the log, indicating the sams
offer tc¢ the Defense Dept.) .

8/26/63. My lstter to Lssh. Sec., #ray Fiscel Menagement, msking genersl sppesl,
saying more spscific eppesl impossible until after Col, Ieshy clarified
his letter., Never hsd &n answer, (D)

9/6/82., Fhoned Msj, freeman re TILL story, p.18: Goldwster in ¥schk 1 mensuvers
on reder 500 feet (he thinks unlikely), Be believes hiz efforts to find
the "culprit™ with his own snd Fii radar heve been widely snoush telked sbout, or
in some other menner have resulted in discontinusnce of sonic booms in thiz arss,
He apperently hes no doubt thess wers militery end not plsnes still in the hands of
manufacturer (lster he in part changed his mind re Westinghouse on government eon-
tract with AF plene). He hss checled through their studise and not found any refer
ence %o sctusl field, resl 1ife work, 411 lsb work. Regrets bis insbility to zet
seientific peopls up %o see whaet heppsned in 8 resl-life situetion, not mock-up,

9/12/853., Note om healih refers %o report of overflights to Mej. Chemberlsin, (H)

9/15/63. In telkicg to 4, Morse T esked him if he had getten s report from the
: MDY duty officer on the overflight of 8/21/63. He hadn't hesrd of it.



9/16/63, Casse of the White House helicopbter possibly 100 fset above tree tops,

directly overhead, snd what I did becsuse I kmew he'd lie, Called uDW,
Morse, Aceou t of what heppened here -~ chickens even breasking throusgh sersen?
¥e cslls back by derk. Other memos on this iveident (MDW, White House, Ete.).
Also phoned Morse 9/20 in between two low flights.

9/2C/83, Phoned Morse s.m, &bout smobher violstion,

9/24/8%. Csse of the H-21 not overhesd buttoo low end too close; checked through
P4, Detrick Transportastion Officer who identifised as 3rd Av. Co., Fi,
Belvoir, which was to cell me bub didn*t.

9/28/6%3, Strange helicopter, type spparerily pictured in paper.

10/3/83. My letter to Morse, covering cclor slide of dsmege done Lil's hand and
armm by nerveus chickens. .41so Turther detslils, including how Iil now wes
wsaring extra, unnecessary prodsetive clothing. Referred ic phone conversstion
10/2 in which I raferr ¢ to the bad situction in which we were, including health,
and thet I hopsd this would Yencourage thosse who are delsying thinss 0 kurry then
up". Agked for the return of slide, He later told me he gave it to iray. (D)

16/4/6¢3, Hote refers tc my calls 10/2 to Kaj. Chamberlsin %o rejsort helicopters

where I snoke o his sergesnt and 3o sir. Lorse %o tell him 1 hadn't reard
from the Arymy. At hizs suzgestion, I c&lled (en. HMelew, Asst. JAG, who was out.
Spoke %0 Gen. hoberts, vho said there wes, or was %0 heve been, suother meating be-
tween Gen, MeCaw amd Col. Leghy snd Hr, Morse, but he didn't know if it had t2ken
place. (alled Hr, Morse back, It was news to him. (H)

16/18/83. Sgt. Durbin in ¥aj. Chemberlain'’s office ssid 1f I mede report to Col, Iow
Chamberiain didn't have t o know,

10/18/63 {in memo of 10/17). Phoned Gen. HcCaw, JAG, axd Mr. Morse re not hearing

from Col, Leahy, #Hwom Gen. HeCzw, message Col. Lechy had been $01d to do
some thing, and thet they'd getv in fouch with hiwm. HEr, MHorse shared my concerh thet
$here had besn no answer fo my letder to the Army Asst, See, for Tiscsl Manegement
end the two letters to Caphk. Ven Voris. Asked me %o csll baek end when I did got ths
msssage he hed teolked to Gen. HeCew, whe had phoned Leshy and ordered him to procsed
with the cleims under MCA., Leo Tonkin had hed no reply from his Congressional Aramy
eontacta,

