2/10/72

#ire sdchard . Vawtery ircctor of Information
General Serviges administration
Washington, U.C. 20405

Dear iir, Vawter s

Your lotter of Yebruury 8, which hag Just arrived, says it ie in angver to ug two
letters of January 6, This wskes it one of the more prompt responses, It is not nconmon
for aix umonths to elapse berore I et aclnowledgencont or response, oae of the rfactors
buildin; the sige of the Corregpondence of which you couplaine liowever, if for nothing
olse, I do thank you for wiat I wust, in vontext, recognize as proupineas,

Hedioal limditetions on the use of one hand, which will continue for at lesut three
weeks, when I have g consuliation with an orthopaedic Surseon, preclude consultation with
the filesy, the only wuy I cau make adequate responsee I will th us have tg rely on wemory,
If I err, you will have a prompt apology,

¥irst of all, I wrote rour, not two, lecttews on January 6. Your l..ter rerers to
comgultetion with your set of &Y correspondence., You thercfor: have to know that these
have not bLeen fully responded to, I think the same is trus of your lutter. dgmin, this ig
how tiec volume o: the correspondence grows,

One of the eaaier ways for you to write what You did is to have the apchives begdn
its "review" of our correspondence for you with the arbitrary date of July 24, 9471,
~0« the abominable record or the archives, presunsbly an ag.uey of and for scholarship, has
bevn such that certawin special measureshave been forced upon me, Unc is to make a card-rile
index of the correspondance. Without this there is no way for me to know when they ismore
a requeat entirely, as has been a couzon practise, In order to ag.ure that this is g
dispassionate index, I have bad it done 100~ by another, I have also been forced to maize
a card file indes of the documvnts I receive, and I have thi g arrangsd both by the irchives!
identification of ihe material and by my own filing of it, From these I can tell you
without equivocation that I did not ever got those things I have just received, I also
tell you without oquivoecation that I have no letter from the archives coverin: elther
alleged mailing, Perhaps 18 you get the archives to send you my letter of July 24 this
wili b helpful to you, And while it isy oi course, uo+ necescary that o covering lotter
accompeny wailiags, I do tell you that I have no l.tier from the Archives dated either
dugust 10 or July 15, 1971,

Your next paragrpah refers to denisls of By request for withheld coples of the executive
sessions, It in entirely, I may say grossly, inadequate in Haking date refercnce begimdng
June 21, 1971. My card file discloses my first appeal 1s dated iay 4, 1968, more than ghree
yeers earlier, However, your reference to "recent developments in the state of tho law®
intrigues me because one o the subjects of extensive correspondence has besn my ofiorts
to obtain precisely thls frou the darchives, copies of all laws, decisions, regulations and
interpretation of any kind controliing this archive, I invite Jour pecsonal examination of
the file and your denial of my statement, I algo ask for copies of tiut to which you nuake
spacific reference, for I an not awure of any amencment to the lawe I am aware ofamcndment
of regulations to cover violation oi the law anc regulations when I have made requests and
to cover other vielations of widch I am algo aware and, 1 believe, have churged, with.ut I'es005€,



Hext you favor me with a couplaint about tix: volume of correspondence. So that wy
regontment and objection uay be clear, I will answer this both guncrally and specifically.
If you intend your l:tter to be a s¢lf=scrving reécord to be misused in the future, as has
been the case in the past, I think that improper. sirst of all, you and all those at the
dational Archives, as I shoul: not have to rewind you, work for me, not the converses. I pay
your salxrsles, not the converse. You owe obligations to all citizens, oi whom L aum one.

If £3 the funetion and obligation o: the archives to wmake public information available on
an im_.artial besis and in conformity with lavw and regulationse iwow, when they with dis-
graceful frequency requiraias long as six month to respond to requests, how can the file

of correspondence be other than large, how can my work be other thuan needlesusly burdensone,
and how can you regord this as compliance with any standard of public service or with the
spirit or the letter of the laws and re;ulations? You will find in this correspondence
letters fro. me specifyin; the dates of unangwered reguests and the lapses of timee 1 ascure
you six months is not uncomuon, sigain, I welcome a documented denial or, on tlic other

hand, & challenge to me o prove this when it is within my physical capubility. and in

this conuection, let me remind you oif one of my unaswered requests, for the tiwe within
requests and inquiries are to be responded to. I have asked anu I have had po answer. My
request was suflicicntly far in the past for this to awount to a refusal to supuy that
information. I go further and say this information is wy right as it is tihat of all citizeus.

