Access— right to - whether possible, can relief be granted,

In the N,chols Suit, C.hA. T-4761, the government argued that it could not

comply with a similar request because "Therc is no suggestion that the family

~ representativesk has consented...and, accordlngly, the ArchlVlst has not authorltj to

oroduee thc artlcles enumerated 1n thn certlflcate". But when Plalntlff 1n the

instant action supolied the Archivist with letters from the sald famllj

repregentat1ve saj1nb he l ft this entlrely up to the ArchlVlst the Archivist

s1mplj refused and made no res ponse to the said lettersn

This is not to saJ that the Archivist requlres perm1s31on from anyone to make

publlc 1nformatlon avallable to the publlo, under exis tlng law and regulatlon, for he

does not, But it is to say that the government improvises whatever expediency it thinks it

can get away with to deny the publlc access to thepubllc s 1nformat10n and has done -

S0 w1th Pllantlff Here the gmxexnmenx Dofendants argued one way. ‘When the Plalntlff in

thls 1nstant actlon overcame that obJectleﬁ, even thoug it was a spurlous obgectlon,
Vrthe'gevernmentVexefcieed ité“faﬁ”bdwer'énd'féfﬁseé’aéééés'ﬁb”fﬁé'?iéiﬁ%iﬁ%; déﬁe}fhg”its"

~ own argum reason in Nichols and acting contrary to it.




