
Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Coq d'Or Press 
Route 8 
Frederick, Marylarul 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

This is in reply to your letters of April 7, July 14, and September 2, 
1969. 

We have carefully reviewed and considered the points outlined in your 
letters concerning the "memorandum of transfer." We must affirm our 
previous advice to you that the memorandum is not the property of the 
United States but belongs to the Kennedy family. In these circula-
stances, we are not authorized to make the memorandum available or to 
provide copies of it. 

I believe that you have copies of (1) the letter agreement of the 
General Services Administration with the Kennedy family relating in 
part to the autopsy X-rays and photographs of President Kennedy and 
(2) the Report of the 1968 Panel Review of Photographs, X-ray Films, 
Documents, and Other Evidence Pertaining to the Fatal Wounding of 
President J:,hn F. Kennedy on November 22, 1963, in Dallas, Texas. I 
do not feel that we should furnish any information concerning the 
autopsy X-rays and photographs beyond that which is available in those 
two documents. To furnish such information might tend to encourage 
the morbid curiosity concerning the autopsy materials which the terms 
of the letter agreement were partly intended to prevent. 

A copy of this letter and copies of your letters have been sent to 
Mr. Burke Marshall 

Sincerely, 
ro 

JAMES B. RHOkDS 
Archivist of the United States 

CC: Mr. Burke Marshall 
IL 



Lillian& Harold Weisberg 

Coq d'Or Press ROUTE 8, FREDERICK, MD. 21701 
Code3GI;473-S136 

ee..eil 0, leae 

Rho:„da. 
.1rej.vizt 	the 6eiled States 
Tne ::ate eel sphivee 
7ashieeton, D.O. 20405 

Dear Lr. Rereads, 

I 6m doe 	grateful thct you could inform me the memoraddum of 

transfer of the picturoe and 	of the john F. ::ennedy autopsy "ie not 

the reeoperey of tee United Stat s" on the 82nd day following the first of 

my =say recuests for access to snd a copy of it. Liuch expeditious response 

to inuiriec is a boon to research, es you no doubt intended, and is typical 

of the government's deeication to freedom of inforeetion as it is of the 

leuCly end often declared policy of ke2pinE no unnecessary secrets about the 

murder of the President or its official "investigation". The scholarly 

concern of tee ..ational Archives under your leadership le nowhere, to my 

lenowledee, more clearly reflected. 

however, your latter does present a few problems, for me and if I 

may sugeeet it, for you rand the government. You may recall that in our 

personal conversation in Judge helleck's court and in letters I told you I 

now c'eout this memorendum of transfer. That date exactly coincides with 

the date on which one of the then ranking officiels of the Treasury Department 

seys ehece pictures end ::--rays of the euto7)sy ':ere turned over to the :;:en-

nedy family. Until the date of the memorandum this film vas in the custody of 

the United States Secret Service, which is pert of the Treasury Department. 

On thet date the Secret Service surrendered possession of these same film. 

:se you tolling me that the representative of the 7ennedy family 

Save the representative of the Eanuedy family a receipt for the film given 

him by the Secret Service, or tnst he weote himeelf end only himself
 e memo- 

, randum covering the transaction? ,era yeu also telling me that t
he :;eneedy 

Xemily is so lackine in confidence in itself, its lawyers en= the Zenzedy 

;,ihrory that for safekeeping" this "private Asper" was merely "left at the 

...rcLives uilding"? This, no doubt, is r thought the import of wnicn eeuld 

not be loSt upon those who hey() made or .:tht be called upon to mks finale-

ciel contributions to the Xenedy -eibrary. 

If I assume with you that t.:3 particular copy of this mcmorendum 

of transfer to welch you ellude is not t'LD property of the united States", 

reeeit me to address .eraelf to ether copies. This film we
s the property of 

the L7ited States (and in my bell_? Lever we.:: the ereferty of cnyone ease). 

Lomecee, with or .without the sanctisn of law, undertoo'e to 
give away the 

 of the united States. rhea ...urt be L. record, en eccountine, of eee 

eieeeoltion or all federal property. 	tee eoment let un not concern 

oereolve ever whether or not Lee 4rLicular cc.14 of thi, mr;:nryzanduu is "hot 

liar erepevey or lhO UOItud 	 A;.:Aiirt, lot us onn.:aro ooraell_vulA 'Ath 

accts. a It ve euen reeeeLeely s:.uruu by tt.o huud o: Liu '.:u
evut 

e4Jev1ce thetehie ugeetcy nee turned every reeore relutiate 
t' ehe euemealeetion 

0 



te eeer ..eeeey. 	wile ea; euiteee eve.: eeize eeee ewe seeeey eee. 	will be 
e :zee ef 	 co:tees ef eee eacret Sereice. I note 

revel ::-eee. :e ec :eece 	 eeee. teis ezeueeet ie'aot clesei- 
fee.: ueeor tee eeidliese erveeeeine 	tet. It is eel; teat the 7.entedy 
feelly eopy 	ie :veer 	priveto eroecrey. ee same stint there seoule heve 
beer. ecaeiecretice of eoe eoverneent eecrarte ceule be ,riven aese. I would like 
tt ....70 C0740:1 of 'ley eel .11 eeenreeea or re:eerie of eny eine or chereceer 

wite tai::. 2f, be say ceetce, eoveeheeez property ieee eaalt rite. so 
leeeely test there ere no s.: ca records, I weuld beerecieee your essurence of it. 

