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April 23, 1968

Dr. James B. Rhoads

Acting Arohivist of the United 8tates
National Archives and Resords Service
washington, P, C. 408

Dear Dr. Rhoads:
I wish I could regard your letter of April 17 as responsive.

On the simplest basle, "Copiles of records you have requested have been
mailed to you," it is untwsue. When I oan take the added tims, I will
g0 over my records and list what has not been sent. The Jask Ruby ad-
dress book comes to mind {mmediately. It has been quite some time sinse
I requested this, specifying which version, Exhibit 520L.

A8 80 often happens, here is another case where the integrity of the
government and the investigation of how that government came into power
are jeopardized, and here is a case where what I requested was not sent
me. From the time I first met you, I have not, until rescently, felt
that I had to cheok closely on your agency. I hate to feel now that
this 1s necessary. Bt this sort of thing, in various forms, has been
a fegular ogcurrence. - -

Can you seriously suggest that when the exeoutive sessions of the Com-
mission were top secrst I had any way of knowing whioch, if any, related
to the autopsy and which, if any, you were declassifying? The arrange-
ment of secret files is known to ths government, not to researchers.

It is not an explanation to sey that you diatinguish between secret
files on ths same subjeot, files of which I have no knowledge, when you
have an entirely arbitrary breakdown of those files. This should be
clear in the sentence you gquote from my letter of almost a year ago,
which I here emphasize:

I would elso like some assurance that, with the addition of these

two documents totaling four pngos. I now have thes entire autopsy,

whatever it was originally designated by the Commisslon.
Precisely because you have kept 2ll these things secret there is and

Was no other way for me to request 100 percent of everything relating
to the autopsy.

Your files ocontain a number of records of my requests for everything
on the autopsy and what relates to it. I am, for example, after two
years still waiting for the original notes of the autopsy, required to
be in your possession as pert of GD 371 and as part of Exhibit 397.
They may not be in your possession in any of the replicated files, du$
they most assuredly are required to be and they are, I tell you with
no {ens certainty, in the possession of the government.

b { files also sontain the written assurunee that when I request nn:

tzgial t;nt is temporarily restricted, beoause of the liztlt{g: :g:%

tain I will sutometically recelive what I mquest or nopif ;; hot
.4t has besome avallable. I have trusted this assurance &

' nagged you and your staff.

!
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Yot I now find, and not for the first tioe, that you heve violsted
your sssurance and your own procedures. In thls case, you have denied
- and I resmphesize, %g for the first tims - one who hes, by any
standards, engsged in long-standing and thorough scholarship ubhst e
was entitled to and given them to a writer of recent &nd unscholarly
interest ubat he then used as propegands, aa spology for tha govern-
ment and its suppresslons.

Obviocusly, I have no way of know the nature and sxtent of tiw in-
terest of others, dut I sericusly douds if snyone else has axpressed
to you snghing 1ike the interest in this that I have or has ordered
svery singls sorsp of peper on the subject, including countless coplea
oi'. tl:d same thing from each of the duplicating files in which each was
Pino . '

In this oconnsotion, there can be no such represssntation adout your
denisl of my prior rights with regard to the agreemeat betwesn the
Gensral Services Adminidtration, of which you are pert, and the Ken-
nedy femily. My last lettor on this is entirely unanswered.

In this cese, my long- sanding requeat was speoific and re jected. .
¥ith no sonditions cheanging, you thareupon 1trarily mede it avail-
able t0 & AV r writer the government knows is an apologlst ‘
it and, predictadly, he used it in exmotly this way. :

There is more relating to the sutopay file that I do not dburdsn you
with et this point, dut there is & prima facle case of someons clso -
still egsin, & goverament spologist - belng given what I was danied,
snd in adwance of relesso. :

In Knr next paragraph, the keoy words sre these: Mour staff ls too
smell”. How much emsller osn your assigned staff be end still be sny
kind of s staff st al)? Pirst the govemnment arranges en organized
chaos of almost inconceivable extent, then it assigne and contimues

to asaign an entirely inecdequate staff, and then it inslsts thet those
‘seeking to wake proper use of the f£iles have knosledge of bhoth govern-
ment secrets and its strange methods of filing and orgsnizing. Quite
obviously, this imposes impossible conditions on those seeking to have
acoess to what they are properly entitled %o acoess. In avent,
you can hardly hold me responsible for esither the chacs or Uudget,
whioh you, yourself, have responsidility fer. If your staffl iz too
small, as 1t 1=, that is your responsibllity end doing, not wine.

