5L 893 ssawme thia nod. 40 Mrve besn sectdsatel.

| She shundsut suck 1mstemees,it comes out ths tus Seeved Services weye it Sess mot |

© waleh 1e an 1ssult te my intellig-moe end o sslf-de Brotion of yours. J%.

- dsoostivenses, I

12/7/09
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Wr, Thomes J, Kelley ; 1
-g8t, Ur,, Proteetuve Intelligence et
0. ' 3ecret Service i
Washingtom, 4.0, 2026 5 4
Ygar Er. felley, ,.;

dere i engnged in tie werk 1 do for ego gretificetion er other -

personsl or seifisk ressons, i'd be offunded st your letter of _gcenber 4,

iy

~leaves e B0 chafce bub to Soke A% spart and meke s Féeord of ita moneress
ponsivansss ond, indeed, whet o suspicious person migid sherscterize ss
de not hove n low opimion-of your intelligem e or supeeity,
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Tour concluding sentencs, pretendedly sddressed to all but ome of %88 = E
WaRy proper auestioms raised in my letter of 11/24, 1a the Tesponee o mmy of - -
them but ons: tue illegible perte of the one documens, the des rtifisnte. 1
Thet sentence resds, iz full, "Our file sisply does Rot contain thom other
laforsation or explanstions you requested.” ,
: . Fmom my by now unfortunstely extensive exjerience with govermsent By
- measntics, 1 iomedistely wonder sbout the first twe words, Tour® and "file®, P
eopecially whem you 1n tils guse sign yourself as "imelstent Director, Froteotive = |

Iatelligence” (- dut ou the ststiomsry of the "0fffce of tis Divecter” ), wheress |
_your previsus letter, on the same letternced, ldentifles you a» “sestotent - =
Director” enly. From tiis I sudnk it 1a Bot unressonable to wonder if ell you ©
are seying is tist o single file In protecsivs intelligence dove mot acntein the
information 1 seek, tao govermment uss, sad under the law must provide me.
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Becsuse I seek truth not sesndsl, went ta sse Jussice done with no
nnzecesasry Lajustiss, 1 hove undertaken to ba Torthright with you resple, swn
though Sals wem met to my perssmol interest or benefit. If you sre feailisr with
the earlisr correapondence, : inficeted wa intention %o go t» sours to get what
the law gusrentess me, If you 4id not se uaderstand thdls, then plesse sccept = i
sincere sssursnees $his ia et only my intention bus L uave srrenged for ssunebls
Bow 1 would 1ike you snd iy, Rewley to ssk yousselves whet your positions personslly
4hd 28 respeneible offfolsle of tie Secret Jervice will be what isege of ths .
Searet Service will Be cast, 1 sd whem in & court mz:-. tc teke but ome of

s e N
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- Beve, does Wut inow vhefe smy sopy of the receiph it signed for the phetogrsphs snd a?

i=peys of Lie so-cilled autopey of o Fresident of the United States io¥ As I wea
frenk to tell you, every official meccusting of this film is eontredioted by every
other ome, end officizl records in my pozsesaien, ‘s I olso told you under dete of
11/24, indicate “these pepers wero directed %o you”. If this is mot snough to dis-
turd you, 24d %o it the hlhnorthmmum“humﬂnw-yuq
proper guestiom sbout whpout what Baprened to the plotures in proceaning, these ssme
‘pietures tumed sver to it for "safakesping®. :
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" one writer working in the f£i.1d who has expressed sny sympsthy for the Seerst

RS

Should you or ir. Rowley desire, i cun go isto Just sbout all the
requests * neve meae of tue Jecret ervice iam ideatiesl or almiler feshion. 1
would hope tiulo is not tue cese, but if you (or one mimute doudt i¥, vek me.
dere I refer not sl.ne to my letter of 11/24.

But with regard to thue letter of 11/ there is not s single question
1 ssked tast is unequivoeally snswered by your single, evasive sentence, and -
thers iw not = single one $o which you cennot meke epecifie, uneauivoosl respones.
1 am not o lswyer, but I Lsve eonsulted end retained one of unquestionabdle
competence. e egrees with my belief thst esch snd every iteas is covered by
the ¥reedom of Ianformetion lsw, tuct each one is out:1de eny proper inveestion of
sny of 1ts restrictive provisions, {s is an sutbentlc expert om tils mertiecalar i
lew, hsving been genersl counsel of the Senate Comnittee whence 1t come, Seo, I
aek thet you reresd my letter snd provide the mesningful »newer ‘het without emy
posaibility of doudt you or otaers in the Secret Service esn vnd should. 1 sk
thet you do shls promptly, for tois 12 tiue requiremsnt af the eitei law, unnscessary
delsy in itself being & violatien, =nd 1 stongly encoursgs you to review the Sy
entire file of correspondence in tie seme menner vnd for tue sema purposs. It ia
not my desire of intent %o emberrass you, &r, howley or the Searet Service.

. There is s strange imapproprietensss ia 41l of this, for 1 sa the

Service »nd its employees e d the one wio hes gone out of hie wey %o defend
them g inst foul cherges falsely made rethar widely, If yeu sre not% sware of
this, others in your sgency sre, snd I sppreciste thelr expressions af thenics
deliversd indirectly.

Ia sny ev-'nt, . hope you eam be persuaded sunt the time for shwbpy
g*mes with words 1s pest. I sles suggest thet m-ny reputations snd futures sre
deoply inwvolved snd m:y well be thrsugh ¢ceing gemerstions. Becsu:s 1 do not for
s minute beli~ve that anyone in the Jeeret Service was in suy way respenaible fer
the sssssainetion, wanted it ar sould in any wey heve proveated it, sew by
proiiditing tals trip (snd I do have proof it hed ss wuch ressen in sdvanco
nere s it @14 in twe other contem orsnsous inctences wbere it dld toke sction),
in tue yest 1 hove offered to dlscuss the frulss of my investigstion Wish ir, Fowley.
Lo bee seen fit to reject tuls offer, wulca 1y his right, * now extend it to you, .
reslizinz you csmsot de 1t without his apprewvel, Sowever, the situation hes chsnged,
snd * new stteel two comditions: tust my lawyer spprove »nd Shat you underteke te
sssure me tist notiins you lesrn from me goes eny further without my specifie
sgreamsnt .

Whether you sceent thie offer or mot, I hope ke evroions, ecuivocstions
and flse ststements oan this subject ere sll in the past. 1 empect meeningful,
specific responses to ths recussts + Deve made or spyecific ressons in esch c=ge

for not providing them. ;
' Sincerely,

Horeld seisberg
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C0-2-34030
TREASURY_ DEPARTMENT V
UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE

OFFPICE OF THE DIRECTOR WASHINGTON, D.C. 20226

December 4, 1969

Nr. Hareld Weisberg

Coq d'0r Press

Route 8

Prederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

In response to your letter of November 24, we have
reviewed our copy of the death certificate, uhich is also
& poor reproduction of the original.

It is our opinion that the werds after "Immediate
Cause” are "Qun Shot of Brain." The signature appearing
on the document is that of Kemp Clark, M.D.

Our file simply does not comtain the other information
or explanations you requested.

Assistant Director
Protective Intelligence



