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March 22, 1977
Dear Harold,

It was great to talk to you last night. Enclosed are 2 copies
of something I got from the S5 in response to my FOIA request.
There were other things, which I will send in a little while.

But this one is special; consider it a sort of iromnic birthday
present., I think it could be the basis for a damage suit
against Archives and 85 for deliberate wrongful withholding

of the memo of transfer from you.

As you can see, the record of the meeting was made by your
friend, Tom Kelley, prior, I believe, to yomr meeting with him.

Why don't you read the memo before you read the rest of this
letter?

Thefmemo is loaded with important admissions: the displeasure at
the panel's "gratuitous" mention of the memo of transfer and how
Wit would have been so much better! if they'd not mentioned 1%
the fear thet it would “"lead to all sorts of speculation" about
the government's famankness and about conspiracies; the fear that
writers might "dicuss the discrepency"; the decision to let the
matter lie because "we were borrowing trouble in exploring it
any farther."

But I think you'll agree with me that the most important admissio:
is atop page 2, the fear that you or Lane would ask to see the
memo of transfer. (Remember, by this time you had asked Rhoads
personnally, in court, for a copy--this is in PM; Rhoads was at
this meeting). Note the language describing Van Cleve's reaction:
"He indicated that he saw no legal reason how the existence of
this inventory could be kept from writers of this kindeo.."

This, and the whole context in which it was said, is crucial.
I interpret it as an admission that there was no legal basis to
withhold the memo from you, and they all knew it. Remember the
description in PM of how they stalled on your request and
finally came up with that nonsense about how the memo was put in
the Archives for "safekeeping"? . R
The one difficulty with the language Kelley uses is that he has
Van Cleve saying he sees no legal reason how the existence of the
memo could be kept from you. I think it apparent, nowever, that
he means no reason why the memo itself could be kept from you.
With the panel report already public, the existence of the memo
was known, and at least Rhoads knew you had requested a CODPYe.
The context of the discussion at any rate is what would happen
if you knew the contents of the memo, so clearly their concerm is
to keep the memo Trom you and not merely its existence.

And what a picture of their motives! Not only is there the
admission of no legal reason for withholding, which already has them
violating the FOIA, but then the reason for their wishing to withhold
to spare them embarrassment, To prevent speculation, to deprivey
conspiracy theorists of grist for their mills. Isn't this exactly
the arbitrary type of withholding Congress was striking out at in
passing the FOIA? Tell me what follow-up steps you want now, such

as an inquiry at the Archives.
Rest,
Hrack—



February 13, 1969
MEMORANDUM FOR FILE - C0-2-34030

At 2:30 p.m,, February 12, 1969, at the request of Mr. Harry
R. Van Cleve, Jr., General Counsel, General Servlces Adininistration,
the followlng persons met in the Director's Conference Room at 1800
G Street, N.W.: Assistant Director Kelley, Assistant Director
Peterson, Legal Counsel Robert Goff, Speclal Agent in Charge John E.
Parker, Harry Van Cleve, GSA, James B. Rhoads, Archivist of the United
States, Dudley Chapman, Office of the Iegal Counsel, Department of
Justice, and Byron E. Harding, Assoclate General Counsel, GSA.

Mr. Van Cleve outlined the problem he wished to discuss, stating
that some weeks ago, at the request of the Attorncy General of the
United States, a panel of physiclans reviewed the autopsy slides
made by the physicians at the Naval Hospital relative to the assassin-
ation of the late Presildent Kennedy. In thelr report, which was made
a matter of public record, they mentioned that the material they
examined was furnished to them by the Archlvist of the United States,
and was included on an inventory list which accompanied the letter
from Dr. George C. Burkley to Mrs. Lincoln, dated April 26, 1965.

Mr. Van Cleve stated that thls was a gratuitous statement made by the
doctors and 1t would have been So much better if they had merely
indicated what material they had examlined,

Mr. Van Cleve then went on to explain that at some unspecified
date there was placed in a bin at the Archives a quantity of material
in sealed cardboard boxes and a locked foot locker., This materlal
was recelved from the Kennedy offices, presumably from Mrs. Lincoln.

