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Ths recsnt weeks have been: e
to thial othh
its word, the sanctity of its records
to untainted truthfulaess.
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liSh a as fc..CLr.
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egducetional Tor me,
than I have preferred of
end the dedication of its
Jt is in this
so much so iwmpossible to crodit has been

They heve compellod me
our governwmant, the intezrily of
uCJ vEnbs
context thet I receive your
estab-

I knew it had. It replicd that
withnold thewm. Tnis fore.
Wwith your egency, go to court.

stall no longer, its hsad

T asked another sgency for public records

it did not have them and even if it &é it -would

uc to do what I have long held off doing

First this.other agency stalled. i/hen it could

wrote a dishonest letter capitulating end prouwising we sccess to what I
sought. - His letter was

ate delay by malking no provmonon Tfor
weste two days in Lasn&noton. During

agency, campad thsrs,
m2 without question s
ona of

and ultimately
year ago. Jiorse
wnose existence

ACCO8S .
this
responsec to telephons czlls asking for this
was snown what should have

of studieG dishonesty and still sought to perpetu

To get this, I first hed to
time there vas long-Gzlayed -
access. I then went te laav

I been give:
I was shown a gecond [ile, ons in
I knew orlﬁlnallj. I doubt the

heaa ol the evancy, vwhose name was signsd to the Jetter, knsw what bad

been done on the louer level,
he signsd.

Mr. Angel's letter of the 13th delsys only a month in
12, J

respoinse to mine.
to rocketry.
the conbtsext of the story I hsve

galities, I chooce not to spscifly.
accept &s honest and complete of ths

your ouwn regulations in such things as
family-GSA.so-called coatract,

I also do not think he drafted tne

cit any explanation a

for very speclf:c reas
suddenly veaporized when you found an ignorant writer
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tricksi

waking inccwrlets

Delaying only e month is like going fron pony ¢xprsss
I consider your letter and

just recountsd 2nd of uz
ticens to this dey unanswersdé snd wmore curreab Jmnwoprlotles, T not ille-

ite disputatious che PHCUCP in
severeal proper qQ

could

intelligent child
gross violation of scholarshlp ana
refusing we access to the Hennsdy

sons, all of itn:zm
who you could gn-

vicipate would write a story about it that oov1a be depsnded upe to

emerge £ pro-zove.nnint propacanda.
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Trist and torturse the Yoreis welicr ee you will, and wntild ¥ czn ing

PDr. Rhouds ~ 2 - Iay 108, 1970

my list of docuvments with which Mo, Johason thon proviced we thers csn
be no definitive snsuwoer to the erur of it, there romsin Lnﬂnva““d Gues--
tions on it I bhave eddressed to you and facts you to this dey have nob
chellenged end cannot. )

On your invitation I did examine the file. T reported to you it wes
gutted. To this doy Thers hes been no denisl nor eny letter saying it

4.

hes been restored to its original condgition; all that wes once there
returncd. : '

The numbers of documsnts in all thet ere withheld relating to Ferrie and
to your knowledge. rclcting to Ferrie are wuch largsr then you told the
press. Thus, st & tiwe it wes obther than scholan ..h.._p, et a tiws it
amowtited to propﬁﬂﬂida against New Orleans ﬁiatrict Attorney Jiw Gorrison
you went out of your wasy, a2s sn agency of scholars hip, to malke public

what was false and decsptive.

At your invitetion, reczll, T did examine the file you describe., It beer:
no roiatiopﬂhip to the des cripticn in th" Few York Timzs that I sent you
i nlfiganu, cven loss b
a Ln HIT .criptive ong I have from Lho nqn in cha;b of that espe
tho vork, Wesley Liebeler. Need I tell you that the evailable ing ’
8 guidc to whet wes in thot file &nd Lho'o ol°0 ere entirely inconsiszien
vith your ”ﬂnaounccm ent"?’

