. bear Jr, Ehoads,

 my lotter of ngust P, 1972, .

Soute 8, Frederick, id. 21701 Lo
10/‘2{72 - . :

. ' 1

Thia 12 in reaponsc to your lotter dated October 3, whﬂ.ehupithiareﬂy_%

Ihadbpodthua:mm%nwtwtmtmmmaramﬁﬁ.um.
self~naxving and incomplete letters clearly inteuded for theuaking of a false rooord and
requiring ol we long snd detailed renpunses to prevent she paking of & corrupted recoxd.
Apperently you asxi those who dreft your letters iutend $0 coutinus a policy of poditicel :
coantrol over public information then to be selectively relsssed for propagandistic rather s
than schelarly purposes. Thia is the policy an stmdant record shows to be the reldity.

It has bebn pasued with such intensity et the deliderste decsiving of the foderwl ecurts
has besn an intendsd and awcomplish purpose, i

48 you realise, I must sppeal tiis friwelisy. You also kmow that prior to answering
me such latters are routed through the office of G3a ghneral counsel, as socidents uy
youxr staff bave disclused to aw. ind you must kuow thas Sn tims thess matters will coue to i
the deske of Kr. Vawter and Xr. Johnsceu. dr. Vawter tas diseloeed to me abwolusely no !
mammm,ww,m,uummmmmwotm )
in Qi end Arciives who write sush decaptions, that wbigh is deiore mmummﬂmﬁ
dacislons masigned to his but for wideh he is not adequabely prepered, s situation that™ N
I balieve in itwelf eetabliahge intest €0 frustrate the workings of W luwe &r. Vawter ‘
has actuslly bGeggnd me to clutker the courts with umecessary Lawetdts rathor than hsve
mmmwmhwwmﬁmwmm.umm
in coutempt Tur the law, your regulations and what by mow iz a ratber ispreseive msber
of court ducdsions and rulings dy other agmciwe, porhaps sn apyeal to you ou bahalf of
poor Ay, Vawter mey insplre you to mere fidelity to feot and oouplete fuot than your
letter oan possibly indicats to him or kr. “chnson, who is supposed to review iy, Vawter's
dsclsions sutomailoslly, whother or not he does,

if you do not, you will leave me Do altervstive but to Zeke tids record myself. I am
mtmtahhﬁumlhmﬂhmwwumwdﬁm

PSS

Therefure, I ask that you rewrite your letter ant make it an honest reflsction of my
requasta for tids so-galled sesorsndus of Sranafer and your responses, wdtten and verbal
(you may remewber discussin this with me in Juige Hallock's oourt, as ¥r. Yolmsca also
did after the Jearet Servicu, the agwnoy of paremount intereet, relemsed it to me). All of
the requests abdi all the reepongss should be get forth. I resliss this pute you in the
position of repremting yoursal? as not responding, responding with a mmber of varying 1
Fensehs ss the expedienciss of tho mosent ssemed to wotivate, weglm:iﬂwtm.gu
in the alleged reascns, But that is the record you sede axi I oma $ pumit any dishonest
single lettar to wips all of that cut. Hor mhould by, Vawter and 4y, vYolmson be duied this
informmation, noy, shouls 1% becoms necossery, & federal judge.

I-would asic-you in that mew lotter % #et forth the number of diffurwst coples of s

i b ARG kL L i s

meuo of trunsfer in quastion, when it ceme into the possession of the Arehiwes in sach cane

and how and for what purposes, the Uees slredy nede and pesmitted %0 be made of it Wy the
overmant (for a mmder of federal sourt decisions msir ihis alone quite relewent) with
the nanes of all thoss who bave been grented accews to 1% ani Wi ave sol governmsnt eploywes

but in sotuality are literary cempetitors of mine, togouther with m eopy of the covering

letter with witioh the Secret Servies cejy was glven to you for dalivery to me. I think

under the virousstances and with the precedsnt you huve alresdy esbablished by giving me
such covering lettere, you should wlse provide me wish a gopy. Togesher vith this, I belisve

T the Uffice of General Couneel should jwovide legal authority for s yeleased roosiys for the
- transfer of goversment property to bs olassified as a personal medioal recomi, ind I do
' belisve there mhould be attached if not coples, then apsropriate and complets excerpta from
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sontroliing decisions which say that onoe agy use is nads of reoords that alght otherwise
be exampt undor the law the etexptions have boen waived by the govermment and much records

_ Your latter rofurs to the “desire” of rr. Burke Harshall. Congres: bas uade that
irrelevent, as has governoent use. Dut sings you invoke this wllaged perscnel denire,
which in ny view ommot properly control acosse to public information or govurmment records,
I think you shoulc make full ani couplete relerence to what fr. harshall has written, le
. vas written uv letters of which you have coples saying he laaves all such things up to you.
SRS A g, thi® meno of toansfer is apecifically excluded frow the UBa-~fasmily coutrect, which
was putored into more than & year after the first copy of thu wewo of transfor was placed
in the Arend A% i not & whia by Kr. sawshall but & fact that the decret
Sarvice oogy of this nelifi%va./plased in the avohives usder tids contrect, the deceptive
inport pf your socond paregrppbls wae givan Jo you to be given %o we, pursusnt to a confer-
ance I had with the proper exuqubiven of the Lecret Service, and your &y, Farion Yehnsen '
personally coutirmed to me that you had intercepted 1t with thi intunt of frastreting ny '
accens %0 Lt, Yow I think » full record requires inclusion of all these things end the 4
autbority for them, including your own regulations that wake socess to public information ;
sudjoct to your whim or that of any other, subject %0 the deaires of thoss et usgents of =
the govermmont, and on any kind of salective besis. lou have already permitted & mmber of B
people to writs in the public gress about $his reccad, yot you presume to have lagal i
sanotion for prevaneting me to write about 1t what I wank to writs, not what you want o
t0 be written, The recort should include its use in an official governsent roport that vuss
then fntroduded into evidence in a oours a _ i

You should further correct your secoud parugrieh, whick statas felsely that you have :
not peraitied "puklioc inspection”. At lesat five snd I thdak morw members of the general i
public have besn permittes tids "inspeciion”. Here I tiok both lir, Vawter sac I are eutlitled "
to a citation of whe euthority that permits you to permit i, /arsball to coutrel the ;
Seeret Service copy of this memo of tranafesawx under sy couditlons wnd expresely sftsr
8050 hove Deah Zranied aovess. ,

I think alao that we arv both satitied o the legal autbority for your third pare- 4
Mm&vmm&.hrww«mrmmwmrwmtm
1o ikpose any restriotionp upon thom, and $0 in any way restrict, circumwent or frustrate
the decision o ths agengy of persmount interest, the aignatory agency, which informed e
ofitoially that it wao making this zemo of tranafer availsble to ue. I yemind you that &t
is pgg a record of the Warren Comeisoion mnd did not widst at the time the Comsdssion's
life snded. I repeat that 1% was specifioally exampt froa the contruct.

Pretty auch the sams is trus of ihe Seeret Hervice record of the ruin &f il luined :
£ils is not and cennot be a nedical or & persatsl recard, it wes and never stopped belng
WtW:WMﬁ%&*MMMMWW,WW&%&M&
stother who han published alout 1%, quoting i%, and the Attorney Usnoral's owa interpro-
sation of the law coul: sot be more explicit in saying shet whel the government may find
swbarressing Bey not for that reeson be withhold,
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” 1y,

lavold Weisberg -




