_. adiing trickery,

~ the silemces of all the officials whe kmew about this alleged "error" the alleged

Add-9

of perjury, efficial perjury, fer the purpese ef cemverting the Court inte an

| instrument of suppressier —akd that net for the first time,

~1Is there nothimg within the law er withim its pewers that this Ceurt cam

__de, besides gramting élint;i,ff the relief he seeks, to end mf emce anmd for all

these defanatiens of the inmocent and the suffering omes? How long can the suppression

» Vb_e.}qigi_‘te thase net res_pnsiblg , ‘trhe_Commissien, whoae last aet was to seek to prevent

) than a.nd the fanily wh:.eh engaged in a contraet to prevent them? And are new blamed,

1n effeet, by the Gevernment frem whn.eh we here sueh alliteraﬁ}e pleas for law and

order, Orwell-style, a.nd se many equally-alliteratlve complqmts abeut these, especially

the young, who reJect such dishonesty in natiomnal l:l.fe and face the{rustratﬁen with

which pla:.ntiff is only too familiar in any effort thoy m.ght make te right wrong‘?

/ Does not the record in this instant case ta:mt the pmeosses of Justice as

they self-characterize those who are its alleged and desimted isfenisra®tx 00

defend‘rs, defenduts eounsel in tlus matter? S

‘Te the eatalogue of efficial imfamy here enunerated, plaintiff feels justified im

. Further exposition of all

 "rectification" eof which was witkheld frem plaintiff umtil it could not reasenably be

- expected to reach him until after the last mimute fer the filimg of these papers,

~at a time when it could with seme certaimty be expected teo be beyend his physical capacity

Toin any way address it, eught not be needed. What preceeded it sheuld, plaimtiff

“Hepes, be of imterest to this Court;- which-dispenses—jjnstice, and sheuld help add still -
~anether-perspective om what is iavelved-im what begen as-a simple effert by am .

| —ordinary man -to -ebtain public infermatien te which he is emtitled umder the J.aw, S

W, red™ of frwh
——-Plaintiff was tgice cempelled te be away frem hlaJmme busueas, immediately

——follewing the filing ef defendants' imstant Motion en Jnfuary 13, He also had a medical

-
—-appeintment im Washingtorn en/Jamuary 19, As ef them, it had mot beem pessible for

_plaintiff te read the papers served upen him ,.‘9&.&'&?@;&&?...E%@_SJ-EE??@. at them realized

YL

- any report would require seme time and adequate reply entemsive effort amd a lemger
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munt of time. Believinmg, perhaps naively, that tke preper fumctien ef the Vnited

_States Atterney is mere tham that of. n’m’gadwea-te -of one-sjde and feeling that
el congaAf-ui Va s
itwog;l.d net be proper to request am extemsiom of tine,/[-plaintif-ﬂ-»telephone& Mr; Werdig,

_ The secretary toek the message and plaintiff said he would await the returm eof the -

phonfe call at the effice of the friemd from ‘which he placed it, A cemsiderable time
)

' elapsed &m and plantiff had te leave for the drive _home, He again phemed Mr. Werdig,
: e
wh.sz secretary was perhaps ther absent, for b= anscred the pheme, Plaintiff explained

S —— _/.,-.‘

that he was net and had not been well, that he had net yet had the ogpggj_:ﬂu;j.tx to study
Hr. Werdig's Hotion, that he wanted the opportunity to make full and adequate respemse,

and scught Mr Werdig 8 agreement to a request for an extensien of time,

| Mr, Werdig assured plmt:l.ff he need. make no such request, He explnined that the

(agurt had akt yet arranged its schedule of case: that it weuld be at least a mon% % 79
before the Cgurt eculd het areund to tht, and until then thare would be no need for ﬂu

qust @' or the gruting of an. oxtension of tne

. ’. —

= Plaintiff s not knowing but believﬁng there Was a lilz.t ald that 1t was 10 daya,

B ohtained the phne nunber of the Court's seeretary and phoned her, thereupon leanung that

~ there was, indded,s time 1imit end that it had almest expired.

sunt to th:Ls and not

“'_Eﬁiﬁémﬁémfim, plaintiff wrete a letter te the Court, whljn Aﬁci:;a;;.ély gave

"~ Plaintiff wntil February 16 te ‘respend.

