August 26, 1970

or, Jamez B, Hhosds

Archlvist of she Unitsd Ztateas
Bationsl archives s8d Reoeorde Serviss
Hashington, D. ¢. 20408

Sszr Dy, Bhoads:

The pisturs of she bass of % 399, taken fop Pr. Johm Hilchols 1a
Suplicstion of the ons you haé sarlier tekes for Be, hes srriveg,
with 8 resher extensive tscumulstion of sressee, #rinklss, orimps
énd minor punehs:, ths more Peadily sozompliskhed by omitsing si}l
bgoking sad nes sarling ths savelops. It is ems of bhe mers origi~
nal, if pescy, ventings of spleen. Portunstely, the negative seome
undsmaged so I sen, if Dseessery, have = better Print mads losaliy
should I requirs it, thus relisving the snormous burden the ordinery
housekseping chorss of Bending sn srohive Se 80 seasselneted presi-
dent imposes upen Jour oversazed ans sppsrently understsffss sgeney,
s Dr. ingsl's lesser of Auguss 19 mekes so apparsnt,

Were 1t not thst I hsve for se long heé your psrscnsl Rssurance thei
Shere was snd is no Benpower shortsge, 1 would 28art & ssmpaign to

86e Shet Congress snd the Bupssu aof the Budget trect you bstssr., of
SouUrss, your sssursnces zre mot entirely consistent with the tlme pe-
quired for simple responsss o Rormel loquiriss. iowever, 1 it not

rether extreordinsy . ' Bs ing » manpowsy shortags,
e begin sa sugust 197 rtsar w he statement thet it is in
rsaponse o0 seven ' ¢ four written i Ve monbhs riiasr,
in Mereh, « 44 ths wost recent s mon '
& helf old? 8

It does, of sourss g g & .  of time Be resé » latter,

But doss {t not take muen longer to write & lettsp then to resd 137
hersfore, 1t is meet to sddress =hy I have $o write sush long lesters,
The firse Bhing in your lettep Provides s comvealsnt and appropriste
sase in peins, In pessing, I acte She fslsshood laherent ia 1%, waich
is one of ths sdditional ressons I heve beé %0 wrists se often sad s
sueh lsagth, snd ths kaoun &ad Sotsl daparturs from the law and She
RoSt partinent, essadblished presedent {Amsrisen Meil Line, Lud. Ve
Fulieck, L1l Ped. 694 (1969))s It hes become RIcesssry %o resssrsih

the law to resesrsh Jour precicus srehive on tas sssassinstion of =
president snd she offieclsl lavestigesion of it, sueh ie the tender
Tseling with which the purity of she srehive i: preserved, the dedi-
sasion with whish Jou sdbere to the sxssutive order finding thet the
"mational interess reguires that sverythlag bs in your sustody ané
avalleble. Here is » true reflesticn of en offisisl pollicy thet noih-
ing be suppressed, Sut o the point the: is most relesvent, the nsed
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for writiag letters: It required about s hundred dsys for you to
"smswer” my flrst psquest for this "memerendum of transfer™, Sursly,
is €16 not %ake so long = tims for the lawyers tc read end resssroh
ths lew, 1f thst is whet they 414 prier %o your rasponse. Could 1t
Bave Laken them 100 days %o "lesrn” that this is &2 “private paper”,
whaish 1t iz nos? '

Hesd I tell you box long thersafter it reguired for you t¢ "sanswer’
my request for the federsl sopy of this ssme papery

iho, then, is responesibls for the extent of thls soprespondenss, and
whe gausss waete of time, for whom?

You raturn to this &% the Sop of puge 2 snd below ths middle of psage
3« Thers you repsat the felsshood sbout “privete” papers, for ths
foederal copy ssunet, By cven so flexibls sn imsginstion 83 you sre,
on sdsszlion, #bls o drew upen, be 20 described. (Mey I ssk s deserip-
tlen snd ideatifissticn of the two other papsrs?) dhere you refer to
ny having “sopiles of =211 the covering letvers¥, 1f thiz is the esea,
zome of the pspers woulé sppesr to have been sent you without sny.
But whst is of grester interest, would you plesse, simse your latter
soems To De designed for the meking of the kind of reserd you or your
lawysrs desire, Sell =s uben you informed me thet the Seeret Ssrvies
sent you 2 sopy of this memorsndum in Februsry for you to provide me
with & Gopy thareof? That wes in ge%zgg;x; and your lstter ie deted
August 19, mors thsn & half-yesr later. .

