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Lillian & Harold Weisberg

CO(] d’Or Press route 8, FREDERICK, MD. 21791

Code301/473-8186 , '
2/10/12

ure Richurd Qs Vawterm Director of Infoimation
General Services Administration
Washington, D.Cs 20405

Dear iir, Vawter,

, says it is in ansver to Ly two
letfers of January 6. This makes it one oi the more prompt responses. It is not unco.uon
Tor six months to elapse before I get acknowledgement or response, one of the factors
building the size oi the correspondence of which you cowplain, However, ii for notning
else, I do thank you for what I must, in context, recognize as promptness,

Tour lotter of February 8, which has just arrived

riedical limitations on the use ol onc hand, which will continue for at least ili-ce
weeks, when L have a consultation with an orthopaedic surgeon, preclude consultution with
the files, the only way I can make adequate response, I will ti: us have to rely on LIQNOTY e
If I err, you will have & prompt apoloiye : '

First of all, I wrote rour, not two, lettew on January 6. Your levter relers to ;
comsultation with your set of wy correspondence, You therclore huve to know that these
have not been fully responded to., I tlinlk the same is true of your letter. Again, thig ig
how tie volume of the correspondence EroWS,

One or the easier ways for you to write what you did is to have the Apchives besin
its "review" of our correspondence for you with the arbitrary date of July 24, 9971,
s0. the abouinable record of the Archives, pfesumably an agincy ol and for scholarship, huas
been such that certain special measureshave been forced upon me. One is to make a curd-file
index or the correspondence., Without this there is uo way for me to loow when they i, nore
a request entirely, as has been a coruwion practise, In order to asuurc thut this is a .
- dispaseionate index, 1 have had it done 100r by another. I have elso been forced o maice
i card file inded of tlic documents I receive, and I have thi s arranged both by the dArcidves!
identification of the material and by my own filing of it. I'rom these I can tell you
without eguivocation that I did not ever get those things I have Jjust received. I zlso
tell you without equivocation that I Love no letter frowm the Arciives covering eithex
alleged mailingre Perhaps iU you get the Archives to scnd you my letter of July 24 tihis
will be helpful to you, And while it 'is, oi course, iot necessary that a covering Jlotier
accompany mailiugs, I do tell you that I have no letter from the Archives dabed eithor
August 10 or July 1%, 1971. ’

Your next paragrpah refers to denials of my request fo1 wilhbild copies ot tho wiecutive
sesclonse It iy entirely, I may say grossly, inadequate in naking: dale refercnce begraning
June 21, 1971. My card file discloses my first appeal is dated May 4, 1968, wore thun Lhree
years earlier, However, your reference to "recent developments in Lhe state ofi thw 1ow"
intrigues me because one of the sub,ccts of extensive correspondence hag been my celiorty
to obtain precisely this from the Arciives, copies of &ll laws, decisions, regulations and
interpretation of any kind controlling this wrchive, 4 invite your personal exardination of
the file and your denial of my statements I also ‘ack Jor couies oi izt to vhich you ke
speciiice reference, for I am not awsre of any amendment to the luwe I wn avare ofarc oot
of regulations: to cover violation oi' the law and regulations when I have made reques s wid
to cover other violations of widich I am also aware and, I velieve, have chorged, witiioub TespPose
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fext you favor we wiull o compiuiai aboul the volume of correupondence, So thuat ny
esentment and objection uay be clear, L will.angwer this voth gencrally and specific:lly.
IT you intend your l_.tier to be a self-scrving record to be misused in thé future, us has
becn the case in the past, I think fthat improper. First oif all, you and all those at the
lational Archivesy as I should not have to remind you, work i'or me, not the converse. I pay
your salaraies, not the converse, You owe obligations to all citizens, ol whom I am cae.
If is the function and obligation.oi the Archives to make public information’ available on
an impartial basis and ‘in conformity with law and regulationse How, when they with dics—
graceful Trequency requiredas long as six month o respond to requests, how can the iile
of corres ponience be other than large, how can my work be other than necdles:ly burdeasone,
and hou can you regard this as compliance with any standard of public service or with the
spirit or the letter ol' the luaws and regulations? You will {ind in this correspondenca
l.tters frow me specifying the dates of unanswered requests and the lapses of timee I assure
you six months is not uncommon. Again, I welcome a documented denial or, on the othor
hand, a challenge to me to prove this when it is within my physical capability. And in
this counnection; let me remind you of one of my unaswered requests, for the time witiin
requests end inquiries are to be responded to. 1 have asked and I have had no answer. My
request was sufficiently far in the past for this to amount to a refusal to supuy that
informations I go further and say this information is wmy right as it is that of all citizensg,

