Hr. Yom Samoluk , AR:B 4/10/95
600 B St., W, 24 flowg
Washington, DG 20530
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Dear Tom,
When Yin Yesar and + had a chance to speak brieily yesterday evening and I told him
1'd formed a go:d opinion of J enerny Gunn and 01(‘ vou his response was totell me that you
believe fhat I had bombed you.

That did surprise me. The only direct com unicatgn we have had was when you and Jer—
‘and . fa pedDE DS,
eny were here)( Hothing that could be interpreted that way then happened. Then I wondered
if the ietter not written to me by /'f arvell to whom Inhad written could have been wrltten
by you. But as I remembered it that letter was signe(—l’;t’ by a woman named Suliivan. All
that L could think of eliminated all other possibilities but one, that it was you who
chose which of those I described as nuts, paranoids and those with other emotional pro-
bllems, self-seekers and these wiﬂy bodlofto premote or seging self-promotion for other
reason and' who are certifiable subjeé]y -matter ignoramuses, which includes most of
those w]@ testifed, and those that believe the board will do nothing if it does only
wiiat it is charged to do, see to the public disclosure of existing records.
3i'i,‘ this is the reality, T have no apologies to make for anything I saide. 1 am aware
that the board is to hear what the people want it to know but I am not aware that this
tequires it to give a forum to all or that it is. prevented from /asking for the submission
of written §katexllents. /‘/a'{“ y ;Lt?/ 'n%’i/";ﬂ"eii ﬁl{ ﬁu/‘ M} ,‘& W'
I can thivk of no reason to change or modify a single thing I said and I am not un-
Willing to name names, slthough + avoided thate
If you or anyone else believes 1 was ofrended by the letter Suﬂi\ran wrote for ;gar-
well, that is true but that was minor cowpared with how I felt g,lfpi—t what it reflected
of the board and how it interprets its mandate and is undertaking to meet it.
That flarwell had time for all this strange assortment of those who could only further
prejudice any prejudiced members of the board and not have the time to reflect any consi-
deratuon of w}'.agt I'd igken the time to wrote him for the boar# also was not encouraging
to the belief that the board is determined t¢ meet its mandate &‘/ to do that with the

vigor, determination and means requireds

W Th-e4]
It is now five months since I firsi}\ rote the board. It /Lhad not disclosed any

address for itself. As a rcsult I addressed the wrong member of the bs(érd c/o the
%tional Avchives.] had the wrong name becazuse of those you gave public atiention to sent
A2 mgiling with the wrong name of the board member who had adddressed hibm and others the
mo:ith before then.

I had a response from “arwell dated December 8, 1994, He thanked me for the :';fior-
mation I had provided and:ssured me the information I,provided "yould be very useful"

y o .
bt only when 2S5 /'l'ﬁe Board begins the actual,/,re‘vﬁ;ew of records and the search for
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dditional documentse." I then wondered it he meunt that there would be no organizéd

[4)]

earch for any docunments the agencies did not probide voluntsrily until after it went
ovér those it did provide without compulsion.

Under that date I reeéived & ff separate letter from Marwell in which he corrected
ne for the ~ei‘ror I yefer to above long after I had learned the fact aﬂ/d written scknow-
edg.ng thatand qxplaini;;g ite Ivfthat sdcomd letter) }/.:'ondered why he found that ndcessary.

=

A
He also a,:s*.sure‘:)t me that &l all "members of the baord ere committed to ensuring the

o

roadest possible release of records relating to the assassination" and that it "in-

P

ends to reach out to members of the research comuinity and make use of the edpertise
that you and others have acquired."
While I wojjdered if he had the remotest noti.ong of what most regard ga as "re-
gsearch" I atfributed that to his newness in the #4 field. He closed by indicating that
the board would be in touch with me iry_the near futures Whid hw il M'ng/
Heither of these letters wa’p? glfrth‘ can be regarded as any kind of meaningful response
to what + h-d taken the time to 1nf ormzthe board about in my letter to the v/v’ong menber
and with the copies of the letters I had written the CIA director that were attached.
I raise‘ a number of matters I regurd as serious in those letter to which I%L
come and to which I have had no meaningful response. One was the use og’ edpg.sclosg %?y' the
agencies whu do not like my factual and elg'A;’rely unrefuted exposa%awg' of them to dmifx
lefane me and to undermine my work. I pointed out then and later \only to have it still
entirely ignored) that I am old, in impaired health, and that until the withheld records.
contrived to defame me and gfvmng from deliberatelg distorted to entiwfly false were
ﬂ]'isclosed + could not invoke my rights under the Privacy Ac}" to file corrections. .
I wrgte “arwell about this again January 20 after learning that records M"?
tiee my fear had in fact been disclosed. It is only three montlg/?s later so perhaps it is
too soon ior me to expect /;Zarwell to pay any attention to that,
On a number of otharmoccasions sor€ of which + did not date I continuexﬂ to try
to be helpful to the baord and éent it some documents.