4 - |Meamwhile, whem the attachment to def endants' Fotioiiere_;otwity%hepapem -

B """“mli”&‘hi?i @nd seme time elapsed aud they were fbt thereafter previded, recalliag the

i _expenmce “of the wnreturned phene call, plaimtiff Fequested a Triend i Washingten
—————te-remind Mre Werdig that plaintiff had et been- provided With the attaehf-ents Mr,

R -myﬁmfmkad eertified to- ’?‘h‘g Court had been served upom plaimtiff Janﬁgfyj;-j;'-wplmﬁf:sm -
- :Eriend -Who was & witmess-te plaintiff'e-cemversatiom with- Mr-Werdig, had the idemtical
e ,,_exper.:l.ence, his phene call -ret being return, -and the- itien%:i;eal---exfbrience*"ef“Mr":"Wer&ie”"
I ,_,_.,Atakisg__the.._pheneq on his mext call, with the identicgl -explanation, that his- secretary -
i

__had Ret given him the message. The centinued empleyment - of«»aueh-—:hefﬁeient—-seereta—rjres e

in the offiee of the United _._§t&tes,.4¥ttgmey, is a mystery te plaintiff, Hewever, Mr,
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Werdig previded the assumance that the missing exhibits would be sent plaintiff premptly.

@/When they were not, a:f'ter seme t:une plaintiff a.gan asked the same friemd to remind

£‘11'. Werdig and, if necessary ge te his office and obta:m them in person. It was then
inadv:.sable far plaintiff te drive en a superhighway for reasens ef health. 'l‘his

| f rend informsd plamtiff that when he again spoke te Mr Werdig', apparently not realiz:l.ng

) what he was sayixag, Mr. Werdig told him that at even that late date these attachments .

had net been eopied f er plaintiff However, he g-ave his word that they weuld be and woild

 be sent plaintiff immediately, Again, this did net happem.

! Therefore, on February f plaintiff wrete Mr. Werdig (letter attached), amd
) WL%B ﬁ’le/V)J .(A/
ultlmately, on February 8, plaintiff received the;. The Geurt will, plaintiff hepes, be
' ol ity o —_
sympathetﬁe to the pl:l.ghttof a men-lawyer fmeXimg whe felt it incumbent upem him te make

a"ﬁo‘ﬁnt—by-point ‘respemse and_for almest all of the time permitted for 'i‘éipiise;not“hav’il’g'

! 4
“that to which ke was called upem te respemd, =~ e

— —“"""When plaimtiff reached a peimt im the preparatiomn-ef the-ether papers-he was-
g pre@ar:mg ‘where-he- ceuld examine these he had that- day received, -it became appareat
Inrtimclef gad
. 'em -the-copies provided plaintiff had been erepped, that is, the complete page was
— ----l&t{f—heluded.»-.-mhorehy---notatiels plaintiff Welieves are of seme significance were im
S ~_.--_pant"nhscured. and in part eliminated. Plaintiff immediately wrete Mr, Werdig,
————emphasizing again the serious mature ef the ebstacles Mr. Werdig was meedlessly
_— _plasiu in plaintiff's path, the existemce of what were for plainitff serious preblems

wit‘heut the addition of these, amd asking fer prempt sendiig of full amd _cemplete cepies,

In order that plmi/tff 's letter reach Mr,  Werdig premptly, plutiff suspended his work )

L) in the rural area im which he lives and dreve to and frem the pest effice 80 that the

| letter would g out that night.
s S S . W L

50 that tlu.s Court ean understand this{ as ne 1dle request by plaintiff, plaintiff

ea.lls to the attention of the Court that aside from the additien of the number "5“ and

o a notaticn cut off in copying, mmmm Defendants' Exhibit 1l has thrce mrks added s

aleng:i.sde the paragrigh new allegeﬂe*_i’%r/ro&‘a The would seem to eliminate o.ny
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on the aforesaid letter frem the Deruty Admnistrator ¢ Adninistratien of GSA,

! bu.reaucratic erro o

probability of mocenco in defendants' use of this/paragraph er in that & /ﬁi/

"defendalta' counsel.

