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SUBJECT: PENDING NATIONJAL MONUMENT PROPOSALS

This cover memorandum summarizes outstanding proposals for national monuments and CEQ’s
recommendations on them. Tabs A through E contain additional information and analysis.

Babbitt’s Seven Recommendations: In late December, Secretary Babbitt recommended five

additional new monuments (these proclamations are currently in OMB clearance); he expects to
send two more today. Of the seven, five do not appear controversial (two in the Virgin [slands;
Pompey’s Pillar in Montana, and one each in Arizona and New Mexico). A sixth, Carrizo Plain

in Southern California, is the subject of legislation by Cong. Lois Capps who initially opposed a
\ monument. The Se lieves she now supports the mopument, but we need to confirm.
.~

The seventh, Missouri Breaks (Montana), which is the only one of the seven that has been

\I actively advocated by the environmental community, is controversial because of the large
amount of private land within the monument boundaries. It also contains some oil and gas
reserves. On the positive side, this proposed monument has rich historical roots in connection
with the Lewis & Clark Trail; Stephen Ambrose has been a strong proponent. Senator Baucus is
sensitive about the designation; he will not oppose, but is not eager for a high-profile
announcement in Montana, either. Sen. Burns and other state officials will oppose. More
information on the first five are at Tab A.

\'EQ Recommendation: Subject to consultation with Lois Capps, we recommend you go forward
with these proclamations, even though the “benefit to cost” ratio in terms of additional protection
vs. appearance of last-minute action is thin.

Arctic National Wildlife Refuge: Your 1995 veto to protect the Arctic Coastal Plain from
drilling was one of your signature environmental actions. As you know, there is a public
campaign to convince you to make it a national monument.

Although the Alaska Lands Act of 1980 prohibits drilling in the coastal plain without new
legislation (a fact most Americans appear not to understand), it is possible that monument
designation likely could confer additional protections now against certain management activities
like seismic exploration (see Tab B). The main argument for monument protection made by
environmentalists is that the symbolic mantle of designation might help influence public opinion
in a future legislative debate. Recycled Paper
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It can also be argued that monument status conveys no more permanent protection than the
Coastal Plain now enjoys; could give proponents of opening up the refuge a “process argument”
later this year, distracting the public from the real issues; and might encourage an overall attack
on the Antiquities Act. (There is also a legal argument that a monument declaration would be
subject to the “no more” clause of the Alaska Lands Act, which provides that any “executive
action” that has the “effect of a withdrawal” in Alaska expires after one year unless approved by
joint congressional resolution.)

However, the argument that designation will provoke an attack on the Refuge and/or the
Antiquities Act currently seems less persuasive since the attack has already begun.

CEQ Recommendation: Monument designation is a very close call. It would help galvanize the
debate, but would also be portrayed as a provocation, leaving the ultimate impact difficult to
predict. We think Secretary Babbitt's opposition overlooks the potential protection benefits to
short-term management. But ultimately the debate will focus on drilling in wilderness.

If you do not do a monument, we believe it is imperative that you speak out strongly about the
Arctic when you do sign other monument proclamations. You should say that people should
understand that monument protection is not needed, because drilling cannot proceed without
Congressional legislation, and that you believe this issue should be considered on the merits,
and the people demand that a better case be made than has been done to date about whether we
need to ruin this magnificent place in order to have a sound energy policy ten years from now.

Tab B outlines two additional actions you could announce about off-shore drilling in the waters
adjacent to the Coastal Plain.

Minidoka, ID, Japanese Internment Camp: We are preparing and will send to OMB for
clearance today a proclamation for a 60-acre monument preserving the core of one of the ten
WWII Japanese internment camps. See Tab C. CEQ is convening meetings this week in Idaho,
and Cong. Mike Simpson will probably support, as will the rest of the delegation although they
may be somewhat annoyed about the lack of notice. Sen. Akaka and Sec. Mineta support.

CEQ Recommendation: This proposal should go forward together with Babbitt's
recommendations above.

Owyhee Canyons, Idaho: Since September, environmentalists have been mounting a large-
scale effort to promote a 3 million acre monument in the Southwest Comer of Idaho including
the spectacular Owyhee, Bruneau and Jacks Creek canyon systems. These canyons underlie
airspace of the Idaho Training Range, and a monument proclamation that protects the Air
Force’s training needs is favored by Air Force Secretary Whit Peters. However, the area includes
grazing allotments and constitutes one of the most anti-federal land use counties in the West.
There have been meetings, conferences, and extensive media coverage of the proposal, but no
agency public process to look at the monument proposal. See Tab D.

Former Governor Cece Andrus (who as Interior Secretary did President Carter’s Alaska
monument withdrawals) has proposed that you declare a “minimalist monument” covering only
the canyons themselves which are mostly wilderness study areas (500,000 to 800,000 acres), as a

way of beginning a process. This would be analogous to Steens Mountain nearby in Oregon
Recycled Paper
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where Sec. Babbitt’s proposed monument stimulated a bipartisan congressional process leading
to legislation, even though the original proposal was very controversial. You would say that
Congress should deal with these issues, and that you are protecting only the wildemness core
without prejudicing what stakeholders and others would want to do with additional lands.

proclamation for core canyon areas. There are three countervailing considerations: (1) this will
require an immediate decision and enlisting Sec. Babbitt's help, since he was initially skeptical
about a larger monument without a six-nine month process, (2) even as a “beginning of a
process” this is will be controversial in Idaho and the West; (3) we have a very short time to
prepare and clear a proclamation, so OMB would have to make a special exception.

o< EQ Recommendation: We recommend you go forward to prepare a minimalist monument

Three Forest Service Monuments: Environmentalists have proposed new monuments on Forest
Service land in Alabama, Arkansas (Buffalo River), and Oregon (Siskiyou). You discussed the
Siskiyou proposal at the roadless event with Sec. Glickman, Mike Dombeck and me.

The Siskiyou area is already mostly protected by Wild and Scenic River designation, the new
roadless rule, and the Northwest Forest Plan. The current threat is small and medium-scale
mining. There has been no public process, and it would be the first place we protected for its
rivers and biodiversity alone, testing whether “objects of scientific and historical interest” in the
ntiquities Act includes primarily wild rivers and plant life. In lieu of a monument, Glickman
d Babbitt are prepared to do a mineral withdrawal immediately; while this could be allowed to
lapse after two years by a new Administration, it might be difficult for them to do so.