During this time you an ;Ieremy vwere here. Yfou persondlly observed that the physi-
cal lisrd.ta?“ions I had alrea&ff told the board and Harwell personally about are quite
real. You saw t}m:t I have trouble moving, that it is difficult for me to use the files
in my oi‘riée, that i nust keep my legs up when I am not on; them, am nofto stand still
and cannot safely ufe the stairs to our basement where most of my rocords are. I told you
how they are armnged and you spent what i.me you wanted with them alone. Lthink I told
vou you could have copies of any you might want and T believe that while you were doing
that I selected for copying or made copies of them without awaiting your return of some
records I have accessible in my offices You did get copies of them beforc you left.

They, like @verything I have given the board, is to inform it, to indicate vhere




o Aolh

updiscloged and rclevant records are stored (in the sgencies. I was as open as I could
be, togC what time you wanted, volunteered what I could think of » offered to be tape in
anything I said and as I kedywritien, ves willing to state everything I said under oath
and subject to the penalities of perjury.

Eﬂi you can interpret any of this as bombing you I do not see, But before getting
t0 who did the bombing and of whom_,a kittle more for contexte. .

& friend who was woi*l-:ing in the archives got me, rather got and sent me a copy of
what the :mdzc discloses ¢f records on me. I wrote the board about that. I informed it
that there vere a great many relevant records not in that ind'gx and that there was not_
1‘ | single one that was provided by the CIA, 4s I recall there were 8ix only that origiba-

L fre State. fny
ccords that #id not provide a single page of thems & remembez; if L am to be able to

a
ted with the CIA disclosed by other agencies. There W?I'e other agencies that had such
T
make proper use of the Priv:acy Act to fi7 corrections of the imnumerable slanders, lies
and intended other defamations oa’l me ancf v work I can do that only if the board sees to
it that all of those recom{s are disclosed, not only those sglected by the agencies, the
FBI in partikcular, are availsble %o be g essled. Fhis is what I first informed the board
five months ago. They are without any doubt assessination reécords bevause of the mis—
uses mnade on them by the agencies,

I asked a student to obtain copies of a few of them for me. [ told her to te
the people al the A/r{:hiVess vhen she hagﬁed them the indexp® pages of which I want%pies
that the Aot vrovides for free copies. 4s of then the board had noi;/reen to it that those
people know that free copies are providedﬂi"gr /Z}xﬂx)%}éﬂgdifzgﬁffpald for them and I was
embarrasséd when she refused tp accept repayment, ’ _
FOIA requires response to requests under it. It is five months since I wthe the

L& most recently about its withholding what .withy%'t any questiolf at akk are assassina-

[

tion rscords, vith copies te the bourd, and I am still without response,Or even acknow—
ledgenent.If the board has made any effort to dee te the release of tiose records mnany

o]

of which ¥ informed :U: about it has kept that secret from me, w
Finully, after four months, without taking the time for doing it himself}~u had
Spllivan write mee I can only wonder how she could have asked of me all she did knowing

fpll weli if Bhe had paid any attention at all tp what I had tcld the board repeatedly
about my limitetions fI'O!;). the simply enormous amount of .work $he asked of me in the name
of that man who is too bysy ¢xcept for seeing to it that the attention he gets the nuts
undermines what the public\can know about{Those who_’;’eek the disclosure of sssassination
records, 4n each and every instance I provided the board with more than enough infor-
tion to describe)t those withheld records and to simple\"sk for them. Which, obviously,
vas too simpie for the board to think of or too foreign to ite concept of how with the

limited time it has it can get assassination records released in full, its nandate,
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I failed to date my response to the Syllivan-for-‘arwell lebter of *arch 9 but

t was delayed only sligtly. Only a mpnth having elapsed Yarwell has not had time to
respond, Ur does not intend to. laybe Sullivan is also tco busy finding ways of asking

ther& what the board is supposed to do, not private citizens for it.