Subsequently, in October, 1966, the family of the late Presldent
Kennedy made a glift to the United States of certalin specified articles
which were further described in the letter to Lawson B, Knott, Jr.,
Administrator of General Services, from Burke Marshall on behalf of
the Executor of the Estate of John F. Kennedy, dated October 29, 1966.
The artlicles to be glven to the Archivist were in the sealed boXxes
and the foot locker mentloned above, and when the Archivist took
possession of and opened these contalners a careful inventory of the
contents was made. A key to the foot locker was produced by Angela
M. Novello, Secretary to Senator Robert F. Kennedy. When the foot
locker was opened, it was found to contain articles No. 1 through 8
listed on the Inventory prepared by Dr. Burkley on april 26, 1965.

A careful search was made in the Archives to ascertain what
happened to the articles described in Item No. 9 of Dr. Burkley's
inventory and they cannot be found in the Archlves.
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never saw nor heard anything about 1ts disposition, and that he was
" surprised to hear that it was not wlth the remainder of the material ;o
he turned over to Mrs. Lincoln. After dilscussing the problem, Dr. FRRE
1 Burkley offered to call Mrs. ILincoln. He did this in my presence ;
4 and Mrs. Lincoln told him that all of the material he turned over to
e her was placed in a trunk or foot locker; that it was locked, and that

./ to her knowledge 1t was never opened nor the contents disturbed by
her. She sald, however, that sometlme after 1ts receipt all of the
Jf' . material concerning the assassination, with which she was working,

was turned over to Angle Novello, Robert Kennedy's Secretary. ; o '
(Angela Novello is said to be a secretary to Mr. Angler Biddle Duke, '
Ambassador to Denmark). ; _ & 5

Dr. Burkley sald that Henry Giordano, former Wnlte House driver
who 1s Xnown to us, was also an employee of the Kennedy family at
that time and was working with Mrs., Lincoln. Glordano 15 now a
Doorkeeper at the U, S. Senate. He 1s under Senator Pastore's
patronage, but actually works for Senator Kennedy's office., It 1s
my opinion that Glordano should not be talked to concerning this
matter. '

On February 13, I called Harry Van Cleve and advised him of the
results of the conversatlon with Dr. Burkley, and further advised
him that, in my opinlon, we- should not contact Glordano. He .agreed . -
with this and stated he felt .that the inquiry would have to remailn
as 1t now stands; that perhaps:we were borrowling trouble in exploring
1t any further, and assured me that the Archivist had made a thorough
search of all of the material on hand to make sure that the material
in question had not been.recelved by the Archivist at another time
or under other circumstances. LT T £ ! !
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Dear Howard, 5/ 2%/T1

Iwhmammmmmh&Mwmdﬂﬁ/ 69 are more icpertaat
than you think, You have furgetien come things, 3ot mentieasd gthers I think you did not
forget, and there sre other considerstions 1 swst keep in mind,

As you may rosesber for o long wWae I heve told vim that if he fuces a eonilict
betwern ry interests and those of the MIA 0 resolve thes in fevor of what can be of
moet use in preserving snd protecting FOlA. 1 mesn shis. 1 baliewe this ict epitosizes
the besgic Amedican bellef and is essenidal to any kind of decemt, representative socicty.
Unlike others, especially those parti pris i govermment, - beliewe it i3 onc of the
assuranses of a heealthier govermsant and a more honest one. 5o there ia this intsrast.

There is slse the Ksopedy fasily interess, Jou know I do not mesn thds in a sense
of personal and bliznd loyalty for I do not. Rather su 1 mere concermed with wbat this
reflects of the continuine official offorts to acconplish sevaral things® intimidating
dencedysy blaming them for suppreseions of cvidencej end mowe recantly alieging tha: they
are responsible for the assassination becamse it is a ,astro lickbeck and Jolm end “obty
were respeneibic f5: Shab. (This iz one of ‘h: vuasens L so yeara %o b zble to retumn
to figer to Ride.) “hile L heve ne personal kmevlcdge my own and nuch earlier inguiries
conuines me thet for a yesr prior te the JPE sssassi-ation the sgmusedantion of “astro
was 5ot a Xennedy policy. Rather do I believe the opposite. Unfortunately it is not poo~
aibls for mes %0 got hose on Sebly'e stefl at the time to tallk $o me, ovem trust me, 1
no lenger evea iry.

Partly ag a reminder to you an« partly for otber purpsses i'litrace this a little.
Gne othar purpose is that 1 foel obligeted to send a carbom to somecoe o. whes you and
Jin ss my executors kmow but is otherwise sesrws. This was not = restriotics isposed upen
Be. *¢ 13 5y own desfire 2o well as Belisf that 1§ is neoessary. At some padnt 4% sey be
dzportant for nme to have this record of bedng secure and dependadle because it may be
in the intarsst of one who is walnerable to feel that I cen be trusted,

What you are into is a pretiy sordid official business.

