'ucgn 26, 1970

. James Be Moads

Arehivist of She United States
Natiengl irehives and Reserds Servies
Wahiagten, 5. ¢. 20000

The Sure of the base of OB 399, taben
Suplisation of the ene Jou Mnd sapd

With & rether satemsive sosummlation of svesses, wrinidies, ¢
muum?u.hu‘:mmcw ' .:T
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IS deoesn, of eouree m.cuct of
utdoo;uuthﬂ--hw write & 1o _
Therefere, 1% is weed Vo addvwess X bave o wite sush leag letters.

Aeesssary e
uu-unmwamn-m-mummua ,
president and She offie umuzun of L8, such is 0he Sender
fesling vith which the purity of epehive i3

g::iu-luw!um;:bmaun“h -
requires everything oustedy
evailable. Eere is s true refleetion of sa off polisy thet meth~
ing be suppresacd. 3Bust to the peint thas i» .nt.pohm. the nsed
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for writing letters!} I% sequired chout & hmdved days for you %o
Sanever” uy firet requests for WAls "memsrendwm of wamsfer®,. Swurely,
uduaotm-.uuau-tnihhwcunuourum
the law, if that 1is whed 44 rhr ) uo'an.' Gould it
have Saken Shem 100 days -Se s is a "private paper”,
ulish 4% is mot?

mxnnﬁ-mmwmun«uumnu'mm-
qn&utmmwmwmmm :

b.thn.hmpdhhtnﬁna“ﬂdﬂom‘.m
whe gausgs weste of time, for whewt " o

r»:mum.ob'mwamuummuusﬁ

3.  There you yepeat the fols sbeus “private s To¥ '

oonu—n.w-mnmm-um- n.l-m. :
L

-on.muo-.»hum-wh»mm. ey 2 0 deserip-
sion and identifisetion of the Suwe other papers?) Where you refer %o
uum'mu-ummmmutm!.umumm.
Vunotﬁnmvoﬂdcmhhn“nﬂmﬁ“ﬂ.
Pus whst is of urtuaou.mum ss, sinee your letler
seoms S0 be des for %he mking of otnou‘p-m
umnmm.unnmmw-utanm
untma.motﬁb-mduh for you %o previde
with & eopy e That was in and your lotser is dated
more Shen 2 Malf-year laber.

] csuse your staff te waste time in letSer-writing? VWith this veeerd?
4
I8 45 8 Jyoar and & Malf » iaferesd me, fase-te-f200, Wal Jou
Mnd erdered a study made —.ﬁ:am)u-uu-uw
had been responded So. Than sad .RM{- had
net beea. ¥ith the cheracter of the mierial of imteves and :
question being ene of suppreasion (the poouio-sehelarly “withheld”
thnnnmtnuutu.nwhn.ht-w of oenn, in-
nlm‘vhhtm“wﬂ’m;‘im.n“ sion of how
you "lecked" a sopy of S8A~
whose ignsrance of the mterisl you sould depe whese syeo-~
phantis predispositien was & safe ssswmptien, after Selling we 1% ws
impossible for this centrast %o bo used in other them & “sensstiomsl
or wndigaified wammesr” and thea dslayed sending s & escpy watil after
his stery, so n?-hi te offieia) desires, appeared ia prins, In»
1t that you samne$ axplain this Svensparéns propegands sstivisy - and
net the ealy one, &% Shat? ,

Now many letters 414 I write in She futilisy of seeking sn explama-
sion? I can waderstand thatd a‘.&tw sueh letters wnsongenisl,
put I asikted neisher you nas .mm‘mnukoth-n-
aponsibilities you hold or %o viclate She regulatieas wunder which you
are supposed to dis shoeu. 1% sheuld be obviocus, svea to yeu,
thet She abuse here, and real waste of time, is by poy and of We.

