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F} - k. . - Many thanks to Frank Pizzichillo and Steve Rum‘en
Lear Mother: for contributing this document to the LKH Public Forum.

pepsener 5. Esie TS I RS rertesr o ey 1utsan w2
mother. 1 read the accouht regarding raul with interest, wuy d;upalt
thanks for everything he is dolng for me. L1 would be Yery thankful to
him if he continues to work for me and my Juet cause further in the

‘ BAm® I&?f i am very sorry that he had an automobile accident. I hope
"_ everytning will be all right by the time this letter arrives.

’3.111111 speak later of my biography in discueesing the pointe
vhich FPaul haee propoased. in the newspapers here they have guite die-
tated it, so0 1 have become rather careful about it. 1 will, therefore,
write you particulars about it next time. Above 2ll else, 1 am happy
to know that the newspapers in Germany nﬁtftaka 8 different tone toward

oy affaire.- But as mlready eald, all the newspaperes were poimened by
propagands ;EH:EE beginning, 4ndeed, even now zany do not yet have the
courage to resgpmzkx truth.

Dear mother, this letter will be somewhat long, for . went to
Ign into scme pointe regarding my triml. | willand muet elwaye, suitable
to my situasticen, go accordine to the recorde. :nlzc, a8 lie cannot he=l-
me, but waulﬁr rathier hurt me.

Fhen I was arreeted on the 19th of Septecber, 1934, the zolice
sclzed, among many thirgs, all my shoes. At that time I coulé not im=-

agine whet for,. Well, during my ttial the davy arrive?hhen the State

in pceseselon of the footprinte of the (fezinine) E} the (EEEﬂUIiﬂEjJ

person %no, according tp the opinicen of the orosecutor'e etaff, went up
the lacder in order to get the unfortunate chilé?t (How it ig posgible

that only cone footprint existed iz a riddle to me; for, said the

More info about the history of this letter may be found in
a NY Times article on March 28, 1977
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Prosecutor, it wagp ?Uz£ feet and all soft earth from where the ladéder
was found up to the window.) Why did not the Prosecultor produce at
the trial the fmpression of ¥hieh they had caet a model? Why! They
cannot eay that my foot has becoms larger or smaller, Thyp sems mzy be
repeatec corcerning the footprint which was founé¢ in the churchyaré,
from whierck Dr. Condon swore that he gave $50,000 4o & man by the neme
of Johnl Aleo here mwy shoe certainly did not fit. Why were all my
shoes taken away froo me so quickly. The proseculor knew that thﬂf
haéd a phonograph recerd repeating the conversation of rr. Condon and

the intermediary. fThie also was not submitted by the prosecutor to
that

the jury. &In culmination the proesscutor hammered into the jury/when

he would show everything,thet would make me guilty?) To say such =

baese
thing wae a gezxzam lie. Every person of sound mind says to himself

that if my_ eho® had fit all the impressions, the prosector would have
procuced not one but twelve impreeslione so that each one of the jury

could heve convinced therselvee that it wae my footprint, for this

¥ouléd have bben direct evidence that I muet have been ttere. Or does

anythe think that the proeecutor held back the plate through pity!

0, no, the reeeones were exactly reversed. They eimply wented to

make me reesponsible for everything =nd thie highly important material

had nothing to do with me.

In every arrest it 1le customary to take firngerprints of the

personxk arrested the firet thing. 8o they diéd with me. A few dayes

after thles occurence, two membere of the N.J. State police came to me

in the Bronx prison and requested further printse. 1 tol? them th=t tne

neJs Steie Police head nlready tsken my fingerpricrte a few days prev-

iously. L ¢éid not maZe this estatement, perhass, because I wanted to
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refuse, but 1t sesmead ecmewlt unusual to me, The men replied that the
Printe which they had were not clear enough, sp they wanted toTake thenm
again. That evening they took my porinte very firmly,~altogether about
8ix setea. My Aetoniehmant was gEreat when one or two cays later they
came again with the page Btatement that several spote were not jet
Plain enough. 3go! they worked anew on my printe. fThis time they made
stillmore esets than before and aleso some of the sides (1) of the hand,
whieh thgr did not take before, eepecially the jointe of the fingere and
the hollow part of the hand. Since they made thess impreseione even
firmer than before, 1 began to be worried for I had 8 feeling that
something queer was happening.

