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Dre Jumes B, Roosds, Archiviet
The Hetlonsl Axeiives
Weshingion, D.C, 20408

Dasr Dr. Rhoads.

L.avin,a; just gong aver iha “pmli*aimry invenlory®, I srife you akdud
it, @ith coestdons and with whet § Bope you can occent sz construchive critieclam.

Thers is editorializing which I believe i¢ out of place in wmch 8
document, I Wwould expocet suck & peper to be restricted to simple fact about
whiech ¥hérn 1s snd ean be no questione It should not contedin valus judgenmnke,
should no¥ ¢ffer opinlone ey perfommsncs, snd I atrongly vrotest the irclusion
as pard of the "Recenyds of the Preosident's Commis L6n" of such abjacd werks of

. syeophaney as the CNS abowe of 1967. They buve no plsce in zuch an archive,

eartadnlynot as pert of offlclel filea, s:d yourinelusion, it soonms iz me, of
sueh over-ndvertised trivialify, requires uh the w1y lessd that you aluo ipe
copperste all works critical of the govarment's neccounbing of the erim o
in the post L beve ecuploined thsd your ngeney bes ecbed uz u parvlear, nob
an impartiel custodlap of e precious nutionsl heribege. ‘lbis is bt snother
example ol what lpads to t:ds Tesling.

1 suggeat the "Istroduction' is sn inededusts reflection of the
Coemivuion's mendate, If you dewn 1% necasszery to incorporste such s commenbary,
1% should be complete, In ssylung that Osweld Wss erraigned " within 12 hours
of his arrest" you way Luve had the best Intsntlens, btut thst he was drceipned
at a1l on he second cherge ¢dan be dlsputed by probetive evidencs ir your
custodye It likevise is inepnropriste to say the arreigmm: e {there ere sald
to Love been two) were "On the basle of evldence provided by Federal, Staste and
looul sgencies™ oy thst the limited things that asn tsken fo be referred to
"onused many people XM...to suspect the existence of a...conspiraay®,

, The lenguege on pege thres, not esvsentisl to en invendery, csn b %aken
fo afilim that tas Commizslon did "eoaductd a thorough sne jndependsnt Investlga~

tilon”, Hoth are subject to at laest question, and when the Commission bed mo

single investigator of 1ts ownw on ite stafl or workdug fer 1% this kind of
formulation is portieulerly unfortunste snd can, by thoss who have studled this
metter deeply, be tuken as no more then propagenda. I will underteke o dsboie
with eny you selact vhether the Commdsslon’s wark wes thorsugh snd whethor ids
investigstlion was independent. In sny ovent, where is the relevencs of mah
srgunsnd in an inventory, e gulde to scholers? Cennot youw pemalt these who
abudy your archivas o reach uninfliusneed conelusions of thelr own?

On poges 3 and ¢ there 13 reference to the seeking of dats fyom four
Congressional commibvtess. I did not note receiph of any itemized. If thars ie
any meterial frem such Committees, may I plesse be referred to 1*? hich are
thess comsitteea?

Alac unfortunste and insppropriste is the inaccurate end mislanding
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referonce to the position end function of Walter Cralg, to the ignored rapresen=
gatbon of these in the tremscripde snd other records end most perticularly to
this misropresentation of tue purpose, *Tpls wes done in falrnese to tae
sl leged essassin end his femily end wes agrecable to counsel for Oswald's widow" o
If for soms resson tint sceme to Auve no beering on an inventory i$ was deemed
necengary to esy this "was egreesble %o counsel for Osveld's widew', how could
Wou posaibly not sey that 1t explielitly was not agreesble %o either lils mothar
or his mother's counsel? How gun you sey tids wes done "in fuirmesz %o his femdly"
when his motvher, cextsinly %pert of bis"femily", so obviously md agein expllieitly
regarded 1% as not fedr¥ .

Undor Item 8, psge 10, it sesys "A few of the dccuments sre missing”. Is
there 8 list ol those mlsslng? When I Perst exemined CLLOZ, mueh wan misslngs
Hos nny of this been loocated? Have tie sgencles of origin been asked to replesce
what 1e sbill misuing siter mor> then five years? If not, I wuld Mke zuch e
Jist so thet & might sek the szenvias of origin to replsce tie missing evldenos,
g8 8ll, certsin}y, should be able to. -

Is thers a ligt of %he files in Item 10%

Thers is anothor inbtrusicn of wnfscbusl provpegends under Item 18, la,

s gratuitous insertion of an unneces:ary snd {inazcurate conclualong,"...lew
Harvey Osweld distridbuting literature on behulf of the Pair Play for Cuba
Somrd bhes™ o With uavald dead ond no word from alm on thls, the presence of
mind=rending in sn “invsatory® is dwbious. But with the unguesticned FBEI ond
Gomnls-ion conelusion, thut there was no VFOC is New Urxlssns, one can only
wonder why end hew such prejudiclal migluformatlon found ids way into 2z document
desoribed s d4is one ise hnd is ot the inird film em edited veralon of fhe
sacond?

1

Item 32 describas the psge precfes of Loth the Repert and hesrings #w

5 by inference (epecifieally with the Ropowt) ss having ne cheages other than

B "atyliatle chonges of words or phbreses', I susgest this is not congistont vith

b fact and will further mislesd most whe use tids inventory iste bslieving this
i woe trueo of sll pronfa.

The preparetion of such =a inveniory is valusble. Had soms &f the time
snd spaece devoted %o bthe most Gublous comment been beatowed unon Turtisr detail,
1t could heve been mers valusble. I would hope you would see fit Yo remove the
argument in this document end restrict it to whal one normelly expects to f£ind in
an "inventory".

Sincerely,

Harold ¥elsberg