10/17/63. Phoned Mr, Morse to report violaiion of regulations, left message with

secretary. FHessons: Chemberlsin hsd told me he ragerded regulation ss
"agreement”, and thet probsbly any He2l I saw wes his; to give Mr. Morse a chance
to eatch the H«21 while on the fiight iun which the violstion occurred,

10/17/63. Col, Leshy's letter o us. Asks for further information, specifies things
he wants us to supply copies of, etc. Asked for right of inspection, (D)

10/18/62, On the subject of how other people not personslly involved can become ca-
ditioned to these scund siresses, memo con visit of Dr. Bremley of Cibs
relates his resction to & plene while he was in chickenhouse here, (H)

10/20/63. My reply to Col. Leshy's of 10/¥7, first corrsetirng his reitersted error,
thet I hed filed a2 singla claim, Corrested othsr errors., 4old him our

premisas, recurds, locks, svervyithing, were and slways hed been sveile ble to any

government representetives.

Told him of previous c-nfersences and agreementis. Hepeated that s of tims of his



originsl letter I was still w iting %o hear if Army would asccept my experis.
I even offered him other things I hed previocusly offered and he hain't asked for. (D)

10/20/83. My letter to Morse, enclosing Col, Leshy's of 10/17 axd my reply, I teld
Horse, this represented & considerable step bsckwsrds "end fortified my

belief, zlrsady exprsssed tc you, thet I csunot expect fair and impsritiel trestmentd

fron him,”

I raferred o asgreements we had reached and how I had lived up %o them snd * I think

ths lesst I 2233 expect 1s the seme from the Army, without further delsy, evesim and

backiracking.”

Protestsd unreasonsble demands, specifying mejor expensze of meking ®pies of $hings

Cel. Ieshy demsnded when they hsd slweys been sveilsble and hed spscificselly msde

it available o Cspt. Van Voris when he had bsen hare.

Called his sttention to Col, Lashy's statement the govermment didn't adwit liabd 1ity,

vheress it hed been my undersisniing the only question remsining wes the eéxtent of

the demage. Suggested he call text of this te Dep. CGen. Cour. DD's atsentlon. Sug-

gested we sll get together end discuss.

Seid Col. Leshy'e letter "has upset us both very much., I think efter 211 these ysars

we &0 not ssk for tco much when we ask for speed and ressonableness,” (D)

10/20/63. Letter to Uong. Mathies covering exchange of 10/17 end 10/2C with Col,
Leshy and mine of 10/20 {o Horse.

Peinted out Col, Leshy wss meinisining same position, which wes neither factually

nor legzelly correct snd wagn't in conformmity with instruectlone ziven him as reported

to me. (uestiomed whether I could expect fairness or impertiality from Col, Lashy,

and thet our situstion prescluded meny mors delays. D)

10/31/63, Sonic boom vreported to Msj. Freeman, yestardey's, to northwest, and he

reported slso complsints from that part of Pemnsylvenis. Ssid there were
other supersoric plsnes of other services iIn this srea, and mnight be swme of mau-
focturers, being checked oubt before delivery. He explained the type of communica-
tions ecuipment necessary for the chesckout is not svailsble over weter.

10/31/63. Col, Leahy to me., OGoing over old ground, but specifyinz thie time thei
there were 22 claims, S5aid certain informaiicn svailsble only from me
must be presented to nhis office "to permit sn investigation of the incidents".
(If nis purpose was to investigete the ipcidents, T had supplied a1l this infoma-
tion to the DD and/or Army currently following 5/3/82 snmi in the form of @ log for
the earlier paried.)
He wotes from my letter of 10/20 in which I refer to the earliier sgreements snd
says his file ™and inquiries of other interesied agencles failed to disclose that
any sdmission of lisbility in $his mstter has besp made.” He ssld that becauss I
hedn't snswered kis cuestion "for informstion on the flights™ it indicsted my belief
that proof of the fiights wesn’t nscessary and in this casse 1%d be wrong.
The next pasragrath ssys it is incumbent upon 8 complainamt @ supply "sufficient
informetion to permit en investigstion of the allegstions”. He once acsin requested
it {(end, of course, he hed 1%},
Agein he ssye I heve produced no proof of the quentum of the demsges, which wes my
responslbility, and st the same time thenks me for the guoted languege of my letter,
that our records are svsileble ito sny government representetive and says e Tubure
examination mey be necesssry. He sgsin says be wants documentation of the smounts,
continuing to ignors the fzet thset I wss wsitimg for them %o spprove the sxperis. (D)

