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Dr. Jemes “boeds
Arehivist of tne United States
‘sehington, D.C.

Deer Dr. Rhosds,

I heve deliberstely delesyed replying to your letter of Mey 16,
1989 - which recuired but four dsmys tc trevel BO miles - to provide emple
time for receipt of the promised response to my 1 tter of April 7, wve
m¥hs ego, 8lmost. Predictsbly, it hse not resched me.

It ie now, I belisve, beyond gquestior that She Archiwes under ycur sdmind -
stration has dedicoted itsslf tc the utwost interference with proper use

of and sccess to those files under its cere ss they relete to the murder

of the "resident snd its officis) investigetion. If this 12 not being

done st your order, it ie being done in your neme, witk your sssent, for the
secasions on whioh I have called this tc your sttention sre mumercus, The
deleys beyond reseon or justificstion sre uaverving. This has the effect end,
1 sm sstisfied, the intent of interfaring with izcuiry into the fel sshood
ordaiged es truth by the gcwrmmert of ¥hich you sre part and ~hose policy
you ipplément by your sdminietretion.

The record you thus =eke is perhape best, for 1% certalnly
111uminstee the conduct snd funetioning of govermment, ths cherscter of
the "investigstion”, ss nothin elee possibly eould. The reecrd you moke is
slso bne by whieh you will be remembrrsd. To the &gree I esn, 1 will
sssupe $his. If 1t becomes ppssBble, I will do this in eourt, for it ismy
desires to test =11 of this under the 2vsilsble law,

Nothiug better illuetretes the deliberetensss of your interference
in my sork then your lestter of iay 16. Everythirg in it ia months old.
Those few things you semt me are sll duplicetes of whet you kad sarlier sest,
in respomse to the seme requests, woms at leact s helf er old end, I
bslieve, 211 dating tc last yeer or sarly $his your. Page 13 of Commission
Cocument 301 is in response to uy reguest of last Kévember, esrlier filled.

As I have esrlier remindsc you, there remain unanswered reguestis.
I will not permis you %o Wsste moxe of my time by looking them up. 1 accept
the alternetive, your deliberste and intended i:terferemee in my work ead the
investigation of the murder of the Freglident sad its investigation by the
gow roment whose sgeat you are. You sssured me menths ago thst you md then
ked s check mede &nd thers wers none Dok responded to. I =e-ured you this w2
a0t the case. Now, inkigampxymmxyr Mey, you pretend response. It i1a = fri-
volity unworthy of govermment, your function and responsidility end the aubject
natter. One that ccomes imnzedietely to mind is ny repeated recuest for s copy
of that page of the Nsweld Merine menusl garlos Bringuier snnotsted. On seversl
secasions 1 gave your ataff the exact page. fnéd ons occasion they trnli me

tray cculd not Tind 1t. Thi= camnct be the omse,



Eot having your premised rply to my letter of foril 7, which I
believe hes to do with my ini+iael Tegquest of mor- then four monthe ago, I
de not know what JOUr response ie or +i1) be, However, based on- the record
Jou have convenlently made a»- clesn I thinik 1t not unreasonsble to antigie
pete a denial. Therefore, I si You %o send me the Pepers and emy Hecsesary
instruotions for asicdng for this undesr the “"Fresdom o7 Infrmetion” Aet. I
want to be in @ Troper position %o oarrybthis through, snd to exhaust all
the aduinictrative ros=2ibili tiew.

You write, ™The two roges bearing 'motes actually made in the
Foom 1o whieh the examinetion Was feking plsce’ that are mentioned in Dr.

esnno
the case, unless Dy, Bumes perjured himself. He testified to his notes,
made in the sutopey roam by "myself”, during the sulopsy. These are not his,
Cne is by Dr, Boswell, the othsr by Dr. Finek, I is not only resscnsble to
8ssumne that Dr. Hymes could not Bake sn sutdpesy ¥ithout notes, it is also his
s¥orn teetimony. The files yo: have made availadle to me @ntain no suek
aotes. You do hawe ths recelpts for thoss very notes, from the auto:sy bench
to the Commiasion, It You do wot have them in your films, you canm obiain
duplicates from the Seoret Bervice, whigh ai4d have them end rrovided eme of
the receipts you do heve, I think you are obliged %o, I 4o request 1t,

You ask for o €23y of the Allen<Seott sojumn refarrinz t, the
Gaclameiflcation of doc wments ralating to the intereeption of Oswsld's mail,
The clesrest 0py I can meie i é2closed. The peragraph under "L tter Ip.
tercepted' reeds: "Ag FEI Teport on flle 1n tiue Hatisna) Archiws, wieh has
been recently doalus.lﬂed. notes that the agency atarted its invstign-
tion lamedictely on intercepting Dawald's lotter after it was msi led
Yovember 12 {n Irving, Rex,”

The copy 1 heve sppessred in the Shreveport, La. "Times"” November
20, 1967, Federak origin of t.e iaforzetion iz tWs column ssems probable,

Other parts sra realevsnt also.

On ths subjeet of deeluelﬂmtion. 3t your suigrestion I wrote
Attorney Gemerral Clark lest year ebout thope withheld docurenta ip the
Cavid Ter:ie file that couls net groperly be withheld, one of wnieh is in
my possession =nd olesrly estebliehes this, Under date of November 7, 1988,
Agsigtant Attorney Genersl Vicson wrote T8y "...2F pericdic review 1s now
lmy enphssis) being eorluetsd, . Mo exrect this roview ¥il1 be completsd in
5 short time," Therefcre, I nsk What wes dsclasel fiwd end 17 nothin:- was, o
~ietemert to that effect, 8 record

If you dc not maintein » 1i=tPof what wes restricted mng t Len
¢ 'mnas avalleble, you ame severely restriecting Tesesarch, for the volume of
iul 1e, ®8 you note, extensive, snd 1t 1 o rhysical impoe=iblifty to
© & seme flles s.:in, Alsc, the bitliogrerhy indicstrs rhmt 4-
il becomes & deception. I weuld i1l to think thet when = Precslont
ted, the govermme t does mot feel inpellad % pineh pernies, %o thus
© 7ith ineuiry inte 1t. In the vest when I hove d leged this srchive
taftfed, the Archives assured me” thie wes not the emse, If it g
“8re shoul? bhe = liat of what wae withheld snd 1a then made svyaile
© 1 weleome you rencwed Besurence thet you are keeping e list ~+
nsked for, I note that after a yeer I am still without explenstion
nf vear own regulstions with regsrd to precisely tnis snd =s it
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