Q Recommendation: We recommend that we proceed with the mineral withdrawal on the

Siskiyou, which has the support of Cong. Defazio and Sen. Wyden. We recommend against
moving forward on the Buffalo River (see Tab E) and the Alabama proposal, neither of which
has been subject to any public process, and both of which have issues it will be difficult to
resolve in the next week.

Northwest Hawaiian Islands: To finalize closure areas within the Coral Reef Reserve you
created two months ago, you must sign another executive order before January 20. (Secretary
Mineta is just completing a public process on these areas.) This is not a new designation, but it
will require special consideration by OMB to clear this order so late.

Governor’s Island, NY: Cong. Carolyn Maloney wrote you just before Christmas asking you to
declare two historic forts on Governor’s Island in NY Harbor as monuments. The island,

\ formerly a Coast Guard installation, now managed by GSA as federal disposable property, must
by legislation be sold in 2002. Various competing development plans by the City, State,
developers, and others are the current subject of dispute and debate, as well as whether the island
will be sold for $ 500 million as contemplated by the 1997 Budget Reform Act, or given to NY
for one dollar. There has been no public process on the monument proposal, which appears to be
both premature and a risky intervention in several unrelated ongoing processes. We do not know
how the various interests involved would react to taking a piece of the island “back” and giving
it to the Park Service.

CEQ Recommendation. We oppose considering a monument now.

Recycled Paper



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 10, 2001

Robert Trent Jones, Jr.
705 Forest Avenue
Palo Alto, California 94301

Dear Bob:

Thank you for your thoughtful note and
particularly for your friendship over the
years.

I'1l ask my schedulers to keep in mind the July

event you mentioned. It sounds great. I still
would like to play a round with vou scme time.

Happy New Year, and thanks again for writing.

Sincerely,

Robert Trent Jones, Jr.
705 Forest Avenue
Palo Alto, California 94301





















Jim Levin
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January 8, 2001
I hope all is well with you. | am writing this with urgency.

| gave you the information for pardon or commuted sentence consideration about
3 weeks ago. | have attempted to follow up with Bruce Lindsey and Merrideth
Kabe as you instructed. | have gotten no answers on confirmation or where
things are in the process.

This is an urgent matter for me. Mark Zaransky is one of my dearest and closest
friends, who is a good honorable decent man with a wife and 2 young chiidren.
He made a mistake. Unfortunately he is about to pay for it for a long time.

It would mean the world to me to get this done. With time winding down, | hope
you will give this your personal attention. | do not ask much from you my friend,

but this | beq of you.

Your f\ien

c$g\ Py

Jim Levin

p.s. need to discuss after office projects A.S.A.P.
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Coping with Islam: the Carrot or the Stick?

As America’s first lady of foreign policy embarks on her first overseas adventure,
the time has come to alter our failed policy of containment for dealing with the myriad of
problems America faces in the Islamic world. Whether in war-torn Bosnia, terror-ridden
Algeria, nuclear-capable Pakistan or oil-rich Iran, our inability to effectively engage all
facets of Islam — the world’s fastest growing geopolitical force today — presents one of
the most serious vacuums ever in the history of American foreign policy.

The West, led by America, will have to re-engage Iran (as has been artfully stated
in these pages recently), use its economic and political weight to resolve the Kashmir
dispute in a region that is home to 1.1 billion people armed with nuclear capabilities (and
rich economic potential), push for a resolution of the Nogomo-Karabakh problem in
Azerbaijan in order that Kuwait-sized oil reserves flow smoothly from the Caspian, and
build bridges to Islam’s radical fringes residing in places like the Sudan, Turkey and
Algeria so we can better understand the genuine threats to our national security.

In re-shaping America’s Islamic policy, we should use our considerable economic
powers to raise up the disaffected people of the Islamic world so they are not as desperate
to tear us down. We, a nation born of religiously persecuted immigrants, often forget that
terrorism is born of trampled egos, trampled by our own failed policies.

The failure of America to cope with Islamic rage stems from our inability to
understand that the rage is as much directed at Islam’s intemnal failures (tyranny and
corruption, to name two) as it is against foreign oppression and western contempt for
Islam’s traditions and ways of life. Furthermore, we fail to see that Islam’s extremists are
no different than America’s extremists. Both seek to correct what they rightly or wrongly
see as society’s deviation from their vision of the pure message. Islam’s fundamentalist
movements, in fact, are capable of producing widely differing results, from the medieval
experiment in Afghanistan to the modern, competitive state in Malaysia.

Islamists have even tried their hand at democracy. Take Algeria, for example. In
1992, Islamists legitimately attained power in fairly held elections only to see their
victory overturned by the secular military regime after it received a wink from
Washington. Had the Islamists been allowed to assume power, one of two outcomes
would have occurred: their skepticism of democracy as a legitimate mechanism to
express ideas would have been silenced and America’s argument that only democracy can
provide the necessary framework for economic and social prosperity would have been
strengthened; or they might have failed, much as the Iranian revolution has, to deliver
much but empty rhetoric. Failure would have demonstrated that democracy as an
organizing principle was not at fault. The fault lay in the quality of their ideas.

w :WSJISLAM.DOC



In a secular western world where separation of church and state are the norm, it is
logical to understand our mistrust of a religion that wants to deeply influence matters of
state. More logical, however, would be for us to maintain a principled neutrality in all
cases where Islamists are trying to use democracy, no matter how poorly, as a mechanism
to express their ideas, not just those in which our mortgage interest rates are at stake and
where democracy doesn’t exist anyway. Failure to implement this policy change is to not
see that the aberrant behavior of an Islamist spumned is as dangerous to our national
security as the threat of $50/ bbl oil.

The second component of our Islamic strategy should be to use the considerable
global economic influence of our private sector to create economic inter-dependencies in
situations that pit Islamic countries against neighbors with differing philosophical views.
Three examples come to mind immediately: an overland Oman-India natural gas pipeline
thai would inexiricably link the economic and puiiticai fortuues of iran, Pakistan and
India; an overland oil pipeline that would carry Caspian oil from Azerbaijan through
Armenia into Turkey, inextricably linking Baku and Erevan together economically; and
development of the 200 million acres of arable farmland in the Nile region of the Sudan,
possibly even with Israeli agricultural technologies, inextricably linking Khartoum to
Cairo, Addis Ababa, Tel Aviv and other neighboring countries as a producer of food.