11/1/63. .My reply to Cod, Leshy's of 10/31, in which I told him his letter "lesves
me perplsxed znd confused” and refer him to my suggestion to Morse 18/20

thst 2 conference be held.

informed him of comtinusiion of prohibited f1ights and statements to me by respon-

sible officers that they will continue, thst regulation is merely sn sgreement, end



thet this confronted us constenbtly with “great hazard, especially to our health®,
that we consider living in the mannsr imposed upon us completely intolsrable and
thst if he isn't sware of previous correspondence on this he should get it and resd
is, :

Told him we have elrsedy supplied just what he is esking for. Also thst it is be-
yong our cepacity to copy exira coples of whei he has asked for, and sxpleined why.
Then I reccunied the Pentsgon meeting and sgreswent snd thet [ wes still waiting io
hesar from JAG Second Army whetler they agreed on experts sad I identified theam.
Reference to Caphl. Van Voris®s visit, what he saw snd ssid, my $w0 unanswered phoue
calls =nd two unanswersd lotters 1o him.

Paregraph on involvement of militaery aircraft, what nsd been sdmitted, including
mislocstion of our properity, Col. Low's visis, ste. Faragrsph on admissions of
ovsrflights, who was involved, in my presence by Morse to Coggius. Referencs to
possible omiesions ia his files snd our file of sffidavits insweted by Cspt. ¥Bn
Vorigs, whe was permitied to and dild take whet he wanted,

Parsgraph on lisbility in which I said it had been made froousntly sad my undersitand-
ing was extent of demage wes all thet remsined, Capt. Ven Voris's offer to us, waich
we accspied, for seiiiement.

Reemphesized I was wel $ing Vo hear about their scesptance of my expsris, also I was
8531l waiting to heer from him on this, thsi this was 8 prersquisite 1¢ any campu-~
$sticns,.

Told him I had been 80 open with the govermmenti I had even coffered o let them do
the computing. Invited him %0 "come and see for yoursell what you would want to
see", especislly the couditicn of squipment and leyers. Asked him mnot to burden us
unnecessarily by demanding the impossi ble; eibing illusirsiion. "what is nscessary,
without doubt, you will getv.® Coneluded by telling him that "it is di fiicult o
exsggerste whst a8ll %his hss done to us. 1%t is lmperative thsi our situstlon be
alitered as rapidly as possible. DBoth financislly and personslly it ig very prseari-
ous.” (D)

11/7/653., My letter to lorss, inecluding 2 coples of Col. Leahy's of 10/31 {imegine!
we hsd 0 give him copies for Leehy didn’t!). FHeferred to our conversation 11/8 re
conference, If he had cuestion of computetion of demeges, "The method I hed wrked
out satisfied Capb. Ven Voris"™ and thaet if we could ged this situstion "back o

where wa wWers when Usphtein Ven Voris wss hers, sverybody #will be setisfied.” Asked
if the Aray is going $o "$ry and vold what Capisin Van Voris has already sgresd 1o,"

(D) '

1%/1%/63. Gol, Leahy's reply to my letder of 11/1 requesting "the dates thst mili-
tery aircraft operated in the ares of your Pary’, ele., and the basis for

cleiming $5,000 on esch claim. (After all thst had slresasdy besn in the letters %o

him, even if he had po other knowlsdgel]) ’fhen he ssked ms 1o slaborste on seven

points in ny lstbter, ¥hedt ths flights have and will continue, who I gave the logs