Now I will give you soue specific illustrations of why suc how thic {file got so large,
aind begin with an unamswered request for an explanation that is at least three years old. On
the day the transfer of certain materials, including what is and what is not part of the
estatc of the lute President, was aunounced, I appeared in person in the ofiice of the
Archivist to reguest access to all of 1t and to the contract by which the transfer wes mude,

I was denied it, and it was suggested that I write a letier requesting access to part ol it
for forwarding to Mr. Burke Marshall. fou will find, if not the Archivists notes, loiters
confirming thise. That request was denied by kire karshall and I was infomsed of it vy the
Archivist, Later, under the most dubious circumstances, the Archives arranged for a tropa—
ganda wisuse ol this contract in what was deliberately contrived as a lcak to a reporter
whose praedisposition to favor the government in this and related uatters was well knowm, as
was huu lack of kuowledge of the subjecte Under the regulation, I was required to have equal
accesse. However, you will find a covering letter with which I was sent a co.y of this contract,
about a week affer he had printed it, angled and emphasiged in a way congenial to ofticial
deviress. The reasons given me for rcfusing it to me are that it would result in sensutional
and undignifiew publicity. These reasons are not subject to chunge., They are true or they

‘are untrue. If they were true for me they were true for everyone. The reason is a lie, and

L mince no words is saying ite 1 challenge jyou to show me any legitimatc reason wnder the

law for denyin; that contract to me, Horeover, it is obvious that the most sensationad
treatment is in newspapers, not: books, for in newspapers there is never space for adcquate
treatnent of sucn matters. The fact is that the resultant newspaper treatment was senaational,
but the nature of the sensation was the object of the govermuent. L think you will iiad tids
the cause of my longest lotters, if not the subject of more corrvespondence than anytidng else.
And I still, after ali this time, awalt a Peasouable explanation or answer.

Another that comes to mind im.ediately is my request for what is called the wemo of
transfer. Under the dmeidcan hail ve Gulick decision, as you must kow, once this was used
in agy way by the govermacnt, as it was in the so-called Clark Panel Report, whatuver ilmmun-
ity it may have enjoyed under the law ended. It took an inordinate time to tell me waat T
categorize as a lie, that this is a "private paper".Were it, that would have been inown im-
mediately. The [ile on this also is tnick, and especially because of your unbecoming iecture
I invite your perconal reading of ite In fact, I dare it. Now when this cheap trick was
pullea on me, I avoided direct confrontation with that whicli could have resulted in cheap
publicity and asked for the government's copy oif this allcged transfer to the alleged rep—
resentative off the Kemmedy femily (and I usc these words because L belicve the ofiicial
revresentation to be inaccurate). I was denicd in on the same spurious ground. So, I went
to what the law regards as the ageucy of primary interest, the Secret Service, eand auslced it
for a copy. It gave it to e, routing it through the Hatiounl Avchives, wnich noever “.old mce




