_ _ 8/7/89 :
Memo to Bud, Gery, Psul on Secret Service response to my letser of 7/31.

_ My copying mechine hes stonred working entirely, as 4 Jesrned in .
trying to meke coples of Kelley's letter end ths emclosure. When it 1s repaired )
. I.will make snd provide copies. If L1l typea it in time, I will include herewith -
my today'e letter to him, ‘ ’

1 He tells me they have no copy of the sutopsy suthorization, which
ju°t d0 n~%t believe (end I think his evesion 1is in hiz reference to "our file",
ginguler), but they do have s copy of ths "death certificate”, This he enclesed.
It turns out to be other then that, one of the psges of the Stabe of Texus
inquest, dated December 8, and cannot be referred to as trensmitted by 11/26,
ths date of Burkley's receipt to ouck. Moreover, their copy iz two spesrate
sheets he hes lcotch-taped togather,

: One of the thi-gs this di~clo=ea 45 thet the Secret Ssrvice has
kert files of its own, of which * never hed any doubt anyway.

Here agsin w: have the Secret ZBorviee ani $he Wational Archives
contradicting aach other. Thisg does not parmit, in all probebility, = later
purging of the file=. The Netionsl Archives says these items ore not in the
Werren Commission flles. fou heve this and my respcnee thet I don ¢ glve 2 Sman X

vhet files, plesse mey I have it (not yet enswered), Now Rowslay"wrote me thet
pursuant to Clark's exscutive order they turned sveryihing over to the National
Archiives, "his, unless there la some tricky language or cute ovaslon, weans
after 10/31/66, unless there are items given earlier and afder the end of the I,
But, whether or not in tne 5C files, thia hes to be at the NA or somebody has
cleaned out the files on vhe President's murder and its investigation.

I will be wanting %o use thias, so 1 ask thav a9as of you mention 1%
to others., Howaver, 1 beliewe it advences our kanowledge of the Tile situstion
or the integrity of tike ofricials imvolved or btoth, therefcre I bolisve you,
should know it. When I use this, which I enticipets will be in the nesr future,
you who do notk by then hava coples will get them promptly.

I% 1s becoming incraaaingly my belisf thatbtbis is the short-hsir
dopartment snd that st least some of the officials know 1%.

Tor whatever 1t is worth, the S8 copy of thet pege of the Inguest
is both smaller eand sharper. I believe it is a copy of original psges, actual
size and thet CDB7's copy 1s enlsrged or, vice versa. The ccutent seems identical,
as does the document itself. But, compured to cterdard, cpe is ower-sized, %the
other undersized. Neither is standard-sized peper.

Any suggeations? I know Saul and perbheps im have bean thinxi*xg ’
of this, or rather what this 4is part of, i



L .7/;1‘;/'39'

Dear Mae,

I think we know each other well enough for me not to hide my ilemay
thet the new sdmiristretion is no les: the preetiticney of the Tamelnt-1lika
sbuses of 1ta predecessor. I now have official confirmation of the frct that

“the Zeorst Uervice meno of trunsfer of the sutopey pictures wnd X-rsys is =t
the Archives, This mekes everything that hes been done of deliberste dishonosty.
My lest letter is still unecknowledged, In fsqt, it 12 tvwe montha sime I asked
for certain chorges 1 advenced for an ssscciate an# chapged %o my wceoumt, and
thay have ignored repested Iwquests for even this sizple $hing. You never get a
bill from them. lou merely given them money and whem you yun cut they stop
£1lling ordera until you renew the aeccouns, 1 heve never asked for s bill in
all these ysere, por hes an scoounting aver been velunteered. hich 1a one zay
of ranning s govermment agency,

Enclosed is 8 o5y of the indignent lettsr I have written Dr. Rhoeds,

It is not short of cowpletely outregecus thest goverment cen ao
tonduct itselfs These psople sre mot naturally dishonsst. They do not 2o thoes -
things thet con ke no Betier then e ¥lot upon them withoud soreone demsndinog 1%,

The Lepartment of Justice has on evsry occssien failed to respond
%o my requests; including the knowledge snd dooumonts raquized for use of the
Freczdom of Information Act, It mekes no 4fffarence what cdministration is in
power, you beys am just & bunch of bume $o them: Pass lews e8 you will; those
uncongenim) to¢ ths devious purposes of the burecauerats will e isnored,

Now it haprens that with regerd to t:is aulopsy materlsl, the recard
1g mueh worge then 1 kave sent you. I ssked for el of it in iho spring of 1986,
I wes ot given sil eof 1% Tedlonsly, I have dug more out, 7hen they lesked the
Esnnedy-femily eontreet $o the New York Timse, mecure in thne knowledge the unin-
formed reporter would misuse 1% and Kill the story, thwy never melde proyar responss
to my ifnquiries, not to this day. %ben they Rid the sems thing xith tha Commimaion
sxecutive sessions, all over azgein, the game, Now I have proof thst this paperw
I heve eought since Januery, when 1ts officlal exiatence wss dlsclosed by the ¥lerk
-"Panel Report", has been {: the Archives sll slong end mersly suppressed begsues
a citizen does not have the power %o meke them obsy the laws., However, 1% falls
vithin the desoription of what I asked -for in 1953}

Fothing remains but the treppings of fresdom,

Simcrely',.

Harold Yeisberg