Your noxt parsgreph 1is {n answer %0 an imquiry By we to put me in a
mition. as Congress intended and erdered, %o use the "Freecdomu of
ormation Act" (how appropriste thss yeu, $e0, use quotesl). The
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slear purpose of Shis law and {8s language requires reescmabls apeed
in response. Did you 0311 with this? Yot 1f I depars frem the -
regulstions, weuld you ask & sourt %o threw ocus suis? Refe
again, uhe is respemsidle for the weste of whose Sime And the do-
nial of whese rights wnder the iaw? :

latmoduhhv“hnloiuoltw.“mm“v.t |

Mave seught paper available on Pervie g m! ggﬁ aﬂz
you here oxistense of somn . 0
Jou saf elscubere, was 18 pecsidle for me ve of them by

- Tusing search yosm, for this knouledge seomes frem materisls

you
have & refused 90 1ot ws emsnine. I ashed Jeare « Belew
the wid of 3, you retura %e this; te repess 2

file shat ave withield under the guidalines .,." Rwbbishi I wemt
“m,umnhd.-dtmﬁdnmhtthﬂhm:::ﬂ.
For even these pages allegedly withheld wnder the guidelines,

and

was net ome of an."mnu’oml.‘
the remswal, -ﬂ: were, as I then, immedistely, ““:m
oo or twe items enly, and s separete folder, Ldensif as of f£ils

” as I now resall, wes oither supty or slese %o 1. Ny leSter minse
11 of Shis eleer. Tou did mot refuie 13 ov iavite ms Bsk in bo so

I am net respend paragreaph Paregre) ®
sase, there utl::‘tﬁl quate and ng By letbters i3,
. course, 0 wheonfertadle you, se .

Envwever, the mﬂmﬁumamn&a fine semple of
federsl somsntiss, o
assessimmtion and federeal m%(us vestricted %o letters) em 1%,
1 mete the intrusion of an warealisy, she werd "mmmerical®. We will
cponied bor Boving aPPealot aeian pour et it it beom re-
0. v a your s ap-
mhi completely without sespenss, I have ne meed ta duplisete the
eRPperisnee.

The Perrie ssse already oived 1o %o respond to your Shird pare-
Sraph on page 2. PFirst you gut the (and, altheough I shall nos
now go into 1%, deliberetely misfile); you held we respomeible for net
uvu’ Jou informstion you make it impessible for me %6 have; and thea,
uhen 1 ask, you Sell me wbat is nos se, that She doeuments are svail-
able. Making s gutted file aveilable %o ms is %e give ms mething but
Shs need to wriste yJou further.
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The last parvagreph 2lseo effers wes nothing. Bus, ltlu-xu soom imtent
wpon mking ¢ yeeserd, 1% would have been ales 1if you s
ur phetogrepher “thinks thet 8x10 priste weuld mets be satisfas .
1% de besause these are net “plmphnup

nthnumlﬂﬂ:-ﬂh et £11s and ea the eatire swd-
st that 4is & morml and 1is susesptidle of erdinary en-
» save for thess sondision foreed te maks, She

oass you refuse, in departure from your owm pree and the law,
sopy Lor we?

::r)bumuth-tm”mm‘tm.r '

ve to sa sessassingbed Ppresident and aa exsellent yeflestion of ¥he
offisfal atsitude Soward that erime and the srehive. Yem éo Bot
sertain files., You kngw how $0 yeplase themn. TYou simply »efuse
do shia. How great & "task" is Shis? Dees 1% »e sere then
1ifsing of a telephene? Is 18, indeed, the "task” that you sham?
% thats laborieus? And is Wais your ova charasterisation of yowr
-and efficisl consevn fer this arehive, on this subjeet? If are
net 80 do this, whe is? If met Se you, te whem, then, dees ROV~
Sive evder relate? As T have earlisr asked, if this is net

:
3
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:
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cation of thet you ecarlisr teck for ms expla nothing, even if 18
is * 8" you feel amd “errer” that this was. 3¢ thaS we coa ave
a unuuuh-nyuunhhuum-r--kh‘mhlﬂqh
mulumum‘:r:u.-:musmm.ucummwa
s purpeses, you net reserd igh Shis "erver” was discevered
and 18 tesk fer umm-awuompu-
Sure S Just a fou s age, as the mis sesder of your

leSter might assume or, whal is mewe in peins, wmighs ¥y it

a well
-zt isien, how cavefully you do Shat with whish a
srusted. You invells the need fer preserving these m
disguise feor lxr-um Shen, yot you cannet do o
keeping thea filed? Is ihhhum‘rnom"

