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loam Br. l6 Ss 
I Isiah I mea4 regard your letter of April 17 as respomeive. 

On the simplest basis, "Goyim of reeords you have vegeested have boom 

mailed to you.* it is entwues When I me take the added time, I will 

So oversly rewords and list what has not boom sent. the Jack Sid, ad-
dress best mores to mid immediately. It has boon quite sees time sinse 

I requested this, speeifying which version, inhibit 5204. 

As se often happens here is another sass where the labserity of the 

govereneat and the investigation of how that government easas into NNW 

are jeopardised, anal here is a ease Mere what I 	fled vas net een* 

ne. 'rest the tine I first met yea, I have net, until reesetly, telt 

that I had to oheek 'lonely en your
. 	hate Si fed mew that 

this is nommen. Dut this sort at 	 in various fermi  has boom 

a leenlar meurrenoe. 

Gm you seriously suggest that when the e
meutive sessions et the Ms. 

Mission were top secret I had any way of 
knowing whisk, if any, related 

Si the autopsy and which, if any, you wore deolassifyime The &restage-

mem, of meret files is known to the gover
nment, not te researchers. 

It is not an explanation to say that you distinguish between morel 
files on the same subject, files of which I have no knowledge, when you 

have an entirely arbitrary breakdown of t
hose files. This should be 

clear in the sentence you quote from my l
etter of almost a year age, 

Adak. I here suphasize: 

I would also like some assurance that, wi
th the addition of these 

Sue doeuments totaling four pages, I now h
ave  the entire autopsy, 

whatever it was originally designated by t
he Qom:Vision. 

Preeisely because you have kept all these things merit there is and 

was no other way for me to request 100 peroont of everything relating 

tic the autopsy. 

Tour files contain • number of records of my requests for everything 

en the autopsy and what relates to it. I 
am, for essanglo, after toe 

years still waiting for the original note
s of the autopsy, required is 

be in your possession as part of an 371 and as part of inhibit 397. 

They nay not be in your possession in any of the mplioate4 film, but 

they most assuredly are required to b
e and they are, I tell you with 

no less certainty, in the possession of the government. 

Your files also mullein the written **sur
mise that when I request ma-

terial that is temporarily restricted, bemuse of the lists you na

tain I will automat/daily receive what Isiqueet or no,ifloatr %t
ot 

it has become available. 
I have trusted this assur

ance and bars not 

nagged yen and your staff. 
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Yet I now find, and not for the first time, that you has. violated 
your assurence and your min proeedursa. In this use, you have denied 
- and I resophsolae, not for to o first time - one who has, by any 

e standards, ngaged Inrang-standing and thorough sahoIarsLip what ho 
was entitlo4 to and given them to a writer of recant and unscholarly 
interest whet ho then used as propaganda, *a apology for the govern-
ment and its suppressions. 

Obviously, I have no oay of knowing the nature and extent of too in-
terest of others, but I seriously doubt if anyone lase has expressed 
to you anAing like the interest in this that I have or has ordered 
every single sorap of paper on the aubjeot, including countless copies 
of thee same thing from each of the duplicating files in which esoh was 
platoad. 

In this connection, thore can be no such repreaentation about your 
denial of my prior rights with regard to the ogroment botween the 
3oners1 nervioos edainiAtration, of which you ars part, and the Ken-
nedy family. M/ last letter on this is ontircly unonavered. 

In this case, any long- As:adios request woo specific and rejected. 
With no oonditione changing, you thereupon arbitrorily mad* it avail-
able to a nowepepor writer the governmant knows is an apologist for 
it and, predictably, ho used it in exactly this way. 

There is more relatiag to 	autopsy file that I do not burden you 
with at this point, but there is a prima facio case of oomoone olse -
still again, a government apologist - Wang diver what I was daniod, 
and in advance of relsseo. 

