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Reifxcerpied recerds from irch. covered by 10/28/77 itr. 14/1/77

1.  12/18/68 Dates T5-1448 requests such sarlier then governmen t represented in sourt,
mekes clear withbolding was on spurious growsds and Snvelves G8A,014 and DJ-Off. legal
Sounsel il o agreement with totally spuricus citztions of exemptions.
2. Aogel's routing to Acking N of copy of my §/2/69 fo 4.G.Joim Hitchell, routing slip
said %o be attached aetuslly withheld. Hy ref to Belcher's D.J. lotier zay be flvst writ-
ten dating I possess of policy of not responding to my FOIA requests, alse referred to in
these intomnal GSi-Archives vecords. (At 4) By then 5 of sy letters were imanswered, BJ.(B)
A% £ U this s for court vecords, lesding to 70-718 when non~complisncs continued.dlss p.2.
King- At D reference %c xy “ivg sssassinadion requests of Depsriment, not only FBEI,
’ E: Meso Transfer as DJ record, Clark panel used and cited.
F= B proudssd Parrie record review and nevar responded, under previous adeinistration,
GsPersonal/Ph= FEI sgenits intruding into oy lifesand work reported. Never answeved, io date.
sponse oo speciro request; lesdlng b0 twe suits, ome chrrent, much grest work for
DI and for me and figueing in 1974 BUIA apendments. '
I=hirehives record of nes-response, mozn-complisses - I reported this to IJ, which 414 nothing
clearly becsuse it set ths poliey of FOIA vielstion, :
3«  4/17/70 A year later ihe policy is fized. This refers fo what remains withheld but
is said to b attached,"s itvensmitial slip end s letter from Nr, Welsberz %o the” BJ. From
these Bhosds tells GSA general counsel office that meither DN nor SBecret Service responds
at all to my FCIA requests, called™l:tiers" only hers. it X the Archives agsin states that
it will provide me with coples of records ithat are released afier beisg withheld, s polisy
it did not follow and when I wrote said it had not prosdsed %o do. ¥e had » hassle over
this with regand to nedical-nutopsy evidence that I recsll, as HR probsbly will betier.
34 handwritien approvel at bottom. “idis mesas not complying with the law, which reguired
10-day responses. 34 appeers to be by Bokhoff, iz Archives copy of 3.5 initisled, .
4.  6/9/70 ¢34 gem. commesl msks to contact Kemnedy fanily re "velesse of a document
relating to the sssessdustion of President Esonedy.”
4= Bays BFK asked that sutopey materials be turned over to family. But the sotual
langusge lindts this t0 “requssied that the autopay dsgw femzir added) be listed and
turned ower to the private custody of the Kennedy fewily. This wes sccomplished (sdc)...”
~ {Fote to Jl-whetber or not in auy wey comsscted the time coincides with the reading
of the manuscript of Whitewesh at Prasger, then not known to be a CI4 pudlisher,)

B= Lesaves in doubt what tiese documents veally wore Deesnge it ssyo that finding the
semo of transfer was a surprise develojment, “found aseng other docsments.® :

{Bote te JL - 1% appears thet the docummsts roferved %0 do mot include the mordiginals
of the sutepay records or whai is woree, the irchives sought to hide them, It is my
present recelisction, poasibly sddressed in Post Nertem, ihet I found these origingls
the one place certain 2ot 4o be seavched for them, in the set of records that 4he
Comission sent to the Covernuent Priating Office. 'n setuality the W mever had these
and they cerfainly wers not printed by it ~ were never printed uatil I aid it in Ph.)
C= Fens tranfer net coversi by GSi~family/Buske N.rshall agresment. "Soi covored" dlvect
quote. languege on where it was kept by Archives ambiguwous, Hot with sud. records I saw,
D= The language here, thet the memo of transfer is e privabe paper and that the Archives
has no suthorily ¢o release it upder FUIA is deliberately mielesding, Whether or not the
ferrily copy wes in the drchives ms pari of & subsidiary Arvchives deposit at the JFK ibrayy,
whice I believe is likely, there was the govermment’s eopy, which I did ask for and afder
yeers of stalling unier a series of subterfuges Tin=lly 44¢ get. Thers is g separete history
%o the government’s copy, one that has IJ leading in the conniving sgainst the Act and me.
(Rezirder to JL - once wé got the mewo we found no besis under FOIA or anything elas
for any witkholding st eny time.dnd that it was not in faot s "medical record.” It
was 02 uore than g ressipl, if an esbarrsssing wne for the govermment, rroving suppreasion
of besic evidence and the Commission’s fsilure to bave any of that evidence considered.)
E& P Thsy obacure me for once. I went after 3he Secpet Servige copys which is how "we
have been informedlewhen I first asked Archives for it, then Secret Servicse, which agreed
%o glve it v simgltaneously was conspiring with IJ and irchives for irchives io infer-
cept =~ \ikhold 1% from me ~for more years.




