CONFIDANTILL 11/z0/70
Dear #im,

Tom Xelley just phoned me sbout whet he said srcuives (no neme msntioned)
told him 1 ned written tuem: tast L have = copy of the memo of trensfer. They told
pim I usd written miw tuem such s letter recently. I do not beliews Le lied to me,
4e tried to phone me yesteriey, whem I wac ip DO,

I got my file nut erd rerd Lim my appeel on just this teo Vewter, which
seys sometfing m tirely differemt (smd I todn' it notable tast they did nst sepd
Bim & copy of tue lstter), It seye toet T em eppealin- their refusal tn glve mo
8 copy of the govermment's enpy thst the Secret Service hed given them to give me,
whiech Tem confirmed,

They are heaving » conference on tii: next wack st Justice. I told Tom &
week ago btiat fus government's "snswer" put me in the position where 1 felt I'd
Geve to subpens tuis memo, and 1 repested tos current Justice interpretetion of
agsncy of primery or peramount intersst wnd refarral, as given we by Rolapp.They
do oet ablde by tee AG's memo, I =lso told oim tart weile I would evantually wang
to use tuis in mytwriting, my preeent interest in it wes bosuse of t.is euite
1 tuen soowed Lim both the answer and tue eonplzint,

£11 of tuic mokes me wonder if tuere might not be am axtre resson for
Justiee's not sesking dismisssl, s they Lave in ell other cmses, Sere they uave
given me wict I psked for, the FBI Exhibit 20 rieturss, with no op-rosition, not
even dsley. Thds, I tuink, toey wil! be meking it evpear 1n court thet the
Secret Service {s reeponsible for the suppreselons, not Justice or the FRI. The
memo d4f trensfer wes by toe 85, the stuff bed been in the possession of the S5,
tihe film wse illegslly dispoeed of by the S8, thinge li= thrt, Even toe Giseppesr-
ence of the tzg from the coet con be mde to look lik. the 5SS removed it between
the time Bumes isd it on the stend end now (Justice seems not to Leve hed it in the
intervel)., 4nd who wil) be giving the SE& counsel-who defending tuem 1f they zet
inte court on this? Justice, nsturelly!

These pictures sre toc oms tidng I esked of Justice tust I Leve gotten
vithout greet trouble.

“isybe Justice Les not plenned all of this tue wey . conelder possible.
i dmow I'G never went » lewyer to represent me when he had tiis conflict of interest~
et least temptation,

But you give me same ren-oneble explanstion for taeilr fellure to make
pro forme reguest for dismissal, especisllr vhen fhoy knew from hevire onee bsen
beeten on it tuat there exists = legsl determinstion nf faet tast the GSA-femily
contrset 1s illegel - and tuet 1= the issue im 2560-70, Thie i the sns thiing im _
wiioh I've sxpressed strong interest, where I've gome Shrough ti- oteps pre-requisite
to suit -~ ir wonieh Justice 1o bot involved. You heve my lstters, co you know this,

ky meil is sgein gettinz careless attention. Sometéing I sent to New
York "specisl Landling” took st least tires weeks to get tuere, =mmd five léiters,
no two mailed t4 seme dey, e1l srrived in & eingle delivery. Colneidence? Tue
letter you sent tuat 1 suowed you is pot tus only one wita signe of resesling. I
beve usd snotuer examined by sn expert and use ssys it Wwas done,

Sinearely,



1i/e0/re

iear om,

TEsesuse I & net balisve you zisrepdesentsd Tag spsalven” poens exil
%o ¥ou, i Soguwe wusever misrenvessate ! 1t Yo you Bed sowe purpeee pod Lowes intaly
sbhvisn: $0 me, worewmr, % io sppoPout from G Jedfuege =ud e jarpoee ol o3
letber, wnlok , resd %o you, teat 1 Gld pot ewy ~ Gave £ Copp of tug memr ! tronse
far =ad fust the letter ls « formsl sppeel, o requisd by Susly regulutions, in
st elfort to got o eopy of tae mamwn, «dth sttethoa ts.

«~ nnr tusre le some sxchamge botween .o TEPitus seauelier lowvslwed in
teese riters, «¥ oWR errveriszuger 40 pat peredpde 2w Twet 42 e ll easss evroyiiing
ip gzxcolingel viti svervans wan =iut be fowolwed,

o prapsretien for = nusbsr of lagsl sctions, ! sterted tue onaijtercble
week of infexing wmy correspondence. <t L5 not un t- 8o%e. cewever, tas drkep af
QY COFFESTORL~NCE ok Huly mey 8t some time be of interest S0 e

- asde sn initiesl, blsmige: rervest, verbally, of Ur. Bacmes, sbeut 11/1
sr 11/8/86, et tas time tae tromefer { of wniel + uwed kmown) mes pudlisised, I
tueres Tter mafe verbsl reruest oF tis Time tee Clark or.el repert wea nede wublie,
{ In tais omnssotion, “p. Goff ~ight vant o resd imericoun mil v Culicly) Tetters
wars exchoeged tuersafter

1960: 0/28:3/834/914/8:4/7;5/87 70 34:8/15 1 20/32100/4;
1970: 9/1314/84 (oudsecusnt enes sot indexed),

ek Justiee:

1969: 5/3014/817/1016/%9 )others tot infewed). I usve csrried tie erreml
tareuglh ell preseribed chmmels st Justice smd twe ~ttarney Genersl See Zspled me,

Om “endsy 1 filed ¢ petition en! motisn is Civil ictisn Ha, 718-7C, seldng
thot ssustiing Be done sbout wist -~ bolieve in both comdempt sn perjury by Justiee,
Ben they lie under seth % 8 federel Judpe, ] eem, 1 taink, snticimste toe cherscber
of todr more srivte conforshonn.

Simoerely,

aarold telsberg



