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Kre Thompe Jo. Xallay “
 sat, Uir., ‘rotectuve intellirance.
Z, w3mcret Servics

Gaehington, .l ZUIEB

lpar Ww. Zeiley,

ere L engeaed {s tue serk 1 do Lor ego arstificstion op alher
reracnel op zelfizh ressons, i'3 e offended »t your letter of  ecanber 4,
¥aieh 1o sn insuit %o 3y intelligimoe enld o zsif-deframtlon o yours. <%
lesves me bo suoles But 3> tske 40 apert and meke s récord od ite non-res-
ponsiveness #ud, indeed, whrd s suspieious perssn might chsreaterize as
dece kiveness, I do not hewe » low opinton of yeur iatelligene or capsaity,
en 1 sszuse tisle mot tn Luve beon accldentul,

Tour consludins sentensd, pretendedly addrssped 32 wll but one of tue
meny prover suastisns fuised 1z my letter of 11/24, 19 sie only respouse $o any of
them but one. tue 1llegible perts of tihe ¢ue doovment, the desthxeertiflceie,

That sentenes vesdm, in full, "sur fils siaply deer Bet sontalsn thoX otker
fofarsetion or sxplanstiong you restwatsd.” '

¥From my by now unfortunatsly sxtenaivs exreriesce witt govermneat by
semantics, I {maediztely wonder sbout the ({irsy two words, "ouar uni "file”,
aspesially when you in 2ie csee sign yoursslf sg " feslstent Dirsctar, ITateoctive
intelligonco® { Bt ou the stesisnary of the "0fffes of tie Direster”), wherces
your trevirus lotier, ot lae sume letderhesd, iieatifivs y-u e “rerietant
Diveetor” oalye From tuis 1 Bidsi it 18 not warevsonsdle tg wonder if all you
ores maying 1i tust » asingle file in [roteciive {ctelligsees snes gat conisin the
inforeation I peek, tur governwsnt hns, sod under t3e lew nust provide e,

Gegsuss I seek Lruth not seendel, vsat ta ase Justics dons wi%th oo
unnecess:ry tojustiss, & Dove uniertaien to Be forthright slth you reopls, evem
" ghouph Bude wes Dot to my perasnsl intecsst of Senefit. 1L you ¢rs Prudlisr with
the oarlier sorresponionce, £ indiostad an intsntion %o go ir yourt %5 gt whnt
the low guerentese me. 1{ you did oot s understand $Eis, Sien Plesss sodedt 3
ainomre nreurencae tiis {2 Sot only ay isteatlen dut & Lave trranges for ¢runsdl.
How 1 wield 1lke you and Lp, dowley to sak yrurselves xkst your posi tisas perdon:lly
ohd s8 Peaponsible offisd-ls «f tum Jecret service sill be, wist dusge ol taa
Sesrgt Service #4111l e oast, $f end wion in & court jrecesding, Yo toke but one of
toe sbusiemt such 1pstonode,it comea out tisd thae Secrel Jervices saye it does not
Lave, 4oes met tnox where oAY copy, of the recejpt it sigped for the phodagreihs wnd
smpoy® 0t tue gs-szlled sukopey cg& Preczidents of tha Unlted 3setea ic¥ .5 1 woe
franc to tell you, every sifielsl secrunting of this filn i ‘esntpadioted by €very
other one, snd sffieis) recorde in my porsesslen, s 1 olao iold you aniny date of
11/24, ipdicsts “these psvers were airscted %o you". IT this {2 nnt enouzh to diaz-
turb you, #42 3o it the feilure of the Hecret Zsrvies teo respand in *ny Yoy to my
proper suastion mbout sbout what haprencd %o toe riztures iu pracessing, these om0

pistures turned ower $o 1% for “eafekesping®.
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Sheuld you or ir, Fowley desire, I cuon go 1nto Juzt absut sll tue
requests * nave Bedd ol Lue Jecret lerviss im ldsesicsl or siailsr fisuion. 1
. woald hops tuls 18 not the cass, but $f yru ior one mimuts doudt 1%, usx ne.
- dere 1 refer uot ol ne to my letter of 11/24, ‘ -