%0, who checksed them, ete,

"Phe forsgoing infomstion is not available o this office.™ (Ineredibls!) (1)

11/18/63, Wy reply to Col, Leshy's of 11/13, saying "it leaves ms perplexed. It is

inconceivable o me thut ,...'informsvion is not sveilable to this officet™,
I reitersied he just didn't knaw things, and that we have & meeting. "We are get-
ting nowhere, We =zre wssiting #ime, which is very bad for my wife and me, And I
agein want o emphssize....eXtrenely hszardous to us.” (D)

11/16/83, My letter %o Morse, enclosing coples of last sxchenge with Leshy, =sying
"His letter beasrs no resemblance 0 what I sxpected from our [Jovember 6
conversetion om the subjeect.” (D}

11/16/62. My letter to Col, Low eovering letters of the lsst sxchenze with Cod.
Leshy, the letter of 11/18 %o Morse and asking him to discuss with Morse.
{D)



11/16/63. My letter to Methiass, with Leshy's of 11/13 to me, my reply, end coples
of the covering letters to Morse end Low. (D)

11/17/63. Refers to my phone call to Morse in which he admitted he could do nothing
with Cel, Leshy. Similsr 11/6/63. (H)

11/18/63, Hote on sonic boom, reported to Major Freeman, indicates he told me some

of the booms may have been csused by oue of the Long Island memfacturers,
I don't recall his ever having specifically identified apy source, except to say hs
thought they were "ours". He told me he was going o HYC as an observer at & com-
ference on airport noises, and I suggested if he had time he might check with the
msnufactursr,

11/80/83, ¥Maj. Freemsn mot in, reported somiebbooms of the two previocus dsys toMaj.
Billding, ipncluding informstion chitfirven st Urbans school had besn fright$-
ened, whieh I learmd from two parents. (Probebly two cslls, this f£irs3).

11/20/63, ¥y letter to Mej. ¥reemen, following up eerlier reporting of sonic booms
with account of 2dditional sffeets, imcluding frightening of children st
Urbane Sehool. Copy to Cong. Mathias., (SB)

11/20/63. Maj. Freeman believes it possi ble, with reservists flying from Patuxent,
they might be csusing some of booms.

11/20/63, Dr. S.S,Kety sugzgested I phorme Dr. Philip Sapir, NIH, chr., extramural
ressearch branch, re using us in their study (9. of Md., Bsltimore) of
effects of strong emotions on body chemistry.

11/21/63. Mej. Freemen had aslerted his radsr net because sonic booms 11/18, 11/19

closs to same time. He told me the militaery prohibition esgsinst sonic
booms in the zres didu'! apply to manufacturers. Also, there sre no Fii regulastions
on sonic booms. '

11/21/63. Ann Mathies, wife of Cong., told me scnic boom of 11/18 so strong she made

a note of it, 8t 10 minubes before three {2:52 here), She s=id it not
only shook her house, but it frightened ber childrem so badly they cried. She said,
"1t mekes you wonler whet kird of s society we are going %o be living in.” Her kids
had been frightened by sonic hooms before, ditio dogs.

11/2¢ /63, Col. Leehy's letter replying to mine of 11/16, asking me to “furnish a

listing of the other Government ageneles with which you have besn in con-
tact {my emphasis)...will then...sssemble the date which you have furnished to all
Govermment agencies.” Has nc objection tc 2 conference but should defer i+ until
the claims “"are sufficiently documented”. (D)

