X BUR SO MOC NI FUX MK MUK DK X

TR K T T G X K Route 7
473-8186 Waahington, Md. [

April 1, 1968

Dr. Rebert H. Bahmer

Archivist of the United States
National Arechives and Researsh Bervice
i’nlhlngton, D, 0,

Dear Dy, Bahmer:

You have not answered that % of my letter of Pebruary 19 whioh ¢=.
why you gabe the New York eopies of the Kennedy family-Gener:)
Services Administration agreement when you earlier denied them to : .
The delay in my getting & eopy at all, which is a violation of your
o4u procedures, you assured me, "was unintentional™.

I wow find that you have deelassified expressly for the Saturda: LT~
lag Post end Mr. David Wise, if I am to believe his word In the Lo
dsEeE April o6, other material whish I have long sought and have l¢ -
bean denled,

If thers 1a anything that is olear in ths record, insluding a le.. .
sachange of correspondense, 1t 1a that fdom the very first I huvs
svery sorap of pesper on the autopsy, In letsers this dabes beusk - .
spring of 1966, Last summer you withhsld $wo documenta from one -,
file, when I asked for everything on the autopsy. In responss to -
asmplaint, you wrote me on Augus$ i, 1967, the® when you did thia = 1!
tala 1% was "So make the resords available in an orderly way rath-:- ¢ ..
in a plecemeal fashion".

In this letter you also informed me that your objeotive is "to tras: ...

ressarchers equally., We have keps a list of those who have mads tii :-
requeets in order t vwe esould notify them when $he records are av<ili-
able, We have added your name to the liss."

When, after the date on whieh you had promised ms soples of these 7..
documents, I was given Shem, I specifiocally asked if this was evorv-
thing on the autopay end I was assured 1t waa,

I now find Shat you have again violated your own rulee. I was nelt .u-
glven coples of nor advised of the releaze of the sxeasutive-session
transcripts on this subject. Tha net eflest 1s %o meke available -

plocanenl - %o ths Saturday Eveni Ppet, on an exolusive basie, pr. -
ocisely that whioh had Deen denled me.

It is remarkable that in esoh sase you mede these things, denled me =« .-
toough my requests were of long standing, avalleble tc writers whuw -
k20w had done 1ittle or no research in your arshive, could not pus:i. ..
use ths information in a proper sontext even if they uere sc disp::n .
nnu support the goverament in the sontroversy., In esoh osse the m. ¢ ..
was used cub of ocontext and as the basis for wrising that supports -
Jovernment but is conSrary to faes and truth.

I am prepared for your repetition of the assursnce that this "waa u .1~ -
tentions1l",. Or, your silence.
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In the ocurrent ease, to comply with your ewn rules, u should have
notified me of the release of the suppressed transeripts when 1t was
decided upen, at lean$ two months ago. You did not. And in the gur-
rent sase, in your own name, you became part of a pro-government prop: -
ganda campaign. This I regret because 1% is not what I would have
axpsated of you psrsonally and because what you did ocasta the Direct .
of the National Archives in a role he should, I welieve, nevsr play.
Let me quote you a paragraph from My, Wise's Jjustificasion of the
governments

Is 1% posaible that there is anything in the sealed files
that moocks the Warren Commission's seonclusion thsat Les Harvey
Oswald, asting alone, killed the President? Bahmer's andwer:

"Prom what I know ef She resords, I'd have Se say no." (My enm-
phasis) _

If you are unaware of 1%, this statement was the lead and the ba:uls
for almost all the rest of the story moved by the Assoclated Press,
et me quote part of that for you, as 1t appeared in Shs New Orlsun:
Times-Ploa of March 25 under the hsadline, "Warren Report Backed,
Clalm™:

The nation's ehief arsehivist was quoted Sunday as saying
he knows of nething in the seerest files on Preasldent John F.
Kennedy's death S0 sontradict She designatien of Lee Harvey
Oswald as the assassin.
"From what I know of sShe reeords ,.."
The use to which your words were put is not eonaistent with soholar- |
gnd ls sonsistent with propeganda, Hven the phrasing, evasive as [-
is, signsls sush an intent. "Prom what I know of the reaords," you
sxid. This language reises a nmumber of interesting and relstsd quezs':

