/11/T5

Dr. Janes Hhosds, irchivist
The Hational Archives
dashington, D.C.

Buar Dre M'

After I wrote you May 29 I received from ay lewyur copies of the doowments
requesteu for the last of & serfes of tiwes &in that lctier. I find in goiag over
then that they ave incoaplete and to the knowledge of the Archives sre. Wasn to
your knowledge and that of Jour tikis request was zade in connection with a
sult in fpderal court in which the goverament is respondent, I
oceplain about the apperent politieal wotiwvation of the Are
and $0 rocord what you should know, my belief that thds is a sericus intruston
1ato ny rights as well as capekilities in court,

1 also ask that you direot full and ixmediate codpliance with tids request.
I need ani want everyshing in the srodive déaling with the spectrographic snd
peutron sctivation analyses, sxclusive of uhat wes recently sont.

This saterial ssnt doss not inoluds copiss of the well-known, the publisbed,
woue documonts 1've sees in the pust, or anything from the AEC sxcept the one
Bbaracld letter of 12/11/63. When the ANC has to date found it impesaible to respond
to interrogatories although wider court direction fo do mo and whew L% begsn by
lying to us about what it had and did, the cxisnion seoms less accidental.

As you know the FEL had stonewalled on this, iaisisting that I read their sinds
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intergret as relevant to my regwest and needs in CoA. 226-75, en the firwolous basis
that these docum:nts are in your files.

One of the auestions asfare the court now is of oomplismoe. I now have Yo ask
w%ruﬂmmm&qtmmtmmumtﬂwmwuow
by a slzple requent and I shall ask that b requewt » postpomement untdl T hawe all
you can supply oo this snd have tine $0 go over it.

As you realise, I a= at your sercy oo this. I camnot go to your files and
select the yelevant. In fact, I have no way of kuowing how you hawe thio materdal
filed. I an sntiroly depsudeat wpon your honoBable and faithful exsoution of yowr
offiodal responsiddlitios.

This hes slready been damaging to me. I vegard Lt a3 an official laterference
with tha ability of the law and the courts to function snd fnto my righta. If it is
iz any way mor: hurtful to me I shell ask oowmsel to inquire inte ihe applicskdlity
of provigions of the recont soendments that I uaderutand tie Congress enacted %o end
thin kind of abose of citimtes who sesk ascces fo public inforzatinn.

Four woeks have nov passed sinos I ande other requests to which there have been
g responses. Jince then + huvo learmed of a declasaificstion in 1973 of wiieh I have
Ro rocord of having been informed. That was after the last regulsrly-scheduled de-
classification. By lotter eonlimding this request begins with & request for sll docu-
monts daclassified since the last regular declassification.

I had asked for and that day recsived what was represanted as all the Hoseniko
docum:nts. L now loarn that what I waa thon givem s mot ell of them. I-raised ocrtain
queationa about the departure fyom norm in the doclassification of thowe [ did receive
that recain mnanswnred. Although I them 814 not know of thn: existence of these oiber
documents 1 gorrectly acticipated this adied political influcnce at work under you and
the penultimate parngraph of <y lotisr of YMay 14, 1775 besine with the requegt that
anderstanding required,



In thiz letter I also asked specifically about relevant CIA documents, Thore
has baen no response,

Ifmmmacehdoemtsiumu_tladteamwabawttheaﬁtbnymwiﬂh
mmmmmwmrnmuwm.

(dod I 614 mek *re Jomson for a copy of every Cia docunent declassified sinte
the 1970 declaseification, I left 4 350 oheck to cover sowts 1n the avonkmy doposit
was 800 low.)

Without ths PEI ‘s slao enongling in deliberate withholding froe thc Warrsn
Comminsion there pizply have to be nore FII documents relating to Josenko.

It secms wutirely ioposeible that the starf of tbsﬁmaias:lmankudm
questions about those documente with which I waa supplieds The za;s in them are
aorsous and thin wos a quastioh of greatsst cousceyn to thi: Uemminsion, ss the
sxocutive session trenseripta you withheld froa o8 Inproperly lepve uithout doubt,

It now ix public inowledge Shat the CIa wae during he peried involved intar-
cepting all mail to tbc Joviet Union, I pecall sothlng in the Sirren zatorisl
reflocting that the CIA {nforred it of tho fruit of thds lav violatiom. Ss, I add
& specific requent, for asytadnd and everything in any way relaied to the iaterw
goption of any Csvold nail, imeluiing but not indte: to whether the CI4 informed
the Commimmion of 1%, .

fis wes, 1 remind you, the only candidate for sssassin,,i do aaio thia request
with utmozt seriousness snd I ¢ heps you will g vogard it and unlide %s record

dmwi,nl@infmdtomm.mtoitﬂn&lnﬁw:;mt
wnd full responss withia a reasonsble tine,

nmmmmmmdtumlmwmumgmmmm
Mmatmqmtminwmmmﬁthmuﬁaﬁmm&oftbwmw
respord in any way to my letter of May 14, I would appreciate it,

Mo

Hareld Weisberg



g

6/11/75

Rear Ji«l,

Aftar drafting the aaterial for the new affidavit I beliewe ig required in
CoAe225~T5 I cume %o vealise the extent and the possible consegusnces of the newest
Arehives stonewalling sad tie potentisl of t.e PRI'yg whipeawing us on thia.