11/268/63. My snswer to Col. Leshy's of 11/86 begen with the recommendstion of en

immediste conference, Hope he has hesrd from Morse, to whom I spoke 11/27,
Told him there were no "other' agencies - 8ll defense establishnert, then I list
Morse, low, Freeman, Ver Voris, Chsmberlsin, Doster, with sddresses snd phones.
Agesin asked for immediate conference and thut he come here. 3ant him maps showing
how, Gmphsasized our hezard sadé urged speed upon him. Told him sbout movie film we
had and offered opportunity for his representstive to be present when they were con-
solidated, snd offersd to delsy this if he wanted t0 ezsmine them first, Cffered
him access to still pletures. Enelosed copies of ocur price list and reprints of
things thet have been written sbout us when we wom homors, (D)

11/30/63, Phoned Mej. Fremmsn to see if he hed identified any of sources of booms
and to ask if eny unclsssified studies wers aveilsble [as of 8/29/84.
Got nonmej}, (SB)



12/6/63. Sonic boom 11:30 (probebly s.m.) (SB)

128/11/63. Note refers to separate memo on phone call to Maj. Chemberlain (spoke %o
MeCabe). (B)

12/16/63. ¥sj, Freemsn reported it hed teken four minubes to sctivete the radar snd
by that time nothing supersonic appesred o scope. Will try snd devise
fegtber system. He slso believes it possible thet soze might be of Hevy origin bve-

12/27/63, My letter to Leshy after I hed no raply %o letter of 11/26/63. Ssid he
now had filed he had gotten from snd through Morse, they should corrobo-

rate what I hsd told him, and that, s¢ I always had, I wanted agein to impress upon

him the hazard to us, that "i% is ineredible o me that there should corntinue to be

s0 msny recurring delays.” (D}



1/8/64. Phonsd Col. Leehy about s helicopter over which the pilot had mno cantrol

bagause of the stroug winds., Spoke to Japt. Losme, First phomed Capi.
Ven Voris, who wasn't in. Capt. Loane said he'd tell Maj. Chamberlain, and that the
Maj. wss probebly in radic touch with the pilot. He seemed surprised when T told
him thet eomsistently when I revorted overflights or violsi ons the MW people
elsimed it wes impossidble to get radioed idemtiTicatien.

1/¢/64, ©Col, lesny's reply to my previous two letisrs, He ssys thet the srmy has
aceepted singular suthority for processing. He hes obbtained what hs de-
seribes as “couplete files® from those with whom I hoeve communicated, they have besn
apalyzed and evaluat®d end, in their opinion, I "feiled to mbstentiate (our) finan-
cial losses 10 any degree”.,
Parsgreph on necessity for proof, snd nsxt peragreph gives me "30 days from dste of
receipt of this letter t» sutmit™ it. Otherwise, it will be sdjudiested on the basis
of whet ihey have. isked me jo address his office sxclusively on it. (D)

1/10/64. s j. Freemen informed sgeir within two minutes of sonic boom. I didn'd

bear or fesl it st Co-op, tut Kelly told me it hed rsttled things st his
plsce, sbout & mile away, but much guieter. All his lines busy when I tried to re-
port snother one sane day. Took mors than 2 minutes get through.

1/15/64. My renly %o Col., Leahy's latter of 1/2. I told him it wes now my under-
stending thst all he now wanted was an exact computation, supported by
eompetent experts, and I was amxious %o do this a8 soon as possibls,
"Thers remsin still s number of questions to be settled undsr the agreement between
the govermment and us" and these could be taken care of with 1ittle di fficulty once
we sat down and tolked sbout them, es 1 hed long wenied, I 8lsc told him thet ss
long ss we hsd 1ive chickens on the place, we couldn't surply what he ssked, end I
asked him to remove hie 30-dsy eondition. {D)

1/22/64. Col. Leshy's reply %o mine of 1/15, extended ate to March 1 sand ssking
8t thet tine I furnish informetion on the agreement I referrsd to. He
ggein said he'd not schedule e conference until this had been done. (D)

1/83/64. Case of the buzzing genersl. Fhoed Capt. Fredlund about the over flight

of whst turned cul %o be, in his words, "some fairly high-level passengers"
fron Pentagon to Detrick. He checked it with Majl Chsmberisin snd lir, Morse, Haj,
Chamberlein sxplained this was 2 new pilot who bedn't femiliarized himself with the
regulsticons before the flight, Inerediblel First, thet when Chamberlsin was sending
8 helicopter %o so close to us he wouldn't have been csreful to brief s new mai, and
second, thet a pileot could be so irresponsible =& not t¢ eheck his regulation s and
meps, wilch presumably sre by now merked, before flight, espacially with "high level®
pessengers! Mr., Morse told me there was 2 general aboard.