Wost do you know of the resorda? What kind of & study, if any, dio -
make of them? What baekground do you bave in the other evidsacs, * .
vast acoumulation prinsed in 26 large volumes and that stored iu s
snormous volume under Your eus$ody? Yeu cannot assess thes asigullfice o=
of the secret evidence withous a {horough feunding in all eof it. So,
even if you made a deoent study of what you still keep sacret, snd your
quslifioation, "from what I know™, strongly suggests you did not, did
ou make the seholarly appraisal of the estimated 20,000 printed pay- .
0,000,000 words, the enormous subic footage of doouments in your
own files that wo seem tc be prerequisite for the expression of &7
kind of an opinion on the meaning of what 1s atill seoret?

If you did not, as I believe %0 be the case, how ean you Justify masi .
such & statement, or, as it seems %0 me, beocoming pars of an unrele. i
government sampaign of misrepresensation?

Now, 1t happens that the sesrs’ flles scanne$ be considered alcns.
Whether or not they sonSain data at varianee with the official acocust=
ing of the murder, they are but part of the evidense. It alsc happs:
taat your own files abound with selid 'evidence that more than "mo-

the warren Commissien's senclusion®, That evidensce tetally disors .-
the Warren Report, in any impartial ewsluabiem. o C
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As you know, there was a Sime when I was alens in defending the repu-
tation of your part of the gevermment. My experiense with it at thsc
time warranted the eredit I gave {8, I deeply regret that subsequernt
experience 1s sontrery.

The murder eof any Fresident is a maticnal Sreums, 2 Sragedy unique i:
its era, It invariably follews that the gevernmens Shat somes into
power besause of that wurder and is its immediate benefioclary investi-
gutes the murder, hense investigates how 1% same in%o power. Here n:i
even the standards eof Gassar's wife are adequatke.

That the pelisiscal elements of the beneficiary government hail their
own honor and integrity and ahuse those who question their "investiz:-~
tion", while uthrg deploradli, mey be semprehsnded as the normel i¢
regrettable reastion of peliticlams motivated and dominated by politii-
sal considerations.

Thet soholars, entrusted with %he nigh-to-sasred responsibility of = --
iny for the natien's imperishable resords and administering them #..
agoess to them with the {mparsialisy required by custodianship of %5.=
natlonal dosumentary heritage, make Sthemselves propagandists, 1is bevs..
my oonespt of seholarship and impartiality. '

There are now and there will be in She o future enormous doubts and = .-~
lesa questions reised abous she insegrisy of this arehive. In our
previous correspondense I have eited %o you case after dismal acsss of
the absence from your files of vital evidense the existence of which
is known. In easch eited sase, these decuments are required to be in
your files, m:.uu:i by order of the Atterney Genersl himself, o~
withstanding shis, s own Department is ths prime sulprit.

I see from Mr., Wise's writing, the aseuraey of which you have not to
my knowledge denied, that you ean beesme a partisan. Is it, then,
asking teo muoch that yowr partisanship be directed at the integrity

of your files? Is it asking teo mush that you request Shose agenciss
improperly withholding from yeur files whas is required to be there
that, belatedly, they supply 187 Before eising new sases of this I rou
She current sxschange alone, let me point out that one of the inevite 1.
consequences of your partioipation in this latest propaganda campelis,
by a writer wish leng-standing White Eowse conneetions, in itsell war-
rants suspicions about the inse ﬁuf your filles. If other reasc:-
did not alresdy exist fer doubs ir sanetity, your appearsnces 1.
this new rele, now and in the future, will in 1tself railse the questic-.

There 1s a scmment Sthet weuld have been appropriate from the men
charged with the respensibilisy of preservy the integrity of the
nation's priceless reeords of the murder of its former leader. It woul
bave been to assure the peeple that the inSegrity of the evidence, of
the national resords, is insaet - that all the evidensce is there, ;. i -

tine, un,\_q.;iod *

Here, -in the midst of Sthe Maebethian rumeoring shat plagues the nati--,
you were offered the audiense of eseuntless millions of peeple - asouas:
to mest of them - and the oppertunisy ef making an imperishadle reccr-
for the future. Yeu expleited the eppertunity, but %o make propag: +:-,
not to offer s sssurance er o8 sk sush a reeord.

