Mareh 13, 1970
Dear Bre Rhoads,

Your lotter of Januery 22 recomnended thet I review the bistory of the
denled recuests L heve mede, resubmit them and thus be in a betier position to
spponl 1€ I an again denied. Since then I huve adiressed & numbe v of perfeatly
praper requests fo you. You neve, anpsrently, interpreted your sugzestion thet I
waate an additionsl, enormous emount of wawkw® time as & licsnse %o muke no raspons e
at slle I tuink tis ia bighly improper, snd I think your failure to meke POLEDOYS O
after two maths i¥ butx enother monifestation of whst by mow is clearly a consciows ,
doliberate misuse of thé raw power vested in government functionsries.

This hes, indodd become cleny B8 a consequence of review of the entite
correspondence bebveen us, + hove completed 1t. ®6 /4 in your vosition end & had I
the @ ightest regard for my personsl reputation or tbat of the sgeney © head, I
would fo the seme thing, regerdiese of the $ime it tsiam. I da not axpoct you to,
but I feel L owe 11 to you %o make fide sugrestion for, vs you should ¥now, I have
avery intentlon of pursuing this motier in court should that become neceszarye.

Among the toings I find are countless requests for being informed about
your sgency's mculvements so * might invoke the "Freedon of Informstinn Aot". Forp
the longest time, desphte constant repetition, there wes no responss st ell., If youy
aganey requires he use of any Torm, to &his date you have pot responded, This is
hopdly the intont of Congres: in puseing thet law, is anything but consistent w th
the epirit of the law, and is, I believe, both sbwe of me und of the reputation
of your sgency.

1 £ind whet I regord as perfeetly promr vegquests %o wiich there ism ne
regponse sfter an interminable period, ®s much s mbout two years. L find mntradictowy
explenations of the same thing, ot best cesting tie most serious doubt on tie word of
the Axehives. I find ceses in vwhich response was not made unkll meve than v Lf o yaay
had elapsed. X £ind deviousneas in the ‘employment of degeptile 1angouage foll owed by
slleonce when you wers questioned, nddressed divacily. : ;

Tie one thing I ds not® f3nd 412 o compladnt from you ket I have pshed o
single impropur question, ssked for e single thing anyons o8 in my position weuld
not sssume 1s in your oustody,

I havey the edvantoge over yesu in bteving done el l wy own work ami having
written all my ocwn letters. I een remd this file and see and underatsnd whet you
moy nots + nonetheless encoursge you to uske se close en exsminstion of it as you
cany, for I thdnk it possible thot there are thiungs in 4t you will £ind quite enmbsre
raseing 11 you fece them for fue first ¥ime in court, IL you think sbout this for a
mement, porleps you may come to understsand that tale sugnestion does not =eive a2
@:1fish interest, wilch ®would be best served by csusing you such embnrrasmment on
the stend, I you do as I sugpest apd msintedn the inflexible pésition you tuwve
adopted personally or under instruetions, you will be in o better position to gloss
over such tidugs. But my intent ic not ewbarraasment swmd + heve been overly-pstient
in not filling swits, for my purposes are to have access te what & properly should
sud to make our government funcilon ee sny deeent one should in s democretic society,
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at tiuc very lemst in sccord with its own reguletion and Jews md with sccopted
principles of scholarship, '

I will eubmit e list, with references, This yill take addliticnal tine
you sucesed in vesting for me. Increasingly I wonder i¢ thls 1s not at lesst paxd
of ti: design, for on a number of occasion, I ssked that you forwerd specified
reguasts as appeals snd 1t 1s obvious tho almost undeviating long deleys in my
kind of yesponse are in no cease necessarye 48 soon s8 I can complate this snd
doeide which 4 might went to sbandon slgply beceuse this will in any event be
rather complicated, I will submit it.

However, 1 here cull some things %o your atuention, with the untilenow
futile hope you will deal with them promptly. I also coll a few things frem the
past to your atientlion and agaian ask the responses you bave never medé.

