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Mr, Jemes J. Rowley, Dirsotor

" UsB.3ecret Zerviece

Fsghington,. D.C,
Dear %p, Rowdey,

: Dr. fnosde has informed me thet tie copy of the WOSU film of
Oswsld ot tue ITU in Hew Orleens tes sen losned to him and copiled by him.
1 sxpect to view it Fridey. aAlthough I regard it as srong that tuis f£ilm
%8s not given %3¢ %erren Comuission and was not considered by 44, snd elthough
I $hink taia ehould heve been provided the National APobives long before this,
1 do thenk you for this beleted sction. I heve ssked Dr, Rhoeds for sl}
tommnicetions with the Seoret Serviee relsting to this and for copies of
¢l) reports, memorands acd various other records releting to the original
obtaining of thia footege, enslysis of it, ete, 1 Presuse you have rrovided
ell three sections relsting to Cawald,

1 aave long been intercated in and cisturbed by the absenge of
tsquences in toe file copy thet, from official descriptions in my possession,
onee were in it. Still pictures of some of these were maae end slsc sre not
in the archives. + bslisve your own filaa should reflest this,

There sre a number of questions ~ beven sddrsased to the Secret
Service that 1 believe to be proper sad to whieh believe existing law
Fsquires prompt snd mesningul response end to which I have had no Feaponse.
I regret this, and I do Bope you will ses %o it that tasre now is proper
Tesponse thet 1a both prompt end meeningful. There sre recorde to woieh I
om entitled thet you have 381d you do not heve an? that ere not in the Archives.
I tell you with complete candor that 4t is beyond belisf thet the Secret Service
hes no coples ond does mot know whet 1t has done with the originals, lesat of
811 on this subjeet. I bope you will reconsider snd supply thess, I tm awsre of
the potentfel enderrsasmsnt involved, for they should be inconsistent with records
et are sveileble, dut I suggest continued refussl to make these reenrds aveil-
able tc mo may ultimstely csuse greater embarrasament, The law precliudes the
poasidility of official embarrsssment as sn excuse for refusing to supply tiem,

1y sadition, ¢ new nave evidence of tue existence of & nunber of other
Searet Service records of verious sorts, including memorsdds snd receipts, sud
{ncluding relsting to the medicel-sutopay svidance, thet sre not in the Commiassien's
original files es trensferred to the 4rgnives snd, sccording to the Arehivist, bave
not since been supplied by you. I alsoc have the sseurence of tue Seccet Service
§hat it bad trensferred 91l sueh records to tue Archives. %e both inow whioh is-
the correct stetement. I sm esking that now, belstedly, * be given 2ccess to all
this withheld meterisl, I do hope you will deley this no longer, I think it would
be less exbarressing snd would meke » record you might fﬂ.nd leas uncongonial 1 I
did not heve t¢ itemizs hese things in writing. 7hile ~ heve no resson to believe
you want %o disouss tuis with me or heve sny intention 5f sccepting the offers I have
made in tie pesd, sbould you, I expect to be et the srchives ebout 11 s.m. 1/30/704

Sinceraly, .
Harold Teisberg



