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Bt. 12, Frederick, ¥d, 21701
6/18/T7

Higs Jane Emith, Directoy
Civil Archives Division
Bational Avohives :
W'aalﬂ.nm. D.Ce m

Dear Miss Spith,

I wrote you sarlier this merning, in hapte and with scme dismay, sbout the incomplote-
noas of the records supplied belatedly with your letter of the 8th.

In that letter I reported I had been compslied ¢o make & special trip o Dallas
Yecanse I have not beon supplied with records I know exiast as well as others that by
any rational emd veasonable standard showld exist, particularly in am investigation of
a crine of the nstwre and megnitude of the mssassination of a President,

Whether or not partisanship by any official or any govermment sgency can e acceptable

4n such e matter, the Archives is at least in theory impartisl. It is the
‘reposi tory of our pational tressure in records, en institution of scholarahip., det once
egain it has been partisen.

Tou withheld peges 36-39 of CD1395 while providing the pages irmedistely preceeding.
There i3 no g about their relevance. They are among the records copies of which

In what you supplied of (B 1245, which was stapled cut of secquence (which can of
course be an accident) you omitted pege 35. Is it not relevent?

The Archives is well ewsrs that I have besn charged by the sppesis court 4n its No.
752021 $o establish the existence or nénegxistence of the records sought. That court held
this seyves not enly my intereat bat t of the natlon.What it did not know is that I plan
no further «riting on thiz aspect of the sabject after having teen denied this information
2o what has besn pblished in by fay the largest work on the JFK assassination, I want
these records %o be able to meot the obligation that is eatirely consistent with sil my
unpedd work on ids subjoct. I will be giving them all away, + have alrealy begun %o
deoposit what will be a very large archive. It will include 100% of my records of all kinds,

I belisve there is no basis for the Archives having enmy question sbout what I seek of
1%, If I do not reoall the procise dotails it was subpoenmed in this litigetion with all
relevant reoords called for. Fr. Jobnzen and an associate sat through all iye depositions,
I therefore em diszayed at thi: sontinued stonewalling,

I have reread your letter. It does not specify a search of sll possible files,
You knov very well the$ I want and heve asited for and nced every recond relating to tihds
Prd goed® shot that causedths miner wounding of My, Tague, Given the considereble problem
this made for the Comnission and the attention %o it ia the Bgport i ahould be falrly
obvious that meny more records must exist, ineldiing steff pepers.

The records you supplied after I had obieined them from other mources report that
tte Dallas news photographers gave thaiyr film to the FEI, They 40 not report the return
of this £1lm, Tom Dillard does not have the negative of that pleturey for example. Mr,
Underwoodds film, movie, was given to the FEI in 7/64. Under the Exvoutive Order of 10/
31/66 these are reguired $o be in your possession and aveilable, You have never informed
me that you have them, After lMr, Shaneyfelt's fectinmeny about teking photographe other
than you supplied I @id inguire about this. If you have this film I do want clear photo-
gravhs nofe, 8210 zlosays, duplicating those in the Shenoyfelt exihibils,

S4ncercly, Harold Weisberg