_ Mr. W erdig did. phone plain:b:l.ff a 11ttle before l p.n. on February ll, ‘the date stamped

—~- Ay WAL
. If it is pessible te explain this long delay in getting teo pla,intiff

_of defendan‘c_s exhibits cert:.fied as m having been mkx serveel when they were

_met and whem they were not received until after plaintiffs __g_ﬂ request ,-(—#ha—‘a—beila_il—

wcbm-ﬂ, what plaintiff has Rerein shown to be the true

. .!/LM’{MW’M

deliberate act;is umwarramted; Mr Werdig-ceuld net -

- he did
have ‘deme mere tham Ee Taise this questiem, especially when-these exhibits- contain

Hrudep— o Pt

ﬁ He=thef informed plain:bif that the copies he had semt were nade frem his

o To thls date plaintiff has not received the full version of these ‘exhibits. 'Hewever,

_»mealu.ng and singifieanee nake mere semse thu an allegatien of carelessmess or

i : =seems & vAder eath abeut Wt appears te plaintiff te be matepdial and eught se

-} apmar t. i defelwti' G.m_s.ei. .‘ - - D — e e e e i e B i b

own cepies, wln.ch plain:k:hﬁ.' believes. Mr. Werdig added he weuld immediately pheme

g

provide this infe on hone. This H.r. Werdig did not de, mer to-his ﬁhone te

_ say_ that he would not or could net. - /M v ﬂwﬂ7ﬁf/W’7 5j)}

In the attaehed copy ‘of Plainitff's letter of Feburary 8 te Mr, Werdigl the Court -

R A )

oy

will nod-smother cemments te which Mr, ﬁ'eréié'ﬁiﬂ"ié&é" i’éi‘l’:léi!fé‘ ‘Tespense mer demial;

"It will be inposs:.ble for me te make full respemse withim the time l-have,- uhich:r
u.n,fertuu&elz, when I talked te yeu, yeu did not represent to me with any aecuracy.

- - — E—

__to_have everything neatly yyped fer the Court.

w ..I will want an extensien of time leng eneugh te permt the rety;:.ng ef what

: by then camnet be retyped. 1 presume you will jeim me-im- asking fsxr this fer me,

— .ﬂ, e e e e e e
The/follewed plaintiff's uachallenged statement, that the lemg delay in previding

the AI‘GhiVBS, get te yrovide him vn.th the werds ef the lezends and ‘woeuld them
ti

».ne that is this cemtext seems relevant being thes: —~ e o

__Plaintiff then said, in & antieipatien of the poss:.bility it might net be possible
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the attachnent))‘ consideratien ef which preperly belemg in what plaintiff had by

_ them had typed required an additien and redusdancy and that

"Together with the rather cemsiderable extemt of ;! urelevaneies I will have te

address, otherwise the Ceurt will met be able te evaluate them, this means a cemsider—
_able additien te the lemgth of what - must file, *a turn, this is mere tham just a

preblem feor me, It meams a burdem upern the Court that eamlhﬂbut ‘be prejudicial te my

_interests, Furthermere, this makes re;etitien ingvitable, I cmet magine & Judge not

finding this uawelceme er that you are net umaware of it."

 These amount te fairly serious charges. Mr. Werdig neithex/ addressed mor disputed

L/WJ P s 2 by of Pl Ltz .