1/25/64. Reports of other sonie booms, ineluding soue of which we were barsly sware
thet shook homes of friends less then two miles awsy. (SB)

1/81/84, Col. Leshy's to me, referring to my conversation with Wr. Morse preceding
week, He says whet kind of evidence he wants and 8a@ys We can have tle
conference at his office any time after Februsry 10, 1964. (D)

8/4/84. Sonic boom 2:35 p.m, No one at Freemsn's office to alsrt radar. At Cong.
51 Mathiss's, strong encugh to sesrs s Chsrles out of bed, {sB)

2/6/64. Ny reply to Col. Leshy's of 1/31, asking that conference be held st Pengae
gon, telling him why. (D)



2/11/84. Col. Leshy's reply o mime of 2/6 sgreeing to Pentegon meeting, esking
seven days' advence notice. (D)

2/14/64. My reply to Col. Leshy's of 2/11, saying I'd be in Weshington the next
week end would $ry to mske the arrangements. (D)

2/14/84. My letter to Morse telling him I'd soon be in touch with him about the
meeting Col. Leshy hed sgresd te. (D)

2/14/64. My letter to Mathiss asking if he cuddd be a% the mesting, {D)

2/14/64, My letter to Col, Leshy telling him we had been 111, thet the day before I
had been in Weshinghton snd Mr, Morse wasn't in, and thet I'd be in touch
with him again after smeaking to Morse, expected coming week. ()

3/3/64. Col. Leahy's letter to Willisms, Wadden & Stein, setting conference for
3/10/64. (D)

3/6/64, Fumerous unnoted booms {chickens all gone}, including cne 12: 16 p.m.

strong emugh to shake house and rattle windows, Checked intensity at
varions points and reported to Msj. Freemsn, whom I had eslled immedistely. He said
by the time reder got working, no supersonic plenss on scope. Date on AF payment of
sonic boom claims. (SB)

5/22/64. Capt. Fredlund heard and ssw sn H-Rl (AF) thet I hed jus® reparted %o him,
with seversl others mot previously reported, all in spparent vielatim of
regulstions,

5/27/64. Capt. Fredlund, to whom I reported overflights, said he had been t0ld by

Col. Bsiley, Second Amy, ¥t. Meade, thet He'd put up more notices about
this thsn he could remember, end why Gidn't I try FAA, I told him how we had pur-
sued thst., Lster, I ssked his secretary to ssk Col, Bailey %o cell me sometime when
they were spesking, for I c¢onsidered it still possible they have us misloeated.
Hever heard from him,

5-30-64, Spoke o Lt. Col. Mellett, Maj. Doster's replscement at White House, re
proper identificstion of our place, instretions, mep, markings. Told him
suit was possible, He said he'd check snd let me know. Didn't,

6/11/64. Capb. Fredlund bas had no other ijdentifications of reported violafors. I

had just reported ome dirsetly overhead, on a clesr, bright, sunny day,
snd he ssid, "Bhere is no excuse for it." Reported seversl others to him, snd that
Col, Bailey hadn't ¢alled,

6/24/64., Lil referred to Col. (retired) Vsceca when she phomed Capt. Fredlund {vaca-

ticming). Col. Vaces ssid they had no suthority over helicopters, had
pone themselves, and the cells were coming in frequenitly enough to be & burden,
especially since there was nothing they could do about it. She told him purpose
was merely for them to record snd report. He gave her e lengthy expositim of prog-
ress, helicopters flying over his home without bothering them, ete. He also had a
aumbef of other unsolicited snd inappropriste suggestions, He finally said he'd
report it to the CO.



