CONFIDENTIL Ix/20/70
Deer dim,

Tom Kelley just phoned me about whnt he said Arcuives (no neme mentioned)
told bim I ned written them: thet i have s copy of the memo of trensfer. They told
nim [ ned written mim toem suck s letter recently. I do not believe he lied to -
4e tried to phone me yesterdsy, when I was in DC, ‘ '

I got my file out e2nd recd him my appeal on just this to Vawter, whioch
seys something e tirely d4fisrent (end I tuink it notable tuat they did not send
Bim s copy of the letter), It says thet I sm eppealin; their refussl to glve m
8 copy of the govermment's copy thst the Secret Service hed given them to give ne,
which Tom confirmed, S

They are having » conference on this next week st Justice, I told Tom @
woek ago thet tue government's "enswer" put ms in tne position where I felt 1'a
Beve to subpena tuis memo, and I repested tus current Justice interpretation of
agency of primary or peramount interest and refarral, as given me by Rolapp.Taey
do not abide by the 4AG's memo. I also told Lim toat wiile I would evemtually wang
to use tuds in mybwriting, my present interest in it wes befause of tils suit,

I toen siowed bim both the answer and tue complaint,

411 of tihis mokes me wonder if tuere might not be an extrs reason for
Justice's not secking dismissal, s they nave in all other cases. fere they have
given me what I esked for, the FBI Exhibit 60 vletures,: with no oprosition, not
even delay, This, I think, they will be meking 1t appear in court thet the
Secret Service is responsible for the suppressions, not Justice or the FBI. The
memo df transfer was by the 3S, the stuff hsd been in the possession of the 58,
toe film was illegally disposed of by the 8S, things like thst, Evem the di sappeare
snce of the teg from tbe coat can bs msde to look lik- the SS removed it between
the time HMumes hed it on the stend snd now (Tustice seems not to heve had it in the
intervel). And who will be giving the SS counsel=wio defending them Lf they get
into court on this? Justice, naturslly} ‘

These pictures ere tue one talng I asked of Justice tust I Lave gotten
without grest trouble, :

Maybe Justice nas not planned ell of this tis Way 1 consider possible.
i jmow I1'd never want a lawyer to represent me wiaen ue had tiis conflict of interest-
at lesst temptation. :

But you give me some reaconable explanation for their faillure to make
pro forme request for dismissal, especially when they kmow from heving once been
beeten on it tust tuere exists a legal determination of fact tu-t the GSA=family
contract 1s 4llegal - and thst is the issue in 256970, This i+ the one tiing in
waich I've expressed strong interest, where I've gone througid th: steps pre-requisite
to sult « in which Justice is Dot involved. You heve my lstters, so you know this,

My msil is agein getting careless attention. Sometding I sent to New
York "speciel handling" took at least three wecks to get there, and five let ters,
no two mailed th: same day, e1l errived in a single delivery. Coincidence? Tue
letter you sent thet I showed you is nmot tae only one with signs of resealing, I
bave nsd snotuer exsmined by en expert and ue says it was dons.

Sincersly,