Now I will give you some gpeciiic illustrations of why aund how this file got so large,
and begin with an unamgwered request for an explanation thut Ly at least three years old., Un
the day the transfer oi certain waterials, including what is and what is not part of the
agstate of the late Prusident, was aunounced, 1 appeared ii person in the ofilce of the
Archivist to request access to all or it und to the contract by which the transfer was uade,
I was denied it, and il was swgiested that I write a letier requesting access to part oi it
for forwarding to bir, Burke iarshall, You will find, if not the Archivists notes, letters
confirming thise. That request was denled by bir, marshall and I was informed of it by the
Archivist, Later, under the wost dubious circumstunces, the isrchives arranged for a propa-
ganda misuse of thi: contract in what was deliberately contrived as a leak to a reporter
whose pridisposition to favor the government in this anc related matters was well known, as
was hus lack of kuowledge of the subjects Under the regulation, I was required to have equal
access, However, you will find a covering lutter wiih whdch I was sent s couy oi' tids contract,
about s week after he had printed i%, engled ani euphasized in a way congenial to of:icial
desires, The reasons given me for refusing it to me are that it would result in sensational
anG undi;nified publicity. These reesons are not subject to change, They are true or they
are unirue. If they were true for we they were true for overyone. whe reason is o lie, and
L mince no wordas is saying ite 1 chullenge you to show me any legitimate reason under the
law for denying that contract to me. rMorsover, it is obvious thuat the most sensationul
treatment is in newspapers, not books, for in newspupers there is ncver space tor adequate
treatuwent of such matvers. The fact is that the resultant newspeper treatment ywag sensktional,
but the nature ol the sensation was the object of the govermment, I thiuk you will {ind tlds
the csuse of umy longest lutters, ir not the subject ol more correspondence than auything eloues
and I still, after all this time, await a PReasonable explanation or snswer.

Another that comes to wmind im ediately is my request for what is calied the memo of
transfure. Under the jmg jcan iall v, Gulick deciasion, as you muast know, once this was used
in agy way by the govermment, ao it was in the so-called Clark fanel Report, uhatover immnune
ity it may have enjoyed under the law ended. It took an inordinste time to tell me what I
categorize as a lie, thal this is a "private paper".Were it, that would have becn kmown ime
mediatoly. the file on this also is t:delr, anc especislly because of your unbecouing lecture
1 invitc your personsl r.adiug of it. In fact, I dare it. iow whon this cheap trick was
pulled on me, I avoided direct confrontation with that which could lhamve resulted in cheap
publicity and asked for the government's copy or this alleged itransier to the alleged rep=
regentative of the Xennedy family (and I use these vords because L belicve thic ofiicial
representation to be inaccurate). I waz denied in on the same spurious grouxi. So, I went
to what tiic law regurds as the ageucy of priwary interest, the Secret sorvice, and asked it
for a copy. It guve it to we, routing it through the Hational iArchives, xhich nover told ma.
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L kmew because the Secret Service did tell ne, and it told we at the time. I waited a long
time and thea agiked the archives why I did not have it. I was told that its gener 1 counsel
wag considering whether to let mc have it, Zow tids is an impropriety. The law clueerly vests
the decision in the agency of prim;ry concerns the 3ecret Service wag slgnatory to that memo,
And all rights, if they ever existed, to withhcld, vaporized on use=public use, althoush under
the decision gny use i¥ sufficient to end the right to withhold, Gf courge, I could have

gon: to court. But the consequences of this would not have been to my liicing, i7 I thuk
they were the deliberate intent of the guvernment, or someone in high authority in it, It
would first or all huve resulted in a dofamation oi the Secret Service, which was gulltless,
and perhape by inrerence of those brave men in tho escort that tragic day, who had alPeady
been defamed too much - never at all by ne, lext it would have falasely made it appear that
the family of the President was rogspongible for the sup resamions. This woula have been an
awful added sufering for thom, and I would not permit myself to be mandpulated into thig
position, It is as miserable & maneuver on the part of any govormmont as I can conceive, lowe
ever, if you have any doubt, I invite you to consult the files. You will see that I did exhaust
my administrative remedies as the Necessary prerequisitc to suit but did not file what would
have been a very siuple suit with a virtually autouatic decision in ny favor becuuse I cume
to rvalize what the sovermuent was contriving, and I wili be party to no such thing, + have,
ingtcad, elected, as the record will show, to forge my undoubted rigchte dhen I went back