“1lustrative of the Sullivan/farwell approach to respons is their 6. which says

hat L only "sugzested" that there m';%aiords withhe} ld that T need to be able to use
the Privacy dcte I #id more than merely "suggest" this. Then I was told that "No
~ nechanism is provided in our legislation fmenfor providing comment zm on or for sypple~-

menting information contained in records that are part of the collection."

What recess of what great wind that cane :t‘ro;..:I can't even guess becausel neither

aid not suggested any such thigge My unly recoumpse, obviously, is the Archives, ossibly

ith copies g o the agencies.But in this Sulliven ard Harwell perhaps achieved their A
high pointe.

Their 1 P I "suggestij" which is not at all what I did, that "the CIA Office of

pcurity opened t% files on me," I was then asked for "file numebrs, dates opened or

any documentary evidance thiere is That there arc such files,” I had already provided a1l

could with the exception of a copy of the disklosed CJA record reilecting that I am

2
ithin two such files, the record that was withheld from the CIA's gen}'al counsel in

favor of an insdequate and deceptive response of which + have since provided ﬁou with a

OpYe And how agyone with any knowledge of CIA disclosures could even dream that it

. /
disclosed its file number: or the dates on whicli it established files I canZt: imagine,

t never did thes e things.

But if the board had the slightest idea hou to function or téce slightest intention
¢ having those records to which I referred disclosed, was anything more required of it
han picling up the phone and asking the CIA.? (I have since privided that reﬁorc}t, tgy

along with as 1 re€all afew others. Fo acknowledgemen@of receipt.>

When I could not have been any more explicit in telling the board that the index
weck 4+ had discl,oses/'{:hat the CIA itvsclf had not trzms%erred a single record I was aﬁﬁed
oxactly which part of)é\y cdrrespo_ndence" with the CIA has and has not been already
p¥G Lo the Archivesr! fot a single page )which I told the board, citing my source, is
0t fully informing it? Can what + wrote have been read at all®
“n 3., vhich merely snzaks up te fhe remote edge of what I told tlie board, L was

!
sked for "documentery evidence" of the Yraeger yublishing company's "$ie! with “the

overnment." I had told the board that this was dis@losed by the Church conmxigg and had
%1 published in the papers and in a book I identified. VWhat more is required? Hot thaf

sre also you could not have asked the BzI. £ /A+ Py f”wf '
In 4, I am again asked for what should be reaalify a.Vai/ggZe to you from the Justice
cpartnent, "records regarding %}}n "FOIA appeals." I was then asked for a list of them.

. bak ,
Where you were here I told you and Yeremy where they are in ‘che\ss{ement. “f you




even glanced at the file cabinet to which I directed you you know that it is filled with

o

hem, three file drawers stuffed with them. &nd at 82 and inférm and unable to use the
$tairs, all specific and repeated in what + wrote, I am asked tp make a list of them for

b

ou? (plural) I believe that when F reierved you and Jereny to them I told you they were

fox

hat extensivd, detaileil and documented at thc expressed desire of the then appeals of-

H

f.edr who saiff he was a "history buff™ and wanted the record for higtory to be as
ull as possible.

o]

“hy did the b.ord want only a list of themz Yould it not have asked the FBI ancy
or DJ forf copies of them? Widle in 4. these are referred to anly as my "FOIA appeals®
those relating to the withholding of JFK assassination records are.in a separate file

abinet. All three stuifed drawer of them relate wibh the withholding of JFK assassination

]

| i

o
nformation Dhould you not therefore want all of those ap}{als and all the documentation

o

ttche«f to them transferred to the Archives? So why aske me for what it was impossible

)

or me to provide and extremégy bifrdensone for anyone fto provjdedwimxtinz when what
you vanbed was their disclosure? ,W Ao w ed. ) ﬂ(ﬂ7 /

1 think this is enough other than what I take te be criticism in the&r concluding
pa¥bgraph, "It is always helpful when such requests are” p¥ecsie precise, documented and
cllear." Then, "The cleai'er your requests are, the %.sier it will be to respond.” This
because you "would like very much like to be helpful to you,k '"mesning me. The board's .
reeord on this and that letter in particuler reflect the exact ;pposite.

