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:reuivist of the Yalted _tates
~he heticnel ‘rehives
".binmon. s oe 30405

vear ur. Rhosds,

1 ex dee:ly grateful tust you couls inform me the memorsddun of
tranafer of tbs pictures sad ~ep ys& of L0e Jobn ¥. Fennmiy suto: sy "ie not
the propersy of the United Otates” o tue 82ad day followipg tb: first of
ay many recuests for scceas tc and s gopy of 1t. uch expeditious reszscixe
1~ in.uiries is ¢ boon to reseerch, s you mo aoudld intended, =nd is $ypicsl
of the govermmunt's &0 :ieation to fresdom of infor:stion as it ir of we
1 udly snt often declared policy of w:ping RO uUnnscessary searets sbout the
purder of the ‘resideat or 1%s cfriclal *{nvestige ticn™. The scnclarly
éoneern of tie :etional irehives unijer your ieadersnip is nowhere, to my
srowledge, more alesrly reflected. :

Howsver, your letter does preseat s few problems, for me snd 1f 1
nay sugzess 1t, for y-u and the government, You mny reesll tust in our
personal gonversation in Judge Halleck's court snd 1n lotters I tnld you I
“new sLous this memorendum of transisr. Thet dete exactly soincides with
the date on which one of the then ysnking ofilcisls of tue Tressury .epsrtment
says these pictures and rereys of the sutopsy were turps. over tn the -<en-
pedy femily. Until the date ef tlLe momorandum this film wes in the cuntniy of
e United “setes _ecret . ervice, which 1a port of the Treesury sspartment.
On thet dste the “ecret “ervice surrendered poasession of these same film.

ipe you Welling me tnat ihs represenintive of the ieuniody femily

#ave the representetive of te Kennedy fsmily s receipt for the £ilm given
pim by the Secret Service, or tisd Le wpote nimself snd oaly birseif a vemo=
rendum coverin; the tramsection? sre y-wu slsc teiling me thet the e uady
family L2 so lacking in eonfidence ip iteelf, ite lovyers ‘n. the -enre Ay

brary tust "gor ssafeieeping” taie “"privete reper” wos merely “left at the
renives “wildaing”? Thle, no doudt, le - $tought the Luport of snich would
5% be lokt upon thosze who hsve mede or 'ght be ceiled upom to muike fluzne
cisl contributions to the Zepnedy “ibrary.

17 I essume with y»u tnet the particular cnoy of this rmor-ndun
of trensfar to which you vllude is "mot t property of the United States”,
rermit ze to addrese 1yself to other coples, “pie film wee the proverty of
the LUri1ted  totes (ond in my bell ¥ never we tue [ru® cty of eryons oleel.
_gmeon. -, with or withcut the sunctisan of law, undertnn¥ %o rive wsey !
arorerty of the United “tntes. Thee muet be & record, “a ¥C curting, of ude
Sjapreltion of ull fodersl nronerty. o, L1 tie somend ler .2 nel concern
curcelvss cver xhether or nnt ue curtieuler ecuy of tie TemorEnd is 'not
v owignorty ~f the United 1. esT. Inntend, let o cencery oursy Ved o AN
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to your ageney. I will not quibble over which copy you suprly me. I will be
quite content with » sopy of one of the copies of the :earet Service, I note
witu aprrovel thers is mo otzer restriction, thet tids document 1z not elsssie
fied under the Yuidlines or snything like ®hat, 1% ie @ rely thet the ¥ennedy
fomily copy is, in your view, priwote propersy. it some point there should have
been consideration ¢f how govermment propersy eculd be givem awey. I woul” like
to heve copies of eny #nd all nmemorsnda or records of sny Xind or gharacter
doaling with this. If, by ooy chemse, govermment property wes deslt with so
lishtly that thers are no s.ch records, I would anpreciste your sssurence of it.

And 1f you eculd respond to tuis simpls recuest in semetning eprreci~bly
less tzen elmost three months, it would be helpful to me., IS would mot reflsct
unfavorebly on the gove:mment's record iu this snd releted matters, either, .If
¢t the same $ime you eould tell me why it required tu ‘;mo, alrost thres months,
to lesrn tlLet the particular copy of the memorvndus 14 ,zcoverument property, I
- bslieve I muli fini thet worthwhile knowledgs,

In 8ll of this I heve edditionel query afwer reading yur sfridavig
filed in Judge Halleckls ecourt snd tuat filed ia the cuse of i:. John Wichols,
in Yopeka, Xanses. ln esch you suggest it is vitel for the goverm ent to De
able to accept j.apers for Presidentisl srchives sc thet such pepers may m»
rreserved end swilable for reseerch. lLisre you say exaetly the ovrosite, that
the papera are sccepted so tiey cen be unevailsble for ressersh. If you could
takke the time to resolve this seeming conflict in purpose, thot under onth
being given s for aveilability sni thet not under osth for unevailebllisy,

4 ~1ght ® etle to understsnd the whole taing » 1ittle better,

Ous sdiiticndsentence in your letser is of great iitercst to me,
pertly becsuse it relutes to mast nus uewp, tn the best of my§ revollisction,
teen the sut eqt of discusaion or correspondence butween us. You say, "Yor your
iuformation, I understsnd thet the black tna white 88d coior megatives referred
to in the 1968 panel review are the ssme negatives lizted in dprenddx B in
the Xennedy family deed cf gift of Cetoder 29, 1988." If you cen supply the
souree of your understending, 1 would welcome 1t. Q@parison of the two Gocuments
of reference tax my unlerstaniing, :nd 1 em fescineted et your awarewsss of it .
How, msy 1 sek, 414 thls cone to your attentinm?

