
LTC Edl-lllrd Atkins 
922 Dupont Building 
Miami, Florida 33131 

Dear Col, Atkins: 

28 July 1970 

I have just completed an hour and one--half conversation with Col. Ingle. He was most candid I~ith me on his opinion of the Schiel investigation. I Idll try to relate to you what he said and his thoughts of the case. Initially, I asked him what his reaction was to the case. To this he replied, "One of complete repulsion that such an incident happened or could happen." I than a.ked what hasis he made his decision ;0 recom-melld erIal. TIe s'.ared "Circumstances". First, he said that it was a mistake to put Schiel on the stand. He completely disregarded Schiel' II testimony as being a false denial. He said Schiel ,~s obviously "there" due to Bunning'A statement. Hutto's and Hutson's He said in [lis mind it was a technicality as to whether Schiel actually pulled the trIgger. He did say that the question of premeditatim was paramount His reason" in?, that there was premeditation was based upon the statement of Ken's before the incident, his two voluntary statements to the CID, that such orders were given lind that he did, in fact, undesstand them to be to kill everything including women and children Ingle reasoned that Schiel 
knel~ ""hat would be encountered that morning, but mlS hoping that there would not be '''''men and children Ingle \1I1S impressed with Bunning's statement and felt that he had a good understanding of what probably took place, He reasoned that Ken was put into a situation of not really want­ing to kill any nOll"comhlltants but l>hen faeed with the real question he did goahead due to hIs leadership position in the comparry Out of that analysis, he decided there ,;,as premeditation, 

I wall need less to say, qui te shocked when, he said tha t he fe,l t Ken's at.atement on his own bellalf I-IllS a falsa denial, He felt that to an ex;perienced com1lat leader as Ken supposedly was, there would be no chance of the squads miKing alld possibly getting into a croslI-fire posHia n as Ken stated, He also bel.ieved that combat eKperiences are never for· gotten and that Ken's statement that he didn't remember who was there was not true, Of course I was thil1king all along that Bunning had also gotten into a cross"fire position and he also stated he couldn't remember who else I-lllS there with Schiel. Baste a,lly , what he said was that Ken's 



~I 
restatement of the facts ... hbn to believe that his deniel of the 
ectual .h~oting was ,non-credible under the circumstances. 

Ingle was sympathetic to R'an but said he felt there was no other choice 
but to recommend trial. He felt that his mind was made up by aU the 
evidence that he had available to htm. However. he did say that without 
the Peer's investigation in complete 'Corm available to him, aid all the 
statements of the other accused, such as 'Hutto and Hutson, that he could 
have decided the othar way. He said that With Bunning's statement alona 
and With propar cross"eumination, the Government's case could be very 
weak ""' at least not bayond a reasonable doubt. 

In ';:&l\clud1ng. I guess we can say that the recii-AItion of facts by 
Bunning snd explained by Schiel will be our mOlt important obstacle to 
overcome ~ .. at least in Ingle's mind, if we decided to follow the same 
plan at trial. 

On another note, Rich and I have been working on the question of break 
in service as affecting Ken's subjection to Court"Martial .Jurisdiction. 
The ellseS arel\>l1t but I feel we have a strong and Somewhat unique argu·· 
ment to be made in both our Federal petition and 1n a motion to dismiss 
at the Article 394 session here. I also have written request for TOY 
orders to see all persona in the 2nd squad under Ken tha t day. Also, it 
is tiMe for us to move towards going to Vietnam, When ~~uld you be able 
to go? ~e fitU111y had some afff.rmative action on the defense fund and 
it looks like ,qa may have some luck. 

Lool' fOrt~rd to seeing you agdoin 

" ' .... -..... , . 


