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From the Off ice of Congressman Bob Dole
244 House Off ice Building
Washington 25, D. c.

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

MAY 25, 1962

STATEMENT ON THE ESTES CASE BY CONGRESSMAN BOB DOLE (R-KANSAS)
Why has Secretary of Agricultu re Freeman slapped a "confiden tiar• label on his Department's report covering the Billie Sol Estes cotton allotment fraud?
Why has Mr. Freeman refused to make this document available to the Texas State Grand
Jury which is now investiga ting the mysteriou s death of the Department of Agricultu re employee who was checking into the Estes cotton scandal?

Texas courts have been denied access

to pertinent Federal records throughou t the Estes probe and thus have been seriously handicapped.
I am shocked to learn that the full record of the cotton allotment case has been denied
to Texas Attorney General Will Wilson by the Secretary on the grounds that it would be "improper" to release this document.

Public confidenc e in Mr. Freeman will scarcely be restored

by his offer to make available to the chief law enforceme nt officer of Texas only such parts
cf the record as the Secretary deems pertinent to the current investiga tion of the death of
Henry Marshall, an ASCS official who was declared a suicide after his bullet-ri ddled body
was found in a field nearly a year ago.
The patholog ist who examined Mr. Marshall 's exhumed body 'this week reported he did not
believe this was a case of suicide.
Mr. Freeman could possibly be impeding justice by his refusal to permit the Texas Grand
I

Jury to examine the full Estes cotton allotment file and decide for itself' what informati on
may or may not be pertinent to its investiga tion of Mr. Marshall 's death.
What informati on is contained in this confiden tial USDA report which even a Grand Jury
cannot be permitted to see?

Why this cover-up by a Cabinet officer of an Administ ration

which is pledged to safeguard the public's "right to know"?
The hush-hush report apparentl y is the same one which was in the custody of a long-time
career attorney of the Department of Agricultu re, N.Battle Hales, until a few weeks ago when
he was locked out of his office and denied further access to records relating to the Estes
case.

It apparentl y is the same report which was at that time placed in the protectiv e cus-

tody of Jacob Puterbaug h, USDA political appointee and Mr. Freeman's former Minnesota Liquor
Corr.missioner.
What is there in this confiden tial cotton allotment report that a Grand Jury can't be
permitted to see? What is this informati on that can be entrusted to Mr. Puterbaug h but not
to the press or the public?
Could it just possibly be that this document puts the finger, with names, dates and
places, on the USDA political appointee s who for months side-track ed the recommendations of
the ca~eer administr ators in connectio n with the now admittedl y illegal Estes cotton allotments? Is Mr. Freeman protectin g the public interest in keeping this report from public
scrutiny or is he protectin g some individua ls who, in the public interest, should be exposed?
The report itself' will answer all of the questions I have raised. If Mr. Freeman wants
to salvage even a shred of public confidenc e in his administr ation of the Department of Agricultu:re, he will release the full Estes cotton allotment report at once.
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