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April 1, 1963 

Dr. Robert H. !sheer 
Archivist of the United States 
National Archives end Research r',ervine 
ifshington, D. G. 

Dear Dr. Bahmer2 

You have not answered that pert of my letter of February 15 which asks 
why you gate the Ntw York lianas copies of the Kennedy family-3enerel 
Servioee Adminiotretion agreement when you earlier denied them to ce. 
The delay in my getting a oopy at all, which /5 a violatien of your 
own procedures, you assured me, "wee unintentional". 

1 now find that you have declassified expreesly for the !'eturcisy  
inns Post one Kr. David Aso, if I am to believe his word in the issue 
dated April 6, other material wnieh I nave long sought and hove lone 
been denied. 

If there is anyehing that is olear in tho reoorc, including a lengthy 
eeehange of aorrespondence, it is that room the very first I have wanted 
every scrap of paper on the autopsy/ In letters this dates back to the 
epring of 19tee. Lest summer you withheld two documents from one autopsy 
tile, when L asked for everything on the autopsy. In response to my 
eompleint, you wrote me on eleuet le, 1967, thOt when you did things like 
this it was "to make the r000rds available in an orderly way rather then 
is s pleoemeel fashion". 

In thus letter you also informed me that your objective is 'etc treat ell 
reseerohers equally. We have kept a list of those who have mod* these 
requests in order that we could notify them when the records are avail-
able. ;4 hare added your name to the 

When, after time date on which you had promised me copies of the 	two 
documents, I was given them, I apecificelly asked if th13 was every-
thing on the autopsy and I wee ensured it was. 

I now find that you have again violated your own rules. I WW1 neither 
given copies of nor advised of the release of the exoeutive-session 
transcripts on this subject. The net effect is to make evaileble -
piecemeal - to the Saturday Evening Post, on an exclusive basis, pre-
oisely that which bad been denied me. 

It is remarkable that in eaoh case you mt4e these things, denied me al-
tnough my requests were of long standime, available to writers who you 
knew had done little or no researoh in your archive, could not possibly 
use the information in a proper content even if they ware so disposed, 
and support the government in the controversy. In each ease the materiel 
Was usad out of context and as the basis for writing that aupporte she 
eovernment but is contrary to fact and truth. 

I am prepared for your repetition of the assurance that thie 'was unin-
eentionel". Or, your silence. 
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In thn current case, to comply with your own rules, you should have 
notified me of than raleoaa of thin suppreased transcripts wham it was 
deoided upon, at least two months ago. You did not. And in the our-
rent pose, in your own ;lama, you became part of a pro-aovarnment propa-
ganda oampalan. This I rearet bloause it is not what I would have 
toopsotad or you personally and because what you did coats the Director 
of the Aational >>rchivaa in a rola he should, I baileys+, never play. 
Let me quote you a parmaraph fro% Mr. rise's justification of tale 
government: 

Is it posaibla that there is anything in the sealed Mos. 
that monks the sarron Commission's aonolusion that Loa Harvay 
Oswald, aotiog alone, killed the President? Bahmar's antiwar: 
"Prom whet E know of the records,  I'd havu to say no." (My em-
phasis) 

Zr you are unaware of it:  this statement was the lead and she baais 
for almost ell the rest of the story movad by the Associated Frees. 
Let me quote part of tnat for you, as it appeared in the Naw Oriels= 
Timea-Platlyuna  of Maroh 25 unOar the headline, "Warta Report aackad, 

This nation's chief archivist was quoted Sunday as sayina 
ha knows of aothing in the secret filaa on Presivant John F. 
Kennedy's death to oontradiat the designation of Lee Harvea 
Oswald as tha assassin. 

''Ortam what I know of the records ..." 