The Oman-India gas pipeline was originally conceived as a deep-water Indian
Ocean project at an astronomical cost of $11 billion due to the political realities in all
three countries which would form its overland route, Iran, Pakistan and India. An
overland pipeline would cost less than $5 billion and provide natural gas to three
countries rather than one. Today, we have new governments in both India and Pakistan
willing to have another look at their inimical relationship, while Iran’s revolutionary
fervor, which has produced precious few economic gains for its followers, shows signs of
cracking.

The Omani government is willing to finance 30% of the pipeline’s cost, while
India is willing to bring another 30-35% from private-sector investment to the table. If
Pakistan can sort out its mess with the World Bank and IMF, Mr. Sharif’s government
might also contribute. In any event, there is no shortage of private-sector capital ready to
fund Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) projects if the political will exists to protect such
investments.

The collateral benefits for President Clinton if he were willing to put America’s
political clout behind such an effort would be enormous. Pakistan and India could begin
a series of confidence building measures based on economic inter-dependence, much as
the Palestinians and Israelis did, to achieve long-term peace, thereby providing American
manufacturers with a large new marketplace to peddle their goods. The senseless South
Asian nuclear arms race might be put on hold as a pre-condition to realize the massive
economic benefits arising from the pipeline’s construction and operation. and revenues
flowing from it might offer needed capital to re-build war-ravaged Kashmir - in effect,
providing South Asia a mini version of the Marshall Plan.

2
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In the moderate Islamic state of Azerbaijan, President Aliev, once the third most
powerful man in the Soviet Union, has made a valiant effort to sell a peace proposal to
Armenia over the disputed Nogomo-Karabakh region using his vast oil reserves as an
incentive. Caspian oil has three logical export routes: through Russia to the Black Sea on
existing pipelines; through Georgia in pipelines needing major repairs; and through a
small sliver of southern Armenia into Turkey (our NATO ally), where the oil would be
loaded directly at Turkish Black Sea terminals. The optimal alternative for the West
would be the Armenian route because it would be the cheapest to construct, would pass
through countries already allied with the United States, and would provide needed
revenues to our partners for whom we can ill afford massive foreign aid grants at present.

But, to achieve this larger economic gain, America must expend political capital
in persuading Armenia to accept the ground reality that Nogomo-Karabakh cannot simply
be annexed from within the territoriai integrity of Azerbaijan. President Aliev has
already guaranteed full autonomy to Armenians living in the region, as well as a share of
the pipeline’s revenues if they make peace. For landlocked Armenia, a country with
precious few natural resources, the economic upside could dwarf the downside of a
prolonged political struggle. The private sector is willing. Canadian and U.S. oil firms
with whom I have spoken are prepared to construct such a pipeline if America is willing
to put aside the influence of Armenian lobbying (and political donations) for the sake of
the greater economic good.

Discovery of oil (up to 3.5 billion barrels of it) in the Sudan also calls for creative
American diplomacy. Accused of masterminding the world’s Islamic terrorists from
Khartoum in the north while enslaving Sudanese children in the south, the fundamentalist
government of President Omer El Bashir and Dr. Hassan Al Turabi has thus far survived
every effort of the United States and our allies in the region to contain and control it.
Reading the House Republican Research Committee’s Task Force on Terrorism and
Unconventional Warfare reports, one can see why we believe so forcefully in Khartoum’s
guilt — until one goes to the region and sees firsthand what is happening.

The complexities of Sudan’s guilt or innocence are too lengthy for discussion
here, but whatever their mistakes of the past (and there are many), Di. Turabi and his
young circle of recently appointed western-educated ministers are attempting to create the
first modern Islamic state — one that provides an American-style constitution with civil
liberty guarantees for Christian, Animist and Muslim men and women alike. Yet rather
than let Turabi succeed or fail on the merit of his ideas, we order up $20 million taxpayer
dollars to support guerrilla warfare along Sudan’s borders with Eritrea, Ethiopia and
Uganda, hoping that Turabi will give up. The more likely result, if the rebels were to
succeed with our aid, would be the break-up of Sudan into smaller tribal states (a la
Afghanistan), each vying for control of the Nile waters and sending shock waves through
Hosni Mubarak’s short-wave radio. We have enough problems in the Middle East
without Cairo becoming distracted with internal issues like water.
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Meanwhile, the economic potential of the Sudan would remain undeveloped.
Sudan uses only one-third of its Nile water allocation at present. If America were willing
to engage rather than contain Khartoum, Turabi might be persuaded to trade his country’s
status as a terrorist’'s safe haven for Israeli and American agricultural technologies.
Sudan could become the breadbasket for the whole of northern Africa and the Middle
East. Oil revenues from the southern fields, which Turabi would be bound by his new
constitution to share, could help finance development of the agricultural sector. Our key
Middle East peace ally, Egypt, could purchase oil and food at significantly lower cost and
maybe even reduce the level of U.S. taxpayer subsidies.

The era where harsh U.S. rhetoric achieved results in foreign policy has passed.
Secretary Albright, a pretty tough talker in her own right, would serve our nation best if
she were to use our economic power to engage, rather than contain, the diverse elements
of the Islamic world. She might just find wiliing partners, who behind their outward
scorn for America’s weaknesses, desperately seek to assimilate American capabilities. In
doing so, she will have honored the principles upon which America’s greatness was built,
reduced the yawning gap between rich countries and poor countries and demonstrated her
president’s resolve to treat Islam with the respect it deserves.

Mr. ljaz is chairman of Crescent Investment Management, L.P., a New York-based
investment advisory firm.
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ANnTON CErRMAK KERNER

40 WEesT ScHILLER STREET #A2
Cuicaco, ILLINOIS 60610
TEL: 312.943.4646 Fax: 312.649.9922
E-MaIL: Ajck@Msn.com

CoN FIDENTIAL

President William ]. Clinton
The White House
Washington, D.C.

October 22, 2000

Dear President Clinton,

The ends of justice call upon our nation’s chief executive to grant Otto Kerner, Jr. (1908-1976) a
full, free and absolute warrant and proclamation of posthumous pardon by reason of innocence pursuant to
powers under Article I1, Section 2, clause I of the Constitution of the United States.

Otto Kerner dedicated forty years of his adult life to public service. In 1934 - after studies at Brown
University, Cambridge University, and Northwestern University School of Law - he entered the military
where he rose from Private to Major General, serving highly decorated active duty in both theaters of World
War II. In 1947, President Truman appointed him U. S. District Attorney for the Northern District of
Illinoss, and President Eisenhower reappointed him in 1951. Twice elected Cook County Judge in 1954 and
1958, he was also twice elected Governor of Illinots in 1960 and 1964. In 1967, President Johnson
appomted him chairman of the national commission that produced the landrnark ‘Kerner Report” on racism
in America. In 1968, President Johnson appointed him a judge on the 7" Circuit U. S. Court of Appeals.