Above &11, in considerably less time than you hzve teken to argus, you
could have done the essentielly simple thing I asked of you, provide s
& list of 2ll the Ferrie docuwbnts that to your knowledge sre witvnhsld,
with the reasons. This you do not do and you seek to hsae it by disvut-
ing with wms. ,

Before leeving this, your lengusge proupts a2 question: Are all ths with-
held Ferrie dOCUMgﬂuS in CD (; only?

You enclose certain Ferfle docunﬂnts, for 21l the world es thoush jou arc
enﬂ:nf thaw out of the kincdness of your hssrt, or as thouin_lu is &
purcly spontansous acijon on your part. This is the decspitive rocord of
your letter. Will you be kind snough to record to me in snother letton
where you got thsw, when and why? Ana, if you got them with a covering
letter, would you plﬁ“so sena me that? You snd I both know whst lizs ps-
hind this. Why js your letter couchzd in 2 wannsr o hics thais? Te bhis
your personal concepl of the proper functionic: of en agency such as
‘0 .

yours? Thie is not tne first tiwe you havs done this sorb
the first time I bhave protested it.

. #
It is only efter your agency refused to meet what I regard &8s its resoon
sibilities, to guerd the integrity of its records; only sfter winst I re-
gard as a violation of oxeoubiv&_ordar in failing to provida w~ what
exists, is roouircd to bz in veur custody; only aft:v Fou PRlEEY b FEYE
SIGD] & PO 2LLs Ge obtaia whel ie pilosiwy thfi F s walhael
You mey rsesll, eni it ie pucorden in our cor: _-on'i‘JI-.'..l"' B Bl
.recomnended btids to ws. As & resul i of wy sifort, GE M

Gelivored to you, for ms.
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, I thereflors §sh tnese two thinge of you: I usub e copy of. every covering
e letier or other record of everything soent to you e @ conseqguenss ol ny
lhﬁ' effort and, if thasc records do not include i%, & list of every such
-3 - - - e E - -y - - . wda oLl h“.‘ » an ) “w . AL T i
itew: and o 1lisiy of- evorything delivered to you f'ex we thet you heve

his .-

ap

citber vithheld irom ms or failed to tell me spocilficelly, as in &
case, was given Lo you in response Lo 1wy request - which is just
way of hiding it,

1

sriot

In this conneciion; I heve mads & record el your considerable and uvnschol-
arly effort to attract the attention orf those uho in resecrch ars wy
competitors to what I have obteined while simultaneously avoiding dig-
closure of other items with similarp cuphasis. MKy esrlier commente sboui
this are withoui response of any kind - even pro forume denisl.

n

Let me sddress your beragreph in snother way: Arc you telling we thet
eall you have just senl wzs shown ma esrlier, at any tiwme? You refer to
‘Secret Scrvice Control No. 620 in o wsnner thst 17311 nsie it seem, to
the uninformed in rezding this letter, that nothing elee was sent., This
peragraph,.I further note, does hot itemize what you sent,

do not mince wbrds,_especielly not after wy recent experiesnces &nd Lhe
character of the letter to which I respond, in describing youp peragraph
about 'ths picturcs of CE 399 as designed deception and felschood, one in
which you seek to hide the perpstuation of your rsfussl to give wa what
I have repeatedly end properly sought, one in which you not only aveid
this.but also discloss no effori to provide it.

