Pre ident's clothing-unkmotted tic- panel': handling, ctc. 9/z20/ 11

Blicn I was at the drchives a.me 9/17, I askoed sordion “olmson if it is he who had
delivered the clothing to the panel vhen it made its exmmuation 1/u8. lie did not
pnswer thds but said it is he who received the clothing back from the panel,

He says he did not notice any:ling unusual about the clothing and had no spucial
reason to. Yhis zay seem reasonable, but to o largs degres it would depend on how the
garments are and were stored, If all were stored in e box, for example, und if he di. not
examine if ouly to inventory on ite rocturn, possible he did not notice anything,.

Bt if he dii inventory, as he should have, or if the _amwnts, being scparate
exhibits, are utored separately, they the tie was either scparatc or at leaut came to his
attention, @i it would secn difficult to beliowe he would not or did not notice ihat the
inot was not tied if, in fact, it was not at tuiat time,

I did ask hin gbout giving the cleothing to the panel and examination on returm,
but got only the foresoinge

I was in my car outside the Archives when he brought negatives L had bought to ne.
I stopped ap soon as I got arojud the corner and made notes frow which tlis is typed. 1t
was then 10:45 a.ne

I s uply cavot understand the lack of concern about the dustruction of this
evidonce,

Rhoads has rotusaed to medo: any coicnt or to answer iy questiony woao he conducting
or goin, co couduct an investigation,



