3/19/70

Dr, Jomes B, Phoeds, Archivist
The MHaetionalArehives
Washingion, DU, 20408

Doar Br, Bhosda,

i bave jJurt recsived, by resistered medl, o negetive identifisd es "Fhotogreph
of base of bulled in CL $O9 tsiken for Dr. John Nichols" ani thres enlargememt s
of CRs 594 ond 398, for shieh I thank you. .

It doe= mot require olose exemination of thias negsthve to esteblish 44 1s not
that of o pieture yeu tock for Dy, Nichole but is fdentical with thet which ysu
~tosk for me the year before, one of thrse $eken for wme.

The enlaorgements, waiortuastely, s¥e a complote waste, for they disclose nothing
but gore end, as I tried to tell you, gose is scwething in which + have no.
feterest at alle I have exemined these enlsrgments with an engraver's lens, It
1e not possible o ldentify the slits, for exempls, in the collar,

1 do not believe thers wes eny tecimiecal prablem involved in whot I ssked of you,
an% enlargement of this port of the collar only and of the knot of the tie only.
My intercst, ss 1 believe I explained with some cave and detsil 4n correspondence
snd in person, 4s to be sbles W oxmine thile vvidence in connection vl th the wobbal
ovidence. I have mpasured the enlargments end toe originel -prints, With de shirs,
where tne collex is 1 3/4" wide in the originel print, it is but 3* wide in the
enlargemont. Nagnificatlon of the tie is approximetely the sume but m trifle
greator,

Net only 4s 4%, ss 1% should s, & rewsonably sefe presumption thet the technieal
computende of the ¥BI is such that grest enlergment of their photegretvhic negntives
$= poscible, bul the fact thst I con msgnify this greatly +1th » lens supports the
belief that what X asked of you is posesible and presents no unususl problems.

If you caanet supply me with a picture thatw evenr sbows the demage to the sudrt,

1 fail %o ses how you can refuse Yo fakv such & pleturs for me, 4And there remsins
the so-e questlon about the demege o the kuot of the tie, we bave only ono view
of 1t and ¥lore glonuld be at least twe, prefereably three! one Irom the front, one
fros the side (which is what I saked), snd ono from the beeke

#hen to this ia sdded your refusnl to pemuit visusl exemination of the garments,
are you not inviting conspiratorlel Intarpretations? And are you M with compladse
eXfectiveness, suppressing the bast, the only reslly mesnigful, ovidenca?

I will phone to arrenge to sec the vther pictures whom I sm 4n »eshingten,
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