May 29, 1968

Dr. Jemes B, Rhoads

Arvshivists of the United 3tates
National Archives and Reeords Serviee
Washingon, D. Q. o8 o .

Desr Dr. Rhoads)

Your letters orHNny A and 20 awvaitsed me on wy return.

Bech of us will have %0 stand or the recofd., I think she record
leaves sbsolutely no doubt Shat from She day of wmy very first viszit
.to she Archives I asked you for everything available on the entire
subject of She autopsy. Your ewn resords besar this out and will
revsal that I have every available plece of paper from every file
of whatever designation. There likewiss has never been any doudt
in my oorrespondence with your sSaff about wy inSerest in every
zorep of paper on this subjest for is 1is the sudbjects of a separate
book I have writSen, -

You may, 1f you elee§, evade response. In s0 doing you leave this
records

I was ths very first person %o ask for the eentracs detween the
Oeneral Servicea Administration and the representative of the Ken-
nedy Lamiljy.: I was refused 18, Withous -zg change in sicoumstances,
it vads_ pade evailadls %o anether writer with no experiencs in ths
field and no one in she Natiocasl Archives has any explanation for this,

I think this establishes, first, $ha$ I was denled my rights and,
second, that th.FIliiétll'lrt!%t’!fvﬁﬁlﬁﬁoﬂ‘1tﬂiﬁﬂh.pr.coduroa.

Quite obviocusly, .1t 1§ beyond $hs ecapaeity of sny researcher %o
imagine whas artirlctzr designaVisnssons goveramens elerk will se-
lest to deaocribe a file. It likewise 1is beyond She eapecity of
any one human %o understand hovw the enormous files in gour custody
are arranged unless they are indexed as in this ocase they are not.
We tharefors are dependent upon Shose of you wuho have guatody of
thes materisl.,

You huve left unansuered what X believe $0 be a perfeotly proper
rejuest that is entirely consistent with the order of the Attorney
Generel of October 31, 1966. X have asked that you ask the agencle:
of origin for coples of shwse waterials whose exissence I hneve estub-
1ishod snd whioh you cannot find or for sopies which you can keep li
your files snd of whish you ean supply me eopies. 7The order of lhe
Attorney Gensral is expliait and I believe this €0 be your re:ponsi-
o1llity. Pailure of the government %0 wake availsbls that which (¢

is required to iz an open violasien of this order and I belleve ls
#{11ful suppression.
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With regard to the ssien’s executive Sranseripts, I have
written you that I delieve seme ef She mdorial wishheld does nc:
£it the reason gtm for 1% beoing withheld and I believe exauina-
tion will establish this %0 bde $he sase.

Nay I ask for clapification o;.!:nr reference to the executive su:-
sion of September 18, 1964, represents 1%self as a Srenscrip:,
vhereas it is net and yeu {n etter of May 20 desoribe {t a:
"minutes enly®. Is 4% thet Commission elininated the steno-
m{uo‘ Sranserips? Se obviously, there was one, Bqually obvi-
ousiy,

what was supl W6 Was Dot prepared by the officiel reporta:.

If 4% does exiss, may I assume from Jour letter shat is is not in
the National Arehives? -

s

3incerely,

Rarola Weisberg

AN

P.3, Oommission Exhibit 3119 ntin 50 a Seeres Service interrc-
' gation of Philip Gereei. I would 1ike %0 have a osopy of
thls, please. :
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. Also, Gommission Dooumens | -

g:e:n:n; 372’ wo:d:rviow Drive, u::.‘;% g:iglou. that Dr. stanley L.
-] neervieswe the &on‘ s "

to kill the Prnidznt andoth.":","':; xigzggmotion with & threat



