
Dr. ?ems B. ilkoada, Archivist • 
The National Archives 
Washington, D.O. 160409 

Dear Dr. /Moods, 

In your letter of October 9 youn say „ with reference to pictures 
I obtained from the Deportment of lastiee atterlyou had refused me similar 
pictures on the spurious ground that I would use them in a osolootititua or 
undignified meneer, "If you will send us the print or prints you received from 
the Department (all:lotto* we ems prepare enlargement of these photographs of 
President genuedes clothing according to your eneeirieetiene•w  

I appreelate you thougettulsess, it`tnet is what this is, especially 
because it Might expose you to the Merge of some unenlightened person that 
goverment is competing eith private business, namely photo stores. Artriter, 

haeten to assure you that no matter how blighted rural Maryland may be 
*might to be in Washington, we do haveompetent, modern, adequatelyfequipped 
photo stems. AM, despite the infermality with *hick business is coaduated 
here, the store I Tete/Mile lees manage to keep 'rook of their work and they 
have yet to claim they did not take Plotting' ter me  when they did. 

If your purpose was to be helpful, whisk I would, of O041,201, opyroolote, 
may I suggest you would hen been more helpful to as (aid, perhaps, ultimately 
to yourself), if yen had explained to as how it is tddi you dewy no pietas'ss of 
this, the most baste evidesee of the murder of a president, slikestiftep on the 
ground such pictures would be used Ser sensational or undignified purposes, when 
the Departure* of lushes, quite otreloosly, bolds the opposite view? or, perhaps 
you might havnresponded to my earlier bracketed questions, how I maid possibly 
make such use of the virtuosi I asked of you and howl scold mks any other than 
sensational or undignified use ot the pietism. you freely supply. 

The first sentence of your letter contains two statements, both 
inaccurate, "This is in reply to your letter of September 115, 19/0, to as and 
to your letter of September 19, 1990, to the Director of Public. Affairs of GSA.." 
My letter of Septeiber IS was net addressed to you, and your letter in no way 
maple:de testy letter of September 19. If I as in error hers, I would velem* 
morreetioa. If I am not, titan this is an appropriate introducties to the additional 
seeming kindness in your letter,"If you are interested in obtaining a further 
enlargement of the bullet hole in the particular photograph of President Slomedre 
shirt Mink is published as emanates exhibit 394„ we will attempt to stabs this 
enlargement." This offer should be considered, by you as well as by anyone tl Mmn, 
in the future, you may have intended showing this letter for whatever meson, as 
for example, a 3udge, together with the language in my letter to which' taking 
some liberty with the language, you say you are replyingt 

"My seclusive interest is in evidence. This picture is totally value-
less° sr evidense, -ter ItAnakes impossible even the certainty of the outline of the 
tole. were I to try and trace this hale, even that eollld be impossible.* 



In your "reply", you do not dispute my characterisation (*hi* is 
certainly to your credit, since I have the picture referred to and it is exactly 
as I described it). In fact, your concept of "reply" is to ignore it. 

If your "reply" is not, as I suspect, a serfOserving document, 
designed for some future use, would you please enlighten me? I was taught, in 
old-fashioned schools, to be sure, that twice nothing is nothing. Has this 
changed? If the picture in question in utterly without evidentiary value, are 
you suggesting the Archives has acquired some new technical skill that, in 
enlarging nothing, makes something of it? 

'four language indicates my correctness, for all you say is that (my 
emphasis), "we will attempt  to make the enlargement." Certainly you are not 
suggesting that your staff is not competent to /  enlarge that *hick can be en-
larged, are you? 

May I again ask whet kind of Archive you preserve in such tender 
tribute, such touching memory to an assassinated President, when you cannot 
assure me that you can provide a meaningful photograph of the evidence entrusted 
unto you? 

Nothing will be served by arguing whether or not I Was told that all 
the pictures you have Itsa will make copies of for me do have photoengraving dote. 
With regard to the one you cite, "FBI Exhibit 60 in Commission DereUMORt 107", the 
print you provided most certainly is of this description. And it is, by your 
staff, properly identified on the back. 

What I am "interested in obtaining" in set forth in the Complaint 
your refusal to supply it compelled me to file. My feelings about it and such 
lettere as yours of the ninth are set forth in the lest paragraph of the letter 
to which, Wail* claiming otherwise for the record, you made no response, that 
to Mr. Vawter. 

Yours is not a religious erehivemibut as I read your letter I mold 
not get out of my mind the biblical confession, "My brothers entrusted unto me 
the keeping of their vinyards, but mine own vinprd did I not keep.* 

Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 