The use to which your words were put is not consistent with sonolerenip 
and is consistent with propaganda. ..wen the phrasing, evasive as It 
is signals such an intent. "From what I know of the restoros," you 
said. Thin language raise a number of interesting and related questions. 

what do you know of the records? ',What kind of a study, if any, did you 
make of them? What background do you hava in the other evidence, that 
vast acaumulation printod in 26 large volumes and that stored in an 
enormous volume under your custody? You cannot 1105t5S tue significanca 
of the tearat evidence without a thorou6h foundia in all of it. So, 
even if you made a decant etoay of what you still keep secret, and your 
qualification, "from what I know". strongly suaaaats you did not, din 
you make the scholarly spprainal of the astimated 20,000 printed oases, 
10,000,000 worts, and the enormous cubic footage of doaumants in your 
own files that would sees to bs prerequisite for trio dxprussion of arty 
;Brits of an opinion on the meaning of what is still secret? 

If you did not, as I believe to be the eras, how can you justify making 
such a statement, or, se it seems to me, becoming pert of an unrelenting 
government oampaian of misrepresentation? 

Mow, it happens that the secret files cannot be considered elone. 
ahetnar or not they contain data at variance with the official account-
ing of the murder, they are but part of the *vidones. It also happsna 
that your own files abound with solid 'avioenae that mora than "motke 
the .sarreot Commission's conoluatoe. That avioence totally discredit' 
the Warren Report, in any impartial evaluatico. 
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As you know, there was a time when I was alone In defending the repu-
tation of your part of the government. Ay experlenee with it az that 
time warranted the credit I ZSV4 It. 1. deeply reoret that suboaoueat 
experience Is contrary. 

The murder of any President is a national trauma, a tragedy unique In 
Its ars. It invariably follows that the government that comes into 
power because of tbot murder and is its immediate beneficiary investi-
/eten the murder, hence investigates how it Game into power. Here cot 
even the standards of Caesar's wife are adequate. 

That the political elements of the benefiziary government tail their 
own honor and integrity and abuse those who question their 'investiga-
tion", while utterly deplorable, may be aomprehended es the normal if 
regrettable reaction of politiolans motivated and dominated by politi-
cal oonsiderations. 

'het acholars, entrusted with the nigh-to-seorod responsibility of oar-
ing for the nation's imperishable records and administering them end 
access to them with the impartiality required by custodianship of the 
national documentary heritage, make themselves propa:pnaista, is beyond 
my coacapt of scholarship end impartiality. 

There are now end there will be in the o future enormous doubts and onn-
leas questions raised about the integrity of this archive. in our 
previous corrospondence I have tilted to you case after dismal case of 
the absentee from your files of vital evidence the existence of which 
is known. In each cited case, these documents ere required to be in 
your files, inolucin6 by order of the Attorney General himself. Not-
withetandlna this, his on Department is the prime culprit. 

I see from Mr. vilae's writino, the accuracy of which you have not to 
my knowledo denied, that you can become a partisan. is it, then, 
asking too much that your partisanship be directed at the integrity 
of your files? Is it askiag too such that you request those agoacies 
Improperly withholding from your files what is requirea to be there 
that, belatedly, they supply it? Before citing new ossua of this from 
the current exchange alone, let me point out that one of tea inevitable 
consequences of your participation in thia letest propeLooda campaie  n. 
by a writer with long-standing White House connections, in itself war-
rants suspicions about the inte&rity of your riles. If other reesone 
did not already exist for douhtind their sanctity, your appearance in 
this now role, now anal in the future, will in itself PftirliA the question. 

There is a comment that would have bean appropriate from the man 
ohar.;ed with the responsibility of preaarving the intozrity of the 
nation's priceless records of the murder of its former leader. It would ha 
have been to assure toe people that the intaartty of the evidence, of 
the national records, is intact - that all the evidenoe is there, pris-
tine, unsullied. 

Here, in the midst of the Macbethisa rumoring that plagues the nation, 
you were offered the audience of countless millions of people - access 
to moat of them - and the opportunity of mekia an Imperishable record 
for the future. You ssploited the opportunity, but to make propaganda, 
riot to offer this assurance or aetablish such a record. 

You end I both know why, for that is established in the record between 
us, in correspondence now two years old. You and I both know that you 
do know that these sacred records are not intact, are not unsullied. 