I imew because the Secret Service did tell My one 18 Told me at the vimc. I waited o lons
time and then aciced the Archives why I did not have ite I was told thot ite gener 1 counaid
was considering vhether to let me have 'ite dow this is an iupropriety. The law cleurly veu: s
the decision in the agency of primary concern, The Secret Service was signatory to iiwt 1o,
And all rights, if they ever existed, to withhold, vuporized on use-public use, although under
the decision any use if sufficient to end the right to withholds Of course, I could ‘ave
gone to. courts But the consequances of this would not have been to my liking, if I think
they were the deliberate intent of the government, or someone in high authority in it. It
would first of all have resulted in a defamation of the Secret Service, widch was sulliless,
and perbiaps by inference .of those brave men in the escort that tragic day, who had already
been defamed tou much - never at all by me. Hext it would have falsely made it appesr that

- the family of the President was responsible for the sup ressions. This wouli have boen an

awful added sufiering for them, and I would not perit myscelf to be manipulated inte this
position, It is as miserable a maneuver on the part of any government as I can conceive, liow—
ever, il you have any doubt, I invite you to consult the files. You will see that I did exhaust
v administrative remedies as the necessary prerequisitc to suit but did not file whoi would
have been a very simple suit with a virtually automatic decision in my favor becausc L came
to realize what the government was contriving, and I will be party to no such thing. + have,
ingtead, elected, as the record willi show, to forgo my wndoubteé rirht. When I went cack

to the Secret Service, against which I could have filed, and told those with vhom I WA
dealing what hat happened and that il I were to get this paper to which I em entiiled, they
would have to give it to me or I would have to sue, wiich means do it all in public, they
consulted. the Attorney General, who told them to tell me:to suee Thic makes it cliar enough
for mee The Department of Justice, it would appear, is not at all reluctant to make it ap.ear,
no matter how felsely, that the sup ressions of evidencc pertinenti to the ascasginesion of
the President are the doing of his survivors, a frightiul defamation as it is a fhlechood.
Are you beginning 1o see how the file grew?

Let me give you anoth.r illustration, in a case wnere I did go %o court. I souimt
pictures oi the evidentiary purts of the President's clothing. xy requests, to your ;ersonal
kuouledge, were spccific and limited to the very smull areas of cdamage, in sowe cascn o
bictures of as little as & half-inch of o garment. First of all, I was lied to. Only after
the end of the last working day before my pupers were due in court was the lie admitied, after
all my papers had becn preparcd and when it was too late to change them. Next, the Avchiviet
com itted what' I huve charged without even pro forma denial is perjury to deny me tiris official
evidence, as it i8 not only in fact by by specific description in the coniract. e told the
court that the contract prohibited hisg showing this clothing to anyone, in aduition o his
false swearinge What did he then do? He voluntarily showed it to a man who is as lit.le
gualified under this sawe contract as a Hotentot who is unaware of the invention of pupers
a man whose preconceptions were well know, whose statements could be predicted with tie certainty
that one can forecact the rising of the sun. Lxamine the Tile und tell yourgelf, il ot wme,
what percentage of the bulk thic reprosents.And my sécond charge of renewed perjury iz without
responsce low it is obvious that onc of us has comvdtiied a crime, lie who swore falsely or
he who in alleging it slandcred. L have only official silence on this, which is adecuute answer,

Should these not be enough examples of why the Tiles of correspondunce is as 1o se ag
it is, pleasc compluin again and I will provide an abundance of similar illustrations, “he
rest ol the statements in this paragraph arc self-serving falgehoods to wiich iiere iy inhicron.

responce in the foregoing.

Tour exaggerate in saying that the Archives staff has "often gone beyond normal iimits"

in filling my requests, but it is true that when I first started to use the Archives the staif
was helpful and foliowed the letiér and the spirit of the regulations, Changes came when I
began to locate in that literary morass that wilich the executive branch did not wunt used

and understoode At that time, when others, sewdng to com ercialize cheap publicity, wade

what were then fulse charges agaionst the Archives, I alone defended it, as its recorc then
Justified, and I did this on coast-to-coast “V. You say uot lnow it, but L also codes a phoaey
petition campaign aimed ot the Arciives when soieonc sought to sell a book by that d. viceaThe
change was in the Archives, pot in me. I owe it no obligation, but I felt that justice required
this of me, especially on such a subjects Fairmess to ovhor researciiers, your words, % not in



