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kir. Liarion .ohnson
The Netional Archives
fashington, D.C.

Dear ir. Johnson,

You ere probably not the person to whom this letter should be addressed. In that
event, may I ask thet you direct it to the proper suthority. I am writing in some
haste prior to seeing you today because overnight reflection convinces me the
mstter is of grest importence. irefacing what I am about to sesy, i want to ke
clear thet nothing is reflected in my research or experience that justifies sny
criticism of either the Netional irchives or you. From my limited experience. both
the, orgehization snd its personnel hsve & proper dedication to their important
function in our nationsl life snd history, and I do sppreciste the cooperation

snd sssistance that you and others have extended.

Ls you know, I have devoted 2 vast amount of time to sn snslysis of the worlk of
the Yarren Comaission. 1t is reflected in my bo-k, which you h:sve, entitled HITE-
YASH - THE REPORT ON THE "ARGEN €O0.1:I32I0H. To say thet even the most cursory
examination of this record leaves the snalyst with deevp misgivings is & coasider-
sble understatement. There are the most fundsmentsl contradicti-ns in the evidence,
with the most credible dis:roving the official version of the account of the
asssssination ~f Presidsnt Kennedy. And there hess been what on the basis of what

I now know what 1 can only call sumpression of the most fundsmentsl evidence. ‘e
have briefly discussed some of this recently, and I hava Plready written the nesds
of those agencies chiefly involved, the FBI snd the Secret Service.

~ For exa- ple, when I examined Docunent 371 yesteraay { this is Exhibit 397 in the
published meterisl) I found @ receipt that included msterial not in the file. There
was no indication of vhat the Secret Service did with this deta. Yet of all the
information that should be in the Archuives, whether or not classified, there is
little that cen be more importent thsn what is missing. It is the working paypers,
the contemporansous notetions or the notes of the doctors ss they performed the
autopsy. rfrom his testimony, which you will find quoted on psge 183 of my bo:lk,

Dr. Humes identified these as "vsrious notes in longhsend made by myself, in part,
during the performence of the exsminstion of the late Fresident...” There is
absolutely nothins of this character inz either Document 371 or printed Ixhiuit
297. Yet Exhibit 397 contains an Autopsy Descriptive Sheet which shows no builet
wound in the back of the FPresident's neck, which is the account of the written
eutopsy end the representation ol the ertist's conceptions, Exhibits 385 and 386,
If, ss this official document made at the autopsy and part of it shows, the 1l:te
President was not struck in the neck :nd was struck much lower in the back, then
here slone the entire investigation 1s destroyed. There is ample exidence to
confirm the chart. The significance of the notes is here spparent, as is slsc their
exclusion from both the file snd the Archives.



I am disculeted by the reported return of the Betzner pictures on the ground they
show nothing but the fronof the Depository building. This could te the most impor-
tant thing they could do, for the entire 26 volumes are barren on just this, the
most fundsmental of evidence. Thst building was never secured, snd the exclusion
from the record and the Archives of such nictures serves only to suppress whet
could be the most importsnt kind of evidence. For example, in one version, Oswald
is ssid to hesve clsized he Just walked out of the building. If one of thess vhotos
showed that, need I say whsat significance it would holdy Aloo, who were the other
people who freely entered and left the building or who were stending sround, or
who might have been in other adjscent windows: In this connecfion, I want to draw
the sttention of the srchives to Peges 202-3 of my bo-k, Here you will find &
compsrison between the cropred version of the Altgens picture used by the Commission
and 8 more complete but apperently still incomplete version 1 obtained. The more
complete picture shows an open window on the second floor of the ad joining building,
directly fecing the back of the motorcade as it proceeded toward the Triple Under-
p2ss. Then there sre other npictures of this sort not in the record and, from what
you have told me, not in the Xrchive. For example, extensive footage showin~ the
front of the building end neovle entering and leaving. Either or both Crouch nnd
/Underwood, Dallas TV photographers, took these, according to the testimony. . ust
assuredly, if this srchive is to approximate completeness, they should be inciluded,

I reslize the obtaining of such essential documentation may not be the responsibil-
ity of the Archives, But with the terminstion of the Commission, who else cen I
addresst You will recsll that yesterday we discussed the fact thst the biblio-
graphy contains no entry lster then November 1964, Is there to be no depositc.y

for séholars, especislly in the future, for any dste that now comes to light:

Has no pert of the government sny responsibility herer If there were those on the
steff of the commission who decided not to include dasta, and if they we:e Wroagd,

is there no mefhanism for correcting such error:

I 'em spprehensive of the exclusion of existing data from thelﬁfchive, such as the
photographs, Xreys and notes of the autopsy, the svectrographic snalysis of tre
bullet and the gragments, of the windshield of the csr and the curbstone snd things
like that. Here there is no conceivable element of nationsl security and ther: is
en obvious element of suprpression, for the dates is in the possession of those
sgencies that have the greatest resson for suppression, the FBI end the Secret
Service, both of whom, innocently or not, besr responsibility for some of the
traegic events in Dallss. :

Here I want to sllude to the nat re of some of the material thet is still classif-
.ied end to inquirs, generslly, ofi the basis for and ressons why there is such

v’ classificetion snd who makes the determination. Agencies that might seek self
protection? ‘e are here concerned with the sssassinetion of an Americsn ! resident
end a most dubious inouest. The most cursory exsminstion of the bibliogrsphy
indicates 8 character to meny of these documents thst cannot pos: ibly relste
to nationsl security. and if they did, there must be some mechenism by which
impartiel anelysts may confirm the judgements made, both of fact and nationsl
security. Unless this is done, there will never be an end to auestioning, and bthere
never should be, : :

Among the things apparently clessified is some of the testimony. I em psrticulsrly
; enxious to exsmine the testimony of Mrs., Kenn dy thet hes not been printed. <rom

whet I have been told, the resson is good teste, and the implicetion is that the

descriptions sre unpleasant. Yet the printed record abounds in the most elaboras

gore elready, with descriptions of the spdattering of the President's brsins

on people snd objects, The gore is not my interest. lirs. Kennedy eppesrs to huve

been the only person close to the Fresident and lo king &t him when he received



his fetsl wound. She remsined by him constently, while he was trensported iﬁto the
hospitel, while he was in the hospital, while the veliant effort was made to gdeve
him. Her testimony, especially because of the highly questioneble neture of the
entire official version of these events, can be of the grestest importsnce. ‘hether
or not it in fact is cen be determined only by anelysis of it, end by now 1

believe it is clear the exsmination by the staff of the Comnigsion does not

satisfy the reauirements of either the present or of history.

.~ 1 would like you to regard this as s formel recuest for access to irs. Hennedy's
testimony, and only for the reasons steted. There certeinly is no question o?
national security involved. Nor do 1 belisve that this brave lady, who has slready
demongtreted & rsre courage, would want any question to remasin.

There is slso the question of the off-the-reford sessions of the Commissions.

v The testimony of Sgt. Patrick Yean is smple evidence of the gamy character they
mey have. Had he not demended s hearing before the Commission itsLQf, we would not
know - and most people do not yet know -~ that this importent witness, who was
important in both the Ruby trisl and the Commission's investigation, &s he was
in those events in Dsllss, was sccused of perjury by sn sssistant counsel of the
Comnission. I desire sccess to 8ll such testimony, end agsin I assert no prover
auestion of netional security is involved.

Also, I went to meke it clear that in demsnding sccess for myself I do not mean
esclusively. 1t is merely thet I can speak for no others. I bvelieve none of this
should be denied eny who have a proper interest in it. Yet, unless my recol'sction
ig fsulty, I have reed in the press g one snalyst to the exdtusion of all octhers

~_hes already had access to such meteriel. First of all, this is unfair. Next it is

unfortunste becsuse of his connections. Further, it is in itself the fabric of
which in the future more ouestions will be teilored.

Few if any events in history hsve the mesgnitude of the assassination of an
Americen President. Lven more is this true in todsy's world, especiallyw with

the position in it occupied by the United Ststes. 4lso, with the assassination
of sn American Presidsnt, our entire political system is in jeopardy, our soclety
is in denger and, indeed, so is the institution of the Fresidency. ‘e heve had

a regretably inadequate inquiry which left more guestions than it addressed and
enswered none with finality.

I therefore raise the nuestion of the withholding of sny informstion on eny tesis,
and I specifically include the protection of the sources of informstion, vhich 1
presume, without evidence, I sclknowledge, to be the basis of the classification
for such s tremenduous number of FBI documents vhich in sny event besr mecningless
designations in the bibliography. %hen one mey face & cholce between the ganctity
of our society, its institutions end the presidency end hiding the identificstion
of an informant, there is no difficulty in msking s choice.

In closing, I went to again comnent on the sdherence of the Nationwl Archiwves and
those of its staff with whom 1 hsve had contsct to the fundsmentsl concents of

our kind of society and to their function in it. And I went to thank you, pecsonslly,
66r your help and thoughtfulness.

Sincerely,

‘\;!j; L (( Ui L{
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Harold .eisbsrg