In 1973, Otvo Kerner was convicted in federal court of brxbery, conspiracy, income tax evasion, false
statements and perjury by a fe ' 7

{ Court in McNally v United States. But in 1974. the U. S Court Appeals affirmed his con—vxm year,
\) er e .. upreme Court emec certiorar, he was incarcerated in federal prison where e serve seven
months of a three-year sentence until grave illness forced his parole March 6, 1975. May 9, 1976 he died.

At every stage of the case, Otto Kerner challenged the pretense that either mail fraud or any other
crime could be established by the claim that he defrauded the State of Illinois of an “intangible right” to

“honest and faithful services” while Governor. When McNally established after he died that he was convicted
( _Wmnwﬂwki&mmmm But, while orher

_“intangible rights” defendantswrre-granted-aramrerdtTimder McNally, the otherwise timely Kerner appeal wa
denied in 1989 because he was dead.

When courts are unwilling or unable to acquit innocent victims of false conviction, the burden falls
on the chief executive’s pardon power to serve that end and remedy the injustice suffered. As the U. S.
Supreme Court said in its 1927 Perovich dictum, a pardon is not an act of grace, but a part of the
constitutional scheme, vesting final determination of the public’s welfare in the President’s ultimate author
The paramount determinant of the public’s welfare is justice.

For over sixty years, U. S. Attorneys General and U. S. Pardon Attorneys have held that a pardon
given for the specific reason of innocence should have the same effect as a judgment of acquittal, but, abs:
express reason of innocence, the word “pardon” connotes guilt and neither removes the basic fact of
conviction nor the social stigma attaching to it, but merely involves forgiveness.



Justice requires, and Otto Kerner deserves - no less than any other innocent - vindication, not
forgiveness.

Presidential pardons have historically been granted not only by reasons of “innocence” and “grave
doubt as to justice of conviction,” but also by weight of reasons bearing either independently or cumulatively
on innocence and justice, including “law held unconstitutional [invalid] — relief provided,” “disclosure of new
evidence,” “irregularities at time of trial,” “conflicting testimony,” “bad character of witnesses against him”
and “doubt as to guilt.” All these reasons bear heavily on the accompanying pardon petition prepared on
behalf of Otto Kerner pursuant to § 28 Code of Federal Regulations.

The manifest overreaching in the specious federal mail fraud invention against Kerner was but one
threadbare stitch in an illusory fabric woven by an abusively ambitious prosecution. Where mail fraud was
the novel hook, bribery was the crucial purl. Hung entirely on two witnesses’ hearsay brought under cover of
the conspiracy count, the bribery count named no briber, but, rather, framed Kerner between perjurious
allegations of a suborned and an immunized witness against each other.

New evidence of obstruction of justice by the prosecution relating to prejudicial pre-trial leaks by the
prosecution has been the subject of ongoing complaint since 1978. Documents disclosed pursuant to the
Freedom of informauion Act in 1978 and 1979 reveal that the prosecution hid from the Court knowledge
that pre-trial leaks against Kerner came from prosecution hands and that they were orchestrated to overcome
Kerner's high public regard and the prosecution’s low estimate of its case against him. The Office of
Professional Responsibility in the U. S. Department of Justice has not responded specifically to the
complaint as particularized in writing in 1980 and again in 1999, but has stated only that there seems no
basis for criminal investigation. The disclosures nonetheless add basis for vindication.

While the chief executive is uniquely competent to address any and all reasons for pardon, a retrial of
the Kerner case is not necessary for purposes of this petition. The Supreme Court’s repudiation in McNally of
his prosecutors’ ambitious predicate is sufficient alone to warrant a presidential pardon for Kerner. That he
was the victim of a more broadly overzealous prosecution attests further to the enormity of the injustice he
suffered, but if investigation of further proofs were to delay unduly the issuance of a pardon deemed readily
justified by McNally, it would merely extend, not lessen that enormity.

Rather, it is upon proclamation of his absolute innocence through the pardoning power vested in the
president’s ultimate constitutional authority that mitigation of the great injustice to Otto Kerner truly
depends. Nothing less can hope to remove the wrongful stigma of condemnation marring the reputation of
this impeccably dedicated soldier and statesman. Indeed, nothing less can hope to begin to restore public
confidence so wanting in our system of criminal justice.

In sincere and respectful prayer,

Cc Roger C. Adams
Pardon Attorney
U. S. Deparwnent of Justice






ANTON CERMAK KERNER
40 WEST SCHILLER STREET #A2

CHicaco, ILLINOIS 60610
TEL: 312.943.4646 FaX: 312.649.9922
E-MaiL: Ajck(@MsN.com

; - . CONFATPENTIA C
President William J. Clinton

The White House
Washington, D.C.
December 18, 2000

Dear President Clinton,

Enclosed is a recently obtained 1999 Indiana Law Journal article in further support of the
October 22, 2000 Petition for Posthumous Pardon by my sister and myself on behalf of our father,
Otto Kerner,]r. It relates to your February 19, 1999 posthumous pardon of Henry Oliver Flipper
that we cited as precedent in our original submission, but are only now able to reference in detail.

While we adopt the Flipper petitioners’ argument for posthurnous pardon, we distinguish our
pardon request from theirs in that ours is a request for nothing less than an express finding of
innocence. Unlike them, we emphatically assert, not merely that Kerner's punishment was unjust, but
that he committed no crime. We are particularly mindful of holdings cited in our petition that a
pardon not expressly given for innocence implies guilt and connotes forgiveness, a result that would
grievously violate the stance Otto Kerner maintained to the day he died.

Like Flipper, Kerner led a highly accomplished life: indeed, so highly accomplished that, were
it not for his false conviction, Kerner's forty years of consummate public service would have stood
him long ago among recipients of the Presidental Medal of Freedom. We do not doubt that he will
one day join his illustrious peers there. Yet, while his impeccable dedication to the commonweal
impeaches the accusation that he could have even conceived of betraying the public trust, we cite it
to compliment — not supplant - his clear innocence as the essential, indispensable rationale for your
pardon of him. We look forward to pardon as the conclusive vindication of his absolute innocence.