.end if you could respond to te.is eele1,1 reeuest in eceething appreciably 
leas eleal almost three months, it weult: bo helpful to me. It reins not reflect 
unfevorebly on the eove;nment's record ie thie end related matters, either. If 
et tic come time you could tell me way it reeuired thlppue, almost throe months, 
to learn that the particular copy of tee eemerendum isegovernment property, I 
believe I emuld find that eorthweile eaowledse. 

In all of this I hove edeitionel query otter reeding your efeidsvit 
filed in Judge Eelleckts court and that filed in the case of D. John Nichols, 
in i.opeke, eenass. In each you suavest it is vital for the govern_ ant to be 
able to accept Tapers for Presieentiel archives so tent such papers may be . 
preserved 'w eveileble for research. Fare you Ley exactly the opposite, that 
the papers ere ecceeted so teey can be unevailcble for research. If you could 
teee the tine to resolve this seeming oonfliet in purpose, that under oath 
beine elven es for evsilobility once the not under oath for unevailebility, 

-ieht be erle to understend the mole thins o little better. 

see udeitionizentalce ire eau_ 17ttse is of greet ieteeest to Jo, 
eartly beceuse it rolttes te ehax a_a eelee, 	tea eeet or .4 recollection, 
been tee eue:ect of eieceseis or coeneeeo:eeecc eeteeen 113. -cu say, 'Tor your 
lefoenation, I unaerstene teet tee bleck.ee eLiez no celer nogetives referred 
to ire eea lees penal review arcs tee stew eceetives lieted in _eeendix 8 in 
tee....canedy femily deed es sift of ectober ee, lees." If you c*n sueply tee 
source. Gr year uaeoretvediue, I wrule eolcoeo it. Qeperison of tee two documents 
of reforenck:. tax my understandinG, .n4 I 6= fescinated at your :Awareness of it. 
SLOW, may I us:;, did this cone to your etteatica? 

I do spereciete your kineness in paseine alone your understanding, 
especially because it is unsolicited and I encounter so much difficulty in 
Getting so ouch of ::het I do seek. 

lin:lever, the nenel report mentions but seven "negatives" as distinguished 
free other film. Its inventory is describau us of "prints end teensperencies". IA 
a eareerah aftr the eight-pert listine it says "negatives coz_eepondinl to tae 
ebova weYe present", :'it pout seyin,; to ell cf the above or how there hapeened to 
be (if thero ware) neeetives cerreeeoneine to transparencies, Which, as I under-
stead it, arc mode with positive film. 

I ee. Sue-tear peplexed by tee feilure of both documents, where a 
peeeiee reeved seats to heve been the overt perecee, to rive total number of 
pictueee en:: subtotels of each eine ea: eiza. I cennot eked eny coebinetion of 
nueeare fro: the -encl. inventory end ereive et either the enaouncee fiGure for 
piceuras U..= or thet recorded by tee :el eepats ;resent at the autopsy en:; the 
picture-teking (it will eerheps 	taiegs for you if I do not raise tle 
same cueetion shout the X-rays). If she tabbleted film identified in parenthesis 

tee 



r. - 

4, 

witi. tee letters 	is identical .ith 	unlet-tered, Different hueber, in ieeelf confueine areu_;:, teem sees to 	& eeeel of 46 eictures. If ehe seven refarec:.'eo et tne bottom c2 this tebuleticn or difeerant, teLere then are 52. If teazle, enea nunncrad "19 teereuen 20 (3 TB),, by tele eenel are Lot ideneicel with ":ed tnreeeh e2", cee ...lice thz enaol repcete zey= name:1y thet they "appear to represent the some viewe, do we. cove en additional seven? ::nd if those identi-fied wieh tee letters .73 1.11.1 different nueners then. tecee 44,10inill: them in the list are difeerane pictures, hove wa on additional 18? 1Io combinetion of addition etd/er subtraction yields for ma the -.272 or m:e cneounced nua'..er of pictures. 

Ztudy of .appendix B (end I hove, indeed, studied it) provides only more teed new confusion. It has four items of pictures, not one o: which can-teins a single meaniegful number. To list "envelopes" without reference to their content is as best o subterfUge end at worst a conscieuz deception. Do all the envelopes hove eny eectures of umq kind in them?Does ESV hove more than a single film: There ere char obvious euestions, but these illustrate the point. But numbers of envelopes only ere given in tb: first three "ieemizetions" of film in npeendix B and as meaningless•os desieneticn is in thee zemeining one, where the desc leticn "I roll" is used. Rolls are of vcryine laegths em6. Within eny Liven leneth veryine numbers cf exposures are possible. Soy 4pendix B also 
extends itself to give no numbs...2, nothiae from which neeniae can be derived. Iftwo botches (fro."the list) ere ''with no image", in iteelf e remeel:able, 
entirely anexpleincd eituetion, there is from lees 	 ofe:ezine any 
:dad cf eeenineful eoeperieou netwo-n tlt 	liOtina- 	cupeo:eely identical film o: tie ei)e) eutoeoy, oecn reereoeneca eu coeeleto ene'unteiatod. 

