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Mr. Zama 1. Maeda 
Arehiart of the United States 
The National Archives 
Tankinggton,D.O.A0406 

Deer Mt. Shoed*, 

I have just revolved your two letters rated October 31, describing 

thenselVes as "regime' to my letters of April 7, key SY, Aar 14, August 

and September S, 

These letters are consistent in their antemetie rejratiess of up 
requests for stet! properly seek as they ere in their sob:Unity, Ala I 
address below. Vita regard to your ',Peale**, I request that you forward 

oil of these through Prelmir ohesne s sa n,  el/Polo sa this Um vomits sa s 
prelude to fmrther recourse. Were I. refer to all the proper rimiest* you 
hove refused, not just these itemised in the letters. 

With Patera to:the ramoreddmajaf,transfer, you *pin, deliberately, 
ovate the poiet 114441, I SW *et now asking fors espy of that particaler 

document you shoes to interpret as "not the property of the 6hited States." 

Medi sprains reqeset for that espy provided you under directive by the 

OPerst Service, enteritis without say reasonable doubt the property of the 
anited States ad sonnet be denied on this beefs. Aare i note the selectits 

interpretation by the government of which of its records eve.the property of 
the teenedy family. *here it has suited federal purposes, these draements 
are freely available and pmblishod. Where it le or may be embarrassing to Ihe 

goverment, it cheese to pretend they ore private property. Tryon rotes* to 
give me o espy of the Seems', Beryl** copy of this mmoreldne of transfer, which 
is in your custody and by executive order, among other things, should ho 

available to me, I ask that ye* 'atm the denial spesifie, with emerasive 

reforms* to this pertienler sepy, en that, es with all ether rejections, you 

automatically forward the requisite information stay *pima. for the benefit of 
those who may consider it, 1  nottthat the trailers, covers the improper sad illegal 

transfer of property of the United Stets', for mhieh it would swan the goternmeet 
requires its own radiate that sonnet be privets prearbr. IT there  lowly 10 
or regelstion permitting this kind of disposition of ravernment property, 1 would 
also appreciate a copy of it. 

I have in the pest end A herewith reamer ree**** few certain  other 
*pearled inforeetion with regard is the pictures and A..tsys of the entepay. I 
find it impossible to endsretes,d hew records readied for any lapel proceeding 
is which they were to be used - and with a capitol *rime involved, wadi proceeding* 

certainly had to be eaticipeted - a chain of pea/maim wen be defined as you 
with utmost impropriety de, as tending "to encourage the morbid curiosity senoras- 

/::f This applies no  less to explorations of hew film was ruined, how X-Nopo  were 
med, hew tbey disappear entirely from the °Metal secountines of them, et 

other things of this sort. If you further really do believe that the letter *gree- 

nest had the purpose and intention of preventing the public availability of this 
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material, you are ttIlIng ma there add a conspiracy between the governwnt 
and the Kennedy family or the representative of the estate. Perhaps you 
can speak in this matter for the government, astounding as this confession 
is, but when you undertfha to speak for the Kennedy temily or qtr. Marshall 
in such a sense, I ask that your inform him of tha exchange also. 

I wish there were some sensible connection I could see between your 
argument thet I have a copy of the panel report therefore do not need what I 
have asked you for. Although you were the respondent in the Snit in which 
that most dubious docunnt suddenly turreted, after a year of suepression, you 
appeently have either never reed it or dide't understand it, for it oreves the 
urgent need for precisely those things I Book, accounting as it does for many 
things, ineidding the ember of film one their condition, other than the 
previously—existing records do. Are ycu arguing that two contradictory official 
records of the film eliminatmetha need for these records establishing how many 
there were? 

laps:Jelly because you were the unsuccesefUl respondent in court 
when it was held that what you chose to interpret as private property is not 
is thins entire attitude inappropriate. When you 046 to this the gratuitous 
insult that trying to leers which if the official falsification about so 
terrible en event as tea enrUr of a President may be secttnte or at least 
less inaccurate is beim:toe I want to "encourage the morbid curiosity concerning 
the autopsy meterials", you reach a pinnacle of personal abuse that should 
cause you the deepest shame. I have come to understand that the National 
Archives, under you, will resort to toe most unscholarly demi*s in its endless 
efforts to frustrate genuine rasearoh into this greet tragedy, in its unsehelerlo 
conversion into an instrument of political policy from an impartial repository, 
this is an outrage I did not anticipate. f protest it Isst vehemently. Official 
dishonesty, not curiesity,.morbid or otherwise, feeds suspicion. 

In y ur second letter you raport that the copy of the Guidebook for  
Marines given to pringoier by Lae Hervey Oswald was returned to Ranvier. " This 
is equivocel. ion do act pay that no copies were made before Its return and the feet 
is that copies were made sad used by the Commission. That you do not have or cannot 
find the particular page or pages I regulated I can understand, but this you do 
not see. If it is the truth, this is en unseemly long delay of close to a year 
in telling me, for it is close to that long, if not longer, since I made the 
initial reoneet. I suggest that if yon cannot find it, the agency of origin can 
fill in this gap in your archive. This should be there so it can be smitten* to 
everyone, now and in the future, not lust to me. 

It is tree that you "corrected* any espy of *the list of numbered 
document s" — inaccurately and incompletely. The offer we» mods when n as 
specific request of Mr. Johnson for such lists, the existence of which was 
not disclosed to an in nape's, to this request, then renewed for I unmet 
tell you whet time. however, 1 find thee, lists that I requested are in your 
custody and have been supplied to others, from 'Was 4. have obteired copies. 
Nor is this the first suers instance. I still await meaningful answer to my 
inquiries about how others came to pass. 

*hat I  believe is another one just caste to my attention. the Ger.,. 
respondence required, is itself an enormous burden to research and use of the 
files in your charge, has from the *buses of which 1 meepleia anA have come 
plained become so large consulting it is in itself burdensome. I acknowledge 
my memory can be in error. However, A believe it is accurate. There were two 
memoranda withheld for mem may, made eleer to emend not Won Us 



gaidilnes. They wars by Arlen Specter end dealt with the autopsy. *kilo 
they were being, denied me, they had already been made avviloble to others. 
The4appear on pages 113ff of the D-11 edition of "•fhe Scavehgere. I hope 
you will not regard my request for an explanstion el,' this - including the 
continued withholding of these two documents after the date on Which t  bad 
been - promised them, as something 0  little sore than "morbid curiosity". 

'I use this (maid= to remind you of a number of proper requests 
for materiel that would seem to be immune to any withholding, to whieh 1  have 
had no weapons*. My reeding of the "Freedom of Information hot" leads me 
to believe delay in)Aself is illegal. Some of the reopens.* in your two 
letters of reference ars, by their accounting. about six months old and I tell 
you they are older. Yor whatever good it may do, I renew my protests our the 
deliberate delays that can be designed only to frustrate my work, maks it 
more difficult or prevent it and are, se I see it, not consistent with either 
scholarly attitudes or the requirement of the cited law, if not public service 
by public servants. 

Sinoerely, 

Berold 4eiaberg 