1% is not ssli-serving to note that the represcatatiocn of my woitiag is vasuloss.
4 have nover been a conspiracy theordst. ¥hils to keep going 1 have to vent sy ywwkex
pasaion end - have go editor to elam the writing down the only theoreticsl sxpression
I can recall ia gll my pablished work is on an Yswaldeintslligence esuzection. The very
first worda in ay very first book oould not be mors oy osite the repromentation of these
characters, now I supsose legally conapdrators.

mnmmwlu.tw:'ﬂmwmﬂmt use it. 3us I do want you
to e sware of sesmsthicg sueh sove scricus than Sslley suggests aboat censpirscy thoories:
this =emo0 can be ussd by the “unes and other whores and nuts %o allege a govermment cen-
-ﬁmyhm-m.irﬂd.mmhndamtftmtnmvithit!shﬂ.ﬂnmtm
of what *hes irvesponsibles can do. Especially no- that whnmhﬂul
mm&mmmmuﬂg Unles: he has backe: aff, The boos has beem dalayed
& month, “% is sow due iu say. inyway, 1 as enceursgiayg you te do nething public now.
Zgther do i suggest that you persist is your secarches and correspeniencs, I conmbine &
reco.sendation with a resdndar,

Tou resasber correctly ghat i did discuss this with dhoeds during a recess in jg.v
Shay in early 1969, befor: the mewo. ¥hat you do not veguest iz that I mede an earlier
request i» «riting., “eve im that story.

The first hearing on arrisen’s efforts to get the ausopay raterdsl and other svie
dsmce for his trial was in December, 1968, it was .huq by then my disagresments
with “arvisen had beocons many and atweng, 1 auud e 2 ecousuliant expert on this in
the hope it sdight dimindish more insanitiss. Fums Wumﬂhﬂ%mnpth
day beiore. j met him at the airpert and brought him heve. We were at supper when “od
Feasterwald, whoiwas Washiagien counsel, phoned ani %old us pﬁ:k ot toothbrushes,
to exprot %o spend $he anight with kdms The IJ had pulled one ﬁareﬂhrd‘:lm

vl nbba. sactems bhoa ansed dé %l cmced 3l ———.m . & s = a s



Wmhntmmmwﬁr&nmwiuofrq:macapy'otthgpnma
suprosedly givea t¢ hiz but fo faot withheld. Bud drov: to get them while 1 drove uma

and mysell $o Sud's howe, wWe divided it in two because there was an usueusl legal situstion
Ieeuldsu.hndmvbiammrummmﬁwwmtthﬁutuuﬁm perad e

mmﬁnganty-wsﬂfyasuczpeﬂ-mmmmmth-uhdact.ﬁowdium
it i tuo, Bud and mmrmmldtmamrmmth@umnh

and I sonotated the panel report, his was our first knesledge of if.

Se worked wntil about 3 a.ze I do not recall whether I spoke to 4hosds thet day or
mt.ldommthntldidmamhama.dmm-ﬁntotthnyurmmlwm
the date of the . eliey memo. Firet I was angered by the erasy Garrisen carryings on and
told them all wher: %o go and cencelied oy reservations for o days ister, a “unday, o
go down and help them prepare the nen-Ghaw part of that prosecution. Th-ungknan
MmdmﬁthrhwenMaamnceaﬁmmm.ﬁufﬂMthﬁ arrisen
®as out of fown and it was all that neaty Charlie Ward's deing. (I later became convinced
thiz waz false, But I kept my word snd did go, lesded with mecopds for thum. That day,
by yrearrangemat, I spent with Cser and ds sssistant, until 5 PeRe, ¥hou they pooped cut.
When I left I told them they would loss the csee, that they should lose x it, and what
wwmwhwmmmﬂm.mmmdmmrmnmx _
vanted to go to work on the panel roport, making eitenaive notes, 4% was s hell of & fight
topt“'crmteanittomitmd’mmmanigbtmnﬂd-mcrlpt
Adeoek to order Ma to do it Bertel kept me waiting oa a windy and cold strest corner .
for several nourss I recall all this very clearly. That night 1 began preparing what wes
first to be “yril's testimony, then becase Faurt II of Pest Zortem.