In your next paragraph, the key words are =as*: '`our staff is too 
smell'. How much aaellcr can your assigned staff WI and ati,ll be any 
kind of a staff at all? First the govonnment arranges an organized 
chaos of almost inconceivable extent, than it assigns and continues 
to assign an entiroly inadequate staff, and than it insists that those 
seeking to make proper use of this files have knowledge of both govorn-
meat secrets and its strange methods of filing and organizing. 4uite 
obviously, this imposes impossible conditions on tae seeking to have 
aecess to what they are properly ontitlad to acceas. In any event, 
you can hardly hold me responsible for either the chaos or budget, 
which you, yourself, have responsibility for. If your staff is too 
small, as it is, that is your responsibility and doing, not muse. 

This adds up to a very unpleasant thing: suppression. 'o'itnout doubt, 
you can find a less disagreeable lord, but I doubt a more appropriate 
one. 

The rest of your letter is about as inexcusable anarcny for whi*h 
your agency must asaume some degree of responalbility. by specific 
order of the Attorney ()morel, but, I believe, not for this reason 
alone, everything considered by the Commission is required to be in 
your custody and available under the usual conditions. It can prop-
erty be said that you may have no way of knowing what is roquirod to 
be in jour custody and is not. It *enact properly Da claimed that 
once you know of thit you have no responsibilTies. In each and every 
oasis where I have requested of you what you say you do not have, I 
have specific knowledge of its existenae, in every case Icon now re-
call, first-hand knowledge. 

If the order of the Attorney General is to be anything but the cheapest 
kind of publicity stunt and nothing also, there mot be some means of 
getting into your custody what is so clearly required to be then. It 



Dr. Rhoads - 3 

oereololy is not the oblioption of anyone outside of oovernment to 
s000mpliah this. It seems to me to be your obligation at to at to 
attempt to effect this. Is there anyone else with thla responsibility? 
I repeat, it is not the rosponoibility of the researcher, who, in any 
avant, is entirely powerloss. As I have already lenformed your agency, 
letters to the originating agencies are without vcknowlsdgment, 
Lot me be speoifio and citm your letter. 

The Miami polio. did supply the secret Service with a tape rewording 
and a transoUpt of a threat to kill the Presidont, made November 1, 
1963. The Apron Report says that the secret eervice made r study of 
its files of threats - for tho period up to and inaluding November S, 
1963 - and for tits "entire (what a device!) Dallas-Fort Worth area 
(as though airplanes were not yet invented). It must be alisar to you 
that I did not organize the govornmett's files, ano that I do not 
have acooas to what it secret. If this is not included where the 
file chart todicates it must be, where am I to tell you to look or 
to look mysolf? 

Mr. Davis poraonally told as he had been intarviewed by the FBI and 
that be lad signed a statement for the FBI. Thus, I have specific 
knowledge. If you do not have this file, you are required to. I 
thick you could ask the FBI for it. Remember, it is the Department 
of Justice that issued the order requiring that evorytning oe I.= your 
custody. 

Mr. Ppyle and the man who was wth him are my sources on that motion 
picture. 

Mr. Doan is my souroo on FBI interr000tions of him about Loran Hall. 
The interviowing agent was named, in two asses, Rapp or Rapp. 
41th regard to the spectrographic analytis, I have made repeated re-
quests for this. It was considored by the Oemmisolon, the testAmony 
shows it was to be preserved as part of the file, in its original 
farm, and Lamy presence the PHI misinformed your staff shout this La 
early lievombor 1966. This does not mean the inadequate paraphresing 
you refer to. It ammom the original analysis, which is oloarle coo-
twee by the teetimony I heft previously cited to your staff end prede-
cessor. Only by the reit oxeroise of power can this be denied me. I 
novo asked the goverment for it for two years. my request to Mr. 
Hoover, like my other letters to him, has boon unanswered. However, 
it is you and not Mr. Hoover who heads the Rational Archives. frop-
erly, I believe, I address you. 