AI 



They are, as you have, in writing, certified to mo, outcua!  
Gone 13 the most basic evidance of all about the crime: 
And you know it, having proved it for me. 
Can it be that you interpret the disapposranct of the most eaoantiol 
&vide:not not to 'mock' the conclusions of the etsrren Commission? 
Or is thix a reason your comment was rostrictod to the still-3ecrot 
pert3 of those file entoupted to your care. the fibs to which no one 
has oczees? 
But if tho unsacret part of theso files has boon outted, chat ossur-
soca have we that worse has not befallen thoso still aocret--whet 
reason to asemmo worse has not yet been detected only because of the 
seoreby? 
My unfulfillad requests of Fobrutry 19 alone ere sus for the Ocapeot 
misgiving. 
The fitot was for all reports of all services relating to giollord 
(Ricardo) davis and all statemente sionod oy him. In reaponoe to tnla 
you gave me "woes 20-U of CD 96ob and notnino else. Now I know, beyond 
question, that there must be more. Possibly it lc not in the files, 
but it does exist and it is required to bo there. Tills includes, but 
iu not limited to, a statement slonod by Mr. Davin. It &whir', also 
include u OIA file. If noohero else, this data should be in tne 'Other 
Individuals and Organizations Involves or Intorviowod' tile, tne instruo-
tiona for whioh rend, "File nor,' all material oonoerninj InuivIduale and 
organ17ationa mentioned. Arranoe elphaoatioally oy name.' 
My second request related to the notion pioturas of the Oswald litora-
ture distribution and arrest in New Orleans August 9, 1903, taken by 
Jim iioyle. In response you gave mo penes 6-9 of CZ 30, single-pa/a 
reports by FBI SAs Bernard and Brown of their interviews with the four 
senior momborn of the Doyle and Matt Wilson famillos. :3aolo of these 
reports says that Jim Doyle took toasts movies. fhore is no report of 
may interview with Jim :oyle, nor is there refereaoo to tine fact that 
tat) movie was taken by the F5: ano lster returnee. Is there no record 
of the ratura of this movie? Is there no report of its content., whether 
or not the FBI made copies or removed framer.? 
Moot I asked for ell the doeumonto on Loran luoeno "Skip" !loll, aside 
from OO 1553. In response to this you bia4C Me only pp.211-3 of .:Os 154O. 
My request also cited a oatley report. No I know that the files do 
incluo= such a report. I sloo know that they should include others. 
My knowledge is 100f- from orloinal nour000. rhos) oculo be fIlod 'doctor 
too names Hathoock, Mark?( and Dean, among others. rbd perloo covered 
is from the day of the ossessinetion until the following November. 
Messro. Olathe:00k and Leon told no they were interviewed by the FBI one 
about Hall. My recollection may be faulty, but I believe Ball oleo told 
M4 he 11.413 interviewed by the FBI about his pawnini; of a rifle. •terra 
is no question but that sucin a report should ;list because Boll w 
interviewed by the FBI, more than once, and he did pawn a rifle, which 
was the subject of an immediate FBI investigation. 

Losa.T. I asked for all reports relstino to the Notional Otetea Ribnts 
oerty, specifying oone from MiFtni. To eliminate any confusion and to 
aliminato the possibility one of the more important ones might be ovor-
lookoo, I amplified Cols verbally, as your letter of Moron ci Roknowletloeu, 
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to specify a tape-recorded threat to kill the President. In response, 
you seat me pp.4-5 of el) 61..1 and nothing else. In your letter of 
March a you eele of the tape end what ins related, ''rot found atom the 
records of the Commission". 

These two paees from ree,  ee.1 are not all in the tilde on too 2letional 
3tate2 lights Party eine the tape end related material are required to 
be in the files. They may, indeed, not be there, add this need not be 
your fault. But the tape, at least, wes turned over co the egeret Ser-
viee November 15, 1963. My proof on tine in redundant, puolle and 
undenied by the 4ecret eerviee. 

In addition to these two pages from eD 64.1 you have, to my knowledge, 
the nemee of Jr. etanley L. Drennan, Captain Robert Arown and Steve 

Wilson Described Pr "a free-lane writer"). Aside from FBI in)er-
views, Drennan, tt levet, WAS interviewee b./ the eearet Service. ee 

least onul report deals with a threat to kill Presieent Kennedy. 