The major point I made is that there is a prima facie case that the CIA interfered
with my being published on the assassination and violated my first-amendment rights in
)r;;gb violating the limitations placed upon it by its chartere I spelled this out in some
detail.I included that 1 took a deal for ancillary rights to the littauer & Wilkinson
literary agency which liked the bock an then killed that deal, while offering to rep—
resent me and tie book in Evolande I told the board that this ooinéided with the time
that CIA ofticer E. Howard Hunt used that office as his secret cover office. When it

was possibke for me 1 ha(.f what the board could have done more easily, a\fzearch of

my source /81% &that beln5 Hu:t's cover address whélé he was in fhe CDA. The copies of those
entrie:s Il\sant the board, again without any acknoaledgement, were obiained for me foom
a|local library. Which does not begin to have the resources of the Ité.br%ﬁg of Congress.
Ilaes also inforned the board that there was a disclosed CIA f oundation, /fittauer Founda-
tauon, like the literury agency, in New York. I am certain I also told the board that as
I| learned at the time of the Waterpgate scandals, Max Willkinson, my supposéd agent, was
a.LLsg\' {fajnmii‘ ! %I understand that you have learned that Yunt was part of the CIA's assassi-
na iox}\ campaign to use its assets to negate and undermine the work gé those of us who did

not support the official assassination mythology.

1 believe + gave the board additional relevant information ¢bout thig and about nuni:.




_ L know £ told the bomrd what I had been to]}a&vlnteﬁerences with my being published
in England and in L"re:f'ma,ny, oi the interferences with my mail relating to that, all with
names, That was when the CIA's discloged record state that It had ordered some of its
offices abr%.d to wse their "assets" to this em#;a‘c was during thef}e\ei%(, as 1 told the
oard, the Church committee exposed the fact that the ¥BI was intercepf\?ﬂng foreign mail
or and delivering it tq the CIA. T amcertain + told the board that I had a cable from

ny agent in London reporting that all my mﬁl for about two months was delivered the day
he sent that cable. I gm likewise certarn that ; told the board that the lette{;'s/wﬁ?le

1
erman publisher who wanted to do Whitewash telli.ng me that never reached me and that

H o

vhen as a result the mzmuscrip’c was maicted back to me it never reached ume,
ijé none of this is even referred to in that Sulliva.n%iarwell lettt'er that tells
i 4
mdhow veey much they want to help me. In what is‘cbscribed as a response to what 1 wrote’.

You are an information officer.Can you think of any request you, meaning the board,

o

ould have made of th:: CIA that would signal it more t;%gzlx? t%%tg'gu are very serious about
its compliance with the law? Yhich is not one of its strong po: N « poigts? Or that
gfter what L wrote Voolsey tells it more clearly 'l:ha:t you are not all that, serious when >
you are silent about it? Or “A"d'?’ “’l’l 0 nalite ‘7 o WMTM‘E AR W&O’ln// une.
With this rzcord, the impediately above in pavticular, and you tell me you want
Vc-:rj Auch to help me, how wpuld Fou take that if our positions were reversed?
.hen L took all the time I did e hely /?amell ang{' in response he writes me as little

s he did and then turns it over to the Sullbdn who wrote me in his n:me as she did,

= O

ere you in my position h}f(‘) would you take that? . “

R ) . wrhu .
When she is so ignorant of whatl wrote or-mo better, so utterly indifferent to it,

o

oW %uld you feel il she asked of you. wthﬁ)xt she in mgrwell's name di meJt

And then + hear from Yim that you believe tha‘; i bombed. you!

As I said at the beginnimg, the ohly thing I could think of that you could have had
iN mind is that pera,\i)\s you lined up those the board heard in its hearjngs. In M
with what felfows bear in mind the assurances I vas W@ritten that all Athe board want;l
flull disclosure and g& allegely inpatrial.

The Beston Globe's story reports that on: of those yog hsard in Baston urged you
"to pursue reports that the windshicld of the" Frosident's limA{'was switched after

i%mg pierced by a bullet and that Kean:dy's ginshet wounds were altered as part of a
cover—up."If this does not qualify for what I rferred tﬁés at best nuttines, then this
is what the AP's siory says about those it refers to as "assassination researchers," thmt

hey "suggested everything from looking into the archives of the late Nikita logwe

o

thruschev to finding out whether the President's autopsy ..eWas captured on a tape

H

recording.”
The only "reports" that the windshield w%[g both pierced by a bullet and then

witched were made up by those described and treated as "researchers.”