;.eamaé Jour staff to wssbe time in letter-writing? with thals record?

-
It 12 & yesr snd = bDall since you ianformed ms, fuce-so-facs, that you
had erdersd s study mads (unsclieitedly) to =se if sll my ioguiries
had beea responded to. Then snd thereffter, I informed you Shey hed
B0t basn, #ith the chersster of the meterial of interest snd the
question buing cus of supprsssion (the paseudo-scholarly "withheld”
that you prefer iz oot eppropriste), let wme remind you of one, ia-
velviag » viclation of your own regulstions, sn sxplsnstion of how
you "lweked” s copy of ths G3a-femily sontract sxclusivsly Yo one
whose igmorance of ths meterisl you could depesnd upon &ne whoss sFso-
phantie predisposition wss » safe sssumption, aftsr tslling we it wes
impossible for this coatrsct %o be used iz other then & "ssnsstionsl
or undélgnified menner”, and then delayed sending me s copy until after
his story, so coagenial %o offlcisl deslres, sppesred in print. Is
15 thet you gsanot explain this trsasperent propegands sctivity - sné
not the only one, at that?

How many letters did I write in the futility of sesking sn sxplans-
tion? I ¢sn understend that you mey find such letters uncongenial,
but I saked neither you nor shiose who precsded you %o tske the re-
sponsibilisties you hold or o viclste the regulstions uader whish you
&re suppessd to dlscherge them. It should be obvious, sven to yeou,
thet the sbuss Rere, snd resl waste of tlme, iz by gou and of ms.

Your next peragreph is in snswer to an inquiry by me o put ms in s
pesition, a: Congrsss intended and ordered, to uze ths “"Fresdem of
Informsdion Aat” (how appropriste thet you, beo, use guotesl). Ths
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slear purpese of this law snd 1I%s lasngusgs requirss reasconable apesd
in responss. D14 you somply with this? Yst A I depers Irom the
regulations, would you not ssk & sourt Lo throw out my sult? Hefe
sgein, who i: responsibles for the waste of whose Bime¥ And the de~
nizsl of whosze rightsz undey the law

Hext you soms %o Devid Perris snd slfhough, %o your kncwledge, 1
have scught svery paper sveilsdls on Ferrie for aluos$ four yorrs
you here ﬂﬁaﬁ‘ %‘b@ sxlstence of some for the firss Sime. Hor, &s
Fou say elseshere, was it posrsible for ms %o heve leapned of thes by
uslag !:§2baaa§eh room, for this Enowledges somss Ifrom materizls you

bave slpssdy rsfused So lst me exsmine, I ssked ysars age. Below

the alddlg of pags 3, you return $c Shis %0 respeat » felssheed this
corraspondence long sgo sassblished e & felsehoed. Your frivoliny
of suggesting I ssareh She files in persen Is sgein limnsd. “Hothinmg
wts pemoved from ths mems fils for Perrie eoxeept the pagess of the

file tbat are withheld under the guldelinss .,," Rubblehl I went

end ssw, 88 you asked, and I reportsd to you thet the [ils was gutled.
For sven thoss pages allegedly withheld under ths guldelines, thers
wae not ons of your custemary green slips resording and sxplsining

the removel, There wers, s= [ then, lmmedistaly. %old gou, sither
os or twe lteme only, snd 2 sepurste folder, ldsmtiflsd s of file
75, as I new reesll, was sither empty or cless to ik. My letier mekes
81l of this vlesr., ¥Yuvm 41d mot refute it or Invite mwe back in %o see
& rseomstlituted flls. wheress your firet page rettles off 2 long list
»f Seeret Servics documenba, the flles I sew di4 not sentsin them, I
believe this 1l: not beseuse the Sseret Servics did not supply them nor
begause it refussd So Peplsse them, for the Zeorst “spvice 12 the ons
sgensy thet seeme dispossd %o help you have what you do not wand e
bave, & complets arehive.

