
Director of Information 	 Rt. 12, Yrederidr, 14d. 21701 oral Scrvionn Uttiaiatrotion 	 07/7G yeabington, D.. 20405 	IOU APPItat 
Dear 31r, 

Thia ie qy appeal trot the denial of information by the Natti:uel brchlves in its latter stmcp aated 	14,1978. 
My request covers information I had originally asked for three years M. was not then or since given or offered, and wee thereafter given to another on what appeare to have been an esolusive basis (act only by the hationsi Archives.) I believe that those cad other and veil-known Jpocial acasideratinhe ;:onstitute *waiver of what eight otherwise be proper beam fer-eitbholding. 
this in far fry the only thee records that I *eked for elates not riven were given on on exclusive 'basis to another. whose writing could. be anticipated to be congenial to official desires. 
Ibia, of course, was not the:intent otthaket. 1. do not beliovs tte stoaarittana were intended to baaPplicableinctuah official miases of tho Ant. 
In this case the delay in rennyonaing to * request, a not uncommon corneal to comply with the time requiresients of the Act, has bed ether tusimesaeos. .41ceuse these could be anticipated I f*Od myself wondering if the delay was not dellbertite. there- is no explanation of the delay in Or. 04P411/'s letter. 
In my G.A. 75-1448 the appeals court (Io. 77-4051) sent the case back to the district court to our 	seoepting new covidilme. 
Some of this nee evidence is the subject matter of the request. GSA and the uational Archives, there 	have delayed rempond  rig  to ay request, which mann delayed denying it, instill had filed whet was required of we by the appeals court. 
heanebile, GSA., inettooal Archives and the CU have made representations relating' to this 4Paiod information to t distriot wort, bpset on which tb, district court had for thee end against es. 
I regard this as a more serious matter thso were misuse of the Act and 	exeriyuons  for Arms* opposite those of the 0011,01110 in emoting and in amending the Act. raider tines* 	 jjant ma this spf(lal promptly. Thc order of the appeals court requires speed. I believe all coasts should be fully and accurately informed and that all eidee eheald htre a- fair opportunity.  to* Aware and xtnent and contest evidence. (In this case you how even gesysated r4y t,-ling counsel of the rejection in time for hie to inform the dintriot court with *hat he filed.) I believe I also requested a waiver of 011 costs eon fees. In this connection, in my Cla.. 77-2155, in which ties court ruled for es on ouch waiver, it staked the actual cost of reroxing records. In that ease the bepertment or Justice was not .ohle to enswer. I thereafre ask to be informed what you regard An the actual coot of waking* copy., 

Sincerely, 

derold Weisberg 



14 APR 1978 

Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Rpute 12 
Frederick, MD 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

This is in response to your request of March 26, 1978, under the Free-
dom of Information Act, as amended (5 U.S.C. 552), for access to admin-
istrative correspondence and Warren Commission records relating to the 
publication of Edward Epstein's book Legend. Your request was received 
in this office on March 30, 1978. 

We will make available to you copies of the relevant correspondence 
between Mr. Epstein's representatives and the National Archives if you 
will furnish us written permission from Mr. Epstein and Reader's Digest  
for us to do so. It is the policy of the National Archives not to 
furnish information concerning the work of researchers who correspond 
with us. We believe that privacy is essential in order to protect the 
integrity of individual research; hence, your request for our adminis-
trative records relating to Mr. Epstein's book is denied in accordance 
with 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (6), as"personnel and medical files and similar 
files the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy." 

We cannot furnish a list of the Warren Commission documents used by 
Mr. Epstein for the reasons cited above. We will be pleased, however, 
to furnish records of the Commission to you or your representative in 
our Central Research Room or send you copies of them for our usual fees. 

You have the right to file an administrative appeal of this denial. The 
appeal must be in writing and must be addressed to the Director of Infor-
mation, General Services Administration, Washington, DC 20405. An 
appeal should be received in the Office. of the Director of Information 
no later than thirty calendar days after your receipt of this initial 
denial of access. The appeal should contain a brief statement of the 
reasons why the records should be released and should enclose a copy 
of both the initial request and denial. Both the envelope and the 
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face of the appeal letter should be conspicuou
sly marked "Freedom of • 

Information Appeal." 

Sincerely, 

• 
	A ((' 

AMES E. O'NEILL 

Acting Archivist 

of the United States 


