April B3, 1968

Kp, Cerl ¥, Belcher, “hief

Genersl “rimes seetion

Sriminel Jiviajon

Department of .

¥ashinzton, D.C. 4

Deep Lr. Pelcher,

If you were ¢ judge rether then on attorney, wmuls you ssy She
rocord 1s coasistent with the sontens s8d tone of your ls:ter of Mareh R8
to me or jaconsistens, that you heve been opem with ms, that through yeuw
the gowrmment hes deen respossived

I saked of you eertein meterisl $o wiieh 4 bolteve I am eatitled,
1 ssked questione the encwers tc wileh had been premised in tie previews
sdainietrotion. I Wlisgee, without demefits of s lev degres, thst She
mterfal I sock 1s gmmventeed me by She lev you sre suppesed to b wphelding.

And there hes met bech aved She pro fome deatsl that might have
besa expeated So the report thed sgemta of the ¥AI hed defemed me.

1 saled for she promised furiher word on the sup:ressed David S
Ferrie documentss Witk Bis desth so loag sgo, there 1s hardly justifiestien
for withholding this faformation on the groumd {t would demage bim lewd he
hes no heir, boving deen ummerried end childlesa)s I remind you that 1 have
part of thiu file, despite its restrictiem, snd that whst 4 have doas not
quelily for wishholdimg, I repeet my previous recuest for this mesterisl o»
for en explsnation of its being denied me.

On dMarch 31 1 asked for the svidence presented i court im
England in the enoe af James Barl Rey, Now 1t would sesm that what wes
presented ia opea court ie publis, thet you hevwe eopiee of it, having
preszented 1%, end tha$ there should %e mo prodlem {n providing cories to me,
I esked for permission o resd the transaripts of the sourt prodisding. ire
you vlasaifying this os "ssoret™? ' -

It 1a nov 2 month singe . requestsd copies of or access to the
ntstemsnts and questiens of Depsrtmeut of Justise atternsys in Judge Sellesk's
eours the sftermoon of the hesring on tbe pictures end i~-rsys sad coples
of the subssqusnt motions ex! the affidavits shew filed, Certsinly this, whai
your depsrtmen: pressnted in opea court, ls nof restrieted. Cam it be that the
goveramsnt Jo#e not want {ts side inolwdad in s bdook sbout the mrtter? In any
svent, I want to include 1t, for I do want % presens both siden « not eliminate
oD, ss tne govermment adid. I 4o Bope the mew administratise will net fdllow
She rsetrictive prectissa of its predscessor, snd the iBordinnte deley thad
in 1:9elf 18 8un interference with s free press wil atiavae,

Sinceraly,