I am not responding persgrsph DY paregreph for, in jJuat shout svery
cese, there exiests sn adequete pecord snd resding my lestters 1, of
sourss, 2¢ unsomfortable for you, s¢ time-consuming.

Howsver, the sesond {tumpk on page 2 open: with s fine ssmpls of
federsl semensiss, slevetsd 3o & new high 2tate by bthe Fresldentisl
ssasssinstion snd federal writiog (act restristed o letters) om is.
I note the intrusion of am unreslity, she word “sumerical”. we will
feas that in due time snd proper plese. The rest of it bes besn re-
sponded to. Hsving sppesled through your so-ssalled chsnnels of sp-
mni sempletaly uwithout response, I have no Bsed to éuplicate ths
SEPETLIBNES .

The Ferric gese slresdy olted is sunough %o respend to your ialrd pare-
graph on page 2. Piret you gut the files (snd, altbough I shall no®
now ge inte 1%, delidberately misfile); yeu hold me responsible for mot
giving you informetion you make it ilmpossible for me %o bavs; amd then,
when I ssk, you %sll m: what 1s Dot so, thst the documsnbe ere svell-
gble. Making & gutted file svalleble to me is To glve ms nothing but
bhe nesd to writs you Turther,
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The lest persgraph slsc offers me nothing. But, siacs you sesm iatsat
upon meking o resord, it would bBave been nlse 1f you had set forih wj
your phetographsr “hinks Shat 8210 priates would net be satisfsctery .
Zam 1%t be bessuss thess ars not photogrsphic negstives, that you <o
not have s normsl photegraph in the satlre file und on the satire mub-
jeet thst is = normsl photograph snd ls susceptible of ordinery sie
lsrgement, ssve fopr bhose this sonditlon fopesd you o meks, the sems
onss you refuss, in depsrture from your own practice znd the lsw, 0
sopy fer msl

Page 3 begins with & fine representetion of the sendition of sn sre
shive to sn assessinsbed president and an exsallent reflestion of ths
effisisl sttitude sowsrd that orime snd the srchive. You de noi hsve
gartain filss. You know Row to rapless them., You simply refuse teo
do this, How grest s "task” iz $his? Dees it require wors than ths
1ifting of & telsphone? Is 1%, indeed, the "tesk” thet you shun? Is
{t that lsborlous? And s thi: your owa slarsctarizstion of your ouwn
snd officisl consera for thi: arehive, on this subjeot? I you sare
act to dc this, whoe is? If not te you, to¢ whowm, thsn, doas ths execu~
give order reists? As I heve earlier ssked, 1f thle iz not dons, is
this sxecutive order say better than the moat unveenly propegendel

Do you hers trset it s¢ snyshing othsr thsn propagsnce?

The pregret’ you sllege feeling over the "error” by which you 2¢ leng
withhield from me the ploturs you took for Dp, John Hishels la dupli~
sstion of shes you esrlier tock for me sxplsins nothing, even LI 1%
is "pegres” you feel and "error” that this wes., 50 thad we cen heve
s complets record whers you ssem Bc bs intent upon making one Se whish
you might later refer in & manser Shet you mey [ind sulteble For spe-
sisl purposes, why do you not record mhen this "error” was discoversd
and how it took for you to iaforaw ms of 1t und provide ths ple~
ture? Was 15 just 8 foew deys ego, as the misinfovmed rendsr of youwr
lstter might sssume or, whet iz more in point, might by 1t be misled
into sssuming?

This instance also pelates to who is sbusing whom, whe is responsible
for the time comsumed ln resding - snd writing ~ letters. For how
long did you deny you hud teksn eny sush pleturss for ms, revepsl
members of your staff knowing better! For pow long &1d you deny I

hned sent you an elsctrestatic sopy when you requested thek? Por how
long dié you jJust refuss to dupliasste the ploture for me? And how
epsly thi: sddresses & sepapate metisr, how well you tend your respon~
siBilisles, how esrefully you do thes with which s shild sould be en~
trusted. You lnveke the nsed for preserving these meterisls as o
disgulss for suppressing Shem, yet you cennet do =0 simple s &hiag ss
keeping tham £iled? Is this how you "preserve’ your archive? You
nare ssknowledge that, In Useember 1969, you d1¢ hsve this reslly un-
negsasary elsctroztstic copy of the ploturs you took for me )ihe segea-
tive was clesrly merksd as having besoen made for me, whether or not you
asd # print in the file), How 41d 1% come T teke glght months
sorrsct thir "regretted”, ms you deseribe it, Terror’

