Fhone c¢all from Rolapp 2/85/70 4105 p.m.

ne began for slopogizing for ssking we to susbuwit Iorm sgein, noting

thet + bsd, Be suid they neve none of these thinge, Qe just wents to get tuls off
nis beck, ond would I 1like ® letier from the Jep AG so stating. Before, later, glv=
ing bim the unswer tust 1'd prefer it over toe AG's liﬁnature to sliminete tust

step, I usked nim 4f ue nadi consulted olher agencies. “e sald, despite my quotatiom
of Clurk's memo -n the law, that they had mo obligetion to but tust in any eveat
there were no such agencies of imvolvoment. ie 'sai1 theg panel wes entirely on 1ts
owne. 1 eslwd him if he had resd taelir report. “ega'cin. 1 toen told nim 1if he would
resd it end leern of ita use 1n co.rt be would lusrn thast it wee offielally con~
voked by his depertment for officiel uses ond that, contrary to the representstioa
%o him, it was assigned certsin specific functionas. He had Ficher's letter, which

is whet prompped his call, I told him the: despite the stalement thet none of what
I asked for dxists, + ned proof, over the signature of one of tle nen involved,
that st leest st one time it did. I emphesized thut I was ot inter. sted in scendsl,
thet my Cirst letter to tis AG wza celculated to rrevenit this sl %o elert tihenm
%o tue possibilities, tust all I weat is woat * believe I sm entitled to, Dot &

fet scandel. I asimd him for thep .nel's requests for evidence. “o record, he was
told. I scked aim 1 he wes zvare of tue deteil in the report, wnich indicatad the
probebility of tie existence of such reecords. “e was not. I told him Fisher said
they bed destroyed the draft (or removed 1{4) snd ssked him if he understood the
use that woulc be made of this wien presisely thet heving teen done with the
sutopsy Feport is one of %ue reasons there was the need for guch o penel. I
tbink he urnderstood me on ell tnie destruction of evidence. pointed out that if any
working papers existed, they should hsve remesined with the government, whioch he
dusputed, here ssyirg they hsd no official functien end here 1= where I told him
thair very report proves otherwise, I suggnsted that before he freexe this by writing
me the letter he sugsests, be £irst lo-k st whet * uave referred ilam to, snd if he
has any question, to ssk mo sgein. I tried to meke him undersisnd this would give
Bim the chance to avoid emberrassment. I hoped he'd seen the extant of s~ecificetion,
measurement, stc., sc he'd mow there hal to be records remeining, that audl a
report could not be made withcut working pupers. 1 also cslled tn his attention

the fact thet my request covered both penels, including ihe originel autopsy doctorse -
e apparently wes entirely unsware of tale, enu when he showed such unewvzrensss,
3 triea to repeat tust the new people on ti aigner lovels were in the hands of
essentia ily the aams pecple on the lower levels wio had nede the initisl mistakes
opd might be interested in sbielding tiemselves. He wes clesr end 1 velisve repeated
+he statement the Clark memo iz witiout stundiag and diaputed oy stateuent it was
the officisl guide %o all sgencies, including bis, snd I referrec $o she provisiom .
thet no umnecessary obstacles be wut in my pathb. 1 teld him I bed ssked the Archives,
that the report itself shews their involvement, tust tney were elso party to the ’
studies, e$e. I forgot to w1l him Fhoads was respomdent in e suit. I told him the$
while + belicve he wa: telling me the truth ce ke Jmew it, he had no perscnel
¥novledge, wes dopendent upon others. 1 seked him to consider his reaction if the
positions were reversed, thet tais cemplicsted study, with 611 the technical dasa

in it, wes made, and them he wes told there is no screp of paper on it remaining. I
gét the impression tnis got through. We left it that ho wil: look into the things

1 sugpgested defore sither writing me or ssking me {or more information. I told him
I1'd show him whet 1 referrsd to, s on its ofriclal purposes, etc. 1 also told him
there were different but efilcial represeutations of the of{lcisl purposes, but in
each csse they were explicit. This is » Resty note becuuse 1 bave to lesve, but +
Bave no doubt I'1l be eble to ressll more if and when + have to, pretty specificelly.
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