8/25/64. 1 phomed Col. Veco2 re Lil's conversation with him 6/24, Hs seid he had

taken up the matber through chennels sud hsd been %014 0 tell me to phone
Cept. Chaculs, ¥Fi, Hesde JAG, Second Apny., I said I'4 be glsd to when the next vio-
lation opecurred, but we couldn't efford to pay for the esll, having had no income
for so long, and I asked if he'd heve Cspbt. Chsculs call me. No ¢sll, {So T wrote
him 6/29, never answered,)

6/26/84., Maj., Freeman, during conversstion in which I hsd reported Oklshome City

developments of which he had besn unswere, ¢xplained mem ing of words in
AF leeflet on sonic booms, to contsel the nearast AF elaims officer, "he will help
you" . He seid it was end bad besn AF policy to help, ¥hen I pointed out the posi-
tion C ol, leshy was %sking, he ssid he thought that whet the Col, probsbly wes
thinking of is 2 lew thet prohibits giving s litigent "informetion thet would be
demaging to the governmeni's eese.” He said thet whst was mesnt in the pamphlet
weg that "we would furnish the ferms end sit down with the person who wants $o file
the cleims, 2nd assist him in £illing out il forms." The infomstion w uld have to
have been gsthersd by the elaimsnt., I ssked, "You can tell him whaet cen end what csn-
not be inclufed?" and he replied, "Thet's right.”

6/26/64, Phoned Msj. Chsmbsrlain re helicopter of 6/24, He didn't think it wes his.

He bedn’t hsd reports on those I resported to Cept. Fredlund (rsther sir-
prising in view of whet the Cept, bad esrlier %old me - 1/23/64)., Seld 6/24 "not
under my eantrel” snd otherwise implied White House. S5aid be undersiood all reports
goéng directly to claims people. (Should he have known?) Col. Mellest doubted it
because his were scaittered, seme in Calif., some in Detroit, B st home, S8id ke'd
cheok and phone me later (didn’t).

8/28/64, Hsving hesrd nothing from F4. Heede, wrote Capt. Stephen Chucals, explein-

ing purpose of my reporting, why we couldn’i prepay phome ealls to him,
that both White House snd MD® hsda't heard of reported cese of 6/24. I t0ld him of
continued heslih denger and that I'd be glad:.to phone him if they sccepbed charges,
This lstier unenswered,

7/12/64. sy, Eilldiné reports ‘féestinghmse tests moved, I reported Sonic boom
informtion from {klshoms City. (SB)

8/1/64. Ref. to CBS coversge of Oklshoma City; Crowder's chickens, ete, (SB)

8/4/64, Phoned Col. Vzcos {vsestioning) to report overflight, refarred in his ab-

sence to Mej, Hodge, in commendent's offige., He t0ld me, spparently read-
ing from s document, that they were going to prosecute me as 2 nuissance for reporting
these overflights and viclatims. I dared him to, resd kim reguletion and eover ng
letter and he begsn to backirack., Two-page single-spsced memo, Hs ssid he'd report
to Seeond Amy,

8/17/64, Capt. Chucels phoned when I Wes in DO, made appointment to see ms 9:50 a.m.
8/25. 11l sent him msp, ]

8/21/84. Ceyi. Chucels phonad, cen't meke 1t 8/25, wents to make it 8/36, I ssked
him %o phone Tefi, indicating I dida'% want to see him slome, saying suy
time or plsce thsy sgresd upon would suit me. ,

8/28/64, uemo of visit by Capt. Chucsla snd Col. Blackmerr, Second Ammy., I &m o
4 esll M2 i, Hodge, ¥4. Uetrick, %o report violstions, Meny other subjects
eovering, ineluding their statenent the omly thinz thet remsins is %o establish

smount of damgs.