But #ita regsrd to the letter of 11/24, thers ia ot 2 single uestion

i seked tast iz upequivocally snswersd bty your single, svsalve gentesncs, end

there iw not s alngis one 8> sulch you essno$ meke syscific, uneculwaonl respomee,
I am nnt 8 lowyer, but 1 Lave consulted snd retained one of uucuentlionsble
conpetance, de sgrass with my delisf thet esch snd every items is zovered by

ths Freedom sf Iafornation law, $ust sech ene is out:lde eny propsr invecztion of
sy of 138 ressrictive provirsions, 48 s 23 sulneatic ex:ert on thisg mertionlsr
isw®, boving been guenerzl ecunsel of the Senste Commitdee whence 1t come, So, I
grlr thet you reresd my letter sad provide the mecaningful vnawer kst sithout eny
pozeibility ¢f Qoubt you or cilaerz In the Jecret Service con snd should. I sak
thast you Jdo tkla promptly, for ttis 12 tow reguirsment of the eital low, unbscesrary
dslsy in ftzelf belnz & violutiecn, »nd I stcagly encoursge you Yo review the
sntira file o7 correspondence in Ltue seme mgnner cad for tie seme parpose, It ia
not my dealm or inteat to smberrusa you, L'r. Howley or the 3ecrat uervice,

Thers ia »n atrange ina:propristenes: in »11 eof %hle, fer i em the
opa writer wariking in the [i-1d wha Zas expressed sny sympatby for the Secret
Service »nd itz suploysss a4 the one whc Les gone ouy of ule wey to defend
them vguinst Toul egiergea fslsely male prstber sidely. If yru zre not swsre of
t3ls, others in ysur ~-geney sre, usnd I sppreciste tiusir expreesliona »f tusnre
delivorad indirectlye.

in sny ev-nt, 1 sore you cen be persueded tnst the 3ime £or shedpy

gemes with words 12 pest. 1 flas susgest thet m-ny reputstions snd £utur'a L3 L
daoply involysd and n-y vell be 5trwugn e 1nb generetions, feoim:s 1 do not for

minute belivowe thas sanyona iz Soe eeret Jervicae wea {u sny wpy resvsnsible fop
tus resassination, santed 1% ~uu1d in any %y heove prevente: 1%, suve by
proiibiting tiis trtip (and I gg have preot 4t and a2 much reseen in sdvsnex
pere ag 4% ﬂia in tBo otier contom orsneous instunees shere it did toxs wetlon),
in %ae pesab L mnave oifsred to lscuss the frults of my investigetion with «r. Howley.
“a B35 seen it %o reject tuly »ffer, waiss 1, ale rigut, * now extend 1t %o you,
rezlizing you esmrot 4n it whthout his appreval. Saomver, tius situation Des changed,
sud * Bow sitsca t¥o conditions: tiast my lawyer spprove sad that yo: undersske teo
‘mgaure me $izt netaing you lesrn fros we goea -<ny furtier witiout my apaciﬁc
" sgresmsite

#¥bether you sacept tiis offer or not, I Leps the 2vosione, soulwvocetions
sad fhlise at:temantsz oa ihle subjsct sre sll Iin the psat. 1 espest poeningfal,
spscific resporsee to tha revussts + hsve made or siecific resonz in evch cyae
f~r not previding them,

Sincersly,

hnrold detlaberg
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT
UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR WASHINGTON, D.C. 20226

December 4, 1969

Mr. Narold Weisberg

Coq 4‘Or Press

Route 8

Prederick, )laryhnd 21701

Dear llr. Weisberg:

In relponse to your letter of lovubor 24, we have
reviewed our copy of the death certificate, which is also
a poor rcproduotion ot the originnl.

It is our opinion that the words after "Inmediate
Cause” are "Gun Shot of Brain." The signature appearing
on the docu-ent is that of Kemp Clark, K.D.

"Our file simply does not contain the other information
or explanations you requested.

Assistant Director
Protective Intelligence



