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DOuUHZWTS GOVERNING THE WITHHOLDING OF \UUL EN COMMISSION RECORDS

Synopsis: I have been unable to find any cvidence supporting the claim that
President Johnson signed an executive order locking up some of the
evidence until Soptembnr 2039, The 75-year rule of nondisclosure of
investigative reports appeavs to be standard procedurs, and was in

_effect before the assassination., A1l withheld documents are subject
to periodic review. - Co
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The “attached letters from Robert H. Bahmer, Arch1v1ut of the United States,
are self~etplanato1y. (I think that his letters were respon31ve to the specific
ques»10ns I asked, and were not at all evasive.) -

‘The two documents Mr. Bahmer sent to me withlhis first letter are the memo
from McGeorge Bundy (mentioned in Mr, Bahmer's second letter) with the accompanying
memo from the Attorney General, which in essence set up the "Guidelines," and a
letter dated August 17, 1966 from the Department of Justice to Mr. Bahmer
concerning the National Archives! authority with regard to the withholding of
records that originated within the Warren Commission. (Copies of these two

-documents, 8 pages in all, are available from me upon request.)

I vas able to find only two relevant official Presidential Documents listed
in the Federal Register: Executive Order 11130, which set up the Commission (see
WR 471), and a letter concerning the declassification of materlal published in
the 26 volumes ( 29 F.R. 15893). If there is any evidence of an Execuiive Order
concerning the withholding of Commission’ docunenus, I would appreciate being

fadV1sed of it.

I am convinced that 1mooruant material in the Archmves is being suppressed,
and that much relevant evidence did not even reach the Commission. Regard*eos of
the procedural details I have discussed in this memo, the Administration cannot
avoid the political rospon51b111ty for this supprOSS¢ona However, the 26 volumes
and the available CD's show that some quxtc irinocuous documents were originally
highly classified, and I expect that much of the presently withheld material
could be released with minimal cmbarrassment to the government. Demands to “open
the Archives® could turn out to be counterproductive - especially if based on
inaccurate and nisleading statements which, by claiminz extraordinary suppression
instituted by Lyndon Jonnuon versonally, may suggest that the suonresscd material
is moré important than it actually is. !

Paul L. Hoch
March 14, 1968
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- Mr. Paul L. Hoch

* 2537 Rezent Styeet
Apartnent 202
Berkeley, California QLT7O0L

"Dear Mr., Hoch: . ,(

~ This is in reply to your letter of January 18, 1968, concerning
~records of the Warren Commission. )

We are“éending you copies of two documents besides the guidelines,
that govern the withholding of recoxrds of the Commission from research,

" ... The relevant provisions of the "Freedom of Information Act' (5 U.s.cC.

552) are those which suthorize the withholding of records specifically
-~ withheld by statute, security classified records, investigatory files
compiled for law enforcement purposes, and personnel records. :

-As stated in the guidelines, the records are to be reviewed &t inter~
" wals of five and ten years after the first general review in. 1965 end
. thereafter at ten year intervals. As you will note, there is a pro-

vision in the Attorney General's letter of April 13, 1955 (pege k)

. that unclassified documents of the Commission that are withheld from
research may be made availeble to individual researchers vwho secure
permission from the sgency concerned. Anyone vho wishes to taXke

_a2dvantege of this provision may expedite action on his applicetion by
eoplying directly to the agency concerned rather than to the Naztional

" Archives, as ve would simply transmit the spplication to that agency it
we received the application. Ve have not received permission froa eny
agency to meke withheld documents availsble to anyone under this pro-
vision. -

The T5-year rule of nondisclosure which normally spplies to investigative
reports is mentioned on pege b of the Attorney General's letter in
connection with the periodic review of Commission docwments. There is

no fixed period of nondisclosure for eny of the records, however.  Zach
Qocwnent withheld is‘to’be revieved individually during cach of the
periodic revievs. L ol o

Keep Freedom in Your Future With U.S. Scvings Bonds
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We are currently reviewing and moking available the records created by
he Commission Ltself. Those withheld at this time will be revicied

egain in 1970. Yhe major portion of the basic records of the Co"*:u.,.,ionv
s ava."!.able to »res e&rcheu.

V o o Singerely yours,

/ Crtus (7 /u/w

~ Robert H. Bohmer
T Archivist of the United StutCS
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Mr. Paul L. Hoch .
. 2537 Regent Street, Apt. 20? . oL T o
.. Berkeley, Calﬁ‘ornﬂ s  OLTOL . g S

* Dear Mr, Hoch:

This is'in reply %o your letter of February 19, 1958, concerning
-records of the Werren Commission. :

The 75 year rule of nondiscloswre of mvestagat:.vc reporvs is
‘currently applicable to investigative reports suomitted to bodies
other “han the Warren Commission which are in the National s
Archives. Tne rule was in effect before.the sssassination of
President Kennedy.

. Ve ere not aware of any Qocuments from the office of President
R Jormson on which the withholding of Warxrcn Commission documents

’ from research is based, except the memorandum of Mr. McGeoxge .
Bunoy of April 19, 1965,  epproving the proccdures proposed by the
ttorney General f‘or ma.m.nn' records of tne Comnission available
for res ea.rch. .

The copies of‘ 6ocvmnn‘os ordered :m yovr lettexr have bccn mailed
to you. ; . .

.. Sincergly yours,

oY @/

. Robexrt H. Pahuer N
‘Archivist of the United .ax.ateu