19)]
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1t took a really imaginative "researcher" to see that you could subpoena Bussian

records to be made publig as United States records.

There wer: more than a dozen people in the Bethesda\c:utopsy room and a rather large

nunber of other%in its ampithegter. Hot one of them reported any 'faping. 4g only those
tho know nothing at all about the established fact do not know.

ﬁ mp:.ng: “th kind of worse than trash on the m’”{)ero of the board who have only a

couple of days of fmmlvemonb in your work dovs not convin e them that all quewmtions
about m.tnh]ﬂd record" are nutly and baseless and thaf 1'%@

crazy? [‘ ,d/«(l

- "researchers" are really /p

With regard to the board's allemed Qfenmlndedness Férml;ﬁ e}all Wgented about the

joubt about "whether John Hilkes Booth killed President ulncoln."'qu is then quoted as

nying, "Bagieal:y, the conspivacy theorists will always be able to find questuons to ask

shatt cannot be immediateély answered, " '%;us he is saying that you have hoard fronm

conspiracy theorists" only and by ingerenc: that we are all cvazy and irresponsible.

;Lthl/le/'ﬂmt “1obe story also Stdtbb, "1Some of the agencies felt they had disclosed' all

records that they had wmd John Tunwell..s How they are £inding records they:fweren't

z

awarc that they hade"

Both parts are untrue. They rellect how little prepared meell is to meet his

aepligations. The FBI and the CIA in particular werc well aware of what they withheld

and they are not only now just finding thew for the first tinme,

vpen~minded lall, according to the asurance to me, is also th: bosrd éxpert on the

constitution. His concerns in that area de not include the violations of our constitu~

tion and of my constitutional rights from the record above only, and it is not compleye/

¥

he Tulsa World of March 21 quites him as saying, "In th: absence of an official record,
n unofficial record develops. Speculation fills sowe of the void. .s.¥We're not likely

o find that ilee “arvey Oswald thg:s on?/of seven gunmen four of whom were on the grassy &

knoll. ... Under the circumstances ik i4 highly unlikely that we will wind up with some-
e body pkhmr besides Lee Harvey Oswald ... a bungler who got caught."

iRy

The story adds to this reflection of your mafﬁate and his impartiality with other

fiine impartiality, "Hall said he personally is in general agreecemint with “Yerald Posner,

whose recent book, 'Case Closed," is "'pretty devastating' to conspiracy theories. That

aid I'm going into this with an open mind. If we find that a memo says that J. Bdgar
oover ordered Keinnedy killed we'll put i’g‘i}%here."

He is so openminded he said this a year after the truth about both Posner and his
ook was avaliable in the bookstores. (I'm\gE;uming it was not sent t0 him to read by the
talf, } hope this is not an unjustified assumption.) That he apparently knowfnothing
bout any ava:r.}ablc-, contrary jnformation a.d, in fagt, that he had no interest in

ﬁ/hrn::.n; fl there is anﬁt; an eloquent testimony to hig open—maneSS. a"(l ”’M

Cind v dped (n h hafongs o The vu?f(ﬁ{’ (i TAom W N ffule




What he said demeans the job he and the resi ;’{yoa undertook I‘c in fact makes a
joke of it and it rldlcul% all W/lmVe addressed the board in a sermous effort to
help ite Jn fad] it makes a joke of the vhole thinge £t and more raise a serious

q

and whether or not he sbould continue in them.

o

uestion/about whether he should have sought or accepted the respongibilities he assumed

But subject-matter ignoresmus that he is I do not know where im the hell he gets
off referring to me the way he does in lumping us all together and makéng so many
bilaged and 1ll-adv¥ed s well as false comments,
I vas sent a letter by a historian who took in ‘ﬁall's appearance on the Carol
?Juper sipw on WSYA-TV in Columbus, Ohio. Th¢ hf:‘.iy‘b:.an who wrote me said Hagll said that
a great service could be done if the resulis confirmed that Oswald did it 2LloONEe . wee
He pretty much tock the Newsweek line that, yes, There was s cove:g;%, but that was not
to cover up the results, meaning that Oswald did it, but for other reasens that had to
do with security and prot(,c,tln =ach agengy, ete's intedest.”