Respectfully submitted,

Cc Roger C. Adams
Bcc John Podesta
Meredith Cabe
Senator Richard Durbin
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Would verv much appreciate it if you could look into
the pardon request of HOWARD MECHANIC.

Dear President Clinton:

While I don't know him personally, I strongly believe

his case is a remaining Viet Nam era relic

which could easily justify a pardon.

The file is pending with the White House Counsel's office.

Thanks very much!
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considered served.

4. Noah Robinson is currently incarcerated and I doubt that holding him in jail any longer will

serve he or the community any good. He isn’t a threat to society and would in fact be a credit
to the city if released.

Mr. President, your kind consideration of this request will be highly appreciated by the families
of these individuals and me.

Thank you very much,

Ed H. Smith,
Alderman 28th Ward


















President William J. Clinton

The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear President Clinton,

ANTON CErRMAK KERNER

40 WEST ScHILLER STREET #A2

CHicaGo, ILuNois 60610

TeL: 312.943.4646 FAX: 312.649.9922
E-MAIL: A)cK(@MSN.COM

CoN
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November 19, 2000

Accompanying are additional affidavits in support of the October 22, 2000 Petition for Posthumous
Pardon on behalf of Otto Kerner,]r. Below is an index of character writings submitted to date:

Blakely, Henry

Late Poet

Poem 5.12.76

Brooks, Gwendolyn Blakely

Poet Laureate of Illinois

Affidavit 10.14.00

Clark, Ramsey

Former United States Attomney General

Affidavit 11.14.00

Davidson, John L. Lawyer Letter 9.10.75
Dickerson, Earl B. Executive, Supreme Lifc Insurance Company of America Letter 4.20.73
Dixon, Alan J. Former United States Senator, Illinois Affidavit 10.13.00

Downing, Robert J.

Former Justice, Illinois Appellate Court

Affidavit 10.11.00

Fecridge, William H. President, The Dartnell Corporation Letter 2.19.73
Franklin, John Hope Professqr of History Emeritus, Duke University Letter & Affidavit
10.18.00

Gingold, Ethel

Former Member, Illinois Board of Prisoner Review

Affidavit 10.21.00

Heineman, Benjamin W.

Former President, Northwest Industries; Former
Chairman, Illinois Board of Higher Education

Affidavit 10.9.00

Henderson, Earl W.

Architect

Affidavit 10.31.00

Jenner, Albert E.

Former Chairman, U.S. Supreme Court Advisory
Committee on Federal Rules of Evidence

Letter 2.20.73

Marovitz, Abraham Lincoln

Senior Judge, United States District Court

Affidavic 11.7.00

Marshall, Cecelia S.,

Spouse, Former United States Supreme Court Justice

Thurgood Marshall

Letter 5.21.73

Netsch, Dawn Clark

Professor Emeritus, Northwestern School of law

Affidavit 10.17.00

Perty, Joseph Sam

Senior Judge, United States District Court

Letter 2.19.73

Rock, Philip J.

Former Senator, Illinois General Assembly

Affidavit 10.16.00

Ross, Norman

Retired Executive, First National Bank of Chicago

Affidavic 10.10.00

Siegel, Beatrice S.

Former Neighbor

Affidavit 11.6.00

Shellow, Robert

Former Assistant Director, United States Commission on

Civil Disorders

Affidavit 10.18.00

Sullivan, Thomas Former United States District Attorney Letter 2.23.73
Vlahoplus, Chris Retired Joumnalist Affidavit 10.20.00
Wesanoreland, William C.  Former Chief of Staff, United States Army Letter 4.7.73

Sincerely,




ANTON CERMAK KERNER
40 WEST ScHILLER STREET #A2

CHicaco, ILLINOIS 60610

TEL: 312.943.4646 FaX: 312.649.9922
E-MaIL: AJcK(@MSN.COM

CoNFIDENTIA
President William ]. Clinton

The White House
Washington, D.C.
December 18, 2000

Dear President Clinton,

Enclosed is a recently obtained 1999 Indiana Law Journal article in further support of the
October 22, 2000 Petition for Posthumous Pardon by my sister and myself on behalf of our father,
Ortto Kerner,]r. It relates to your February 19, 1999 posthumous pardon of Henry Oliver Flipper
that we cited as precedent in our original submission, but are only now able to reference in detail.

While we adopt the Flipper petitioners’ argument for posthumous pardon, we distinguish our
pardon request from theirs in that ours is a request for nothing less than an express finding of
innocence. Unlike them, we emphatcally assert, not merely that Kemner's punishment was unjust, but
that he committed no crime. We are particularly mindful of holdings cited in our petition that a
pardon not expressly given for innocence implies guilt and connotes forgiveness, a result that would
grievously violate the stance Otro Kerner maintained to the day he died.

Like Flipper, Kerner led a highly accomplished life: indeed, so highly accomplished that, were
it not for his false conviction, Kerner's forty years of consummate public service would have stood
him long ago among recipients of the Presidential Medal of Freedom. We do not doubt that he will
one day join his illustrious peers there. Yet, while his impeccable dedication to the commonweal
impeaches the accusation that he could have even conceived of betraying the public trust, we cite it
to compliment — not supplant - his clear innocence as the essential, indispensable rationale for your
pardon of him. We look forward to pardon as the conclusive vindication of his absolute innocence.

Respectfully submitted,

Cc Roger C. Adams
Bcc John Podesta
Meredith Cabe
Senator Richard Durbin
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ERIC WYNN
24 Binnacle Avenue
West Milford, NJ 07480
(973) 657-9155

e 10 request a presidential pardon. In 1983 I engaged in fraudulent
ang. There was no excuse. I was twenty-four years old, with w0 young
ifor my mistake. Hmrevcr, in 1995 I was convicied of charges arising out
+docurred in 1988 in a case in which the Justice Department has conceded
W #5aneral misrepresented facts to the Supreme Court of the Unned States.
' *3& 1 respectfully submir thar Iwas not wrong and did not camn'ut acrime.

t ffﬂus conduct is perceived o be felomous, more than twelve years have
wag committed. I believe that during the intervening years my life has
9% that warrant my having a fresh start and a clean slate. Ichcn:fon:

t that 2 pardon be granted.

-
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Wednesday, October 04, 2000

MR. PRESIDENT:

Bill Layton, Judge Andrea Roaf’s father (and neighbor and longtime friend of the late Bob

Squier), wanted me to give this to you. He says you will understand.