It now is am prectical impossibility for me to exscute as conplete an
aftidavit es I believe i3 reguired because of transparent withholding by the
Arciives. it is completely impoesible that the only ecomunication or document
of any kifd from, to or sbout the AEC can't be the one latter, Ederscld's of 12/11/63,

Aside from this, I do not beliews that the Hoover documents we have permit the
kinda of stat=ments Rankin nade iz the exwcutive sescions aboubt HAA,

. In this coancction, please understand that my otMer work as it relgtes to thls
is abeclutely and completely definitives Exhibit %59 caunot have It the Pre-ideat
in the back sné left trases on the Jecket and shirt; and it did pot and could not
have exited the front of Mo neoke If you had read the last part of Ppgt NEEEEE
Yoriag you'd mow thism. Bowsver,if you recall the plotures I showed you whem I

got thex fron Lledundienet while he was still pesling from thw swary Juigsment in
Code T18-T0, you should recall.enough.

Thus Kelley's 4/10/78 letter makes no reference to Ea4 on the clothing. Bat
they daréd not omlt thds and the XA of the ewrbatone tn the ¥ilty arridewit,
(3orey I missed the surtetone Kii for the first affidavit. The terridble haste!)

They can't produse authostis snd somplcte tests without ending the whode
woastrous affadr, shich gives ws zexiouvs problems buocanss they bave ssricus onass.
This is part of ths reasening behind ny belief that we must do all we can prior to
the coming calendar beaying, when Fratt may just igrore the law aod try to moot us.
And with vigor, v :

¥hile for the purpones set Torth inm 4%t ny letter of today to Ehoads was
necesssxy, 1 think it alse provides a legitimets basis for asking for a post~
ponement, zside from the AKC's now-gompliosnce which thay can rectify by again handing
us & Bonereaponsive afridevit in court. Unless you find ccmpelling reasoss not to,
please use this as a basls for esking for the kind of pootpomomsnt 1've suggestad
in the past, until we bave 10 days after the delivery of the last pepsr asiked for.
1 have copies of what the Archives should heve ziven uws and 43dn t. They didn't
©ve up auy of the Shroeyfelt exhidita, for exoople, ond they art relevants Hor the
Hgover lotler I hove in Foat Moptem which ssye 1o Wia own opredal wey thet the KAd's
do not sny what they wsnt gald,

Added to the long and couwsiatent recerd, I thiak tais puts us in a poaition to
use the new proviaion of the law for the recovery of dnusges. If wo can find it
posaible, alvaye a queshbivn.

Yatil I can read the Rockefollsr deport {amd the morning paper hss not yet some)
I cann t be sure, but I belisve that it will heve to say mere than has becn yuparted
of Cottur's testimony om CIA mall intercepts, 1'd sxpect the Senate ccusitise to
add to this. What I'o gotting ot [ ia an explanation of the CIA'ms satorewalling when
I told Varner quite oponly thet T hove cojlec of thalr domentic surveillanoe 0a ume
I have known all along that therc was interference with my meil abdroad having to do
with pabliskdng, ¥y bondon sgent reported 1% Ly ¢able and shone, T was represented
for a while by Dilis, thy Czech agency. When all else falled I tried Bast Gurmany.
and in Vest Gorseay the stut? just cisap esred, beih way, Tiia cost ze publicethon
by Ficchey A.Q. and their letters never reached x¢. +n fact, the memmserist disappeared,
as d1d xercxes of tre limitad cidition at Dar Spdezgl.for did they know? By accident.
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Jparrow for & rveding. mixad it. Yhen I later leemed adout him, »hich is to
mwhnbﬂmdmmmthemmmthomhdect.Iwu&a :
British reportor, who toll me that Sparrow has been & longtize gpook, specializing
in recrutting,

¥hen his book appeared I engaged in correspondemce with him. “s was thea
wmwilling to make even pro forma denials, saying I would not believe M= anywey,

Yoo know about the non-delivery of the manuncript of Ogwald N _Orlonne
and what bappsned with a second oopy, another intwroeption. Well, earlier there
was somcthing sisilare I sent perts of Khitewash I to sy london agent ss I wrote
them, It 15 my recollection that not & single first-olas: mailing reached him. Only

mzmtmwwmmatmm

knitmtfwtﬁ.woflum&mcbmtmwwm.mudwm
the Wllktnemn angle.

30, 1f any appreciahble part of this emcapsulation is the case, the CIA could

aﬁlyamltfmuselyhavumdstmnm.hnngtheehmasmtw
lirited capabilities would be sefer for them than any adminssion,

mmuumuwmnmm.
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you discussed it with Fuil?

It would be best to do this es enrly as possible in the "'humh inveatigntion,
in part decause it will be Mlpful to them, .

If we can't do this moon 1°1l probably have to gl¥Mhe werk I've dene oca
the CI4 domestic proprietary used for this apecial intelligense operation. At
lenst one, that is. The one I have documented. I'm to bear from Ford Rowan., I
®Bay raise it with him if his interest continues.

Best,