You and I both know why, far tha$ is éstablished ia the record bet..:

us, in oornamdon"ifm' %wé: years old, You and I both kmow that ;.
do know that se sacred reserds are nof inteet, are not unsulll-:.
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They are, as you have, in writing, sersified %o me, gutied!
Oone ia the moss basie evidense of all about the srimel
And you know 1%, having proved it for me,

Can it be that yeu interpret the disappearanse of th. most essential
evidence not %o "moek" the sonslusions of the Warren Gemmission?

Or 1s this a ressen Jeur comment was restrieted %o the still-secret
ﬂ:”' of ‘2‘“ files entpusted %e Jyour eare, the files to whieh no cue
s aacess?

But 1f the unseeret part of thess files has been gutted, what asaur-
ance have we tha$ worse has net befallen Shose st seeret--what
reason 0 assmme worse has no$ yet been deteeted enly because of th:
ascreey? s

My unfulfilled requests ef Pebruary 19 alone are sause for the deep=st
misgiving.

Toa fArng was for all reports of all services relating to Richard
(Ricardo) Davis and all statements signad by him. In response tc tiol:
you gave me pages 20-8 of CP 984d and nething else. Now I know, bey. -
question, that there must be more. Possibly it i1s not in the files,

but it does exist and 1% is required %o be there., This includes, bu:

is not limited to, a statement signed by Mr, Davis. I% should also
inolude a QIA file, If newhere else, this dass should be in the "Qthar
Individuals and Organisations Invelved or Interviewed" file, the instr.:-
tions for whish read, "Pile here all material sencerning individuals :ni
organizations mentioned, Arrangs alphabetisally by name.”

My second request related %o the metion plotures of the ®swald liters-~
ture distribution and arrest in New Orleans August 9, 1963, taken by
Jim Doyle, In response you gave me pages 6=9 of OD 30, single-page
reports by FBI SAs Bernard and Brown of Sheir interviews wish the fou-
senior members of the Doyle and NMast Wilson families, Bach of thess
reports says that Jim Deyle toeck these movies, There is no report of
any interview with Jim Doyle, nor is shere reference %o the fact that
the movie was Saken by She FBI and later returned. Is there no rseccrd
of the return of this mevie? Iz there no n:ort of 1ts sontent, wheti-r
or not the FBI made soples er removed frames

Next I asked for all the doscuments en Loran Bugene "Skip" Hall, asides
from GD 1553. In response %e Shis you gave me only pp.2l1-3 of CD 1%, .
My request also cited a Watley repert. Now I know that the fllesz 4.
inoluds such a report. I 2lso knew that they should inalude.others.

My kaowledge is 100% from original seurcws. Thess eould be flled uni-~
the names Hathoook, Marks and Pean, ameo others. The period coversaa
is from the day of the assassination until She follewing November,
Mesars. Hashooek and Dean %0ld me Shey were interviewed by the FPBI an:
about Hall. Ny recocllestien -; be faully, but I believe Hall slso %ol
me he was interviewed by the FBI sbout his pawning of & rifle., Thers
i3 no question but that such a report should exist beeause Hall was
interviewed by the FBI, more than snse, and bhe did pawn a rifle, waic'
was the subjeet of an immediate FBI invessigation.

Lastly, I asked for all reporis relating te the National States Righ::
Party, spesifying some frem Nismi. To elimimate any senfusion and t -
aliminate the pessibility one ef the more impertant enes might be cv-r.
lovksd, I amplified this verbally, as your letter of Mareh 8 acknowl: - .
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to specify a sape-recorded eas %0 kill She President. In respon
you sent me pp.4=-5 of @D 6.1 #nd mothing else. In yeur letter of

March 8 you said of the tape and what is related, "net found amongz &
resords of the Commission”,

These twe peges from OD 6.1 are not all in the files on the National
States Rights Parsy and the Sape and related magerial e requirsd to

be in the files. my, indeed, not be there, add this nead not :
your fault. But She Sape, as leashs, was Surned over to the Seoret Ser-
vice November “l 1963. Ny proef en this is redundant, public.and
undenied by the “esret 0.