He also hoped that you would consider attending the opening/dedication of a Civil War museum
in early 2001. It will be located in Fort Colliers, VA - in the Blue Ridge mountains, and site of
the third battle of Winchester. Mr. Layton donated thousands of dollars worth of civil war
mementos and documents to the museum. (There will be a William Layton collection and a life-

size portrait of him, there.)
/e

William Layton
P.O. Box 101
Millwood, VA 22646
(202) 554-3195

s K.
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January 9, 2001 Q*“Q

DEAR MR. President

I, ELIZABETH A. WILCHER, am the mother of MARK A WILCHER, author of the enclosed
Report and grandmother of LAMONT A. WILCHER, the victim of a shooting August 20", 2000
To update, LAMONT IS STILL IN Christ hospital and the shooter has fled the state.
We, the family would like to ask for your help. Perhaps the Attorney General’s office
could investigate. We were told that this is an on-going investigation. 5 months and still we
know nothing.

Please excuse this intrusion into your Chicago visit, but we are grasping at straws and desperate
For help. This is a family of 5 generations of living Wilcher men.

William A Wilcher, Sr, age 92, of McComb, MS., came to Chicago approximately 65 years ago.
William A. Wilcher, Jr, age 72 of Chicago, IL

Mark A. Wilcher, age 51, of North Hollywood, CA.

Lamont A. Wilcher, age 31, of Memphis, TN.

Lamont A. Wilcher. Jr., age 9 months, of Memphis, TN.

Thank in advance for your cooperation and consideration in this on-going case

/

.

Elizabeth A. Wilcher

cc. Mayor Richard M. Daley
States Attorney: Dick Devine




THE WILCHER FAMILY

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

January 9, 2001

The Honorable Mr. Richard Devine
Cook County States Attorney

Cook County States Attorney Office
Chicago, Il

Dear Mr. Devine,

Mr. Devine, please allow my family to take a moment of your time to explain the
circumstances of a case your office is currently investigating. It is the case of Lamont A. Wilcher,
Lamont is the victim of a shooting that occurred on August 19, 2000 at approximately 11:30 pm.

The shooting happened at 1400 W. 119 th, Chicago, [l at the home of Lamont’s cousin, Mrs.
Joni Bailey. Lamont was at the home on 119 to attend a bachelor party for his brother
Christopher I. Wilcher who was getting married on September 2, 2000.

Before I get to the details of the shooting, please allow me to tell you a little about Lamont,
the husband, the man, the father, the son and the grandson.

Lamont A. Wilcher Sr., thirty years old, resides in Memphis, Tn along with his wife, Yatosha
of four years and their four month old son Lamont A. Wilcher Jr. The couple are first time parents,
Lamont Jr. was born on April 29, 2000.

Lamont Sr. attended Jackson State University and plans to complete his degree through their
extension program this fall. Lamont is self employed doing contract work for a company that
installs office furniture. He is the sole support for his young family.

Yatosha Wilder Wilcher remains at home on continued matemity leave after the birth of
their son in April. Mrs. Wilcher received her degree from Jackson State University in Finance and
is pursuing a career in that field.

After Mrs. Wilcher’s graduation from Jackson State University, Mr. Wilcher moved his
young family to Tennessee, purchasing a home in Memphis. This is an educated, community
minded couple, who have made a commitment to the city of Memphis, their church and the family
values taught to them by their parents.

Lamont A. Wilcher represents all of the good qualities and strong moral behaviors we as
parents and civilized society want in our young people.

As of today, September 4, 2000, Lamont is in Christ Memorial Hospital Fighting for his life.
He is in Critical Condition from a gun shot wound inflicted by an off duty Harvey, 111 policeman
who was also attending that same bachelor party. Charles Pate is the shooter in this incident.




Details:

The details of the shooting are as follows, as the Wilcher family know and understand them.
These statements are taken from eye wittnesses who were in attendance at the bachelor party when
the shooting occurred.

e Date of shooting: August 19, 2000

e Time Approximated of shooting: 11: 30 pm

e  Approximate number of attendees at bachelor party: 25
e Participants: Family and close friends

e Reason for gathering: Bachelor Party

The shooter in this case is a Harvey, Il policeman who was off duty at the time of the
shooting and in attendance to the above mentioned bachelor party. Charles Pate is his name,
his rank and responsibilty with the Harvey Police department is unknown.

Circumssances:

The party started at approximately 11:00pm on the evening of August 19, 2000. The
majority of the invited guest arrived between the hours of 10:00pm and 11:00pm. The guest
were then introduced to one another and the party offically started.

During the above mentioned time line, the shooter, Charles Pate, arrived at the party as an
invited guest. He gained access to the residence at 1400 W. 119% St. through the rear kitchen
door; as had most of the guest.

Upon entering the party he passed by several guest in the kitchen area who were sitting
and talking at the kitchen table. All of the individuals in the kitchen have reported that the
shooter, Mr. Pate, had a gun tucked in his belt; clearly visible to the people sitting at the
table.

In addition, statements by the witnesses in the kitchen indicate no one knew who Mr.
Pate was at the time of his entry into the home. This situation caused many of the guest to be
very alarmed.

Once inside the home, Mr. Pate immediately proceeded to the cabinets located above the
sink area, removing a cup from the shelf belonging to the host. The host of the party, politely
asked Mr. Pate to use another cup.

Mr. Pate is reported to have said, “Fuck you lady and your cup”. This response was then
followed by several other more inflamatory comments by Mr. Pate.

Located in a bedroom just off the kitchen area, the host of the party had placed a large
cooler with beer and wine in it for the party. It is in this room the shooting of Lamont A.
Wilcher occurred as a result of an altercation between Mr. Pate and Mr. Lamont A. Wilcher.




Eye witness accounts of the shooting incident:

Mr. Wilcher entered the kitchen area at or about the same time Mr. Pate entered the
bedroom with the cooler placed in it. Mr. Wilcher was then asked to find out who the
gentleman was, referring to Mr. Pate.

Mr. Wilcher enters the bedroom area and approaches Mr. Pate asking the man who had
invited him to the party.

Mr. Pate responds “Hey man why do you want to know ?’
Mr. Wilcher’s response is unclear at this point.

Mr. Pate is heard saying to Mr. Wilcher “Fuck you man, no I’m not giving you a damn
thing.”

Mr. Wilcher; “then you need to leave the party.”

Other words are exchanged and the two men enter into a brief shoving match. They are
seperated by Mr. Byron McBrine, a guest who comes into the bedroom from the kitchen area.

