spril 25, 1969

iPe Cerl &, Belcher, “hief
Generel “rimes -eetion
orimiaul JHvisioa
Jepertment of dusties
KFashin-ton, D.C.

Deay ir, Delcher,

If you were » ‘idge rather taan em » ttorney, wuld you say the
Pecord ie consiastent with tue ocrtemt und tane of ynur le ter of March B8
to me.or fusensistest, th-t yo. heve besn opem with me, 'uat throuzh you
She govermmeat hes been responsivel

I suked of you certuin aeterisl to whieh + boliswe I am entitled,
I ssked questionsthe enswers t- wiich usd been promised in tue previous
sdninistretion. 1 beliegwe, without bemefit of s lav degres, thet the
metorfsl I eseek is guarenteed me by the lev you sre supposed to be upholding,

' And toers hts Bot Dech even the pro forue deni:l thet might tsve
been expected S0 the report thet sgents of the Kl ned defae! me.

1 esked for she promised further word on the sup ressed David
Ferrie documents. 'ith bis desth so long sgo, there is hardly Justificrtion
for witaholding tais iafcruation on th~ groumd it would dewsge him lens be
bes no bair, hoving boem unmerried end chililess)s I remind you tast 4 heve
part o’ this file, despite 1ts rest:iction, snu thet what 4 have dias not
- qguelify for withholding. I repuvas my previous recuest for this msterisl or
for sa explenetion of its being deaied ne,

On Mereh 31 1 asked for she svidence rressemte {: court in
Inglsnd in the osee ~f Jemes Xerl Ray, Now 1t would seem that What wee
preseated ia open court ie public, thst you beve eoples of i, bhaving
presented {t, end thet there should be mo prodblem in providing coples tc e,
1 ssked for permissior Lo read tue trenseripts of the ®murt proceeding. sre
you cleseifying Shis es "sec et"? ' :

1t 1s uow 2 month sinee L requested ccpies of or access to the
stetements 2nd questions of Uspertment of Justioe attornsys in Judge inslleck's
courts the aftermonn of tie heering on toe pictures snd «-reys end coplies
of the subsejusnt motions =n’ the sffidavits then filed. Certuinly tinie, whst
your departmen: presented in open court, is nod restricted, Cen i{ be tust the
Sovernzant Joes nct went its eide included in s dook sbout ‘he m- tter? In rny
event, I want to include it, for 1 4o went to pressnt both sides « nat eliminate
one, 58 tne peov: . mment iid, I 4~ hops the new sdminti:trsti-z <11l nrot féllow
the r-strictive rrectise= nf 1ta predecesscr, en: ;}at the inerdis-ts delry thet
in 1-self ias sn interferance with = free press wil $ntiaua,

sincersly,