The exietenoe of thin evidenee, is the possession of the government, 

it beyond question. Among the files in which it Ia required to be are 
the elreaoy-described "CtAer individuals and erganizations" and "Pre-
tection of the Preeident", certainly part 3, "Reported Threats Agaleet 
President Kennedy". It could also be in part 1, ":secret eervioe Pre-
ceutions Prior to end Duriag Trip to Texes", and pert 5, "Other Aesee-
sinations or Attempted °ssessinatione". elthough the file "Investiee-
tioa and 2:videnee" ie zoneeIved and organized eround the ooneept of 
Osweld's singular guilt, determieed prior tc investi,eation, In itself 
a rather unorthodox concept of impartial inquiry, it does have as pert 

4, ''Other euspectsl. I eeusz you will not find it exaessively imagi-

native to conceive that a theeee to kill the Premident in precisely 

the way the government says he was nurdered should qualify the men who 

wide it as a "euspeet". 

When you tell me you cannot find those trines in the files, I do not 

dispute you. The tact remains that all of these things exist. They 

are required to be in these files. Proper ceteeories for each item 

exist. That not one of them is available moons that not one was turned 

over to the Commission or tnoe something happened to agen and every 

one that was given the eommiseion. e'hatever the expi atin, when we 

are dealing with the murder of an emericen President ane Its Lavusti-
gstion by the eovernment that by it oame into power, this is inezz:use-
b13 end Intolerable. 

In tins past, on a number of oceasions I have cited the order of ta,.1 

Attorney Genor4i cf Oetoher 31, Vito, as authority for my eeatement 

that specified itoms of oladanoo were required co be in your erchive. 

Oovoramoht is not an amorphoua thing. Such orders are not issued 
without purpose. de are entitled to assume) that the purpose is the 

declared =la, not public relations or propaganda. 

Evan if for some reason all or some of these items of evidence were 

not liven to the Lommission by the adenclec, these 3f;f741 egencies, 

through their investigative arms, were part at Chet commission. They 

ware, in feat, 100 of the Commission's iavoatiator:5 and performed 

100,4 of ite investigative function. Por all practlaal ,purposes, these 
investigative servizes are leentical with the Commission. 

Therefore, I respectfully call upon you to request, each of these items 

of evidence that ere covered by the Attorney asnerel's order from the 
agencies involved. It tuooe items were in some mysterious moaner 
mislaid in the transfer of the eommiesion's tiles, there is no immedi-

etely apparent reason why the a6enoitaa should be unwilling or unable 
to rsulaca them. . 



In asking this of you, I eeeeeet that it is also required in the per-
formance of your responsibilities. Without your willineneus to do 
thin, i2 there may way for you to replace what may be mielaid in tbk 
normal use of the art: give cr otherwise disappear? Further, it le the 
National Archives and not the other agenclee which knows what it does 
and does not nave. 

It is a futility to eumlgest tnat those usinL the arehive gequeat the 
missing evidenee of the supplying aaencise. First, it enould not ba 
required when the National Archives exiate. second, from my on ex-
perlenoe, sueh letters eo unanswered. Immediately after the attorney 
General imsued hie order of October 31, 1966, I asked fern the opeetro-
graphic; analysis of the bullet said to have been used 14 the nesansi-
nation, the fragments recovered from the Presidential lihousins anu 

the belies of the vietiee, she of traces from the windshield and from 

the curbstone that 13 now in your eustooy. Taira is outside any of 
the 

eleeptions permitted by the official guidelluus and Is on/ of the met 
funds me 	elements of evieeneo eoneidereU by the Commission.. It 

thus is both covered by tne Attorney Oenerel's ;cited order and should 
be provided to me. 
Therefore, amon,i, these things I have already requested and hot gotten, 

I herewith renew my request for this spectrographic analyeie. /t is 

easehtial to the work I am doing. If there is any provision of law 

or regulation by which it can be denied me, I would sppreeiete a copy 
of whetever is invoked. 

If you find any error in fact or flaw in logie in the foreeoiee, I 
presume you will ;3811 it to my attention. 

Sineerely yours, 

Herold Woisbere 