Mr. McBrine, the eye witness, to the shooting in the bedroom notices Mr. Pate reaching
for the gun tucked into his belt and immediately places his own hand over that of Mr. Pate’s
with the gun still undrawn and in his belt.

Mr. McBrine speaks directly to Mr. Pate stating the following: “there’s no need to draw
your gun man, this ain’t that kind of party.”

Mr. McBrine then states, as he backed away from Mr. Pate who was approximately five
to six feet from Mr. Lamont Wilcher.

e  Mr. Pate draws the gun from his belt and fired once into the stomach area of
[.amont Wilcher who was five feet away from him at the time.

e  Mr. Pate then walks over to where Mr.McBrine had fallen into a cloths closet,
places the gun in Mr. McBrine’s face and states, “Do you want some of this
too?”

e  Mr. Pate then backs out of the bedroom and into the kitchen area where guest
are sitting at the kitchen table and states: “Does anyone want a piece of me and
I’11 be back with two or three of my partners and bring a close to this shit.”

e  Waving his gun from side to side as he backs out of the kitchen door and onto
the backpoarch.

e  Mr. Pate leaves the scene of the shooting, returning only after the Chicago
police department has responded to the home at 1400 W. 119® street. When Mr.
Pate returns to the scene he is wearing the Harvey Police Department issued
weapon. Holstered and clearly visable to the officers responding to the shooting
call. These are eye witness accounts of his appearance.



e  Mr. Pate initially claimed Mr. Lamont Wilcher had a gun and he (Mr. Pate)
feared for his life. Also Mr. Pate claimed Mr. Lamont Wilcher passed a gun onto
the eye witness at the time of the shooting.

e  The weapon involved in the shooting is then discovered by the Chicago police
department in Mr. Pate’s private vehicle wrapped in a bullet proof vest hidden
from view. Mr. Pate made no effort to present the weapon to the investigating
police on the scene.

e  Mr. Pate, a swomn public servant also made no effort to call for medical
assistance for Mr. Wilcher who lay possibly fatally injuried and certainly
critically wounded at the very least.

e  Mr. Pate left the scene of the shooting fully aware he had wounded a man and
showed no reguard for his life.

Mr. Devine, the Wilcher family has been unable to get Any Information on where
your office stands in this investigation. We are being kept in the dark on your evaluation
of the evidence and the possible charges that may be brought against this policeman from
Harvey. Mr. Pate’s culpability in this unprovoked shooting and his escalation of a verbal
confrontation to the shooting of an unarmed person and citizen warrents your immediate
attention.

The family of Lamont A. Wilcher is asking you and your office to respond in person
to our requests for justice in this matter. We would like to have a meeting with you or
your representative as soon as possible to discuss the elements of this case.

It has been more that two weeks since the shooting and we have not been contacted
by your office. The Chicago police department has not contacted the family and we are
afraid there will be nothing done on our family member’s behalf.

We have patiently waited for the States Attorney’s office to conclude their
investigation and provide the family with some information. The Wilcher’s are asking
your office to right this wrong, see where the injustice has been done and make the
appropriate decisions within the context of the law.

Mr. Lamont A. Wilcher’s family can be reached at the following phone numbers:

Mrs. Yatosha Wilder Wilcher, Wife of Lamont A. Wilcher

Home Chicago location: 773 785-8883 Home Memphis, Tn: 901 367-0508
Mrs. Sharon R. Wilcher, Mother of Lamont A. Wilcher

Home: 773 785-8883

Mr. Mark A. Wilcher, Father of Lamont A. Wilcher

Home North Hollywood, Ca: 818 982-8787 Work California: 213 741-5420
Mr. Christopher 1. Wilcher, Brother of Lamont A. Wilcher

Home: 708 891-8081 Work: 800 800-9725



Respectfully,
The Wilcher Family

Ce:

Honorable Mayor Richard M. Daley

The Mayor’s Office

121 N. LaSalle, Rm. 406
Chicago, 11! 60602

Mr. Terry Hillard
Superintendent of Police
1121 S. State St.
Chicago, 111 60605

The Chicago Defender
The Crusader

The Chicago Tribune

WVON Radio

Heonorable Judge R.Eugene Pincham

9316 Sc. Michigan Ave

Chicago, [li 65619

Rev, Paul

&

-

akes

Old Saint Paul M.B. Church

531 No. Kedzie Ave.

Chicago, Il



Contacts for Lamont

e REV. JAKES
1411 E. 67™ ST
CHICAGO, ILL

POLITICAL ACITIVIST IN CHICAGO

WORKS ON THE BEHALF OF VICTIMS IN CHICAGO
HOME: 773 873-2913

PAGER: 312 514-6783

CHURCH: 773 265-0909

e CHRIS GEVANIS

PRESS CONTACT FOR REV. JAKES

NEIGHBORHOODS AGAINST POLICE BRUILIYTY

OFFICE: 312 603 4653 E-MAIL CAGEOVANIS AOL.COM
HOME: 312 733-2181 E-MAIL HAMMERHARD AOL.COM

e DETECTIVE ALFINI/DETECTIVE DURKIN

POLICEMAN IN CHARGE OF INITIAL INVESTIGATION
AREA 2 HEADQUARTERS

727E. 111 ST. CHICAGO, ILL

POLICE STATION 312 747-8272 312 744-4000

HOURS ON DUTY: 12:30AM / UNTIL



CONTFACT PERSON AT OFFICE: EDIE'( FEMALE)
DIRECT NUMBER TG EDIE' —773865-3020
DORTHY LA BELL

PUBLISHER OF THE CRUSADER NEWSPAPER

AFRICAN AMERICAN PUBLICATION

6429 KING DRIVE

CHICAGO, ILL

773 752-2560
KIESHA CHAVERS / CLIFF KELLEY

WVON NEWAS RADIO TALK SHOW 1456

3350 SO. KEDZIE AVE

CHICAGO, ILL

773 247-6200,EXT: 233

ARTHUR HILL

CHIEF DEPUTY STATE’S ATTORNEY

STATES ATTORNEY OFFICE
LARK AND RANDGOLPH CHICAGOILL

312 603-5440

SECRETARY TG DICK DEVINE - STATES ATTORNEY
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LEE PULLIAM
ATRORNEY AT LAW
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RICHARD J. DURBIN 284 RUSSELL SENATE OFFICE BL0G.
WUNOIS WASHINGTON, OC 20510-130¢

(202) 22¢-2162
TTY (202 2248180

230 SOUTH DSARBORN, 28TH FL.

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

- :
COMMITTEE ON E m 5 { 5 CHICAGO, L. 60804
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS mt mtm ZHGEZ 19121 3634982
: g - 525 SOUTH EIGHTH STREET
maﬁmﬂgﬂm EQ 205 10-1 )04 SPRINGRELD, IL 57703
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET ' e
MM o 701 NORTH COURT STREET
SELECT COMMITTEE ON ETHICS e
8|
ASSISTANT DEMOCRATIC e 12
FLOOR LEADER WA, SONFTE.GOW/~Urdin

December 4, 2000

The Honorable William J. Clinton
President of the United States

The White House

Washington, DC 20500

A

Dear Mr. President:

[ write to you ip support of the posthumous pardon petition by Anton Cermack Kerner
and Helena Kerner Stern on behalf of their father, former Governor Otto Kcrner Jr. of Tlinois.