Yell, what came out at the trial when my counsel asked about
fingerprintei= GBRelieve it or not, the prosecutor's staff said eizply
"U,well, there were no fingerprinte in existence, not on the ladder
or in any part of the room where the child wae, nor on the window or
Iindnwﬂillg?? But aes though to fillthe measure completely, the prosecutor
ataff caze out with the fairy tale that they aleo ¢id not find any
prints of the father or mother of the unfortunate chlild, nor of the
child’'s nurse or other house servants. So! they invented another Bhorys

They sald, simply, that I had worked with gloves. O, what a worthlees
etatement: for accordingly then, all the servante anc the child'e murse

must aleo have worked only with gloves. @Good heavensd is it possible

that when the father or mother go into the child'e room in order to
take joy in thelr child, they also put on gloves?: ln that case, I

woald truly like to know why they twice came extra to mew York for my

fingerprints, when none were at hand with whéch to compare them. Why

ien't the prosecutor's staff homest ané why doesn't it 8ay openly that

the finger printe, as wl]l as the Pootprinte ¢€ié not m=atch with wine.

That a éietinguished fingerprint expert froc N.Y. found hundreds of

fingerprirtes nﬁrhe ladder alone was laughingly not recognézed. Even
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vhen the State produced many photographs of the Prints, etill one
contradiction after ancother. They could not hemmmx honor the truth
for nowhere wae there an impression of mine. S0 everything which
could point directly tﬁme vae elmply choked off in the foregoing
manner. PBut Instead they built up indirect evidence, »m which cr
to heaven,

Among my carpeqtar'- tooles they found a chisel which looks
in part similar to the one which wae found at the Lindbergh home
vhere the ladder lay. That my chiesel ground differently, is a dif-
ferent eize and has a quite different handle, made no difference to
the preoeecutor. He eimply eald the chisel which was found on the
Lindgerch estate belongzed to me. What kind of an annewer diéd I receive
when I eaid “no* and that my chisel set ie an entirely different one
"than the one which they found onthe Lingbergheetate. For my set was
a Stanley. set, 3 inches to 14 inches., They simply said they did not
find such a set among my tools. Thet ie a plain lie, because a few
weeks before my arrest, I used it when I mede = cupboard for my child.
Furtpnerzore, the set did not leave my garage. In thie set the 1% inch
eize chisel wae miseing. 8Still the chisel on the Lindbergh hrounds
was Sinch and a gquite different one. 8o they esimply let my set dig=-
appear.

At my trial much weight was placed on my letters to Pinkus

Fische (Thie ie the brother of leadore Fisch). To be exact, it is not

precisely the lettere which I wrote but a rough draft of them. The

poeted lettere are somewhat different; etill, the fundamental basis

is the same. I retained the rough drafte of the letters which I sent

to Pinkue Plech; so I also carefully preserved the letters which I

received from him. For already at that time I felt that sscething

wae not right, In my first letter I had written everything to Pinkus

Fisch, as Isidore Pisch had told ce, end I had elwave believed Ielcdore




entirely. L had never thought that he was lying to me. Toc be sure,

i had been warned by my, and indesd, by his friends, to be careful with
him, but I always defended him agalnst such arrogance. When I received
the first letter from Plnkus Filech and commenced a superficial in-
vestigation, it turned out that something wae nd right with it. Por
this reason, anc¢ further beacuse it wes & case of death, 1 decided to
preserve carefully all our exchange of letteresg far,I thought, rlnkus
Flech will wmake me responsible for all the thinge which he should have
and I, in my belief in Isidare Fiech, had advised him o°f. 8o, all the

documente, eix or seven letters, were in a large envelope (7) in my

deek, from which the police took them. At my trial, when I eaic to the
proesecutor that he should aleo bring the lettere Pinkus Fiech had