Time is returning Dotter. That was the Sunday before the ovening of the trdal. srriscn
had a sutty notion that by beginuing the trial the day “izon was insugurete: 1t
seuchow pressuve iisen. So that was vanuary 19,1969, The next mewning I wemt o ar-ison’s
efiiges to werks i used part of dciambra's oiiice. Un an old typewriter in it I wrote a
foml.mmmmtfnrthomaftmﬂnr.Jmm;ym Vi & copy. So 1 d4d
sale a ormal, written request mofe thes a month before the wreteh told the others’
that 1f I got wind I would., I a= alse aetiy certain that our in-court conversation was
befere the date of the “elley mewo. is I recall Halleck gave the govermment three weeks.
Tpis would hav: been about two weeks befors the Xelley memo. . .

Noy even for the ihoads we have come to know and net $o love this is pretty dirty
stuff. Lock at all those top goworvment peopls from all those agensies he was degeiving
deliberately. de was also déceivin gx them gver the eutry 9. If you lock at what was 2ot
there you imow that the question 1a not wild conepiracy theories byt the dissppesrsnce op
seesdn; disappearance of the mest essential evidence, evidense the Commimsion and I suspect
the FAI never had, Sot tha® all 44d pot kmaw 4t the need for it and of %he wdstence of it.
mammmmﬁ-mmmmtmmumum_m
interest in withhelding th:s from the Comeianion was not “ennedy iatiresi. ¢ was the interust
MMWMMMMM.tmvbm“mmmrwtuft}mm. -

Two resinders: the official stery is thet no tissue was removed for slides froa the
anterior seck wound apd the autopsy was rewritirn beginuisg after Dr. Suses knew Oswald
had been idlled, How i'm $eminding you that oy own medical Litérviews in “allas leave no
doudt that they Sook the anterdor wound aa one of amtry and it bere the visible indisations
of an eutry wound, Se,  esthesda inow the nesd to remove tissue and maie slides. The
did not destroy say tissuwe. fhis is canjsctural s sn explanation-but not to be immored, it
does ruyresent the beglaping officisl covering upe :

his selley memo may be mnfair to the Secrst Service beeauss of my later dealings
with them, Maitwh&tmu&tom.ﬂrhﬂam th Rhoads snd DI to get
ne of 7 their baeke. Tou will reeall thmt aftor about 100 days turned me down on a
series of spurious representations. Thereafter i weat o the J-oret S.rvice on this becauss
th-yuemtheww&mtinmtm.l“fumuum.mttmam‘“lmada
mmnﬂuanm.ﬁommmmm.hmnumiwmtmfm
m?ﬁmmumm&ﬂmm&mﬁwtﬂawmmww“wuthrmghth-
archives lnstead of ddectly, Rhoads iitercepte: it. wot toenthar with BT amd NT La2d st



ascontu.@t.Hmﬁmmmmaiuweowmmmmgxmm
gmy's asoretary d1d tell =s of his senddisg it th tiw Archkdves (I've never been ablex

get the covering corrwspondemce, o I hed doubte az et filing sgaiost S8, I also déid
not went te hsve to fils, serind, becaus: i was svars of the snti-deanedy misusese possdible,
is with Ghoads denying ms the OSa-facily agreesent and then sving it exsluaively %o
Grahep, whe-¢ misuge waz sutomsiic freo the nature ol it.

shet ‘honds really did was te create s situaitlon iv . hich esactly that be pretended
hor-ified Mn was virtually esrisin. “e did this by denying ae flrst-use, &ven if they
did, finally, give mo some of it after Jim was ready to file a coaplaint. “y that time
all the nuts, com :relalizers and anti-Kennedyitss had gotten wind of it. Just reeall
the aisuse, the gress and indeceat misuse, Wecht made at the press conference sud, be,

{eling and HoDeanel had at the University Club.

L kno. of oo record that is a gonwims eause of Keanedy embarwassment, I imow thed
she idhpads behavior ¥.th then manufacturss the ssbarresusents, I do not bellsve this is
secidental. o «ith t is, exlbised +ith what e ithheld that aays other tha- he wanted
said, Rhosds oaw to it there would be izporper use, misuse by snti-iennedyiyes. Haye you
any idea hew r~any nrid gpeeches (poil alone nede with shut izpascioned line, "Giliwe that
brain?® How may radic snd TV ghows? .and all the nute pieidng it ap?