ané whet kind of ressarch do you mske pe:sible with this kind of files-
kseping? «hat good dosz 1t do @8 sareful resssrobsr o ure your sesPel
room when you provide hism wisth incomplete snd misrepresented filea?
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You say that "the memorandum of Jemusry 15, 19%%i, head been removed
from the Iile of memorsnds sonsearalng stsffl meetings and conferences
before your sasmineticon of the flle.” I note there wes no resord of
this in the fils, shen your prestice i to insert s slip-sheet, snc

I sould not have baen awers of the sxlssence of more such dosumsnis
without heving seen thew. This would not be the firsd ssse whers
somathing wes denled me after I ssw i, either. I sk you neow if,

te the knowlsdge of your steff, thiz: is s seowmplete file, if ell such
recards are now In 1t or secouated for In 1%, And I slso ssk you whel
you do 6ot say, why 1t was removed., The subjlect 1z one om which ahmra
is federsl sensitivity, Uswald's federsl conmeeticns. This is net

sub joat So wisthholdiag under exlstiog regulstioms. iy, I papest,

wes i3 removsd? Aand if the file i= not mow complete, why is itaiﬁi
now somplets? Hers I slsc note thet your sgensy previded this acuse-
keepling service te the Commission, =o you should have sll the reguis
site nowledge.

I have ssrlisr slluded e your grest cesire for "fslrness %o other
resesprohers’ , the compesslonste SoNszrn so NDlY sxprsssed on page u.
As 1 bave reperted your cxpression of this lofty sentiment in glving
fepesssrehors, sxolusivel whet you bave denled me, I slse use

& sppropriste point %o resord the consliderebls troubls te which
Fou go %o osll %o ths stbention of ay compatiters shst my werk sleas
bhes preduced. I shis 1z not slesr %o you, psrscsslly, without fur-
they sxplenstion, thers sve thoss in your agensy who sen saplsin it
to yeu. Thare i: slso the prospest that, in time, 1t may bascome
slsar %o you by othery masns,

Bed you dlzcherged, or even intended o dischergs, ths obligstlons
iaa,tﬁlaa%nriiy sssumsd in sscepting your high offise, nslthsr ths
etter of August 19 nor this responss would have bsen reguired.
Where that letter is not felse, 1t 1s deseptive. uhers it does not
- openly misreprsssnt, it is serefully ssleulsted %o sccompllish this
purpese,. 4nd 1t is contrived %o impoxe upon others whe might at
some Sime read i1t. Would 1% be wrong to antloipste that you might
regavd & federal Judgs ss ons z2ugh persont

S0 that you may bs in the ssme posltion as I sm 3o svalumbs ths
Tederel word es I must, I snsoursge you to sxewine wy correspondsncs
with the Separtmeat of Justice relating to whet wss withheld from me
sonseraing James Zsrl Ray. 4 portim of the sarlier part only is
estashed to (ivil dction Bo. T18-70, in Federsl Diatrict Cours in
#sshington., In that ssse, you will slso find 2 summery judgmeis sn-
tered & wesk 2ge. If you yead ths entive Iile of this sorrespondsass,
you will lind that thare iz ne single truthful lstter sddressed e

®ms ~ Aot & aiagig ons - aside from Yhe quite preper laguiries thet
anrt ignoresd. The existence of the File thet the Justies Departmsal
eriginatec wes denled, Possssslion of the sopy it had sonliscated

wis demnlad, I wes also sssured this file was reguired to be deslsd
me under the provislens of 5 U,3,0, 552, snother delibsrete felsshood,
And ones I fillsc suls, there uss ne singls ons ef thes papers the Daw~
partmend fllesd in court thet wes not felszs and known S0 be false, the
last one of whioh I hesve @ copy being, im sddistien, perjurlous,
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This is not the only sass of federsl perjury on this subject.

Hor L the record of the sorrsspondsnce you havs sddressad to ms
inconzistent w»ith this elted record. I csm enly Bops that, st come
poind, lt: charactsr will changs.

aiaésrglg,

Harcld wealaberg