written me to the trial, I received the answer: "they (you?) have

none". God in heavend all the letters were together. One of these
lettere I could nevar‘gat clear, for it said that ehortly before Isidore
Fisch dled he always wanted to eay something about me, but, o he wrote,
ne was too weak for he did not want to). So he took eomething with
hia to hise grave which would be of gEreat help tec me now. Also Pinkus
Fisch wrote me to keep his death secret if it were necessary, but I did
not do that for I esaw no occasion for that. now, for the seske of justice,
why did the prosecutor 8ay he éid not have these letters, when my letters
answering these were there, Why didn't the prosecutor let the jury whe
judged me see clearly!! no! fThese letters dig not fit into hie view=-
60 they had to disappear. /But his conscience wae not clear, 80 he took
Precautlon and had the Pisch family ané the nurse ! cBme to America.

—— s
The prosecutor surely hed expectations that I would ineiet more on these
letters and say what wase in them. But when 1 could only recall the con-

tents ip part and they eimply would not have believed me, I saic¢ nothing,

#ould not a2seuredly the nurse and the Fisch family have said the opposite

at the suggcestion of the proesector. For what else wag the family and the



nurse here! Thue Pinkus Fisch ané the nuree were not called to the

witneess stand at all. Thus all direct evicdence which would have fraesd

ze disappeared. But woe the person who ie repponsible for thie sordid

deal. (dirty deal 7 ).
now after they had let everything dieappear, material of in-

direct evidence wae built up and one which is an impossibility wae used.
A few days after my arrest, my dear Annle and the child could stand it
ne longer 1In our house, for the child could not sleep because of all the
people who were tﬁﬁﬁﬂj? preeent; eo they went to relatives. lt really
was not the right thing to have done, for now the police could manage as
they wished. 1 can now explain fully to myeelf how the eddrese of

pr. Condon came to be on the door wainecoting., For they already had
eaczples of my writing. When this address wvag shown to me at that time,
I had no thought of any avi{ and since that piece of door wainscoting

came from Qur dwelling and it looked similar to my writing, I thought

that on reacding a newspaper I had written it fran. But I could never

rightly cooprehend why. I relied mainly on the fact that it ceme from
our dwelling. (To be sure I could only read it through mvy gladse, ae it
wae 80 greatly obliterated.) Later, however, I beceme completely con-
vinced that I did not write it. The peak of the indirect evidence
which waes bullt up wes the ladder etory. The prosecutor said at the
triel that m part of the wood of which the ladder was made came from
the houee where we lived~~ané that wae not enough--I was supposeé to
have tern up 2 board from the floor of the =2ttic (only half of which

wag boparcded) and to have used half of it for the ladder. Thie false

assertion borcdere on the shamelecs. fhen I moved intothe house, I

weet up into the attie and came up there (hardly to be woendered at 7)
only two or three timee in that year. stilkiup to thie hour, I can
But the moet

not eay whether or not a piece of board wes miesing.

ridiculous thing absut the mkxary whole ladder, is that it is alto-
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gether no ladder. 1t ig only & wooden rack ang I do not believe syen
now that this rack was EYer used as a ladder, 1Ita conetruction shows
too plainly that it neyer tame from the hand of a carpenter, not even
from a poor one, The prosecutor eaid, to wit, that I ap not a good
carpenter. 1 say, herewith, only that I have often worked for myself
and ae foreman, Every master could depend on ze, indeed, I often had
to figure out the wvhole recuirement of wosd for & new conetruction and
order the material and was aleo responsible for the whole job. If I
wanted to make anything at home I almost always had enough wood lying