to the Secret Service, against which I could have filed, and told those with whom I was
dealing what had happened wnd that if I were to get this paper to which I am entitled, they
would have to give it to me or I would have to sue, which means do it all in public, they
consulted the Atiorney General, who toli them to tell me to sues This makes it eloar enough
for me, The Department of Justice, it would appear, is not at all reluctant to wake it apoear,
no matter how falsely, that the sup ressions of evidencs pertinentx to the agsasgsination of
$he Fresident are the doing of his survivors, a frightful defamstion as it is a fileelicod.
4ATe you begimning to sec how the file grew?

Let me give you anoth. r illustration, in a case where I did 8o to court, I sought
Plctures of the evidentiary parts of the President's clothing, iy requestsa, to your personal
kmowledge, were specific and limited to the very small areas of damage, in some cases for
pictures of as little as & half-inch of a garzent. Firast of all, I was lied to. Unly after
the end of the last working day before my papers were due in court was the lie admiited, ufter
all my papers had_been prepar.d aud when it was too late to change them, Next, the .rchivist
cow itted what I hyve charged without even Rro forma denial is perjury to deny me this official
evidence, as it i3 not only in fact by by specifie description in the contract. lic told the
court that the contract prohibited his showing this clothing to anyone, in addition to his
false sweering, What did he then ao% He voluntarily showed it to a man who is as litile
gualified under this same contract as a liotentot who is unaware of the invention of paper,
a man whose preconceptions wers well know, whose statements could be predicted with the certainty
that one can forecast the rising of the sun. Uxamine the [il.: and tell yourself, if not e,
what percentage of the bulk this represents.And my sqoond charge of ronewed yerjury is without
responses How it is obvious that one of us has con. itted a coriue, he who sworw falsely or
he who in slleging it slandersd, L have only ofiicial silence on this, which is adequate answer,

Should these not be enough exsmples of why the filex of correspond.nce is as large as
it is, please couplain sgein and I will provide an abundance of similar iliustrations, ‘he
rest ol the statements in thig parugraph arc gelf-serving falsehoods to widich there is inherent
response in the foregoing,

Your exaggerate in saylng that the archives staff has "often gone beyond normal limits"
in filling ny requests, but it is true that when I first storted to use the archives the stat'y
wags helpful and foliowed the lutier anu the spirit of the regulatious. Changes caue when I
began to locate in that literary morass tha* which the executive brauch did not want used
and understood, st that time, when others, secking to cou. creialize cheap publicity, meue
what were then false Charges against the archives, I alonc defended ity as its record then
Justified, and I did this on coast-to-coast V. You uay not know it, but I also eunded a phoaey
petition canpaign aimed st the srciives when Soueone cought to sell a book by that device,ihe
change was iu the srchives, got in me, I owe it no obligation, but I felt thus Justice required
this of wu, especially on such u subjects Foimes: to oth v resecarciiers, your words, is not in



way or semse a factor. They arc your inapyropriate words. I have not asked the Arciiv.s to
do my rescarcn ror me, The Archives dic thelomzission®s filin:; durin;: the Vom ission's life,
It is supposed to have a copy ol every document on ever person in a separate file, If you

do not tend your own vinyards, do uot charge ue with rape. .or is manpower a fuctor. when I
protested inadequate, part-time staffing of this archive, the archivist personally agsured
me therc was no manpower shortage. 5o, unless he lied, or unless tuc govornment is niggordly,
in even the sense you use these words they are false and eniirely inaporopriate. hiors, when
documents have disappeared, the arcidves hos without deviation reiused to request copies
froa those agencies that can sup.ly thom, notoriously the ¥BI. .nd the simplest and sost
obvious way to reduce the size of the correspondcnce is to mmswer uy requegts promptly and
to Fill them when they are made. When thig is not done, expect me to try and hold you to
your responsibilities, and to the degrec I can keep them in minu, to repeat my requests
uwntil they ar filled. snd there is e siwplc method of abpiding -hat you may regarxc as
intemperate or passionate locters frow ue, and that is not to lie to me, not to play the
kind of dirty tricks I have not begin to document to the degree I can, and not to make

fadse charpges aseinst me, for I will make a written defense if only to keep you {rom creating
a fRise records onother way would be to cease the political misuse of tids arciive. In no
other case can it be as inep.ropriate. I regret I do not believe you will and I rogret 1 am
aware of further pending insppropriatcness.

