
At. 42, freeerick, -a. 21701 
11/15/75 

Dpi Jamei :tho ads. Archivist 
	

Fels requeet 
The eat..oeel Arthie/na 
Waehington, D.C. 204CS 

Dear lir. Rhoads. 

The lu Lly recueet under the ROLA for the "letter of eift" siened by various 
,::embers of tee Leenody :swile end datod on or ae.nut April 25, 4965. 

with the loee hiutory of our personal contact going Nick to tho origieal 
letter aereeeent and then to ....um° of freolifer I would have assumed this document to 
be part of the aerie& all of whist) 1 Bement to obtnin fron you porreenally. 

I would aperecinte aey explanation you would care to make under the oirceee 
otancee. 

My own belief ie that aside from our eeruonol converoations on this the le 
a very ,clear record of my =ended effort to obeein all the relevant records. It also 
appeare teat you halm .eed tho power to sue-ere:el to done no knowledee of tie eelataeSe 
of this ;articular document and thereby precluded Ty Lakin:: soecifio request for it. 

if you Gent eo a refereoee to the existence of this one 1 do riot recall it 
but I will feel that I owe you an apology. if you did riot I wools like to keow why 
and oarteoulerle ey 4hat authority you kept tee exiatenee of teie record secret, 
particularly from no when you know personally that my quest for every relevant aper 
goi eaek to eoveeLer 1, 49E6 :Inn more because you daniee tee firut of those 
releaaed to ea Eine than solicited another to an for it while not wily don /lag' it to 
me bet aeen t'eaa wroaaully delayiue the mailing o' oleo a copy to ee. In short, you 
violated the regelationa in degyine this to ee and then contrived a situation to 
give stesona eh° hoe set even aeked for it an "exclusive" to that for which I had asked. 

'leers have paaeod (lime thei tut.  1 would still apereclato your exelanation, if 
you have any. 

Siwerely, 

arald decoterg 


