Ha. Yabel E, Deutrich, isaistant Archivist Re. 12, Pr-dorick:lld. 21704
Kational Archivask
Washington, D.C. 20408

Dear ¥Ms. Beutriah,

Bach of the w0 sentemces in your letter stamp dated 12/10 and here today is
false, 1 deeply regrot your compulsive need to conform t0 the worst of it to compete ox
survive in what has boen the worst of a man's world,

Your letter resds, in full: "This is in reply to your lotter of November 26, 1976,
making certain requests mid citing the Freedsm of Information Asct (5 U.S.C. 552 as
smended. Since your requests would seem 4o involve the Central Intelligence Agency, we
have referred a copy of your letter to that Agency for a direct reply.” '

Firet of all I did not sddvess yoy on 11/26, Tou do not indicate this. I mgret
= that you slse indulge tkis need o sbuse me whon I asi not well and at my age by requiring
»e to consult my files when I have made clear for more than a ysar that ihis is sometiumes
difficult, sometimes imposaible for mss I am witheut any stafi and I do bhave filing of
more than & year ago I have not been abvle to get to.

If it is not a delibarate llie contrived for scee anticipated futwre misuse it is at
the very least a deliberste distortion to vepresent "the making of certain vequests amd
miting” FOIA, I did not "oite” FOIA, In the heoading of that letler, "POIA request or sppesl"
1 tnveked it, For those of you determined not to live withing the law sud for the dalayw
you contrive {n denying me my rights wnder the Aot the difference ia snprmous.

WhetBr or not there is a CIA "involvement” my request was of the Archivist, not
either you or the CIA, although as my letter indtoatss X had addressed it separately.
I addressed the Archivist perscaslly for sesscus set forth in my letter, Now it is a
fact you neither quistion nor deny that I asied under the Aet, if I had not earlier mede
the request, for & record the Archives has. If I had
is explicit in deing an appeal. There is ne need ad m
aware to contrive this deliberwte stalling by making ne respomse and instead duplicating
what I had already dens by "referring a copy of" my "lstter to that Aginey for a dirvect
reply.” I want a reply from ypye This is why I wrote Jou. Mmm?gmmﬂm

*

to make an appripriate response. You not the CIA became the inheriter of
nission's records. Xy request is for a ¥Warren Commission recerd. Yhatever it may bave
vequired of you to get where you now are this amownt of sinple comprebsnsion certainly
wan prevequisita. ‘ :

As I undsfatand the Aet wheiher or not 1
latter you axe overdus in respomding to was an appeal,

+0 recogniss that there is this law, whether or not you and those to whom you ave bdeholden
14ks 1%, and to abide dy it. In that event you will oemply with ths request and send me
the pudlic information I have requested, charging the inflated zarexing osst to zy
non~interest bearing account,

There is 8o way of interpreting your letter as a "reply" to mine. Ous of the many
illustrations of this is my reference to waiver undsr the Act, You have neither responded
to this nor disputed it.

You have made no claim to any ezemption, as the Act requires. lou have not denied
posseasion of the public information I seek.

ahort, as I see it, you have reduced this to its simplest formmlations complisnce
or ance, witrout auy claim %o gny exmssmption.
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Sincerely,

fiarold Yeishere



12/14/76
Dear \‘il.
This relates to the leak to “essler and the WxPost.

¥ou can deoclde better than I whother as a matter of law they have left themselves
no leg to atard on,

I think this is the reality.
There is no claim to any exemption.
A8 L.ase it there can be no ex posta faot claim to any .

The CIA did glve the WC a transcript of the intercdpted phone conversation.
The Post d1d4 print this snd the content of the intercvept.

The specifics of the tapping are at least a year old, probably older,
Vhat exemption can there be, even if they are to invoke one belatedly?

I am even more resentful that when the kitchen got t6o hot for Rhoads he then
moved women into it, Deutriakh being the second. It got too het for (Miss) Jane Smith.

Within the limitations of my capabilities and official power I see no reason to
add a cooling aystem to what goes with their jobms.

T g!.m'roly,