heore asknewledge thes, in Descuber 1969, you 4i¢ have this

nesessary elestrostatis eepy of ke pilsture ;: tosk for me )she nega-
Sive was slesrly marked as bosn made

had a print in the file). Now 4 lt“hWh
servect this "regrested”, as you deseride 18, "er
And what kind of researsh do you make pessidle with shis kiad of files-

keeping? What geod does it do s careful ressareher %o Wse your searolh
yoom when you provide him with incompiete and nisrepresented files?
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You say that "the musrandwum of Jamuwary 1§, 1964, had been remsved
frem the file of wmeoworanda oonnul‘ staff meetings and eonferenses
before your examimation of the file." I nete there was ne resord of
this in the file, uben your prestics is to insert a slip-sheets, and

I sodld noS have besn aware of the sxistence of move sush dosumenss
uwithout having seen theu. PThis weuld mot B the first eass where
something vas denied we after I saw is, either. I ask you new if,
$o 2 knouledge of your staff, this is a eomplete file, if sll sush
recerds are Dow in 1§ oF sseounted for in i, And I 2ls0 ask you uhat
you do net ssy, 1% was removed. The subject is ene on whleh thepe
is federel semsitivisy, Oswald's federel sommsetions. This is

sub ject o withheld wlder oxlisting regulatiemm. Why, I repeat,
was 1% remsved? And She £1ils is not mew semplete, why Lis it oui
now semplete? HNere I also mete that your agens vided Shls hetise-
keoeping servise te the Oemmission, s0 you shoul ve all the regui-
site knowledgse. : - :

I have earliier slluded % your greas deaire fer "tdmu 10 ekher
resesrshers”, the coupessionate econsern so nNobly expressed oh pags k.

As I have reported your o ssien of this lo sentimens in giviag
what you have me, I alse use
[ a%e po re¢ord the somsidereadle Srewble So vhlish

:up sall %o the atteation of coupstitors wint ny work alems
s preduced. If this is met elear you, persemally, uithsut fup-
Sher explsnasion, Shere sre these in sgeusy vhe ssn esplsia i
to you. There is alss the prespect S, in tine, 1% may Deseme
slesr te you by other mesanma.

Nad you édischarged, or even intended %o dischargs, the Siene
{:- voluntarily sssumed in aceepiing yeowr offise, Meither the

Ster of August 19 mer Shie e weuld bave beon .
Whaere that letter is et felse, 18 12 de ve. Whare it does ned
opouly misrepresens, 1% is ecarefully eal teod to sccoupliah this
purpese, And L% is sentrived %0 inmposs upon ethers uko mighs as
sous time read 1%, Veuld 1% be wroag te antisipete that yeu might
regard ¢ federel judgs as one swch persent :

8o that you may e in the easme pesitioen s I an te evaluate the
fedorel word ss X maas, X , %0 examime my oeorrespondencs
with the tmens of Justiee relas 50 what was uithheld freom mwe
eonserning James Earl Ray. A ian of the earlier mtc:ﬂh
sttached $o Oivil Astsien Ne. ~70, in Pederel Distriss ia
Weshingten. In that ecase, yeu will aslso fiad s swmary juignatih ea~
m-uﬂum If you read the ensire fils of Shis corres

you will find t Shere is me single truthful leSter sdivessed So
me ~ not & single ene -~ aside from the quite proper {ea thad
were ignored. The existemse of Sho file thet She Justice Departmeat
originated was denied. DPessecssien of the copy 18 had sonfisented

was denied. I wea also assured this file was required $o be denied
we under the pravisioms of 5 U,3.C. 552, anether deliberete falscheod.
And onoe I filed suis, shere was no single ons of the papers the De-
partmont filed in sourt that wes not false srd knewn Se false, the
last ocne of which [ have a eopy being, im addision, perjurisus.

o«




b,

Rhoeds - 6 ,
This is nos the only sase of federsl perjlury oan thls nbjut,_v_
Nor i3 the reserd of the serrespendense yeu have addressed $c me

imsonsistents uith this eited recerd. I san only hepe S, at sems -
point, 1% charester will shange. ' :

: 'uumly.
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