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Pr. Jemes B, ﬂ““‘. hrehivist
The Hetiensl Lrehlves
deaskingten, D.C, 20408

Pesy Dr. Shcads,

In pour letter of 2atebar 0 yous say, with refercnce to plctures
I obtains: fwem the Dopporiment of Justios after you hed refused me similer
pictures on the spurious ground thet I wsuld uee Hhem in » sensstionsl or
undigei fied nemner, "If you will eend us the print or prinste you received from
the Department of Justies, we oxn prepere enlergement of tiese photograris of
Pregident Sennedy's clotiiing mesording %o your apecificntions.”

1 eppreciste your Shougatfulness, i€ tusi e wist thie is, especially

bacsuss it mignd expese you to the chnrge of some unenlightensd persem tuatd

rament i competing % t4 privete business, nzmely phote stores. Hovaver,

usgten te smssure you thst po meatter how Mlighted rursl Eeryland may be

thought ts be in “sshington, »e do kove competent, modern, sdequstely-eguipped
phote steres. ind, despite the informality with vhieh business is conducted
hers, tho stere + rotronize does manege to kecp trock of tusir vork enl taey
kave yot to clpizm Haey 2id not take pliclures for me when they 4&id,

If your purpose wep %o be helpful, wtieh I would, of course, spmreciste,
may 1 suggest you weuld hLeve been mare helpful to me {(emd, w rhspe, ultimste ly
%o youreelf), if you had explained %o me Row 41 1z tiet you demy me plctures of
this, the most besle svidencs nf the murder of s Juorident, miwimiugy on the
ground such pletumme would be used for semsetionsl or undiguified purpsses, vhen
the Department of Justice, quite obvisusly, helde the opposite view? nrx, parhaps
you might bhave peaponded o my esriier btreckwted guestions, Bow I esuld poesibly
meke sueh use of Sie pietures I ssked of you snd hov 1 eould meke any ctier tham
pensetionsl sr undlgnified uee of the pletures you freely supily.

The first senxtense of your letter contaims twe stztessnts, both
inscournte, "Tpie is in reply to your letter of September 15, 1970, to me sad
te your letter of September 19, 1970, %o the Director of Fublie Affelre of GSA."
My letter of September 15 wes net sdiressed to you, »nd your letter in mo way
roepsnds te my letter of September 19. If I sm in eFfror iere, 1 would welcome
corsection, If 1 em not, tasn this is en spprepriete introduction te the sdditicncl
seeming kindness in your letter,”If you sre interested in obteining = further
enlorgeeent of ®Wwe bullet hole im the perdiculer photogreph of President Femneiy's
ghirt wieich 1e¢ pobliched ss Conmlesion Bxhibit 364, we will attempt to mele Ihds
snlargememt.” Thie offer should bo considered, by you s well as by suyoss t- whom,
in the future, you msy bewe intended showing this letter for wustever respom, s#
for exemple, » juige, together with the langusge in my letter te wiied; teking
sons liberty vith the lsugunge, you 24y you are replying:

"y smelusive interest is iz evidence. Thule picture 1: Sotelly value-
ises as evidenss, Tor it makss imposcidle even the certsinty of tie cutlime of the

bsls. Were 1 to ¥ry end trsee thls hole, even thet pould be impossidle.”



In your "veply', you do not @iszpute my chsrecterigstion (which is
eerteinly %o your eredit, sizce 1 hswve %he pleture reforred to and 1% is exactly
as 1 dhseribed 1%). *n foot, your comscept of "reply” is to igmore it.

If your "reply” 1= not, es I suspeed, ¢ selfSserving dcoument,
derigned for some future use, would you plesse enlighten me¥ I was teught, in
cld-fosiionsd sehonls, to be rure, tist twice nothing is mothing. Mes this
changed? 1f the pictume in cuestion is utterly without evidentisry velue, are
you eugeogting the Archives hes esquired some nev teciniesl skill tuet, in
eplerging nothing, meies sometiing of 147

Your lemgusge indlestes my correctusss, for sll you sgy is that (my
emphasis), "we vill sttempt to meke the cnlergmment.” Certsinly you sxe not
suggesting tast your staff is net competent to snlarge thet wilch gen be an-
lerged, ave you?

sey I sgein sek wiat kind of Archive you preserve in such tender
tribute, euch teuchiny memery to an asssessinated Presidemt, waen you cenmed
seoure me thst you ean provide ¢ mesningful phetegrepu of tis svidence entrusted
wrte roul

Hothinz will be perved by erguing wuether er net 1 wes told thet sll
tie pictuves you heve gnd will make soples of for me do ssve pustoengreving dets,
Uish regsrd %o $he one you ecite, "FEI Exninit 80 in Conmisslon Dpcument 107", the
print you provided most certelnly is of this deseription. 4aé it is, by yeur
staff, properly ideutified oz tie back,

Ehat I sm "intercebed in obtaining" is set forth in the Complaint
your refussl %o supply £t coapellied me %o file. My feelings shout it and sueh
lstters us yours of tihe ninth sre set fortk in tis lest paregraph of the lsot ter
$o widch, waile dlaiming otherwiee for tie recerd, you mede no rerposse, that
to Er. Vawter.

Yours is not s religious archives,but ss I resd your letter I could
not get sut of my mind the hiblicel confession, "Xy brothere smtrusted unte me
the kesping of thelr vinyerds, but mims own vinyerd 414 1 not keep."

Eincerely,

Herold Yelsbearg