P sueunts do an afnfapion ihet thers really is no basis for withhelding.

8= If smbigusus is glear in representing snother offort te invelve the Semmedy family,
Senstor Biwerd Xennedy and sll sthers thmough Borke Marshell, when there is no basis for
$his under POIA sud the goversment copy of the memo of transfsr. What I am szying is that
tnis is pert of a continming effort to bw gble to stirilgle suppressions of evidence to
the Zemnedy family, in 4his case persomally to the only Mving male close relative of JRK
zad tptally nanocessarily wilh hin plven the fzot that Bseshall, =t loast on paper if mot
in faet, veprossnted the exsentors of the estate. By this languege I mesn that Harshall's
record is cousisdently 4F net mdeviatingly not iz family intevest and s thet 81 a radbor
stanp fu;scfﬂsialém in the exscutive agenclies.

5. “1/3/7t refers to mewo of /6 “enclesing a draft veply to ke Velsberg letier and
revisions of the rogulstions for vefsrence serbloe on Warres Cosmission items of evidemcs,
&= If providsd, =né some siong ihi: lime wers, i did not wmske sspavale copies from tds
present purpose. The pofnishere e a) What thay weve reslly dolng is revising the regula-
tions after misrepresenting them $o Judge Gesell in ny C.4.T0-2503, ia which I wes pFre 2%
objsets pictures would be Saken and provided qualified resesvchers as a substitule for
exsmination of the thres-dimension objscis. The irciives hes since refused o redluce my
copy of the regulations in offect at the time I filad the suit ané tarsughout all of it,
(However, I did have & copy at the tize of my 2/15/72 spsesl to Vawisr, hers ss S. I quote
it on page 3 of taat apyesl/ at X.) bjwisen I asked under FUis for a copy of the arvchives
regulations in effect at the tims prisr to the referred-to revision I was refused.
{Note to J.L.= trensliated intc political terms, ithis mens thai despiie the criticiems
that can be lewelled aguinst the Johnson adminiatration and E¥X's poople in IV and
Burke Harshall 7or the dsal that wss sngineersd, there was adaguate provisdon fer
regenroh and a provizion ameinst suppressisn of the evidentiary valus of these three-
dimensional objsets. On the other hand, this changed as soon as the hixoniaas moved in,
Thet this is the fact iz esteblished by other records, some preceeding heore. It slss
regaletions. 411 copies of the records relading %o these chetiges now provided eliminate
$he page on shich the reguirement of isking and providing vhobes. The changes also
remoyed the requirement that plotures be used as a substitute for exaxdnation of the
¥hree-dinensionsl objects, ssccaplishing & total suppression of their evidenmtiary valus.
Thus slthough we could still show the pistures they teok for me to settle 2596 when
¥ doposed in U.4, T5=-226, wo sannot have them in the court records or belere any -
judge for any consideretion by the judiciery, On thds you might want to bear iz mind
that they made false représsntation fto Gesell bocause ihie knot of the tic had besn
wndene while supnonedly being protected sgainst thds and they thus could not and did
not $ake ths pictures agresd %0 in 2569, The knot, which is the only evidenitiary
value the $ie has in the assessinstion, sxisted at the time of the Commission. I go
into this in the last 226 affiedvit by ciding the autopsy dootors' descripiiom while
#i4 Bumes was testifying.ivailadle pictures of the same pbjects made delibsrately
uncloar by the FBI and not holding the evidentiary values I sought are resdily svailables
without any restrictions. The peint should bs appavent® supiression of evidence,
B= 7"s unaltered regulstions =ve not here. _ -
C= Transistion-kesp the: chsnges secret as best you can. Do not publish in Yedersl _egister.
D= OGue the Assistent USAtdy on the case in. v
584 Be Appegre not to be ignoricg my sppeal and substitubing an elleged "rscousideration®
relating the executive sessions roguest wier FUli, 4% lesst = stall,
f &0« comhine to amother stalling and frusiratiog of the &ct, If I ssked for
iéenkifisble records then no “further delineation® was required, at ¥, Ge mesns that they
are doing the oppoelite of shat I ssked. Thay ave actually claining thet I do not wsnt what
1 have sasked for and ssk me %o repest all my reguests, as 1 ssld an impossibility for me,
frie 3z the losiecsl offsyring of their screwing me &y the polioy of vielasting the ict and
asimply ignoring ny reguests wntil they gréw inito & large volmme of unmst requesis. This
weso is four ysars after they begmn ignoving zy remueels end protending I bad not made them,
{Ses peragrsph 2 of 3 above, vhich seys four yosrs as of 1970.3
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