1 made whot L presume i the first recuest for the Kennedy fumilge GSA
agraement and woat is relevent. You refusdime, giving very specific reason. Now 4f
this reason wae a genuine one, it eliminntes the possiblility of e explenation I
was given when you gave this, in- violation of your own regulations, to euother,
one koswn not to have dthe bteckground required to understend it. Dr. Behmer d44d neb
rospond %o my request for a full explsnatieon, I have repested 1% countless times
%o you, 1 peliove 1t 4e more then proper, aspeclally becouse it entails a clesr
violation of your own regulations, In not ons dese did you in any way acknovwledge
any of these inquiries, now extending over a perled of about two yeurs. I therefora
renew this inquiry, ask for a meaningful expleonation md vhethpr you caused my
investigation o be made to determine bow your regulations sndx my rights could be
go grosaly vieoleted,

It has been months since I asked for access to soms of the late FPresident's
garmenta. Ultimately, ! wes refused. 1 tien sskad that pictures be taken for me, by
you, snd you agein refused, This is pessing strenge for o wumle r of reasons, not
tie least of wnich is your own confirmation of the fntal absence of the essentlsl
one with rogard to the tls, a side vie of the nick said $o be on the side. I then
asked that you tuke the negatives you slready have end do a very ordimry, simple
thing, enlerge this part of the view of the tie snd the tabs on the cellar of the
sbirte Your silence on this after s long a lapse of tlme 1s not less than uncone
scionable, I canuot regard it es accidentele This s not +he firat time L have
reminded the Archives about thise I ogoin sek that you do whis, wilch is e tively
in occoxd with your ovn practise, end promptlye And I remind you how inconsistent
this 1s with your cleims, especedlly that 4t is your intent to prevent "morbia"
uge of this most boeic rosearch materiald, The only uses to vhich the pickures you
have can be used preciudos scholership, for they are mesningless, and constitutos
an unseeniy send unnescesary display of the late Uresident's blocd. 1% 1 gorey.
That is not what I wenb, liowever, you inslet X use this, pretending 1% is otber
than it 1se You haveyyet to dlepute my statement to you thet ¢t pleturss you
suprlied are utterly without value or meaninge

In some manrer I cannct begin to understend, you cladm wu do not have
certsln plctures you did tske for me, You now claim one of these was tuvken for Dre
John Nicholse I want to unrevel this. I asked that you do eertain things, includdm
sending me a eopy of his order and duplicate $he photogropkm you 8id tske for me,
with negatives in each cese. I was handed a set of duplicate prints, entirsly une
identified, snd n-thing else, Despite my reminders, you have let it rest ere. There
is oothing in this thet need go to higher euthority. 1 hope you will order it dond
as so2n ag possible, May I remind ye&‘::aof your cldlm that cevtain things cm ot be
done bocause they endunger the evidence and ask you to square this with your inability
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vhen you wrote me you could Tind no "rocord" of heving teken thie pleture for meg,

I wrote you and told you you did heve such 8 record {at the very lesst in the charge -
against my account) end that at the very least two nf your employees !mew about =
thia, Mr. Johnson, who mnde tihe arrengsmente sund suparvised, and)eln competent
photographers Your asilence gnd the deliberste ignoring of tihls proper request is
conslstent with nolther honeety of purpose mr any conecept of scholarship. by 18
consiatent only with frustrating my work, to the degrea you can, and in tihis you

nave succeededs * renew this request and esk explonation of what happened to the
negetive of the pleture taken for me. I olso ssk thot this ons ba dated on the
negative so thet the prints and my duplicate negative will be properly identifled.