This adds up to & very unpleassnt thing: suppressicn. Without doubs,
you ¢an find a less disagressdle word, but I doubt a more appropricte
one

L ]

The rest of your letter is sbout an insxcusasble snarchy for whioh
your agency st assume somo degree of responsidblility. 81 specifio
order of the Attorney General, but, I belleve, not for reason
‘slone, everything considered by the Uomsiseion is required to be in
your custody snd savailable undsr the ususl conditions. It cen prop-
u-l{nbn sald that you mey heve no way of knowing what is required to
be gour custody snd fa not. It cannot properly be claimod that
once you know of this you have no responsibilides. In each amd every
case whare I have requested of you whet you say you do not heve, I
have specific knowledge of its exlatence, in every case I®h now re-
call, first-hand inowledge.

If the order of the Attorney Gensrel 1s to bs snything but the cheapest
kind of publioity stunt and nothing elae, there must be soms mesns of
getting into your custody what is so clearly required to be thers. It
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certalinly hs' ot the cbhligation of ingom outside of goverument to
socotplish this. It seoms to me S0 be your obligation at least to
attompt to effect this. Is there snycne elee with this responsibility?

‘1 report, it is not the responsibility of the researcher, who, in any
event, is entirely powarless. As I have slready informed your sgensy,
letters to the originating sgencles are without scknowledgrant. '

Let me bo speoific and cits your lstter.

The Mismi police did supply the Secret Service with a teps resording.
and & transofipt of s threat to kill the Preaident, made Hovewder 9,
1963. The Werren Report says that the Ssoret Service made s sSudy of
168 files of threats - for the pericd up to and inoluding Noveumber 8,
1963 - and for the "entire” (what 2 device!) Dalles-Fort Worth ares
(as though airplancs wers not yot invented). It must be oclesr to you
that I d1d not organize the government's files, and thet I do not
have ascoess to whet iz secret. If this 1s not included where the

- £1le olert indlsates 1t must be, where sm I to tell you to look or

to look wuyself?

Fr. Davis personslly told me he had been interviewed by the FBI and

that he had signed e statement for the FBI. Thus, I have specilic

knowledgs. If you do not have this file, you are reguired to. I

think you eould ssk the FBI for it. Remember, 1t is the Depariment

- of :gg’ ics that lsaued the order requirdng that sverything be in your
cun . .

Mr. Dpyle and the msn who was wih him are my sources on that motion

picture.

. ¥p. Dean 48 wy sourse on FBI interrogations of hilm about Loran Hall.
~ The interviewing egent was named, in two cazss, Repp or Repp.

¥1th regerd to the spsctrographie analysis, I have mede repented re-
quests for this. It was considored By the Comminsion, the testimony
shows it was to Le preserved as part of the file, in ite originsl
form, and in ny ggeaonce the PBI misinforwed your staff about this in
ssrly November 1966. This does hot mean the inadequete paraphresing
you refer to. It weans tho original snalysis, which is clearly cov-
orod by the teatimony I have proviously olfted to m{m staff and prede-
C8380Y. Yy by the raw sxorcise of power can s be denled me, I
have asked goveranent for 1t for two years. My regueat to Mr.
Boover, 1iko my other lettors to him, has bsen unsnswered. HNowever,
it is you and not Mr. Hoover who heads the Nationsl Archives. Prop-
orly, I beliave, I addreas you.