way or gsense a factor, Yhey arc your inopprojriate wordse I have nat asked the Arcidvos to
do my researcih for me, The Archives did thebomudssion's filing during the Comndssion's life.
It is surposed to lave a copy ol every document on <ver persoil in a separate file. I you

do not toud your own vinyards, do not charse we with rapes Kor is manpower a fector, when 1
puotested inadequate, part-time staffing ol this archive, ihe Archivist personally essured
me there was no menpower shortage. So, wnless he lied, or unless the goverment is niggerdly,
in cven the sense you use these words they are false and entirely inappropriate. Hore, when
documents lave disappeared, the Arciives hag without deviation rel sed to request copies
from thoss agoncies that can supply them, notoriously the ¥BIL. And the simplest and uost
obvious way to reduce the size of -the correspondence is to mnswer Iy requests promptly and
to Fill them when they arc made. When this is not done, expect me te try cnd hold you to
your responsibilities, cnd to e degrec I can keep them in uind, to repeat my reguests

until tiey ore filled. And there is a siuple method of abipiding ohnt you may regard 2s
intemperate or passionate looters Irow me, and that is not to lie to me, not to play ihe
kind of dirty tricks I have not begin to document to the degree I can, and not to mu.e

filse charges against me, for I willi make a written defense if only to keep you irom creating
a Taise record. Jnother way would be to cease the political wmisuse of this archive. In 1o
other case can it be as inap.ropriate. I regret I do not believe you wil: anc I regret I am
aware of further pending inappropriatcness.

his leads to your concluding par.,rsmble Une false shatement iu it L ve elrecuy
adircssed, that "eoncerning the clotiing oi President neredy. « Acceste .. Ly basedpi unc
torns of the sgreementes.” in adéition to what I have sedd.on tods, + add tiat in response
to ny letter of January 6, 1972, but only after violation, that having becn cowddlt.cd on
Janwary T, your regulstions were clterce in ex vost ficto effort to sanction toue violaotion.
This is the second time of which I know that the regulations were altered to sanctica or
oretend to sanction violations. My recollection is that the previous one was last “uly. In
sour next sentence you refer to "gualified person. I believe I have asked how unue: the
acrecment a urologist can qualify for access. 1 would appreciate an asswer, for obvicuily,
wnat you regard as qualification is eszential. liy owm view iz that if o urologist 1:
qualified, nobody can be disqualified, but thet is not the sense of wnc contruct, wiither
or not it$ legality ig questioned. 1 do question it.

You then refer to "apyroval" by hr. harshall and refer to him not quite precisely as
Wihe Keanedy Tamily representative, de is, rather, the representative ol the execuiors of’
the estate. The two are not identicale Tour "error" is counsistent with political iniunt.
However, I had what amounts to the approval of Mr. Harshall in tio letters when I sought
access to the clothing in a way that permitted atudy and analysis by a crirdinalist of my
choice and permitted my own examination of it in comparison with other evidence in :y
posiession, The Archivist refused it, to the point of violating existing regulations wnd
conpuunding this with repetitive perjury. What purpose, then, iu served by oblainin ; krs
Marshall's approval, excent poliiicil wisuse dy the governuent? Bspecially wien there is
nothing to -stop the Arcidvist irow doing whab he then did. Mrst he withhele frou me the
relevant regulationse When I obtainew them frowm another source ai asked another to obtain
o copy for me frow the Archives, he was toid they do not exist. Then, when 1 exposcd the
overt violation of these regulations in refusing me what I requested, tho ropulations were
proumptly altered to mekc them consistent with the violation. L do have dated copies. what
happened here is Loth incredible mo me and a reflectici of the ofiicial unconcern wiu aptitudc.
I was asked if the Archives had corrcctly guessed my vource! By when I reguested cii regulation:
in writing, this, the one most applicable, was withheld, as 1 can provee