Again, I know without question that Doyle= Calittas (also known as 
Dims 'furrier), Philip Geraei III and Raul Navas, also known as 
Pessoti (approximate), were interviewed. I know where, when and by 
Ohm. :hush interviews ars required to be in your custody and avail-
obis to as except under certain stipulated conditions, none of which 
properly apply in this *see. Ona - but not the only - interrogation 
is reported in exhibit 3119. 

This raises an additional point I have discussod with Mr. Johnson. 
Be tells as that there are no memoranda by the Commission lawyer who 
also interviewed thesis people, one of whom b000mo a witness, and that 
there are no files of the pre-interviews or projected questions by 
the staff lawyers. 
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I do not doubt Mr. Johnson's word, but I moat assuredly do doubt that the Commissioo Gould function in this manner. sitoessos were inter-
viewed prior to toatimony to prepare for that testimony. The lovers 
Gould not possibly recall all the questions they planned to ask the 
witnesses, nor Gould they ram tuber all the many things learned from 
the numerous wituossos. 
rho lawyer 1.2 this case was Mr. wesley J. Liabeler, who undoubtedly 
4eposod more witnesses than any other. Particularly beeause of the 
extent of his work is it eotirely inconceivable tint he operated 
without Lim notes or momoranda. Yet these, sm told, are 100 percent 
non-esiitiit. 
From my own experience, I know sovernmant practice. The needs of the 
Commission and its counsel are quite obvious, and these required note. 
and memoranda. In the case of one lawyer, Arlen Specter, and the 
oelobritios oboe, testizony he took, the prepared lista of questions 
do oxist. In the case of two of the autopsy surgeona, his memorandum 
of interview .mists. In most other oases, notes of some kind at ono 
time had to have osistod. If they do not today, they have boon die-- 
strayed, removed or suppressed. 
When tne investigation was of the murder of a Prosideut and of how the 
investigating government came into power, comma amid be more Inap-
propriate. 

I accept with appreciation your offer of the typescript of the testi-
mony of Philip Gereci III, totaling 25 pages. I wculd also appreciate 
that of Vance Blalock. whit"' is related. 
If my acoount is gotting low, please nolify me so I oan heap a suf-natant sum on depoelt. 
It is because from our meeting in early 19ot I co clesrly recall your oaaellout .zposition of time concepts of scholarship and of the rights of redes-APCJIOPS Altus of your responsibilities that I writ, you so candidly. 
If tho things of which I complain were unknown to you, you now know. If the foregoing azplanation is in any way deficiont, please lot me know mat additional knowledge or proof you :squire. 
Because of its subject, this particular archive is like nothing else in our history. It imposes oaths government standards higher than those of Csossrls wits. goon more is this the oose because this ar-
chive is required to contain the official evidence on how the govern-ment administeriog it came into dominion. 
Ispecially boosueo I have alleged the Lovolsenent of the 'executive agencies in the great tragepay do I think you bear a special responsi-bility to me. it you deny me what I am properly entitled to have, 
there will always remain the inference that it is because of how I have 
written or, worse, that it is in itself additional eaufirmation of what I have writton. For goornment to retaliate against a writer or re-
&strobe? is unpardonable. For it to deny hie shat he seeks that Is 
inconsistent with what the 40VeraMIOnt alleges is culprablo, unlos3 there 
it specific applicable law or regulation. in this Osime, no such things obtain. 
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In Glazing, please permit as the observation that what you say has the 
*Moot of denying the Americans living in, say, SAWal or Sleeks sc-
owls to the tiles on the murder of their President. I sincerely hoPe 
this is not the intent of the government, If it is ctoatly and burden-
some for no to go to your °Mese and seek whet I properly describe to 
you, hew much more Impossible is it :or theze living at more distant 
points 

SinLarely, 

Aarold '4A2isZ)erg 

OU OW! eaven. %eon WE arm eg 
•uoeuttor gam qua pesenes/p SAM / 4trod youomppe ov fes/12.1 1111411, 

- speotm • 


