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Deur tir, Ymrter,

Your letter of th: sdxth jrovides en exoellent iliustration of tlw ruasons the
between the Arcidves and me haf become so Voludaoun and bardencosms.
1t ia still nos posmdble Tor me to oosb =ll the riles to glve you procise cliations in
eack . ase, but 1 wil: give you enowh so that, unless the offort is obatructec, you amy,
should you po dogiro, learm the fruth where tint io in guecstion,

1. S4pex for respghace"Your can sssist” in reducing what I wil. feel called upon to
address by elininating sush suliegerving declarations as thai with wideh ysu conclude tihds
paragrapbe The gquoted woris are yours. ¥hat is explanation in your parugriph is rosconatle
ot provides the answer 1 have to thds moneat sousht wdtbout responss. I thank you for thak.
Hut what you do not audreds is requests Tor identified imddvidusl dovumontse I gave you
several samples, low sedd you would provide copdes of the ooverdny lotters with widch
these things the jirchive: told you they lad sent ne amd 1 seld they had note Thuse upe
the dooussnta nmﬂy pont wish tha clais tyey hed beod pent earlier, & cluim 1 labelled
falpne, I think that in fudrnesn to the record you should heve con dtied what you lesrned
to papur, mwid in wrdtdng to e

2. Hesopandug of Seoupniere Your single sentemce is accurcte Wt iaddequate. & hove
misod additional point to whtel there han beel no rosponse.

a) Under the jmesican iad) lipos decision, worw tho rassons for witihholding
both true mud apyliecable, thoy mo longer obtaln, The gevermsent welwed 1ts wight to
withhold under thi deocisdon by use in the Clark pansl rwport.

Bl b) The asency of parmsownt intorast, the tooret Uervice, ruled othorwise and
gave $he arcldwes a copy for it to give me. I there is statutory suthority for ovore
ruling the Seoret Uexvioe on this I would ap reciate & copy or citation of ite Withe
out this authority, and me 1 rewl 5 UsB.Ce 552 43 is not thore, 1 bellevo it is
inprogerly withheld fros tac,

©) he contenta of this sesoyaadas have Yucn described to me by tin Lecrot
Mmawmmﬁnmmujmmmmmmmmﬂm'
lattor. “his is got a modiesl file but & recedpt, and it is n recedpt that covers the
toangfor of mblic property amd official ~cddbdts of & public, official prooseding.
Bt ware tide the case, the nedienl contente have been made public by the government,
in the Clark panol ropor¥y and by oher meens, thus waiving that provision, Further-
sore, this is a reeson in coutradiction to the earlier reanon glven e for refuuing
me this sume recelpt, that it was a “priwate” paper entrusted iuto ths keeping of
the Archidvens for salety.

d) 7he ppaning of i, vohnam'n lester in inprecise, The deciaicn was not &
rofusel "to make available" but & refuml to forzard whnt bad been made awvailable,
and 1 hed bosm told by the Secret Servicoe I think ihw legal distinction s dsportant
and toe factual diztinetion is ovidous.

o) Dvem in tlw ponwe in widch it is written, the penultimate parmgrpah of iire
Volmaon's lotter falls o sédress what ie cuntroliing and in mot mubject to bureaucrutic
sesantTicse v fskos no refersuce to the contreliing cowrt decisionss 4 have odtel onde



£)ihe final pareseph of tids lett r revorses the roles in the satter iu guestion.
Under th law, should the govermxnt elect to seckm such en opinion, it is upk to the
governmnt to get it under the Aftomaey Guneral's internretation of tin las, not the
apzﬂ.imnt.i‘twimmisnxpudtmtmmt.mguﬂnmuaqwuwof
“dnvasion of privacy”, as there is not end eawot be by the natur of thio rvoaipt,
that has slready been viclated hy the govermmant by use of the documsent, & use that
exceeds the requirencnt of the controlling decision in that it was a jahllg use.

£) Even if 21l tho claims msde were relovant snd applicmble, they huve now boen
memmmdmummmmwwmmm

. atéendant international publicity generated by ir. Jolm laitiner.

h) ixe Johnson's reservation of tiw right to overrule the opindon of “suthorised
ropresentative® (f above) is, 1 bulicve, outside his diseretion or authority and ute
the entire matsor in trua perspectives

For the foregoing ressons, i file tids as o new appeal Tor e copy of thda decuncnte

Be flotures of ‘ailbite FS.lou sgy whe ireldves dows not have the letier from Ny,
Furshall L quotede Lhere are f.o relovant loitsrse I personal.y sent both fo the srchiviet
and he has both additionally booausa they sro axiibdta attached to ry Coapleint in Civil
Action 2569-T0

sccording to the Attorney Geusral's Mumorendum, the obligntion under ul: ln. la that
of thu agmwey to wideh I meks ap licatiole If the agency to widoh 1 make application cwmot
or says it cmmot couply with the requost, it is obligated to rofur ite The nepgatives in
quention are part of th rocord of the Warren Comdssion, ot of the “epurtsint ol Juostioce.
In my view they are required to have beun troneferred persuant to tho upliceble executive
order. 1 this sas not done, the feault is not mine ner does the law dmpose your obligation
upon woe 1t is a tscundosl fupossibiiity $0 ke copies of what is in she srcidves® {ilcam.
i huve podd for them and 40 you éimpute this, 1 will bring them ia an you can scei tio
opnion oi the cosputunt photogrupher who wade these negatives al the archives or jour ol
Gh photographers The net effsct is to deny me copdes of of ficiul exidbitss These are not
properly described as you do, "ihe originul VEL nogntives"s 1 have a copy of the dircctive
wndsr widch they were made for the Warren Comvdanion. -

Hﬁﬁaismtmdmfurm.la&t&mttﬂswmﬂuimw@;ﬂa

(Returning to 2 o) shove, please include description to me by iare Burke Harshall.)