Governor Kemner lead a life of public goodwill, first as a decorated member of the
military, where he rose from Private to Major General before receiving an honorable discharge,
and then in government, as a twice appointed U.S. District Attorucy for the Northern District of
Illinois, a twice electcd Cook County Judge, a Lwice elected Governor of Tllinois, and an
appointed judge on the Seventh Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals. Governor Kemer is probably best
remembered for his chairmanship of the Nalional Advisory Commission on Civil Rights that
produced the landmark *“Kerner Report” on racism in America.

Governor Kemer remained an appcllate judge for the Seventh Circuit until his
1973 conviction in federal court on counts of bribery, conspiracy, mail fraud, perjury, false
statements and tax fraud. The bribery convictions were reverscd on appeal (United States v.
Isaacs). The surviving mail fraud counts charged that Kerper used the mails to defraud the
citizens and State of Illinois of an “intangible right” to “honest and faithful service™ as Govermor.
This nove! concept was declared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court in 1987 in McNally v.
United States.

As a result of the McNally decision, sevcral other political figures in Chicago and
elsewhere convicted under the iptangible rights doctrine won new hcarings. [t is widely believed
that bad Governor Kemer lived, he would have seea his conviction overturned, as did other
political figures. Unfortunately, the Suprcme Court ruling came eleven years after Governor
Kemer’s death, Although Governor Kemer’s children appealed to the Seventb Circuit in 1990
and tried to expunge his conviction, Judge Daniel Manion ruled, “That interest is personal to
Otto Kerner Jr. and cannot survive his death.”
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Page 2 - The Honorable William J. Clinton

Because of the court’s unfortunate ruling, Governor Kemer's name will forever carry the
stigma of conviction in the absence of a pardon. His good works as a dedicated public servant
will be regrettably overlooked.

Thank you for your attention to this issue. [ look forward to hearing from you.
Sipccrely,

DAL D

Richard J. Durbin
United States Senator






















tax rejfurns, these latter two agents tainted government dealings with all principals in the
case.

Arguably criminal tax claims against the government’s two key witnesses were traded
for testimony the government deemed “truthful” against Kerner. After Kerner’s conviction,
not only did the government’s hypothetical briber win her permanent California racing
license unimpeded, their hypothetical extorter won dismissal of all criminal charges and
waiver of a $2,768,644 IRS tax lien used force his co-operation. o

The IRS agent central to the case was demoted when caught publicly crowing in a
tavern, “Do you know that Thompson (U. S. Atty. James Thompson) even got a call from
Air Force I... Nixon has to be happy” and took refuge with the hypothetical extorter,
helping him win the tax-lien’s waiver and produce an exculpatory exegesis, disclosing that
Kerner's IRS investigators commonly joked their code name, CRIMP, stood for “Corrupt
Republicans Investigating Marge's Pals.” by

* 0. P. Stufflbeam, Memorandum of Interview with O. Kerner. July 1S, 1970;United States v. Lsaacs, et al,
71CR1086 Transcript of Proceedings, January 30, 1973 4599, 4609-4632, 4658-4669 [ Campbell]

7S, Skolnik, transcript, tape recorded interview with ]. Bone, May 16, 1978 32-35, 38-40, 43-45, 59-60,
66-67, 73; O. P. Swufflebeam, transcript, tape recorded intecview with J. Bone, July 24, 1978 20-21

* United States v. Liaacs, et al, 7ICR1086 Transcript of Proceedings, January 30, 1973 4704-4723, 4858 «
seq. [Stufflebeam & Witkowski)

¥ United States v. Lsaacs, et al, 71CR1086 Transcript of Proceedings, January 11, 1973 1767-1769 [Everett);
“Marje Cleared In California,” Chicago Sun-Times, April 3, 1973; United States v. Lsaacs, et al, 7ICR1086
Transcript of Proceedings, January 17-23, 1973 3153-3158, 3818-3832, 3863 et seq. [Miller]; United States
v. Lsaacs, et al, 7ICR 1086 Transcript of Proceedings, January30, 1973 4845-4866 [Stufflebeam]; “Drop
Charges Against Miller for Help as Kerner Witness,” Chicago Daily News, March 3, 1973; ]. M. Walters,
Commussioner, Internal Revenue Service, April 14, 1972 (notice to W. S. and C. G. Miller of $1,845,763
tax deficiency); William S. Miller and Catherine G. Miller v. Commissioner of Revenue, Petition, July 13, 1972;
William S. Miller and Catherine G. Miller v. Commissioner of Revenue, Answer, October 20, 1972; O. P.
Stuftlebeam, Affidavic, June 18, 1976; U. S. Tax Court Docket No. 5779-72, September, 1976 ($58,552
tax deficiency settlement)

i Fitzpatrick, “Stufflebeam Flame Snuffed?” Chicago Sun-Times, February 23, 1973 3S; B. Wiedrich,
“IRS Investigator Gets His ‘Reward,” Chicago Tribune, April 18, 1973 22; I. Kupcinet, “Kup’s Column,”
Chicago Sun-times, November 25, 1974 70; H. Messick, The Politics of Prosecution (1978) 4

D. Other Grave Doubt As To Justice of Conviction: Partisan Zeal

Federal overreaching to criminalize Kerner's local and civil conduct reaches back to
his accussers.* In President Nixon’s Oval Office tapes, Attorney General Mitchell, cthe
nation’s chief prosecutor is heard to complain two weeks before he called Kerner before a
June, 1971 Grand Jury, “Now he’s out talking about his Kerner Commission Report when
he should be keeping his damn mouth shut as a judge.”






























