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To: Jeremy_Gunn @ jfk-arrb.govcc: anelson @ American.edu (Anna Nelson), JRTUNHEIM @ aol.com (Jack 

Tunheim), hall.409 @ osu.edu (Kermit Hall), preshist @ aol.com (Henry F. Graff) (bcc: Jeremy 

Gunn/ARRB)From: Bill Joyce <wljoyce @ phoenix.Princeton.EDU> @ INTERNET @ INTERLIANT Date: 06/01/98 

08:15:25 PM GMTSubject: Final report findings and recommendationsJeremy: Enclosed is my electronic 

response to the questions that you faxedto us recently. I'm sending the document as an attachment and as an 

e-textfile in the event that you cannot access the document as an attachment. Imight also fax it to you, but 

sending it this way permits me to send copiesto my Review Board colleagues. I hope this is useful, and that it is 

what you might have been looking for. See you on Thursday. --Bill05/21/98 THU 09:36 FAX 202 724 0457 

ARRB Bill JoyceMEMORANDUMMay 21, 1998To: Review BoardFrom: Jeremy GunnSubject: Final Report 

Findings and RecommendationsAt the last meeting, the Board requested that I circulate a notice inpreparation 

for its June 4 discussion of the Final Report chapter onFindings and Recommendations. I have identified below 

some of thepotential topic areas where the Board may wish to consider makingrecommendations.After 

reviewing these areas, please send to our offices potential findingsand recommendations that you think the 

Board should consider at the June 4meeting. I would recommend, at this point, that you identify as 

manydifferent potential recommendations as you can and that you let thediscussion be the place for 

winnowing and refining. Your suggestions needbe nothing more than written bullet points suggesting topics 

for the agenda.Please return your written suggestions to me by Tuesday, June 2, at 12:00noon so that we can 

collate your responses and fax a working draft ofpoints back to you by June 3.TopicsWhat are the most 

important lessons that have been learned?n that a legislative mandate from Congress is essentialn that the 

legislation must contain provisions enforceable by sanctionsn that any reviewing body should be independent 

of the classifiers and thecustodians of classified information -2-Was it worth doing?n It was worth doing as it 

identifies a model for declassifyingcontroversial (federal) recordsCould it have been done without having an 

independent agency oversee theprocess?n I think it would not have been without independent agency 

involvementWhat were the biggest obstacles?n The biggest obstacles were that: agencies did not respect the 

Board and the process that Congressoutlined, the legislation did not allow sufficient time for the Board to 

organizeditself and for the work to be completed, the Board may have been too distracted by peripheral 

issues such as themedical evidence, the Garrison Grand Jury records, and private papers,among others, that 

deflected attention and energy from the records of thosefederal agencies most involved.How could the JFK 

Act have worked better?n The JFK Act should have paid more attention to housekeeping provisionsaffecting 
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