It is not only you who the Archivist informed that L might apply to Pave a pavaologist
or other "qualitied" person examine this material for me. e aluo inforired me oi it, I did
not dignify thi: transparent propmgunda device snd cleaer violation of the spirit a.di intent
of the agreement with any response. It in any event is not what L requested. Therc are things .
I do not know cboui pathology, radiology auu photography, but there is vobody ia trne uorld
of whom I know, poscessed or any or all these skills, who has a lmovledge of all oo the
evidence, most particularly the medical evidence, equal to wine. There is therefore nobody



equipped to make the only kdnd of wludy I am interested in, oue in context.Il you dizpute

my representation of my credentials, L welco.i any conlrontation in iy Forum of jour scleckion
Pith thosc already designated as Yexperts" by tie governuent, including the eminent tcacher

. of forensic pathology, Dr. Rusgell fisher. I will not be party to what I regard as provagai -
on such a subject and with the patential unavoidable in this, For will I in eny way Lond
nyself to any further deoeptions or misrepresentutions on this subject such as those the
gogernment has already contriveds I know ol no provision of the contract which says that o
writer may use a substitute in obtaining access to this material. If there is onc iliich

says this, please cite it to mes I there is any unpublished lctler sanctioning iids on
beholf of the estate, I would aporeciate a couys Yhis is a cheap device concocted for

cheap publicity. 1t is inconsistent with every provision oi that sygrecmnent you pretecd to
honor. IT 1 err or exa_gerate, I will welcome citation of any provision visualizing ithis
newest in the unending shuncful executive-branch manipulations to make it seom that the
family of the President is rospousible for the supuressions of evidence thet are fact.

You have already violated I(2)(b) with me and Ny requects, and you are now doin ;
exactly what I anticipated, violating II{2)(b). This language is, in wy reading, specific
enouzh in denying any access to, say, newspaper reporters. It reads: "Access to the appendix
B materials shall be permitted only Eemphasis added] to...hny recognized expert in tie
field of pathology or related areas of science or technology, Tor .scrious purposcs rulating
to the investigation of matters relating to the death of the late President..." If you know
a gingle newspaper reporter who has even begun to make this kind of "sordous" personil
investigation, plcase inform me, This language setms to me 1o be decigned to preclude wiml
you are now doing ond above all would it secm to preclude any ucwspaper access, by natever
ruge of you r manufacture, I do not think you can hold the agreement to be legal snd binding
and sinultaneously and repeatedly violate it to contrivofaccess to propagandists anc
sclentific ninconpoops. ‘

In =ny event, your ofler, likc Dre. Rhoads' belore it, is not the reqguest I made,

1 tell you frankly that I cannot find lungusge adequate to condenn cnough that which
has becn done and is still being cooked up to add to tie sutiering of the survivors rad to
make it appear that they ard responsible for the supprescion ol evidence thatb was exclusively
a federal responsibility. You must be aware - and if you arc not I remind you — thul long
ago I went through the process of exhausting my administrative remedies in o manner that I
felt could avpid so stigmatizing the survivors and onc who has not survived, I have ot
carried this further, as I will if tihe situation changes, siwply because I fearcd that,
unable to afford skilled counsel, the government might exploit me for this despicable ends

Over and avove all of this, which is more than enough, there remains the question of
authnticity end completeness of this and other relevant evidence, a subject on which 1 have
a well-fized ana well-coniirmed opinion, What Dr. Lattimer said on ouc point, if true, means
that this moterial is not authentice This has nothing to do with his incredible stategent
that tiw victures and X-rays show who fired what shots anc with what, (4ud you reco nized
him as a Tqualified" expers?) '

“n other respects, I belicve your lebier violates the language oi The #tiorney ueneralls
Hemorandum I cited in my letter relating to "bureaucratic" obstacless

Heanwhile, I can look forward to gothing better then {the next shame you will inslict
aupon the country and the next abuse of the bereaveds

Sincercly,

W
Hadold Weisberg



