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. He began for slopoglzing for ssking me %o susbmit form agsinm, noting
thet i ned. He sald Shey hnave none of these thirgs, Be just wanis te get tils off
nis beek, end would I 1ike e letter from the lep 4G s0 stating. Hefore, later, glv-
ing him the unawer tust 1'Ad prefer i over toe AG's signature to sliminete tust :
step, 1 ssked him if he Aai consulied okher agencies. “s sald, Qdespite my quotation
of Clark's memo ~n ths law, that they Rad no obligation to but thst in any evest
there were no such sgencies of involvement, ¢ snid they panel wes entirely on its
ovn. 1 ssl@d hin if he hed read thelr report. “optin. I them told ndm 1f he would -
read it and 1eern of ita use in co:rt he would laern thet it wes offieislly con- . -

- voked by hia depertment for officiel uses ond that, coatrery to the representation Tt
%o him, it was sssigned eertain specifie functions. He had Fisher's letter, whieh ..
1s whet prompped his eall, I told him the: despite the statement thet mone of what iy
I osked for dxists, : bed proof, ower the signsture of one of the men involved, '™
thet st lesst st one time it did. I emphusized thut I was not inter.sted in acendal,.
. ‘thet my first letSer to the AC w2a celculsted to prevemt this end to elart them k
to the possibilities, tost oll I went is waat * believe I sm entitled $o, not a
fst sesndal. I sskwd bBim for thep:nel's requeats for evidence, "o record, he wea ..
told, I esked hin {f be was aware of tie detail im the report, which indicated the = .
; _ probebility of tue existance of sush records. ‘e was mot. I told him Fisker sald . -
they hed destroyed the draft (or removed 1%) snd asked him if he understecd the S
: use $hat would be made of thiz when presisely thet havimg been done with the e
sutopsy Yeport is one of %ae reesons there wes the nsed for guch s penel. 1 ISR
thisk he understood me on sl)l tuis destruction of evidence,  pointed out that if amy .
woriing pepers existed, they should haws remsined with the government, which he .-
dusputed, Mere seying they hsd no oftieisl function md here is where 1 told bim - -
their wary yeport proves otherwies, I suggosted ttat before he fresse this by weiting
ms the letter he suggests, be first look st what 4 have referved him te, snd if he .
. Ras sny question, to esk me sgein. I tried to make him understand this would give v
: " Bim the chance to svoid embarrassment. I Boped he'd ssen the extent of srecification,
i U messurement, etc., so he'd ¥now there had to be records remeining, that suh a .
: * . report sould not be mede without working pepers. L slso csalled to Als attention:
. the faes Shat my request coversd bosh pensls, including the originsl sutopsy doctod
. .e apparently was sntirely unswere of this, snd when he showed such unawarensss,
% {ried %o repest tast the new pecpls on th: higher levels wers in the haads of
_essentis lly the same pecple on the lower levels who had mede the inisiel mistakes
‘spd might be interested ia skielding tuemselvea. ilg vas clear ond 1 belisve repeatad
the statewment the Clerk memo is without stending and disputed my stetement it was
the offisisl guide %o all sgeneies, including his; sad I referred $o the. provisioa
‘' ‘4hs% no wAneesssary obatacles be -ut in my psth. I teld him I hed saked the Archives, -
. that the veport itself shews their involvement, tiuat they wers ‘also perty to the T
- studies, e%e. I forgot $o tll him Kpeads was respomdent in s suit. 1 told him thed -
while L Beliove he wez $8lling me the Wrnih cs he inmew i%, he bhad no personel ~ i
knovledge, wes dependent wpon others, I ssked hia te eonsider hia resetion if the
. positions wers reversed, thet this cemplissted atudy, with €1l the technical dasa .~
_ia 1t, was mede, and then hs wes told there is no serey of paper on it remaining. I-
_ght the impression tais gat through. We left it thet ke will look into the things
I suggested defors either writing me or asking me for moXe information. I told him
"I'd show him what L referred to, ss oa its ofricial purposes, ete, I slso §old.him
" there were differens but efficisl represemntations of the officisl purpeses, but ia
" . essch cass they wers axplicit. This is » Ranty notve becuuse 1 bawe to lesve, but + -
I'11 be.sble o recall more if snd waen * Zawe to, pretty specifieally.
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