Bnpds' pecard i even worse, We had a hmssle and he egresd that - had asked for all
sutopay wa¢ medical evideses sod that 1 would get 4t as 1t io relsasod. de then hald
all thesc records beck before denying them when 4 leaymed of them ana =ade requsstis.
mthﬁsmuﬂdiﬂMKmfmtnﬂmldm&inc-hWGMdtmthm
agalnst all fswedys was certadn,.

1 thdak you now huve other zemps that can shed goce light on thise ~ balieve they
say that obhy did not have poesessios snc &4 mot make the delivery. This is lise thu
yweelpts In'-‘elm suriley. Be 4id mot nRsve poscesslon. The Scoyet Jerviocs ha izseld
in thi. wey, having s on the records. I1'm surs that even th liet wes typed ur by a
Searet S-rviss agent. Jot even one of their iypists. and not by luriclay.

It is not neeessary %o aseunc the businee- about two eriginal sulopsy Ivporis,
faseirating & that is. It i pessiblc the original wa rewoved from the locked bex and
hwﬂﬁnmw.htmumdnmImmtmorigi‘.nnlsi.nwmm.J-:‘ican
find the color pix I ot just for historical purposes they will estmblish this. Ths
helograph was on blue-lined whito pepsrs Ihe hedy ehart was on a rissographed shcet. Tha
stadns of fluids were quite viasible. Etc.

Thare i85 Gore DUt + new 48 8Ot axve tice Jor it. “wsvy wail aai peopls due here

4 an hour. ! would suggest that you carry this [orward rether opsaly. Tel:. them that
you have hed access %o my files, %0 Wbsn yos s ior what they still wivhhfeld. If they
raiss privacy questicns scnd me & voliase $o aign, made out to you gnly, We do nod sunt
the car veialisers %5 lateh on. 1'¢ Yo inclined to hold of on g ing farthur on the line
of a former Comris-ionm couns-l ia the LJ 827ice of Legal Yeunsel anz iaflusnolinyg toedr
decisions to cove ke Cowimnlos sne iacydminate “ennedys, c8p. Sghoy at the begluning.
1'd ssk each & +.¢ agencies for its memos asc other records on this and all thw?y is
relavent 4o it. Hepding io o asedy 4 shis. Uy aistase [ we 8 once sent the TOPT.
51] my corvespondsncs was referred to his in wdhe “hds is probably pert of what i
for the long vericd in which any response required about twe or mots onths. ~“arfinkle
now figures in F0li ma ters that ave opem. I% ia he whp %old Wiz they'd declisns jeo
produce the tie, eit. I do met yet imow what the stery on thls is. Ho word frem Jim
today. When ihe Alis tried $o oo vim, Jix told Mo to file u metion o quash. If is

'y belief thet the esusterproductivensss -f this ngs final.y dewned cn at least iz,
e sioiuld have been i: court Soday if they were going to do this. ¥e Jeposs ueaday, or
the next working day. 4s I wrote “inm when [ aske: hiz %o 2dd these ®dogs %0 e SULDPOBNG,
I belisved that il thay ioought about it they'drealize thetr iaterests 1s iu nof% sfursclng
astention to it sl .. They icuos by nos= that I'n kesmiag s low profile Of course I regret
the day - had to take %o rough out ths testimony 1 would have to zive.

With braaics snd handled proserly and betier if all can be combined thi: may provide



2 asans of epenlsy up the cancor cleanly and without the possibility ~f those of vested
interset turning 4% around cr corrupting it iatc mors 5i 3ha indecent effert io tians
&ll that 10 wroas an the survivors.

Az I reepll what you sl earler i% indicates that W wor<ed oo surks “arshall
via Rochmen, with whoo there secms o have been a fricndship. “arshall may be 2 nice
Zuy but with kim as a {riend no hennsay necds caeades. I would address no rugussts to
bis., *e'd consult Khoads and do what ithosds says. 1've beon donw that “hoad.

The language of sslley'as semo is horrifying, It strenzly sugsests that they knew
what they -are dolsg, knew what they were cowverdn: up,

Please be alert to sosething else as you pumsue this. - have a long-overdus
reqi-at of the Secred Scrvice. The sane woff persenally wrole me ikat thers are
a0 files, For almost tuo years, beginaing prior to this, 1've besn waitiny for kium %o
glear s recer? they urovided Cli. Cla told zo of At to uaee itsell louk better, Lven
Zving 58 fils nurbers ha mesnt potidoge I walt for tae I{irst picoe of papsr from thems

Thers is new okher and viaible explangtion of %)ds incredidle stomewelling: they
now ths infe-ences of subveraion were fabricatsd by the persmoidal speooks,

I'd not let om you know of this FOLA/PA request 1've made. Just that you have had
acces: o oy filse in the past.