" i

itefug of o nf Glihefnsd aCte You have bewn misingormed :nd incompletely
informed on this, as I also was. The pecood parugraph of Ure dumsor's letter of Juwaxy 30,
1068 1s dooeptive, I au satisfled the deception was neither by mor istended by ire Lalmore

1 s also setiofisd that ho did not muke the decision. Thare is sore than oue docapiion,

but with regmd to ell, I do not beliewy Ur, Balmer was responzible., I have raised two
peperute questions where I think more than 5 U.5.C 552 is apilicable, (me ip the alieged
conditions, widch were not subjoct to chunge by the lapse of time. 1i' they could be invoked
to dsny mo e cony of this coatract, thoy wers Torever applicshle or evary position the joverns
ment has talkan on ever other such reoord is spurious. Tje other is tiw violation of regulations
indwmmrmtnp;-umtntlmtmnwnfm.{tmmmnmlttnmm ,
to pond me a ooy and then charge me for thet pfigr snd some time after publicsticn. e 4

()

0 e ca oy o o0 ol of & dns palde dnigre: 5 Uslelabb2

is not, in my belier, cll that obiaina, It is all you sddress. I balieve unday othey lav,
readetion i practise the srchives does have tids responsilility and obligstion, Uhe next
statoment you mske you imke, 1 sn opnfidant, in good fudth, btut it iv utterly felse, The
Ercidves follows this practise generally, not just with mes The froquency of suck rojuocats
froo ne, were even this true, is outaide the luw, witch has no puch exesption, 1 dispute
thet 1 huve asked for so maay co des of public infomsation that the irchiver cleins To luve
logte Shey koop records and can giwe you prompt proof, I challenge ite I regret your wifamil-
darity with to law and roguletions, to vidch I attribute the other irrelovonclies, owevor,

e B O6



even if for the sske of arguucat wo agoept the version you give, the law is uasquivocel in
reuizing referrel, as the atiormey Conoral's lesorandus enys. The Archives is wilthout
the right or authority to detemdie what 1t consicurs “approprinte”. fleferral by it is
mandatorys In anticipation of what nay be one respunso, 1 quote you tid. ciiitionnl worddngs
“iwery oifort shoula be made O avold cacusberding the applicent's path with proociurul
chatacles whoo these esscatially intoraal Government problems arise.” The archives loss of
its own Tiles, widch 1 its explanation, is grolusively an internal mutter, ind, 1 intere
mmmwﬂm@lw.awa.mm mﬁmwforoorrwﬂnﬁuam
miatukos and m-tMraoor‘:nitmmfunnhmmt for tigt public inforsation it
Mmttohauwbmlw-itsmmmmmmﬁutmthm' -

17 thip ia not dono, thon tus letter is zy appeale

Be LURoICiVe LREGRANE. 8 B genersl statoment, wiat you sy ba respongdve. Howover,
vamrgmemnawnmmformmdmwspadﬁnmmmrspmimmgm.%um
your explanstion does not respond, £or these _specific requesta are wloo separate’ fron
ary “recant developmnts in the atatoke of the low." 4Alwo, Varylng reasons for glven
wmtumum:mrwamdmnpodﬁnMsamtﬂfmwm
interpretation.

of intantions to male a mistuke, I have roecntly lesvned that I weic ono, ans the nuxt time

1 seo the porson imvolved in the Jmavm-.lunemwwmam.mma : ol
lunee, Lo gwers of Lut thismnglumeztakebym.i’lﬁ.uiumixwtmt question

bocause i jrige my integritye It ise lmporhant to you bucnusc you really are deponcant upon

th. Liforuation you are glvene Lven if you did not have & mltitude of oiler duties, as I

Qi enrs You G0y you G0t posuibly have gy peraonal lmouledge of nuch mattErs. Uno ol the

olivious consecucnces of your bein; siven fulod, inegplots or inadequate inforvation is your'

maidng o wrong docision, wiioh oan then Le followed by one by ire Johuson, hich cun thon

be fol.owed by nesdless litigations. Uhio Jgg hapooneds I Ve gono to the very womnt of

hearing and than ben given wimé hed becn improporly withhelc fros ide The enommpus coot

to the govermachit alcne should Do of conoorn witidn the govemmnt, as should the waote

of thedr time by vhose for whom it is asted, Aside from tiis, there rassins the question

ettmmuwmm;mumormmthemmmwmwu.mm A

the law, such things are abusive mimdlmlymﬂy.inwwdmdam&%. to the

applicants So, 1 hope that at some podnt we will econfront tlde question anc resclve it

fou ney that "uncomplicated” requesta are usuplly fdlod within five days of recoipt of
Wzﬂqmﬂtbythﬁmpurwmh-mt:&ﬂmmmufurnduﬂammtlmﬁew
phons fummsfnmwwmm:ﬁMnm.Imthaugdml out ol it,
aus I rocognice that such tidngs &8 WOT-proauures, ilineas or lesves can account for ite
The point I s maicing is thnt this just povap happens with my requestse

duoarely,

Harcld sedsberg