Or Wiy Ligh pooam
How "open-minded" can he e:; d this is not all I've been tolde He s been overheard
leaving a huarﬁ & malang deprecating remgrks tp abother member of the board consistent

Woindedness ¢

with these dmon;tr&;.om of his bpen-tifnvhdnbshe is impelled to boast on all possible

=

blic pccasions.

<
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If this is open-mindednes may God protect the nation from bias or prejudice!

ind if this is how he reflects our professors of hiétbry, especially in the area of
his rcported expertise or sp.ciality, our constitution, is it not to wonder how our his—
tory is taught and what is in the minds of those subjected to it? Op can be? / M 4 l #2’
4dg I told ypu a.m{ Jeigrev when you vere here, I know that little time remains for me
and. that I want to use ail of it L can in recording what ,T: can of our h«b”to:cy f which

I |have acquired the knowledge I have. I showed you the volume of what g ha.vé:on paper

in recent years. Zt is not small, + also told you what L am working on that is not com-
plete, what it means to me if no_t:/l‘f;u vhe cpuntry for it to be completed, and that I spend
cvery minute I can on it. As I think the volume alone reflects, There is not much time

I |can spend on 'thS work that I do not devote to it. I do nothing else except what T must.
Thiw has been true ane at least ewrly 1992, when + began this more recent writing./ et

+ |have talaﬁx the time 1've taken in an effort to help the bg@rd. meet its obligations the
full ani honest meeting of widch can mean/Much to the nationeIt is obvious that typing
and handwriting are ffot easy for me. Hor is it, as you have obgerved, to have to keelzr ny
feel elevated when I am not using theme The amount of time 4 have taken for correspondence
alone in trying to help tie board is not ingonéidersble.

and what do + have in returnfaside from your daying that I bombed You!

Hot a dgéﬁed thing other than wnreasonable requests and insults. ifat Sulliv:m,/l‘iar—
well letter is both.




Aside from your meeting your oullgatn.on to met the f@ll delamatory record rulatn.ng;‘t
me and all the underlying records * have not refex,'\ed 110 but canm} hgve suggestbed so Y.
vlat L may help perfect the record it is your obligatipon to 'pejzﬂeet by using the Privacy
act 3 thers iz nothing you can do that can mean anything to me personally. I cannot get

to the 8rehives to look at any disclosed records and because £ am alone i[{ not doing
ay theorizing those whose life is theorizing have little interest in sending me copies
of disclosed records thejf gete

And I have asked nothing of {the board that if a:o 1ts ,job.L M

I sec it as bumbling, not having the slighest notion of how to deal with those

©ho have suppressed information for three decades and have developed teshiniques and skills
in that anti~fmerican record) as unwill:mcj to acc}ﬂet help when it is offered and instead
makes a public iecord of all the a.ssassa_natlon nuttiness and irresponsibility, x2x

ving (,W 21 .
giving the country, the media in particular, th : enfabive——and that there

is nothing else,

Tﬂm tells me that the board is responsible for the ~BI's disclosure of Cb 15594 those
FBL records relating to “olo, the Childs brothers. Big deal that! Big deal, too, as the
Fost p@,ﬁ\yed. it, that éastro sgid the shooting atiriblited to Oswald was impossible. The
Post regarded that as importinte But the same vf-?i}fd%} ever M;r othel W.th@ land f;und
1t not worth mentioning that the best shots in this country, urder vastly improved

Cq nd;Ltn.onl.., gould nc umdupJ.lCatb the shooting attributed to Oswald. The Com-
migsion published that and 1 published what the Commission published in 1965, -
So you have Maai/gfre 247 acca%ushmenu to your credit. #long with z,he disclosure of
the I{{amf,s oi’ the Childs brothers and them: status as FBI symbol J_nformers-wlnch had been
diS closed at least 15 years ago,

O all you could have asked the FBIL %o disclose this is the most important matter—.l

If T remember corirectly the bdord was so impressed it issued af statement P ed
vyaising the BL for AZ”.sclosing itd The some l'BJI that has withheld it improperly for

all the time time it did, at least 15 years if not mores

by does this tell the FBI how dr».zteI? ined Fou realiy are to see to full disclosureﬂ!