in my garage, and if not, there is a lumber yard ocnly a block away from
my house. @no, the Proesecutor paid I tore up the floor anéd used the wood
for the ladder. 4o man who underetands a little bit about wood, would
ot employ thia Plece of wood whieh nae produced altogether, for it is
much too weak and besides it had four large knote in it. But all thie
wa6 not coneicdered., It wae, however, so cleerly shown to the jury that
thie piece came from my c¢welling and it wae declared by exberte, sp that
everything else wae pushed aside,. Whether it really caxze from the house,
I do not know, but i1f it did, then I make responeible the sersocne who
were there after Annie left the houee. There were, further, brought forth
the tools with which I was suppesed to have built it. 1In order to
cerry out this trick truly, the prosecutor dié not need any expert from
the school. An oréinary apprentice can shkow more pleinly how it can be
cone. Even the saw iteself which 1 wae Bupposed to have used was showxne-
the e=siest thing in the world, for I have 8 sawe, for tesvy work to the
fineet work; then one of them couléd fit thke cut. W®hat a fraud LEY:
perpetrated regarcing the ladéer in ordsr Lo la¥ +the blace on mﬁ,thg
Sltete can never asccount for}; for on thiec incirect rlece of evidence

the moest weight was laiéd, for *ccorcding te the contertion of the

proescutor, I must then plainly have bten at the Lincbergh house.




Right after my arreet I had to srite, I did not know at
the time why they wanted specimens of my writing. If I had had any
icea then I would not have let them dictate to me 80 Lo write doxn
the mketakes. Of course, I make mistakes in writing. sStill, not
such blundere aes were dictated to me. Then they took out of all
thoee specimens of writing several letters wrickh looked pimilar to
the ransom notee. Thue, in the first rarsoz note only the word “is".
nsturelly, the State spent nearly $50,000 on the opinion of the
experts. Here the esaying fite: "yhose bread I eat, hie eong I sing"”
Naturally, the singing wee vigorous for this szmount. I had no money
tospend for such people in order to kindle such a BONEs So 1t was
alec 2sid that I wrote the ransom notes.

1 wees not believed when I said that I received the packet

from Ieicore Fisch without suspecting that it contained money. How

could I make it clear to the people. Fisch knew that he hs @ my
fullest conficence; he also knew thet I woul¢ never open the packet
ae long as he was eway. To be sure, if he ha¢ told me what it
actually centelned, I wouléd have reporteéd it at once to the mice.
mow I must suffer for that trust with which I met him. That I édid
not £now wnat kind of money it wes, ieg indicetec by the fect that 1
epent 1t like any other meney,

Of the six people who came to my cell in Flemington, an
80-year-old gentlexen seid, after he wae near me three guarters of an

heur, t1het I %ae the man whom he sew near the Lincdbergh house on the

worning of March 1, 1932. He said on the witnees stend that he saw

me for several seconde ae I pushed along in my green car. He gaid
e

he ca¥ a man with a very red face and eyes like a ghost looking out

of Lthe car windoew, ancé thie cescription was suzposed to fit ge.




¥hat did the Judge eay in his charge to the twelver jurcras " po you
think that there is any reaeon, upon the whole, to doubt the truth of

the old man's teetimony? Wwhat o ecandal this was for the State=-nos

it turnes nu£ that the good man is almost blind. But he, like every
other State witneees, wae believed. But my five witnesses who saw me

in New York in the bakery with Annie at the hour that the crime was
committed were not believeds These people were no friends of mine,

No, theywere all strangers to me. Of the witnese, Whised, whom the

Stete presented, I would rather not telk, for it would place the pros-
ecuyﬂy‘n etaff ina 1ik% which ie hardly believable, Perhaps you have
also read asbout it in Germany. The State'es witneee, rr. Condon, when

ne visited me in Plemington, seerié tothe prosecutor that he could makx
say xnothing againet me. But why he changed his opinion up to the time
of the trial is a riddle t%mu. Fear mother, to write down here hie
phentastic statements would only be wasting paper. But he, too, was
believed at the trial. wnow the gentleman referred to site in the
shopwindow with a lacdder in hie hand for advertieement. How thie 70O-
year—olc man can still sleep with peaceful conecience, I truly cannot
uncerstand. Une more occurrence before I closes On the witneee stand
appeared the iwo women who worked at the Lindbergh'e house and said that
on the first of April, therefore one month after the terrible deed, they
found a support from the chiléd's eleeping garment in the midéle of the
only nerrow road which leads tothe Lindbergh houee. Thier wae to attest,
Just ae the Jucge made it clear, that at thie plece the eleeping garment
was taken from the little unfortunate childe But God in heaven, 1= there
a person in the worlé who believee thet this nuppnrt\ from the sleeping
garment, which is macde of wire, lay in thise plece in neo way damaged, after
crie month of exposure to the neatherjin the miéédle of the road where =&
thousand pecple fecoted it and sutos upon autos rode by. Still, also