Por mere then o year we hnve beet in com-unication over the nemo of
tranafer of cexrtein items, including the pictures ond Xersys of the autopsy, which
wore and are govermunent propertye. It teck you 83 days to devermine this meme is a
Worlvate peper™, It 1s closs to a yeur since I asked you for a copy of tle gowrn=
nent's copye You buve at no point indicoted a) that there is a government copy, as
L know teyond doubt thers iaj or b) whetlo r or net you have it. For my imwddiate
purposes in this letter, I ssk you simply to tell me whethar or not you have or
bave liad &) 2 government copy of this paper and b) the other documente relevant to 1%,
If 4% seoms necessary, I wll: ther-after ecarry this farther. i

It is now more than four monthg since I msked the total number of pictures
and A=rays of the eubdgey in your possession, togotber w th an iddntiflication by type
end size of film, tue ldentiflcations on esch, znd records ofd demsge or destimcbion.
Your raspbmee to $his proper inculry is one I will not further embarress you with by
rapotitions I renew this request. You must certoinly recognize that nothing in it
reletes in any way $o the content of my of the f£ilme

When you declined to give me & limt of the documents reletlng to the

late David %, Ferrie, either ss incompletely released by your sgency vAen he was in
the nevs or as they in sctuslity exist, I wrote asking for bothe I anlso asked thul
the reeson for withholding sach be glven. You said you'd male the files avelleble

4o moes I vent %o the Archives, asked for end oxamined them. I thereafle r wrote you
that they are gubted, bthst they do not contain the documents net withheld and alse
contain no record of whet is withheld. I do not regerd it as a favor to entrap me
into such a futdlity, for this wasted both money and time fbr me. Hovevere.x It s
been s long time since 1 @ro%e you. Iou have ignored my letter snd my request, whideh
I berevith renew, At the sume time, perticularly becsuse you cloln to be required te
do certoin things for the security of shet is in your cers, I ask an explenation 6T
just bow these files did got gutied snd by vhém, especially a apeclel file set up,
the Polder of which you s3ill have. And I remind you these are as nuch ny properby
as yours, vhe distincblon being you are the cusbodicn, Itk un adied responslbdlity
%0 mMBe -

It has been too long since I amked for the dete on wiici the first two
of four memoranda ¥ku by Arlen Specter wers made avsilable for reseerch. lir, Johneon
is wall avars of this matter. I would still like %o know,

I hesr add a new raquest with regurd to Ferrie, one I md carliier over-
lockod., You have certsin cerds to which you demy seeess. I would like every eltation
on them to bim snd those sesoelated with oim in the correspofidence on tide matters

Yop have not responded %o my uvestion whether you hsve the raw material of
the penel reporte on the sutopsy or know share 1t ls located if you do note

In connection with your entirely insccurate claim that tie authorization
for tie sutopsy had always been in the JFX 4«1 file, 1 agein ask the file from which



this copy wes obtelned, when and by woom 1t was added %o the JFK 4-1 file, ana 1
ed 1l your attention to my denled requests for this document golng back to the
midile of 1968, If it was, es you now clsim, there all the time,; there certninly’
v8s no escuse for your not providing it the many times I asked for it.

I have asked, without sny responss, who had been shown ox permitted to
g¢e the sutiopesy pictures snd X-rays and related withheld material.

My request for the Xemnedy-femily- GSA contract was phrased to inelude
all attachments and related papers. You have never mentioned my related Ep ers,
Nor have you provided thegp. I still want thom. ‘

You have never résponded to twoLf ny requests abéut the executive
sosslons: for a list of what was dlscussed 1/27/84, wnich will, I em eonfident,
establish that withholding is for reasons othayr thum ol leged; end for access to that
of 6/24/64, vhich was made available 4o ansther writer.

With regard to Frederick o'Sulilven, I have asked the date of the withheld
¥al intevview with bim and how the slterstion in hig testimony wes made when it does
not appesr in the typeserdpt sent to the printing office. Thers has besn no responge
of any kind, after a rether long igtervel. Also, the CD identification,

I believe there nas been no response to my inquiry about sn Adairsl
Burkley file, its existence ond contents, 1T it existe.

4g soon s I can’T will decide what to refuest egaln of the spacifie
1tens alreedy identifled by you ond refused by you and will incorporate tiem in
a paparate letier. Meanwhile, I hope that you will depert fro- the sad vecord of
the mat, respond $o this promptly and constructively, and fwrward as an apreal
through proper channels whatever you may Pefuse me. I believe there is noething
extraordinery about any of the fojgzéng requests, except the treatment they have
recalved by your agencys I would you donot refuse eny of tt.

Sincerely,

Hapold Weisberg