Especially when it knows very well what you have displayed no interest ine. L do not

=
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tgke your tiMe or mine for ticking any of that off but it is quite a bit of information.
This calls for no response from you. Yniess, of course, you want ’w@ ut in thir%lg

4

about it after Yim told me you feel that J~ bombed you I decided to make = record o To
ithout sone meaningful demonstration of thic board's real interest in meeting the
cﬂllgatlon it (collectively) undertook & plan to write you no further. I stand prepared
£ m\,:Tthe promsies * made but from the recog thus far % all been a waste of the %
1dtTle time I havec.:,f or-me., 1T there are questions I can answer I'l1l answer them. But from
Harwell on my Letters to Hall and his bossted of "open-mindedness"it does seem to be a

vgal waste of my time on those who are not prgared to do what is required from them to




oblig.:tions all accepted if rihe% did not seeke.

Sp I will volunteer no uore.

I gucss I should add in fasi faiz*rma?/to the board and tp myself that I am really
disgugted by all off thise |
BB ( the likes of that & sl'lbje&f':—matter ignoramus Hall pontificating, deprecating,
insyliing, missing no opportunity to record his biases he refers to as bpe[)Lmindedness,
and by th.: fact that he as a professional % believezfe prepared himself for the
bligations he undertook by reqding the most delibergtely

[

ishonest and wrong-headed

i"” all the sycophanite literatgj}e and accepting that as his bible a year after the truth
das 3..\;' the bookstores,

1

=0

By the board's [oading i'ts\],@f and its record up with all the nuttinesd and irres-
g)onsibili’cy vossible ( which puts it ir}é position after it ends its work to boast that
it 1ﬁtened to all who wanted to be heerd) while d.ing nothing about viable leads to
existing assassinglbipon information and instead of using that information refused tu do
that and insteaé@uﬁreusonable denands of ne, regardless of my limita‘tions, and gt that
ignored what could mean something and if done in a tiuwely manner could have established

in the agencies that have _fraé}tisqu suppression for all these years, including by
charged and unrefubed perjury) its seriousness of in’cent_. '

ﬁy the m%lbers of the bo%*d naking ]370 effort to learn what they must know to be

able to meel the responsibilities they assumed, Other than by—:readin 1{:he worst trash

on the assassination by Hall who $eh then regared it as the only and the very last word.
On this, for ysur inofmration, I referred to Posner as a shyster who cannot tell the truth
¢ven by accidnt. He then proved that by pretending to réspond in his paperback re-

print t- what I published about him. Which is ever so much less than L wrote about him.

Ihaiﬁg}:r;- adtualliér did if prove we right all over again. The gnly prétended response he
m&eﬂ_ng}s in saying that with Case Open I bad finally found commercial publication. It was
ny 12th or 1%th. As he know, He also inserted a l@)ng and less than fully honest foothote
to relieve what 1 exposed, his cribbing the work of Eallurc dnakysis and representing that
it was done for him, Haoll's unquestionable authority indeed!

I hopw it is possible for the board to do what it is supposed to do. I do not expect
thate &nd I do hope I am wrong in this. But I think I am note. Oh, there will be a few things,
like CD 1359 and the CIA dislosing all it did under the historical-records program it f
ignored for all those years. and thus gvoiding the indeﬁng required by the Act.

Thvis is not by any mcans ¢li. There is what I pave the bw of repetitious
perjury about the President's autopsy, But it wili have to be enoughe

' Singe::;'elyj

Yarold Beisbérg




In reading and correcting this 4/ 11 it seems apparent to me that whatever may have

o’

een in any board or board employee mind in scheduling all this public attention to

Lde

rrationalities, particularly after tie board's first experience with it, if € duld not
have done morc to tell the country that all those interested in the JFK assassination
\f)’é\“ its investigations are crazy. .

Hor could it have done more to cover up the improper agex}\y withholdings for 30

years. &nd its correspondence with me reflects no serious intention of doing anything
bou‘l:.

[45]

thatever was in anybody's mind, the net effect of the board's giving all the public

ttention it did to all the irresponsibles, the ignoramuses, the certifiable mental

cases and the self- seckers was propaganda for the errant agencies whose lawlessness

=

as the direct cause of the creation of the board that was to correct thate.
2. It is obvious that iall was not in a position to know whethere or not there was an

official coverup of the results, hwpever he may have meant it. It is also obvious

(=

hat there was precisely that and I have given the board the profBf of this. Included in
what L gave the board is proof of perjury to effect that coverups I have told the board

o

f the coming publication of official proof of additional perjury to make possible the

cpverup Hall, sublime in his ignorance, said there was not. When saying anything like ¥

[t

hat prostituted his function.l regard this as outraceous.
I feel this deeply. * mince no words. And if necessbry I am quite prepared to add
much to this.