these two women were believed, If ecmeone put e §1C bill irn the miédle



of Broadway in NeY, and wanted to fetch it after a month, would he find
iti According to the opinion of the Court, yes il

Mother, I could write on, but it muke--;t eick when I think
of 1ts For so it went through the whole trial, State's witneeeses

could swear away (1) the blue of the heavens=-it was all believed,

Also they were protécted by the State and this even when they contradic=
ted themselves 200%, All that Played no part.--The circus was on.

Fhat may the symbol of juetice have thought when it had to behold all
that. For the band wae removed from her €yes, 80 that bher person could
see all. Well, I was a German carpenter.

Horw my chief counsel at the trial acted or how he could act
8o, L can not comorehend. According to my ocpinion, 1 believe that I
am 100% certain when I say that he worked together with the prosecutor.
I had an opportunity to explein my case to him only five minutes. He
seloply did not come to me, or if he came for three to five minutes, he
vas of teydrunk. How could I talk with hiz then.

I have heard people talk in different situatione, etill I have
never heard such a hateful summation ms the Prosecutor gave. Thie
epeech %es not made in & glitter of Jugtice=~no, here ecmething else
played the driving force. &y counsel would indeeé have been Justified
to carry on in such & manner of speaking. ©Did he not have & right

(zapner)
thereto, after the feeble tune of the State which caueed all the cdirect

evidence in EEE_EEiEiEE_diaippﬁiif{;ndthe evidence which would heve

Placed me in annther light) If all that hz¢ come up, then the verdict

woulc¢ have been the oppoeite. But the Ste=te weas not out for justice in

this caee, but only wanted to convizt zormeone in this horrible case.
Since I am a forelgner anc btesideg an irregular immigrant (entrant), I
¥88 A perscnk on whom they could vent everything. The newapap?era arnd

the radio had mlready laid the basiks for it before the trial. I wae




Plctured only as a wild animal and it was hazmered into the hearts of
the people that I was & German machine gunner., my duty to my Patherland
during the time of war was plctured in the newspapers more as dlsgrace,=-
and that no/ 16 years after the ware. Yes, 1L fulfilled my duty to my
Famtherland as becomes a man., A man who does not do the same for the
nation to which he belonge ie, in my egee, no man. put why do they cry
of me "the German machine gunner®, and that even yet., They even wanted
to besmirch our dear ones, and thie also came from the prosecutor. put
here, in eplte of thelir attempts, they could effect nothing with indirect
evidence, for our dear one is holy to ue. Annie and L are one. The
prosecutor (Attorney-General pavid Wilentz) addressed me, it ie a gehame,=
moetly with the name wild animal, snake, tiger, lowest being of the
animal kingdom. ¥ou cen hardly corneeive how I felt to let that be said
by & pereon.who, 1 know, L& reeponsible for the disappearance of the
evidences In my life I have met with many people and worked in coal
minee, in offices, on bulldinge, on boate, in restaurants anéd at other
occupatione with people of all natione. 8till, nowhere, even ir. the
placee where things are rough, have 1| heard a man who used such vile
language; a8 the Attorney Ceneral, Mr. David Wilentz. This man canrot
say that he carried on thie base form of speech ir the name of justice.
U, noy Another question played a part here.-*ln his speech one can
recognize what aﬁ%??f:f?g:iild he 18", 8o sayes a Cerman proverb. That
the court permitted the use of such language, ip inexplicable to me.
Even that the proesecuteéd proffered the twelve jurymen the greatest
untruthe was calmly eubmitted to. Whether or not it wae ae in the
records, played no part. Thus, the prosecutor in his final epeech
changed the whole view (opinion 1) of the deeth of the poor chilé. But

