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Daar. 81:’,

R g, 1

Over tie months, L1 have mede reguests for Souments im Nationsl
Archives filemm relating to the essasaination of President Johnr Esmnedy,
anticipating these requests would be rejueted, I saked hat Lif rejected, ¥

save time, which yeur sgency westes for me as & routine matier, v veguest

be forwvarded 4o yow as wmy sppesl under your regulations, =8 s necesssry pre-
requiaite 3o invoeatien of B USC O68. In addition, I addvesssd a latSer drewing
together soms of thess Yeguests, with as understand tost 1f ihe decision was
Act ohenged following review 1t would be forwerded to you es my sppesl.

I shall interpret fellurs o respond an weiver of the recuirement,
unless there ia imrediate respolae, now %int there is no doubs y»u heve Meen
informed. I believe the loug delays are in tiuemselves waliver of this requisee
menk, when ¢onsidered with Yhe lemgusge of the lav, 1%s legislative Blstory
and clesy Congressionsl intenst,

- Herewith I nppesl s sabsequent decialon, %o refuse me pBotogrpabie
copies of vhetographs in tzese files. I Bave beem pro¥ided with utterly mesn-
ingless copies of piotographe of some of the President’s garments, those asbowing
no detoll, mothing ut gore, or thoss tie megnification of wiich, for promy
study, is sutemsticelly prevented by their havins been made frou pholoengreved
gepies, the screen of vhich sppesrs as dods upen megnification.

_ The Naticnal Archives ham msde 1ts owmx phetogrephs of tiese @ ments,
for the slleged purpose of making $kem evailsble for study rutber then permit Hixg
study of thse garments., ‘hen I sought peralasion to exsmine e g rments, under a
precedent Wecrsby I was permitted to exsmine Lee Harvey Oswsld's ehitirt, I wes
refused. I wasm siow photogravis of widoh I wae dented coples.

Ops of these was of %he frent of the President's siirt. It ia the only
sach photograph in she Arebives of whieh 1 kave knowledge tost asn serve reseerch
parposes ond eam be wad for other taen undignified or sensstiomal Prpowes. I
sak you for it er an sulsrgemsnt of the azxes sheving the damage %o the altire,

Thers 18 no existing phetograph of the sida of the kmot of Bes $ie, X
have asked that 11 be msds for we snd have beem refused, I sek you for tais . For
purposes of my reseereh md, 1 belisve, any gomiine r sesred, sudi 2 side view of
the demego %o the ¥met is sasestial,

I nave obtsined from tho Depsrtment of Justice s print of fthat mrt o
the frent of the sairt sacwn in FEI Exhivit 60. I bellav: tals sf.actively refutes
sny sllegation nr claim such photegraphs not showlnz the photoengraving soreen con
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be withheld with proprieiy. The now obviously spurious prutense ims besn thst
not to withhold such pictures would pemit undignified or semsational use. To
tuis I 848 that Mr. Burke Marshall bas informed me of no other ground for with-
bholding under tbs provisions of ths glleged agresment,

I eslac want a photograph made ffam the original negetive, not a
pootoengraving negative, of tae back of tle ahiry, prefersbly tbe largest
clear enlargemsns of the sres of damage sad including the top of the cellarw,
from the Archives piotures rether than these ipcludsd {in FEI Exhibit 60 or
CE394. If there is more thsn one such pleture, I would 1ike this one made
from whichever plcture the Archives photographer o nsiders best siows the
damags. I would like to be ivformed of the exislence sf sny others.

With regard to CES04, I would like the lsrgest clear enlergement of
the arse of damage the phetogrepher can make, ifx nscessery, from %ie sxising
negetive, Hare 1s 11 not necessery to include the collar aves, ~— 7

It is ny understending tiuat tie Columbls Broadcesting Systean was

" permitied %o make i%s own photographs of tnls cothingg and I koow for & ket
that they were permitted to mske tuelr own photographs of CEI99, Regulstions
Tequire these te de nen~exclusive and te be avellsble to ewveryome. I would like
to be infomed wben I mey examine these pictwmes eo that I may determine % sther
or not I desire prints of them. My interest in the bullet is now in the base
only, If CB3 wes permitted to photogrepn toe clothing, then there is sdequete
precedent for your pbotographer meiring for me those picturesi went.

In the pest, 1% in s been the oIficisl pracilse to deley reppondiag %o
thoge of my requests that were not cowpletely ignored. Both, I beliew, are
contrary to the spirit mss wsll se the letter of tie law and the clesxr Songrse-
sionsl intent, I have resson to believe your lsgsl office bas = en kapt Tully

informed of my re ] !ﬁd"hﬂ’t responses have besn made, Thers thus sewms ne
reasen for ine FetDonse to this letter. Therefore, 1t 1 heve not heerd from

you by <uly 6, 1970, I will assume you do not intend to reply and will be guided
by this belief in any future ections I ey take.

Sinesrsly,

Hercld Yelsberg
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Dear Bud, - e e

Wher I asdd you this and t:e attached letter to the Director of
Information of GSA Mondey, I will slsc explain what lies behind it ma show you
why I want these plctures. They do contein, in my belief, mejor and very
relevant new disclosurse that velidate my earlier work, writing snd the
suggestions, sometimes elliptical, in both,.

If tcey do not respond of 4if they reject these requests, I'd like
to sue both Archives and Burke Kershell, o has besn used as sn emcuse
by tae ironives for rejecting this Teguest. 1

1 uave at least two letters from Marsnsll on this. I tiink I hems
given you coples. There is also & relsvant letier to Kleindienst herewith,
written prior to further exsminetien of the otier shirt pic ures I hed or Howard
Bad wits him.

Marshall indicates that only undignified or semsetional use is, in
his opinien, ground for withholling, snd that he leaves all of this up to the
Archivist, bowever arbitrery bis decision.

However, whether or not thie is @ correct injerpretation snd wisther or
not 4t 1z a fmot, I do not belisve that, once entorsd into evidence, sud restrictioms
and reservetions can ba spplied to plctures of the clothing, ==z

- Morsover, es the photogrephs and the undenied evidence I cite show,
the only use permitted by ths photographs ithet are avsilabls is exsctly that
allegedly sought to be pravented, =nd such use 1s xnot possible with the piotures
1 zesek. '

unlus, of courss, disclosure of truth and exposure of falsehood and
deliverate,officisl misrepresentation ere interpreted ga undignified or seusationsl
use, I have no objection to such sn argument advamced in court!

If Justice refuses to makm its couny of the phote of the bteck of the
shirt availebls, ws may then want to reecnsider whe to designste as defendeants,

But in eny event, thls isolates a special aspect of both t& suppresazicna end
the interpretations of the FOI,

S4incerely,

Harold ¥aitaberg
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