This i= ant the only ~ecord I now have of & lawyor spyin: there i3 no legnl =ay
to withhol: followed by centinusd withholding. + tave ome I layer's letter iu which
hs said first duny M= snd then try to find soms reasos. ‘his on ~4age. 5o was mers
extreme Shen the Fi8l, with which ‘o confarred. The GHI was wiser. They played tie cloci,
thedir powor and the certainty there would be no pumishzent.

You are correct en the legislativs hisirey. ‘ou asike. about embarrasszent bedng a
reason. 48 the leose or vemate reports of 1966, msybe botk, thi. is expilcit and explicitly
said not %o be a basis for withholiine. As 1 reesll it elso sailcd this was gesnerally the
real rssaen wut snother was inwvpieed,

':in vm”t know ahout thi. untdl I see h» sanday,.
fgny thanke. ieep up the great work.

“esty



#r., Tom Susmsn, Counsed sf25/m
admiristrative Fraotises Subcosnittee

Te3u3enate

Hashirgton, D.C.

Dear Jom,

Unless you belisve the enclosed it sowething you should discuss with the Senator
please regard 1t as socnfidsntisl. Not only becamse 1t is Howard Roffman's werk product,
There ig mo need for any of us %o kuow whether you dimousa this uith the Semator. But I
nmm-mummzwtom.uem

This can gt hairier betauwse of the irrespensidble com:dttes and the nseda it will
have to try and sanitise itsall,

%utmmwpmunumtﬁmmﬂmmmwuwm
'uthbh to Groome clsrk %o & federal apreals court Jjudge and capable of filing
his own FOIA case there adght be too mmech riak in dunyimz 4% to Rim snd feoding g

it to Sprague and others on the com:ittee.

i mxkX osonot speak top highly of Hosward Af you wsnt to consult with hds about
thia or any part of it. His sddress is Howard Roffman, 1111 39 16 Ave., 7156, Gaingew
ville, #la. 52601. Phono 904/FT3=5154.

Ee i3 preparing to toke the bar exmsms, after which he will move o0 Jacksonville.

nmuﬂ-—hmmmmw“.funnmmmt
tids conforus %0 what I feid you leng ago.

1 have traced ® 1t back % tvo Comudasion, %0 not lator than 4/64.
The same ‘om “clley was then s lisison with Jebby.
That then say have meant through soseons like Kstsenbach.

Should you want to diacuss say of this with .rehumubMUmm.
if lsas then Eoward's or mine, I'll be giving a to Jin lesar on Sounday unless the
depoeitions are postponed.iB4-603% and 223 F5E7.

iymruwrmuatmm”tmwmmtmmn
move to quash ths subpoens, ¥he: he euplaived the need to the ADSA tiat Sizonden stone-
waller indicated unsasdness over sn attempt to guash.

If thay do it the only yesl ressen will be to esbarrass the Sesator. ¥ith Me
TCia interests and powiticms 4% could be oven mose embarrassing.

Sincerely,

Barald weisberg



Dear Jim, Tom delley's 2/13/€9 & SR's commeant on it 3/26/ 77
1 am quite surprised thoy surrendered this recewd,

Mrmuaatorm-udltmnkmt-uwhummmth
minﬁmﬂ.lnwhawhadinundmretmm:am,ﬂlntitmusstuapinn
Rhoads. It in fact caste Rhoads in the role I have.

There must be many memoranda of thia kind. Iike this whth much also mimming. Much
of which Xelley mew that he does not reflect comruniceting to his fellew conferees.

mnmmnwmwnmmwmmwmnm

memﬂﬂnntﬁnndhmuﬂdnmdﬁunﬂ
hllqwrstethomuttntﬂﬂ!@dhaw“.ahwﬂdr&thnmnﬂ
Arehives snd Justice.

If 4o time they argue intermal reccrds, is this release to Eoward a waiver?

nmmmm”hmmmmgmm”tmpmwmwusuﬁa.
mmﬁqdnmﬁtwuu?&nnwutﬂntmﬂ

mwx'nmtmmumnﬁmmmmmudum
records vhere there has beea no complisnce,
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