wvhy he dic¢ it ie eaelly explainable, for he, himself, could not believe




the story of the ladder, for it had become in iteelf too threadbard, so

he simply changed the whole discussion at the culmination. PFor Lt was

the assumption of the State that the ladder bopke when the ocetensible

mdn climbed down with the child, and for six weekes it wae dipcussed thue

that the ladder broke in this manner. Hsut all that meant nothing to the

prosecutor. So when the hearing of everyone wae over anc¢ my counsel had

aleo epoken, sc that there wae no more opportunity to refute it, the

Preeecutor chan:zed the whole view, I hardly believe that such a thing

has ever been In history before. 8o much sand wae thrown in the eyes of

the Jury and their minde eo inflamed through the speech of the prosecutor
that they-gardly knew longer whatms wae in or out (were at_jii&ﬁ_inﬂJ}

The packet with the money I found again in the middle of
Auguest, 1934, and since I did not know what money it wes, 1 spent it the

eame ae any other money. I never tried to hide my identity in soc doing.

I also told the police immecdiately that L had spent 12 to 15 bills. That

e 2ll, and this was after the 15th of August, 1934. The police tried

everything poseible to prove that I passed a $% bill on wmovember 26, 1933

in a movie. It wae fortunate that thie day happens to be my birthday,

eo 1 knew where I was, for on that day and at this same hour, I celebrated

my birthday with friende at our house. This my witnesses swore to mleo.

Among other thinge, it was counted out to the jury that L had

349,086 differntly placed, thus geay anc write just $14 lese than $50,000.

But what happened when I was in my cell, one half hour after the sentencel

The prosecutor sent anm officer of the State police to me, who s2id to me

on hie order: That the proeecutor had no interest in my death, but that

1 should tell him where ithe other $35,000 or $30,000 were. Truly, 1

no longer knew whether 1 was lying down or etanding up. Thue, I wae

ecndecned without heving the elighteet idea of the crice. Aleo, I have



never in my life yet seen the unfortunate child and if anyone should msk
ze where the Lindbergh house is, I could not Eive him any information,

wven with the best of intentions.

Dear mother, you can hardly conceive how I feel when I think
about the whole "built-up’ affair. I must be here in thie place and
suf fer for eomething of which I know nothing, anéd peocple who laugh out-
elde and hold festivals amuse themselvee at my expenses I cannot Bees my
child, in whom my whole heart is placed, in this place. ky God, my God!

Where e gustice in thie world:

Where I was arreeted, thar almoet crippled me by beating in

order to apprehend something which 18 not in me. There are, indeed,
eocleties for prevention of cruelty to animals, but, unfortunately, not

for men. Where is the humanity steering, which ie in thie world in

Christ'se name!?

Pear mother, I have written you only a emall part. Lf I wanted

to write down everything, it woulgd comprise velumes. What was done to

me, wase eepeclally by the Attorney General, pavid Wilentz. This

shame will always remsin clinging to him. Af L were guilty, I would

submit to my verdict, for I would only recelve what my deede were worth.

But as I know nothing of the deed, I can not be silent and must defent

myself, and thie 1 do withja clear conscience. in my dangerous situation

I we not let my courage eink, and will not in the future. I eiuwply

cannot belleve that thie State, in order only to cancel a case, will

break the 1ife of an innocent men in such a wayYe Thie would be not only

more than orcdinary murder, but aleo murder of justice.
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Dear mother, please do not be so angry when you think of

\ i
the person who accomplished such a thing in the name of justice. There

are, at the same time, many people who work for me and understand., Aleo

the general view about the case is now quite d fferent than before.

I only wish that the world will recognize me as I am and not as they

have paint ed mes 1f there is any shame in thie case, then it lies on

the shoulders of the prosecutor, for L have carried on inthis case with

a clear consclence.

In the hope that justice will conguer, I greet you most

affectionately,

Your dear son,

Richard