Thig leads to your concludizy pors raph, Une felse statement in it I have already
addressed, that “concerning the clothing of President sennedy..eiccesu.e.iu basedon the
terms of the agreement...” in addition to what I have said on tids, I add that in response
to my lotter of Jauuary 6, 1972, but only gfier violation, that having been comaitied on
Japuary 7, vour regulations were altered in an ex post £ cto efiort to sanction the violation.
This 1s the second +time of which I know that the regulations were altered to sanctlon or
pretend to sanction violations, Iy recollectlon is that the previous one was last July. In
your next peatence you refer to "gaalified person'. I belivve I have asked how under the
agrecment a urologist can qualify for access. I would eppreciate an amawer, for obviously,
what you regard as qualification is essential, Ky own view is that if a urologist is
qualified, nobody can be disqualified, but that is not the sense of the contract, wither
or not 1bs legality is questioned. 1 do question it.

You then refer to "apuroval" by iir. harshall snd refer to him not quite precisely as
"the Kennedy family representative’, le is, rather, the representative of the executors of
the estate. The two are not identical. Your "error" is consistent with political intunt.
However, I had what amounts to the apyroval of pr, rorshall in two letters when I sought
access to the clothing in a way that pernitted atudy and snalysis by a crivdnalist of nmy
choice and permitted my own excmination of it in comparison with othor evidence in wy
posuessione The archivist refused it, to the point of violating existing regsulations and
compuunding this with repetitive perjury. What purpose, then, is served by obtalnin,, kire
M¥arshall's approvel, except politicel misuse by the government? dspecially when there ig
nothing to stop $the irchdvist frou doiug what he then did, first he .ithhold from me the
relevant regulationa. when L obtainec. thum frow another source snd asked another to obtain
a copy for me frowm the archives, ho was told thoy do not existe Then, when I oxposed the
overt violation of these regulations in refusing me what 1 requested, the regulations were
promptly altered to meke tiwm coasistent with the violation. 1 do have dated coples. \h&t
happened here is both incredibl. #io He and a reflection or the ofi icial unconcern anc attitude.
I was asked if the archives had corructly guessed my source! By when I reguusted all regulations
in writin, this, the one. most apyliceble, was withheld, as I can proves

It iz not ouly you wio the Archivist informed that I might apply to bave a pathologist
or other "qualiried" .orson examine this material for me. o aloo indomed me of it. I did
not dignify thi. tranaparent propsganda device and clear violation of the spirit aud intent
of the agreement with any rosponse. It in any covent is not what I requesteds There are things
I do not know awout pathology, radiology eni photogrpphy, but there is unobody in the world
of woom I kmow, possessed or any or all these sidlis, who has a kuowledge of all of the
evidence, most particularly the medical ovidence, equel to mines Therc is therefore nobody
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equppped to make the only ldnd of study I am interested in, oue in_context.lf you dispute
my representation of my credentials, I welcome any confrontation in sny forum of your selection
¥ith thosc already designated as "experts” by the governuent, including the eminent tcacher
of forensic patlivlogy, Dr. :ssell risher, I will not be party to what I regurd as propagsgnda
on such a subject and with the petential unavoidable in this. or will I in eny wey lend
mysel? to any further deceptions or risrepresentations on this subject such as those the
gowernment has already contrived, I know of no provision of tie contract which says that a
writer uay use a substitute in obtaining access to this waterial. If there is onc uhich

soys this, please cite it to mes. 1f there is any unpublished lctier sanctioning this on
behnlf of the estate, I would spsreciate a copye +his is a cheap device concocted for

cheap publicity. It iz inconsistent with every provision ol that usgreement you pretemd to
honore. If I err or exa;zerate, I will welcomec citation of gny provision visuslizing this
newaest in the unending shameful executive-branch manipulations to malte 1t suem that the
fardly of the President is responsible for the suporessions of evidene. that are fact.

