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7/8/70

Dr. Jemes Hhoads, Archivisd
The National Archiws

Desr Dr. Hhipeds,

M2, Angel's letter of the TOth ds wigeme not along lmesuse {4 is the
tiret time in }Jo, thess many months, thet there has tesn any respowse in mythdp
like » month's times I am grateful for tie worthwhils enclesures with i, They
40 contridute %o mowledge. That this coincidsa with my heving filed a B 118 form
nmakes me wonder 3f 1 hove bser too petient in filing suek forms.

Unfortunately, the letter is not witbout teins, not wi thouk self-serving
statemants also sugzesting ewmareness of the filing of this fomm for the Ferxie
doeunenta, not strictly in accord with the faocts or the zwoord, snd s reminier of
long-unsnswered and; I whink, guite prem r faquiries that may have escaped tie
recall of the smployee who originally drafted this lstter.

Paking the lost fires, I quote this sontense, "We Bave previcusly infommed
you of the material in the nome files {sis) for Ferrie thet is W thheld fym
resesreh”. You have denied ever giving ms a list of such docsmamhe, have refiased
0 glve me one in the presend, end are completely withous reaponss o the Hetter
I wrote efber sacepding your sugzesiion to exeming this file, ¥ sthem wyote ym the file
was ghtted,that there wus vitrually notiing in it. Thera certainly was moithe
8lips you do require %o show the withboliding of doocumen ts. Bui possibly i3 6 only hat
a mere sever months has elapsed siice my request thet you have st responded to it.
My lstter was dsted 11/24/60, Would you pleass $sll xs where you "informed” me of
the maberisl the iientifioattion of which I have for se long snd so fmitlessly
sough{? Aside frem your assurends to me that you have no msupowsr shortage, thers
is 4inbersst in this sentanes, "We are unebhle to devets the manpower pe eded to
sxenine the thousands of psges of materisl in the Comnissionts files in ordermte
becsuye of preparing a complete list of meterial relating to Ferris”., Un fis om
hend, you clam sertmin things Mmsé be withheld % preserve them, snd on tls wsther
you permit filss tc be gutted, wmake no effort to restore famm, and & not dother %o
respend to inguiries sbout this, Now, if you hsve been trus %o trust, if yow Imd not
pemmit ted the Ferris file %o B gutied, hal not removed domments frem it withow
the requisite form replacing them, this preblem vweuld not exist, for ths Fervie neme
file {you shomd ms but one of Comzission origin) would have 200% of tihda.

Moreoyer, you heve s record of everyome wio has ever Ind sceops to thia
file. As yeu once informed me, it im a eriminal offense %o remove suyibimg frum such
s file. If tbe inconceivable Dappened, that sousons other than s federsl smployes or
egent, burglarised this file, have you taken eny steps sinee I informed you of 1% de
bring him to Justice? Have you, for exemple, informed the FEI sbout 1t? Or, if these
psges vers slways withheld, how eould anyone otber than e federal esployes wen in
a positionm to remove them, ,

Despidte the obvious interpretation of your silenee following nx laster
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seven months and eight 4ays ago, I would be interested in any explanation, no matter
how long delayed, for I have this contimuing interest in Ferris, a2z I elm do in
suppression and the sanctity of our institutions snd tie integrity of the publie's
property, which is what every paper in yeur custody iss

One of the valusble peges you sent me bears a file identification, to
__FEP 2. T would appreciate knowing the origin of all the others. I reslize these
mey 211 come from that file, dut the only pags merked is net, chvonologicelly, the
first. : :

I note an inconsistenmey in the deletions, by which + meen thet ®ich
waz deleted from the long memo, not the trensoripts. In sone cenes, vhere the
word "deleted” is written in, the deseription 1s mesked, arpparently by ths over-
laying of a plece of paper in xeroxing. In éthsra, ss with the G'Sullivan case thet
is of interest %o me, 1% is not, yet in the printed tyunseript this hss, indeed,
besn exoised. Tould you plesse tell ms whether yéu did thds deleting end, if you
did, the basis for selection and the legal justification? Also, it secnskibng in
some cases, Wwhers the nsotes on tDis memo indigate there ¥as deletlon, the printed
transeript does Wt so indieste. Yet, 1f you did this editing, how did you kuew
what to remove? . ,

4 .

Mx, Kelley's levter of May 11 does cite two Seret Service Sentall
numbers for Ferrie documsnta, but the Comuiseion identifiostion is misd ng. My
request fod this has not been responded to. It may well be tite$ I not only hwae tub
have writtenm about $hese documents, but Wesause tie Cenmission used its ownmixx
rather than the Seoret Service's idensificetions, I cennoi bte certein, not can I be
certein that the copies I may have may be complete. Supplying the CD mmlsrs could
be helpful and all I needs

L3
However, this serves to remind me tha¥ you have not respended $o my
request for copies of all cowaring letiers with which you werse sent matexial in
response o my requesta of dthers, materisl I was 1ed to belleve had becn samt
you for me. I would atill like these, and as soon as possible, pleass.

Thers remain other letiers taat ars without response. It is in no way
my responsibility to see to 1% thot you take care of your mail befere 1t geta lost
or mislald, snd it is sn appareat futility to accept your imvitatios to refreak
your recollsction, foxr I have dane 2o, et great cost in time sud effort, te no
purpose. However, I tbink in fairzess $o°Fou I should remind“¥oi of the seif cusness
of my parpopes, the fact that you do have responsidilities, including to me, and %o
sae to 1t that there is propg x and expeditious response to proer inguirdies, for this
1s your function, for whiech * besr my part of the eost, I therefore do expect that
these ingquiries will be properly and completely responded %o, as they siould heve
been so long ago.

Sincerely,

Harold Welsherg
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GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

National Archives and Records Service
Washington, D.C. 20408

June 30, 1970

Mr. Harold Weisberg

Coq 4'Or Press

Route 8

Frederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg:
{
This is in reply to your letter of May 27, 1970.

You have copies of the material in the Warren Commission name files
which relate to David Ferrie, copies of the testimony of Frederick
0'Sullivan concerning him, and copies of Secret Service documents or
pages in these documents that relate to Ferrie. Enclosed is a copy

of a commission staff memorandum which includes a reference to the
deletion in Frederick O'Sullivan's testimony concerning Ferrie. No
record which shows the actual deletion has been found. These are all
of the unrestricted documents relating to Ferrie of which we have
knowledge. We have previously informed you of the material in the name
files for Ferrie that is withheld from research. We are unable %o
devote the manpower needed to examine the thousands of pages of material
in the commission files in order to be sure of preparing a complete list
of material relating to Ferrie.

Enclosed is a copy of a letter of May 11, 1970, from the Secret Service
transmitting copies of Secret Service Control Nos. 449 and 620 which
relate to Ferrie. As we sent you copies of No. 620 and of the page in
No. L49 which relates to Ferrie prepared from copies in the Commission's
records, we are not sending copies of these enclosures to you. We will
send you copies of the enclosures if you want them.

HERBERT E. ANGEL
Acting Archivist
of the United States

Enclosures
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