Dr. James B, Rhoads, Archivist Rt. 12, Frederdck, Hde 21701
Hational Archives 11/24/76
Washington, D.C. 20408

Dear Dr. “hoads,

Your letter stamp dated 11/22/76 says it is 4n rosponse to my lstters of 9/28 and
10/19 and 21, 1976,

Throughout you ckaim exemption ¢b)(5) Mnter-agency or iutre~agescy wmemoraadun or
lotter «hich would mot be available by law to & party other than am agsmcy in litigation
with the agescy.”

I believe that the requesta on which you imvoke this exemption dows mot qualify for
thiz exemption. It does not cover gll iater— and iatra-agepey recerds. As you well know,
the courte have held against your claim to exempiions with me with fair regulavrity -
totality as I recall to now with oms excestion. I am spsealiag this clainm and what
follows both to you amd through chammels by a carbonm in the hope that you will recousider,
face the embarrsssment that ls the real reason, and get it overwith. Sesides, you have
slrsady waived the right to claim this exemptiom by providing such records.

With regard to your 1., plctures of Presideat Keunsdy's clothimg, you provids two
enclosares, miarepresenting both and igmnorizg those rxecords you withh.1d improperly
from ns for so loag that are spylicable,

The latter ag reement provides for the plctures for which I ask rather than praium
prohdbiting theim,

The Regulations wers rewritten gfisr I made this request. You have deceptivoly
sent ne those that were not apsliocsble at the time of this request. *hose that were then
applicable are quibe explicit is specifying that you must provide me with such pictures.

The records you withheld despite sarly promises to provide them are clear on the
intent of the letter agresmant, That, too, says I am entitled to these pictures.

The intent to decaive im clear inm the lamguage at the top of pags 2 where you
protend that the anclosed regulatioss are those im ffect 20/29/66, the date of the latter
mgresnent. The copy emclosed is dated B/3/72. 1 ask for the copy ia forfe 10/29/66 and
any and all pevisions prior to 3/3/72. Théwe will meke clear that the misrepresentation
is deliberate.

The real reason you demy these when others ars reedily availabls is bscsuse these
have evidentisry values the official onses were tekem to hide sad becauze you did not
provent or yeport the destruction of some of the most essential evidemce in this ter-
rible orime.

2, is a roquest for the records relating to the withhol related to the medical/
antossy and seiantific tostm. In addition to (b)(5) you iavoke (b)(6) in what I regard
s further aad deliberate nisrepresentation and in open violation of decisions under
the anended Acte Phere are no such cousiderations im these records aand they are mot in
any sense persomnel records, which have beem defined by th: courts im s manmser meking
your pepre:entations spurious.

Horeover, other agencies maintaln public records on such matters aad have them
evailable to alle The real reason again is embarrassment., You do mot even state whome
privacy is allsgedly iavolved, I have nol asked for medical or personnel records ia
this request.

You ask me to specify what iz withheld, When ! made that request you hed aot
partially complied dkth it, as you did aftervard, Houwsver, I do have writtem assurences
from you persomally after our dispute when you did mot provids the aubepsy and medical
material whem you releasedsome executive mession tramsoriptse. At that time you  ascured me
that a8 such records were releassd they would be amemt me. You have mot dome thise I am
asiking for the belated keeping of your worde



Your 3 refusels are inka terms of "correspondence with other researcheras” whes you
use this device to twist my request, whdch rs.ates to imvestigatioas of the deastruction
of evidsnce, fou. for example, wrote me about the unkmotting of the tis. I went any
rocords relating to what you, mot asocie other researcher uid to get to the bottom of thise
1f you d1d mothing ('d mot bs surprised. But there is mo (b)(6) exemption poseibls here
and & have already challemged awi apsealed your citation of (b)5)

four stock offer of access ia your woading room would not mean amything to an
Amgrican in ilaska or Hawaii avd ss you kuow means nothiag to ms because of {he wedical
and shysleal lisitations with which I must conform. Uzless thers is a srant volume of
racords relating to the destruction and replacemeat of thess records plesse Just amend
5o xeroxase 1 am snclosing a check for 3100 to add to my deposit account.

4o also I apseal. Ay prior experisuce provides mo busis for confidencs that thene
exemptions ars invoked propsrly. There is no case iz which I have obtained anything
previosuly withheld under them whem the withholding vas justified or the claim to
exemption with auy busis ia fact.

Whether or not the exemptions are or ovea cam bs applliesbls, it in obvicus that
with regard %o privacy clalms the musldng of the meme is 81l that is nesded %o Proserve
privacy in correspondencs in which my omly iuterest, mmax apacifically mxk= wtated, has
to do only with “the welease or whthheldisg " of ths recordn I sesk,

Howsver, 1 do knou of some cases of mpecial treatvest wad the ropsibility of
embarrassment to you. Thers iz uno exsmption appropriaote to this situetion,

1 siacerely vegret that you continus %0 try to uge am Act iatsrded t0 make ipformg~
tion available as excune for refusing to make it availuble. I alaso ragrat that the
dgeepbion: aad misrepresentations of the past have et vuded. :

Uinceraly,

Harold Yaisberg