You huve already violated I(2){(b) with me anc gy requests, unu you are now doing
exactly what I anticipated, violating II{2)(b)e. This language is, in my reading, specific
enouzh in denying gny access to, say, hewspaper reporters. It reads: "Access to the appendix
B materials shall be permitted only | ewphasis added] toe...iny recognized expert in the
field of pathology or related areas of science or technology, tor serious purposes reolavang
to the investigation of matters relating to the death of the late fresident...’ If you know
a ginyde newspaper reporter who has even begun to make this kdnd of "serious" personal
investigation, please inform me, Phis language secms to me to be deslgned to preclude what
you are now doing .nd above all would it sewm to preclude any ncwspaper access, by whatever
ruse of you r manufacture. I do not think you can hold the agreument to be legel and bindiang
snd sirmultaneously and ropeatedly violate it to contrivesaccess to propagandists anc
acientific nincompoopss

In zny event, your ofler, like Dr. khoands' beiore it, is not thu request I sade.
I tell you frankly that I caunot find langusge adequate to condemn enough that which
has becn done and is atill being cooked up to add to the suffering of the survivors and to
mke it appear that they ar: responsiblec for the suppression oi’ evidince that was exclusively
a federal responsibility. You must be aware — and ii you are not I roudnd you - that long
ago I went through the process of exhausting my administrative reumedies in o manner thet I
felt could avpid so stigmatizing the survivors and ons who has not surviveds I have not
carvied this further, as I will i the situation chunges, siuply because L feared that,
unable to afford skill.ed counsel, the governmont might exploit me for this desploable end.

Over and above all of this, which is more than eunough, there rouains the question of
autinticity and completoness of this and other relevant evid.nce, a subject on widch 1 have
a well-fizxed anu well-contirmed opinion. What Dr. Lattiser said on one point, if true, means
that this msterdal is not authentice. Phis has nothing to do with his incredible stategent
that tix pictures aud A-rays show who fired what shots anc with what. (and you recognised
bim as a Yqualified" expert?)

“n other respects, I believe your letier violates the language of The «tiomey UGeneral's
semorandur I cited in oy letter relating to "bureaucratic' obstaclese

Heanuwhile, I can look forward to nothing better than the next shame you will inflict
upon the country and the.unext abusc of the veresaved,

sincercly,

larold Julsberg



lire fartin

Senator Sdwerd e denacdy
Senate Ufiice Jldge
Washington, D.Ce

Dear iire lartin,

Busy as + usust presume you are, you may tind the enclosed letter to the director of
information ot UUA longer than you usy want to tako the tie to read. dowever, L tidnk
it is one you should revads I do hope you will do t ig and sve the contents some tihought.
If I do not enticipate that you will accept tie ofrer, I do ofier to send you prove of
every statemont in it or to umuke it availuble to anyonc you clect.

I an sorry the quality of the carbon couy is so poors It is ouw of the wugos of

B what some have elected to categorise as "scavenging.”
R
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I must keep us clear a copy as I can for my own Liles. Were I to send thet one to
¥ou wi ask its return, I adght embarrass you, fow it iy clear you clect no comand cation,
no matter how indrect, with me. That is your right und s decision you zlone cun ke, sut
if you woere not to rutwn my better copy, L'd not be avl. o meke usable coples in the
future should I have th: necde

I do regret that I have every reacon to expect thiu matter to vecowe wmore podniul
to you and others. I also regret that I have no reason to ospuct what L have as sumpted
to succeed in frustratin. it.

Jincerely,

llarold weisberg
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sir. uid durlburt, Aa
Senator Charles vathias
senate Ufidce uldg.
Washingtou, D.C.

Dear uid,

aApologies Tor the length of the enclosed 1. :iter to U4, but I feel that if I can
do nothing «lse i wust woke as full a record as I can. Also enclosed i Wy covesing
letter to Lartin,

If I have not disclose: the next steps in tids propagenda catipalgn to them, it iu uot
because I have not long been fully informed about it. I would liic: to think that wit: the
passing of time I way, purhaps, have succeeded in frustrating it.

There are other things that lead ume to believe there will soon be sinilar exploits
with other elements of tiw uvidence that have been denied me for close to four Fears.

On a less unpleasant subjeet, I an ¢lad to note ia iac's wailing of the Tth that he
has introwuced the described Lass-transit ceasure. 1t surely io a step towurd wewting
one of the urgent netional nveda.

1 also feel the property tax, but I hope any chsnge wil: not be one thsb places
a vurden on those least able to sugpert it. IF some of tie more ylurin: 5 inequitics, like
the oil-deplition allowance, were aliminated..es

Dest regards,

Horold Wedsberg