_,477_1 an aware that those who are conspiragy theprizers have long placeﬁ great import-

ande on disclosure of CD1359, But the board's judgewent in getting that disclosed rather
than other withheld IBI recordéé?part of wiat I mean by its lack of seriousness in what

it is doing and how it is doing it. OFf the top of the head, of all the FBI has and

has not disclosed as one example, CD 1359 holdgintormation more important than the FBI's
bllockding the chairman's appointment of his own px-efe.ifnce as Commission general counsel?
+han its records relating to its "adversarial" reiationship with the Commission? Than its
preparation of "dossiers” on the Hembers of the Commission? Than on¥ its staff when appinted
ai:d again when the Report was issued‘ Than its preparation of "sex dossiers" on the critics?
Than disclosure of the tape it has of at least one Oswald phone call to the US.R embasgsy?
(Which the CIA claims was destroyed with sll of then. )Than the trans‘cript’ of that call?

016 all its Warrem Yomuission files otler than its “liaison" file? ( I identified at least
one other I Comnission file in one of -i;}ici'e ignored appeals, by its file nwsber, The.

field vitTices have companion files“et other numbers) Than its undisclosed reéords on the
threatening note Uswald left at the Dallas office several weeks before the aBsassination
and of HQ's ordering it destroyed as soon as Oswald was killed? With thought I could come

up with more. The point I am ralcing is of mor: than the judgement represented, value judge-
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ment. It reflect the total lack of preparation to make value judgemants or/eAy organized
ef

fort to be in a position to make them. Of any planning to be iWformed abou.t the éstab-
shed fact rather than what in public it always refers to, “conspiracy theories." That
d its getting UD1559 disclosed\gn be interpreted as an intent to mske a secord if can
ter cite to cliam it fulfilled its obligations when in fact it did not and iy the
sence of any proper preparation it can be alleged did not intend to at the outset.
ﬁﬁgéss in addition Hall's repeated public statements that are so prejudicial and
flect ignorance.

I informed the board about just about all of the above and my knowledge of them
nes from the F8l's own records,

Yop are aware of all the FOIA lawsuits I filed and that in them I mnade myself sube
ct to the penslties of perjury in alleging both perjury by the FBI to withhold records

fdentified and provided FBI records proving that those withheld mcords existed. Obtaining

nis informetion from/the DJ, the ¥BI, the cog;t records or frow me was less iMprtant
chan being told to lock fof the nonexisting limo windshield? Or the nonexisting autopsy

taper Or the existing and withheld autopsypotes are not worth seelking? Vhen they also

re the subject of perjury and of its suborning?

I gave the board or informed it about the proof that Oswald had a ﬁigh security

clearance in the Marines. Has the board taken any steps to get all such records disclosed

iong with all the records of the uNI Oswald investigations ~ of any and all its Oswald

cords? These are less important that CD 13597

L believe tha’ nothing was known oi the conteﬁg of CD 1359 before its disclosure.

Whether or not his is so, that is more important that for example the CIA's interferences

ith publication about the assassination for one example of many? Or of its illegal acti-

vities relating to the assassination?

(0]

I could enl%re on this but there is no need to.
But I do ask a question.

Insteasd of mclelv phoping: the CIA and aszking it for the records the existence of which
s

assured you + had/you asked me for proofs when the board knew they Were not accessible

al et

me./r did obtain and send copies of some. These include the CIA's Office of Security

Iv
stating it had me in¥ two undisclos.d files; +the m1ola4d1ng memo it substituted saying
P

tha'l I was not the "subject" of any surveillance, w'ich leaves open surveillances of which

pas not the subject, like of mail and phone calls; and of prosf that Hunt used as his
4 York office that of Littauer aad ¢ Wilkdinson, widch killed d deal I took to it rela—

tijip my first book, which was the first on the assassination. What if anything has the

bo

ne

ard done since getting these proofs it could have gotten by a phone c¢all? It has informed
of nothing,