Whether or not I sent you an electrostziic copy of the picture you took
for me in 1967 is irrslevent. I will not now comb, the files to doter-
mine it. The fact is I did make an electrostatic copy for you. It Hes
seut to you. You did receive it and I have rscords of £ll of this., i
dars you to deny it.. If you do net, I cheallenge you to justify the len-
guage in this paragraph,

Moreover, I have informzd you that the plecture yow.identify as having
been taken for Dr, Jobn Hichols is not bub is the picture you tock for
j me. I have a) the onz you took for me and b) the one you tell me you
took for Hichols. They are identicsl. I thercafisp asked you for & copy
of the similar picture you took for Hichols. Yeu hsve not proviced it,
not written me ebout it, not spoken to me about i, not senbt me copizs of
eny letters to liichols secking en electrostatic copy of him so you migni
be able to do it. 1In short, you ¢eliberatzly avold this, yet in your
vérious refusals of esccess to evidsnce, you allzze it wmuet bs denicd for
its "secuvity". If you cannot sefely perform thz simpls buresucr:iic
chore of keeping simple files, how can you be trusted to sefely pressrve
the irreplacsable? ’ -

oy
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Or is this & self-znsuerinzg question?

sain, I repsat wmy request for s copy ol ths similer piciurs

1l

So, once s "
- you took for Hichols.
Bect e waapd uo you hnheat L3 bhy 1ot gerious indertopencs wiih 1 0
.t o H= & - — o2 Vi AR o P = T P o al Lol . SR S s Al
your Lilas, "1 just cannot taks the tiws te keod a reseord of whet I ocsk

1

for. You know this, for I se told you. . dIn the csse of wy hesby
tion of the Iile of staff wemos, your employscs went oub of tha
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assure This would bz bubt & host Tt wey mode Hhs a: vy _
took ths sceond picbure of (F 39; dor me. I bBeliceve it appropriste to
record alt this point wist then happened.

e
-

Prior to going to your building, I telephoned Lo make Lhe AVFONLGIN
for taking this pictuce and to ﬂf%_that certain LJP“ be Lot in the
seavel roow for we becouse I knew snobher auJu|num AL limited wy tims.
I appeored "t your building promptly. Younr pJOquiophiP perforuad in a

plo“v” ional wmanner. lg “U“7P“bed I rowain untild he developed btas noga-
ul”c') to be cercain they were satisfactory to him. I wenb into &n aa-
Joining office, where swoking is permitted, leesving your'ﬂl. Johiison
with him and under the impression Ifr. Johnson woulad notily wme whon. X

could leave.

- Johnson lelt by ancother door. Hobody ever teld mz L could lonve.
st and sat until finally I wade inguiry and vethsr late thareby Tﬂapneu
could leave. I went imwediately to Lnu search roou. Hot a sinsle
per was therc for me. I phoned and they were, therealitcr, delivercd.

I suggest it is not accidentel that Hr. Jobnson did not notify we when T
could leave, espocially beceuse he knew I was pressed for Uime and know
I wanted to exewine the files I had asked for in sdvence. T suggest it

is not eccidental thst your normal practice was lou“u end the

files I requested wers not waiting for wme in the

There was time for only theé hastiest examination of this f£ile. T wade
only a rough count of. ths psog « But I am reesonsbly certzin of the con-
tent of those things I sought, and, while I can make no claim o psrise-
tion in recall (or any other way) despite your letler and with history
in minéd, I remain with the bslisefl thers was.whati is not in what I ro-
ceived., Vas the mewmorandum of ]/1)/6 removed beforg I examined thst
file? I asked for a copy of the entire file, 7here is no shect indicat-
ing the withholding of that or any other - If this was removed ofter
my exemination, I ask why, its subjsct matter, what egency, and what ele-
ment of "national security" sre involved,
Your final peragraph is inaccurats I just will not wsst
fusilities. I will stznd on the en1QLJua record. Hor wi’ _ &
further semantic absurditics with vou. Its departurs fron dllLI is
consistcnt with a clegszr and undavieting record of willful intent to
vitiate the law, to frustraie rescarch whon thers is reason to SUPPOL S
the end product will be othsr thsn deification orf a deplorebls fiction
&nd, in my cese, to do whatever you think you can get zwsy with to iupsda
the work upon which I sm engaged,

Once again for the r=ﬂord, I rensw my request for all that you havs nob

supplied and for answer to all the proper questions to which you navs not
madc meaninzful response. )

Sincersly,
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