Ot»or existing records ml-antis oven sere bcffline to sue. I refer to these becauce e'eey ere the teo to which you restricted yourself.The bewilderment, wnich I mCee no effort to hide, is further trexeliceted by eneIyeis ef your, choice cf words. You refer not to totel pictueesand film of any cad all kinds, never 
to prints cr teenspereecies, merely to "negatives". You say those of the panel 
report tore the eame neeetives linted in Appendix B". of you do not day is 
that there uru no others, either neettives, positives or treneperencies. Is 
thie neeely en ovezeieht. Jo the number: of both "liete" exactly coincide? Does 
either hew eeut is not it nn c.her? how ie teat film "with no imege" inoluded 
in the eupeoeedly definitive panel-report list oce text? 

Frem this I hors you can understond I do, sincerely, velcome soy ni&efficotion. Your letter doer not convey it, but I do, very much, want it. l'erLepe you hero see en additional reason for my anxiety to obtain whet I am confident I em entitled to, a copy of the maeorendue of transfer an:. everything 
Ail:Alec to it. I certainly tould epeeeciete :any meaningful explenetien of the 
above yen co." _provide, whatever its form. I ee no 	sincere in hoping you will 
reseond rithiu the reesofteble eime re both 'mow is possible and nresents no 
hardshie to your or eeur staff. 

Once cgein, if unsolicitely, = aeein urge upon you consideration of 
waet such t record toys ere; records for eeet:rity of CLe cavern:cent end of every 
individual in 44.1y respznsible ceeecity, eaeeciElly .Than our concern is with the 
murder of e President and its officiel investigation. 

~iacerely, 

Lei N/1 

nerold .:hisberg 
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Lillian& Harold Weisberg 

coq d'Or Press ROUTE 8, FREDERICK, MD. 21701 

Code 301 / 4 73-8186 

vnitaa 3t.t.tcs 

pit.: —Z. '%.t04. L.e, 

I .:•gret the ovar:.ue nzoe,:ity cf re.L..lia- you !: lecture an the 

responsibilities :;n.:21 obliEntions of public somlnts .n a eociety Ana gov:;:n-

.1.nt such Ls ours, but ':.c devious omve you bDVO been pleying ..Ith me .her 

so lon7, letva me no dltornstive unless I en to abdiccto my responsibilities 

citizen et-..1 a writer, Which I rill not ac. 

It is no sec:let that your agency fia:s no liffioalty in respondin:-  to 

o:hsr requests virtually by return to il. -ine 	not lees then tto months 

if* they CZT rats . ontaed to et 	This ca,mot be '.o.:iientel r 1  belieiv_ it is 

only beceuse I aava so persistently 	effectively exposed federal 1,, orc.00airzs. 

lonv time has elspsed since my 1. c t 1-.7tter on 	requ2c:inc the 

lemo of tr:_tsfer on whicll your r..cord is .tidier ens of intsndef diehc•n::sty' or 

ono',her fader41 c6.ency directly' involved has lied to me. hichover is 	ooze, 

I 	uehame the; s-ch 	aditiTn 	exist in my covi.razmit, 

when 	.s involved is the murdix of c 2recir.lent end its of iciul. itmastin-tion. 

IL ray event, I lu.ve b:en 	 in:c2med th:.; y:..0 do, in "-te.t, 

hPV- tZo feLe..na cow of this 
..Lemo. I thcreforc self: for it =till :grin. 2.nd this 

time - believe it is not 4t of presumptions to e::pect it by return 

alreLdy roiscf thiz .11 -tor 	:Ay amotor, to ._tom I in c ending 

co7y of 	letter. If you do not respond now 	ti ct you explain the 

re3cons for :..ay Lely to him, con. Chbrles ;c;. 

-.na if or ony rex.scA you 	i I to honor chi!. quite TZ01'...3Z request for 

iocumanter; evidence it now epl-sK:rs you navy bandelikertItely suz:reesing by 

-4-2.1.::::).1.o?er exercise 	re•.-; pover b1cLe, 1 17f.A11: 	ts:J0 

tsar renson•-ble men court r.cce,t in rellatstior. 	- 	;his :.:-; not ;::z. 

4 Li L'e..7110 St ••• 	C 	- 	: - 	c IA on s 	r.e....uirs to ads to 

2iherol? 

orol5 eio'serg 

:arzrnation 	cue 	
-ous ozcz.sion.e. I 

101:_3v ..ou.j.t to use ;tic 14v; sr_o.ctod by 	 ycure o z.ty ether 

=de 	 tseever. 