In addition to Shese $we s frem @D 64,1 you have, to my knowledge,
the names of DBr. Stanley Prennan, Captain Robert Brown and Steve
Wilson (desoribed as “a free~lamse wriser®). Aside from FBI ipper-
views, Drennan, a$ leass, was inServieved the Seeret Service. At
least one report deals with a thread %o k President Kennedy.

The existence of this evidence, in the pessession ef the govemmment,
is beyond question. Among the files in which it is required to be ar
the alresdy-dessribed "9%her Individuals and Organizetions” and "Pr.-
tection of the President”, sertd part 3, "Reported Threats Agsi.:.
President Kennedy". It could also in part 1, "Seeret Servicd Pr.-
csutions Prier %o and During Trip So Texas", and part 5, "Obher Assr--
sinations or Attempted Assassinations™, Although the file "Invest'y -
tion and EBvidenoce"™ is scnceived and o sed around the concept of
Oswald's singular guils, determined prier %o investigation, in itsel’
a rather unorthedex eoncept of impartial inquiry, it does have as p-i :
L, "9ther Suspec$s". I trust you will no% find it exceasively imezi-
native to eonceive that a threas to kill the President in precisely
the way the government says he was murdered should qualify the man woo
made it as a "suspees”.

When you tell me ya_omt find Shese in the riles, I do not
dispute you. The fa¢t remains that all of se things exist. They
are required to be ia these files. Proper ecategories for each 1tem
exist, That not ose of them is available means that not one was tura.d
over %o the Commissien er that something happensd to sach and eveyy
one Sthat' wdd given the Gemmission. Whatever the explanasion, when we
are dddling with the murder of an American President and its investi-
gatibn by the government that by it same inso pewer, thias 1s inexcusa-
ble and intolerables.

In ths past, eira mmber of ocesasions I bave sited the order of the
Attorney Genersl of Ostober 31, 1966,.as suthorisy for wy atatement
that spesified items of evidense were ‘required to be in your archive.
Government is not an amerphoud . Such orders are not issued
without purpose. We are entitled %o assume tha$s the purpose is the
deslared one, not publis relatiens eor prepaganda,

Even if for some reason all oF some of these iSems of evidence wers
not given to the Commissien by the agensies, these same agencles,
through their innnurun arms, wers part of the Commission, They
were, in fact, 1008 of the Oommission's investigators and performed
100 of its investigative funetion, Per all prastical purposes, theso
investigative services are identisal with the Sommission.

Therefore, I respectfully call upen you $c request each of these 1%=-

of evidence that are sovered ! the Attorney General's order from %i-
agensies invelved. If these were in some mysterious manner

mislald in the transfer of the §ommission's files, there is no imm~l'-
ately apparent reasen why the agensies should be unwilling or unsab.-
tp replace them.
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In asking this of you, I a s$ that 1% is also required in the per-
formanse of your respensidilisies. Wikheus youws willingness %o do
this, is there any way fer yeu %e mplace wha ,-{‘u-iahu in the
normal use of the -n‘l uve or otherwise disappear? Purther, it is tiw
Natienal Arshives amd meS She ethe» agensies uhich knows what it doss
and does nods have, : ‘ :

It iz a futilisy te suggest that these using the arehive Request toe
missing evidence of the ageneies. Pirst, it should not ©-
required when the Natienal vos oxista, Sesond, from my own sx-
perience, sush letSers go whanswered., Immediately after the Attornsy
Genersl issusd his erder of Oetober 31, 1966, I esked for the spectro-
graphic amalysis of she bullet said %o have been used in the assassl-
nation, the fragments reecvered frem the Preaidensial limousine and
the bodies of the victims, and of Sreces from the windehield and fromn
the curbstone that is new ia your sustody. This is outalde any of the
exceptions permitted by the efficial delines and is one of the mos*t
fundamental elements of evidence sensidered by the Commlssion. It
thus is both severed by She AStorney Genersl's eited order and shoul?
be provided to me. ;

Thersfore, among these things I have already requesSed and not gottan,
I herewith renew my requeat fer this l’..tﬂ?lm. analysis, Xt i-
sessential to the work I am deing. If thare 1is provision of law
or regulation by whish 1t ean de denied me, I weuld appreciate 2 ocopy
of whatever is inveked.

If you find any errer in faet er flaw in legic in the feregoing, I
presume you will eall it Se my aStention.

Sincarely yours,

Hareld Welisberg



