12/7/69

Mr, Thomee J, Eelley .
+#8%t. Dir,, Proteetuve Intelligence
UsisSecret Sorvics

Washinston, DaCe 20226

Dear iir. felley, 7 . v .

] ~ Were I engaged in thue work I do for ogo gretificetion or other
personeél or selfisu reesons, 1'd be offended «i your letier of .ecember 4,

waich is en insult to my intellig:nce snd s self-defemstion of yours. 1%

- 1eaves me no choice but to teke it apart snd meke a récord od its mone-res-

- porsivensss snd, indeed, whet s suspicious person might cherecterize as
deceptivensss. I do not hsve » low apinion of your intelligem e or cspseity,

#0 1 essume tnia‘no‘t to heve ‘boon accidental,:

4 Tour concluding sentence, pretendedly addressed to ell but one of the
_meny proper questions reised in my letter of 11/24, is tve only response to any of
‘them but one: the {llegible perts of the one dacumery, the desthweertificsta, :
That sentence resds, in full, "Our file ‘almply does not contein them other
information or explsnations you requested.” ‘ :

From ay by now unfortunately extensive experience with goverpment by
semantics, I immedistely wonder about the first two worde, "our” and “file“,
especially when you in this cose sign yoursel?f as "Assistent Director, ¥Frotective '
Iantelligence” { but on the stationsry of the “0Xffce of tie Director" ), wheress
your previous letter, on the some letterbesd, identifies you &8s “jpesistant
Director" only. From this I tuink it is not unressonsble to wonder if 61l you.
are seying is thet a sinple file in protectivec intelligence dces not conisin the
informstion I seek, ths govermment hss, snd under the law must provids me.

‘Becsuss I seel truth not scendsl, want %o see justice dene with no
unnecesssry injustice, 1 heve undertsken to be forthright with you people, even -
though thia wes not $o my personsal interest or bdenefit. If you sre familiar with
the esrlier correspondence, i indicsted an intention to go t~ court to get what
the law gueraniess me. If you did not so undsrstand this, then please sacent
sineere assursnces this is not only my intention but 4 havs srranged for coun M
Now 1 would like you and ir, Howley to sk yourselves what your positions person=lly
shd 58 responeible officiuls of the Secret Serviass will be, what imsge of the
Secret Service will be cast, if snd when in a court proceeding, to take but one of
the abundant such igstences,it comes out thet the Secret Services says it does not
 bave, does Bnt know where say copy of the receipt it signed for the photograpbs and
iepzys of tue go-czlled autopsy 8 Fresident of the United Stetes 1s? .ia I wes
Tranic to tell you, every official sceounting of this film s contradicted by evary
other one, #nd officisl records in my possession, #s I eleo told you under dete of
11/24, indicete “these pepere were directed to you™, If this is not enough to dis-
turb you, #dd %o 1t the fajlure of the Secret Service to respond in sny way to my
proper question sbout whout what bsepyened to the pictures in processing, these same

pPictures turned sver to it for "safekeepingt,



Should you or bir. Rowley desire, L cen go into Just sbout all the
requests 4+ pave mede of tue Secret Service im identicsl or similer fashionm. 1
would hope tuis 1s not the cese, but if you for one minute doudbt it, cak me.
Here 1 refer not el-ne to my letter of 11/24.

_ But Witk regard to the letter of 11/24, there is not 2 single question
1 asked toat is unequivocally answersd by your single, svasive sentence, ond

there iw not a single one to which you cennot meke specific, unequivocsl response,
I am not a lewyer, but I have consultef and retained one of unguestionsble
“gompetence. He egre.s with my belief that esch and every itemx is covered by

the Freedom of Informetion law, tiuat each one is outside sny proper invocation of .
sny of 1ts restrictive provisions. lie 1 an euthentiec expert on this perticulsr

_ lsw, having been genersl counsel of the Senate Commiteee whence 1t ceme, So, I
sk thet you reread my letter and provide the meaningful snawer that witbout any

* possibility of doubt you or others in the Secret Service can snd should. I ask
that you do thie promptly, for this is the raquirement of the cited law, unnecessary
delay in iteelf being a violetion, and I stongly encoursge you to review the
entire file of correspondence in tie seme menner snd for tne seme purpose. It is

. not my desire or intent to embarrass you, Lr. Rowley or the Secret Service.

There is & strange inappropristeness in all of this, for 1 sm the
one writer working in the fisld who hes expressed any sympathy for the Secrot
Service and ita employees md the one who hee gone out of his wsy to defend
them ugoeinst foul cherges fslsely made rether widely, 1f you sre not awere of
thi=, others in your egency are, and I sppreciste thoir expressions of thanks
delivered indirectly. .

- In eny evynt, 1 bope you csn be persuaded that the time for shubpy
gemes with worde is pest. I also suggest thet mony reputations and futures sre '

deeply involved end m=y well be through coming generetions. Becsusze I do not for

a mipute belicve thst anyone in the 3eeret Service was in eny way raesponsible for

the ossasaination, wanted it or could in any wey have prevented it, ssve by

projibiting this trip (and 1 do have proof it hsd as much resscn in sdvenca

here as it did in two otber contem orsneous instances wiare it aid teke action),

in the psst L have offered to dlscuss the fruits of my investigation Witk ir. Rowley.

tie has seen fit to reject this offer, wiich 1s bis rigat. * novw extend it to you,

reslizing you cennot do it whthout his approvsl. Bowever, the situation has chsnged,
snd * now attech two conditions: thet my lawyer approve snd that you undertske to

' ‘sssure me that nothing you learn from me goes sny further without my specific

egreement. ' o _ , o

N Whether you accept this offer or not, I hope the evssioms, equivocations
and folse stctements on this subject srs all in the pass, 1 empest meaningful,
specific responses 1o the recuests + have made or specific ressons in esch case

f£5r not providing them.

Sincerely,

Harold wWeisberg
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TREASURYVDEPARTMENT

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE
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December 4, 1969

24, we have

Bn@respthé to your letter of November
which is also

ewed our copy of the jeath certificate,
sor reproduction of the original.

e words after *Imnediaté

s our opinion that th
“gun Shot of Brain." The signature appearing

s that. of Kemp Clark, M.D.

file simply does not contain the other information

jlanations you requested.

Assistant Director
Protective Intelligence