Again, I know without question that Deyahn Calixtas (alao known as
Dions Turner), Philip Gersce III and Raul ¥avas, also known as
Peszotl (approximmte), were interviewed. I imow whore, when snd h{
whom. Sush interviews are required to bs in your custody and avail-
‘able to wme except under certain stipulated conditions, none of whieh
properly apply in this cese. One - but not the only - interrogstion
i3 reported in Exhibit 3119,

This rslses an udditional point I have diacussed with Mr. Johnson.

He tolls ms that thers are nc memoranda by the Commission lswyer who
also interviewsd these pecple, one of whom boocame a witness, and that
there are no Lilsz of ths pre-interviews or projected guestions by
the staff lawjyers. _
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I do not doubt Mr. thnaon's uerd, but I mcat anauradly do deuht that

the Sommiaslon sould function in this menner. Witnesaes were inter-
viewed prior o testimony to prepars for that testimeny. Ths lowyers
ocould not possibly recsll sl)l the questions thay planned to ask tne
witnesaes, ncr could they rsmaﬁbar all the many things leerned from
ths numerous witnesses.

The lauyer in this cass wes bir. Jesley J. Liabelar, who undoubtedly
deposed more witnesses than sny other. Particularly becauss of the
extent of his work is it entirely inconceiveble that ha opsrated
without sny notss or wemoranda. Yet these, I am told, are 100 percent
non-sxistant,

From my own experience, 1 know governmasnt prastico. The needs cf the
Commission end 1ts cownsel sre quiea obvicus, end thase requlred notes
and memorsnds. In the case of ono lawyar, irlen Specter, snd the
‘selebrities whose testimony he took, the prepared lists of queations

. do exiat. In the case of tuwo of the sutopsy surgsons, his memorandum
of interview exlists In most other cssas, notes of some kind al one

. time had to heve exisuad. I they do not taéay, they heva been de-

- stroyed, removed or supprassed,

When the investizstion was of the wmurder of o ?reaiﬂanb ang of houw the
investigating gnvarnmen$ oame into power, nothing sould ve mors inap-
propriste,

I accapt wlthkappraclat&on your offer of the typescript of the testi-
mony of Fhllip Geraci III, totaling &5 pages. I wwild also sppreciate
that of Vanse Blalock, whizh 1s relaszed.

If my account 1s getting low, plesse nopify me sc I san koop a suf-
fisient sum on depo&it. '

It is because from our mesting in eerly 1566 I so clewrly recell your
sxcellent sxposition of the concepts of scholarship sud of the rights
of reseurchers snd of your responsliblilities thst I write you eo candidly.

If the things of which I complein wers unknown to you, you now know.
If the forsyuiag explanstion is in sny wey deficisnt, plcase let me
know what additionsl knouwledge or proof you reguire.

Eecauaa of ita subject, thls partioulsr archivae 1a liks nothing else
ia our hl*stary. It impcros onthe govermmant stenéarda higher than
those of Cassar's wife. Lven moras ia this the casg veosuso this are
chlvs ls requirsd to sontain the offiziel evidence on how the povernw
ment adminlstering it csme into dominion.

Baspecially becsuae I have alleged the involvemens of iths sxscutive
agencles in thes great tragedy do I think you hegr e sp&.ia; responsie
~ bility to me. If you deny me what I am properly entitisd Lo bwve,

~ there will always remain the Inference that it ls because of bhow I have
written or, worse, that it is in itself additiousl confirmation of what
I have written. #For gownment to retallate sgeinst & writer or re-
searohsr ia unpardonsbls. Moy 1% to deny him what he secks thet 1z
inconsistent with whét the government alleges is culpable, unless there
i: s§g§111c appileuble law or resgulstion. In this cass, no such things
obtain,
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In olosing, please pormit me She observation that what you has the
sffoot of denying those Americans llving in, say, Havail or alasks ac-
gess to the files on the wmuder of their Presidens. 1 ainaerely hope
this 1is not the intent of the government. If it is costly and burden-
s0ms for me to go to your off1ices and seok what I properly desoribe to
Jou, how much mors impossible ia 4t for those liring &t more distant
pointa?t . . ‘ ' ' S
.. S3incarely,

Harold Wolsberg

“\‘\
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