I do surreciests your kindnese im psseing ol ong your understanding,
espscislly because it 12 unsolicited =nd I encounter so. much diffieulty in
gotting ec much oL vhat I do seek,

Hlowev:r, the panel rejort mentions but seven "negatives" es distinguished
froum other film, Ite Inventory is deseribec ss of "prints :nd twensperencies”, In
a persgrpsb eft r the eight-part listing 1t says "negastives coirezponiin: to tre
above were present”, without seyin.. to sll of tte ubcve or how thers L..piened to
be {if thaere we.e) neg:tives corresponding to trenspereucles, whkich, =8 I ulL.ere
stand it, ere made with poczitive fiim,

1 om turtier p-rplexed by tioe fuilure of b-th deaurents, where &
T ecise ressdd seans tc hrve becn the overt purncse, te dve g8 t-i+l fuswr of
rleturee wne subtctels of esch xin’ «ni elze. 1 csn st sd¢ zny e-abin ticr of
cumbera fro- the snel fuventory »nd strive et eithar the snnounzs flzure for
rletusss taven or thet recorded by tne ¥vI sents :resent ot the -utoiay »n: the
vleturc~-taking (4% wil. v vhspy str 2340y tndome for w0 1F I de not roizs te
some ruention «bout the Xer:ye), I tvr tabBlited film 1.entified in par-ntaesis



itk tie letters "FB" 1s {dentiou) ~1th sne unievvesreu, uu-.wu..'m..-..m.., o
itsel? confusing encugh, thers seans to be s total of 45 Plctures, 1 the seven
referred to st the bottom of thig tabulation gr. different, there them are 5g,
If these, when munbered "19 Shrough 25 (TTB)" by the punel are pot 1dentical witp
"#48 through 58", of whieh the panel reports . seys oerely that they "appear io
roprssent the sane Views", do we huve &1 additicnal seven? #bd 1f those 1dentie
fied with tue le tters JB st different mmters tian tnoge adjolvin- them n tie
list are diferant pictures, have wg 82 additionel 187 No combinution of pd:ftion
and/op subtrecticn Yields for me the FLEI or t.» énzounced nupier of Pictures,

“%udy of ippendix B (end I neve, indesd, stndiea 1t) provides only
more nd new confueion, It hes four Ltomg » ¢ Pletures, not on. ol vhich con-
teins = single teaningful number. To 1list "envelopes* without reference to thefr
dontent is as best & subterfuge «ni at vorst 2 eonscicus deception. Dy sll tle
envelopas have 4Ry p ctures of L0y kini in then? Does 88¥ have More tham ¢ single
f1lm? There are other obvicus Guestions, dut thesge 1liustrate ghe point, »nut
mmbders of 8nvelopes only are glven {n the f{.g¢ three "ilemizetions™ or £iln
in Appendix B ana &8 neaningless ss designation {g i the remaining one, hare
the Bese iptiom "1 roll' 1s used. Rolls sre o varying longths v w thin =ny
glven longsh verying numbers of $Xporures are poseible, Son Appendix B alse
extends 1tself o give 1, Dumber, mothins from wnicn mesning ecan be derived,

If %wo batches (fro. the 1liet) ore "with pe inge”, in 1teelf & Temarkable,

Other existin; Tecords mdge this even more d»effling to me. I refer to
these becsusze they are the two o which you restricted youreelf,The bewildement,
whieh I msake no effort to aide, 1s furthep ®apliceted by an~lyais o¢p your choice
cf words. You refer not to\\t\\c:tal_ Plctures and fr{1q of sny snd a1 ] kinds, never
to prints or tmnnparenciu’. nerely so "negetives”, You 88y those of tbe ponel
Feport Bore the senme Regetives 11cted 1n Appendix B, ot you do not day g
that there are no others, eithernegﬂiwm. pcaitives oy trencperencies. Is
thie nerely an oversight. Do the numbore of both "Yiste" Sxactly coincide? Joeas
either Lrve wiat 1g not in tu. other? How e tust f11g "with no inuge” included
in ste Supposedly definitive banelsrenort 1ist or text?

From thie I bope you can understand I do, ¢lacer:ly, welcome "y
sidrfPication. Your lettor Zoes mot convey it, Wut I do, very much, want {t,
ierheps you hers 88a en additionc] reason for my anxiety to obtujin wust I ap
confident I am entigled to, & cory of the memorundun of tronefey a0 om rything
releting o 1%, I cortainly would sp.®eciete any meaningful explenetion < the
kDoVe you cap provide, wastaver its form, I eq no ler: sincere ia Repin. you wilil
resvond within tne Teveciatle time @ toth “BOW 12  poseible &nd presents no
herdeiin to your or Yy ur svaff,

Jnee agein, 10 uasoliiedtedly, 1 8gein urge upon You conzider:tion of
rat such v record usay&8 ~nu recorde for pouterity of te govermaent und . # 2vary

cdncivi o 1a Ay Presponsible e=vacity, esrecinlly when aur Concern is with tip
TArdLn Y e rg f 'apt apa 8 ~fetr) invactigation,
~ince: aly,
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