Route 7
Prederick, Md. 21701

. ‘ | Ootober 18, 1967
- Dre. 'Ob.’t K. ml‘ 7 ‘

~ Archivist of the United States

¥ational Archives and Records Service

ilnahtngtﬁqu, D. G. 20408

Dear Dr. Badmert

In responss to your letter of Ocbober 13, I respectfully repeat that
the desoription of the material belatedly supplied by the Secret Ser-

..vice 1is not complete.. It does not sonsist of "the originals of the
_ papers relating to the autops hsiﬂonﬁ Kennedy that somprise

. Gommission 1t 397" and it does not inolude what the Attorney .
... QGensralls order of October 31, 1966, requires to have been deposited
_ with you and be available for resesrh amd study. . . .

There is no doubt that Exhibit 397 includes the sutopsy notes. Shook-
ing as it is to have to argus that the basis of the autopsy of s mur-
dersd President is in the evidence of that investigation, formslly and
officially, this is the case. The proof is in WHITEWASH (p.183), wniech
cites 2H373. There is, therefore, no doubt that thase wers "considsred
by ths Commission”, the Attorney General's ssandard. They ars sup-
presasd. Suppression cannot be attributed to the Secret Service alone,
for during his testimomy Dr. Bimes identified what he held in his hands
as "coples” of his notes., The Commission had them,

- That the Seoret 3ervice eleocted to supply you, a year toc lats, in be-

lated eompliance with ths Attorney General's order, with only that part
~ of “the originals of the papers relating to ths autopay" not suppressed
,by?; c_otziuion makes it party to that suppression. Thiks cannot be -
fKcsiaan - B T ) 5 . : '

To make it olear, because you resort to the phrasing, "The orighnal
papers we recsived from the Secret Service do not include any papers
tiat are not shown in"EBxhibit 397, I reiterate two thinga: .

Whether or not shown, these notes are part of Exhibit 397 and, on
this basis alone, required to be in your custody and available;

They wers "considered by the Commission" and on this additional
basis are required to be inyyowr possesaion and svailable,

It is only by & willful act that these quintessential notes were im-
properly removed from the exhibit when it was printed. It can be only
& willful declision that removed these same notes from every version of
Pile 371, which is identical with Bxhibit 397. It can only be a will-
ful sct of government, involving more than one person, that has seen

to it that there i3 not a single copy of these vital notes in any of
the many places where thay are required to be, ‘ -

This is a wrongful act. Lawyers have an unpleasant desoription of two
or more people doing a wrongful thing. It is "conspiracy". There ia

no reason for me to believe that your agency is in anz way party to
this., There likewise 1s no doubt sbout the fact of it.



Dr. Bahmer - 2

How sickening it is that the entire basis of the autopsy of a murdered
President is deliberately and illeggally suppressed by the government,
- particularly when it is by the government that came into power because

of that murder. How can this not sponsor rumors, inspire Macbethian
apprehsnsions? s : .

Exaotly the same thing is true of ths autopsy suthorization. I have
4t on competent medical authority that sutbpsy authorizations are at-
tached to them. Autopsies sre medico-jegal doouments.,  Their walidity
- and propriety must be certified. Authorizations ars part of authpsy
reports. In this case, by a consdious act or acks, the copies of this
authorization were removed from every set of File 371, every set of
Exhibit 397. The Naval Medical Genter delivered shis authorisation
with all the other papers of the autopsy. Reseipt for it is certified

by the ‘aoorob Service, as part of the autopsy evidence.

- It accomplishes little other than to prove that you are not sosponsi-

- ble fer these unpar@onabdle andun{mtu‘ubl_oa; suppressions (I do not for
. one minute believe you awe) to tell me that I "may compare the original
- papers with the copies furnished” me, unless the insent waz to leave a

. deceptive record.

. May I polat out that the use of the words "an suthorization for the
“autopsy" 1s also less than precise? They suggest there snight have been

no such autborisation. ' There was. It was signed by the then Attorney
Osneral. ' : )

The chaos the government has. guaranteed by its mishandling of this en-
tire inveatigation and the insdequate provisions it has mede for exami-
nation of incomplete files gives me no alternative to addressing you,
other than silence. About a matter of the gravity of this one, as
orucial to the nationgl honor and integrity, I cannot be silent.

Everything demands that I establish as scourate a record ss I can.

I renew my requests for access %o both the autopsy notes and this
-authorization and for coples of bdoth. R ST

smoroly Yours,

Herold Welsberg