; mdr //‘;halle" = id

»«be:_consulted,, Mp, Werdig said appreximately, "with this Judge, yes", amd he said he

e Tequired any time, it would not be anything 1ikf that much, that all he weuld xeed

the last werking day before the day the papwfs nust be filed, p

Mr. Werdig has made these gene&@us arrﬁeménts, he has not se infermed plaintiff. And

them, If @es rot mean he mecessarily agreées with them, it does meam he did met wmzpak-
é‘r‘f& proproprieties or his part amd that they were deliberates - —

"~ When he phened plaiwtiff, Mr, Werdig pressed plaintiff-te request amether- -

“extemsion of time; expressing himself as mere-than willing. Plaintiff said he preferred
~met te, -"fearim-g-'~the--%uﬁ~fnight net -receive this request well amnd that the result might

- weuld speak-te the clerk of the Ueurt. Whem plaintiff asked whether the Judge meed met

. would do these things. The cenversation clesed with Wr. W }riig S assuramces that

30»&&«1@

7y -
. plaintiff had_ more time, Mr, Werdig kept repeaty amether 30 days and plaintiff saif that J

__was sufficient time for fhe completion of the typing.

~ When plaintiff teld Mr, Werdig that plaintiff would prefer to present to the

court what was retyped by the day set, “r. Werdig said 11: would be better te file all the

ptrs at one time,

From the time of Mr. Werdigés phone call until the end of the working day Friday,
: R _ - oud el copot-antly, Th

his phue. Mr. Werdig doé. not phne. So, plaintiff is left with the mpressmn strengly

conveky by Mr. Werdig on Mr. Werdig s intiative that plaintiff ‘will net have to file

TR g 2

his papers b:v' Februgry 16. If, frem the humam kimdmess that wedls from his big heart,

© if he has led plaintiff te believe that he would and did met, amd were plaimtiff to be
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guided by this mebility ef spirit (Mr. Werdig went eut of his way te say ef his effice
they are all geed guys amd mever press er take adv:a.ntage of anyone) and did not present
this papers within the required time, plmtiff ean.not but woneler whether he uould be

in default snd subject te suech a ,)uégenent.

Plaintiff weuld have mo meed for either time or umdue rush had Mr, Werd:.g done what
Gnd Wik & w wag 6n X regaai gl of hwvin ks~ -

_ he had certified te the Eourt that he had done,’ as will be obvieus 5} this Ceurt upen

_the filing of these papers, when the extert of extra work required by what niﬂx o

b ‘MMWM
amaunts to the withholdng iaad-he had certified—tehaving SEIVed pis Ceuney Wil i2

It is met plaintiff's pnrpose to embarrass Mr. Werdig or to amney this Cgurt.”' '
But when Jto the efflcial harrassnent a.nd f&ﬁ&ufleatlens and aumereus impos:.tlens and
1ong delays h31ted upon pla:l.nt:.ff by defendants( only a small percentage ‘of which is

of direct relevance in this mstant ease} is added Mr. Werdig's assuramces te =~

plaintiff (undem.ed when committed te wntlng) that, hed plaintiff heeded them; ceuld

_ 4 have led to tn.flty defaulg‘ ‘byjr plaint:.ff in January; and them the failure te previde -

the attachments certified as having beem served; ﬁa\nd then three Tequests were required -
vﬂb;‘.;oré Ith'e~y were provided te plaintiff; and them the most casual examinatien ef them -
provided feasea for eme met of paraneid temdemcies te suspect this was et accidental;
U and then the ginenplotoness of the copics previded is censidered; and atop all ef
" this there is first the pressure fer plaimtiff te ask am extemsien of time when, clearly
 plaintiff felt it agaimst his imterest-te '--da——scjf/nd- then the premise that Mr, Werdig

~ vould obtain this wdded time; even insisting upen mere than plaimtiff said he'd meed;

3 snd there is, thereafter, me-word frem Mr. Werdig, cenfirming er demying, his last

-~ werd beimg the assuramee that plaintiff .hadugll-,_this_ﬂtmiiliﬁ_v_ﬁfﬁg‘i?:ﬂ?w the Court can

-~ understand why plaintiff is filled with the misgivings hemestly set ferth above

—and-eannet but wonder abeut metive,

—New if the Ceurt will 400!181&81' that)by the time thg.t any lawyer c-nld anticipate

~that either plaintiff's werk was conpleted or he ‘was in aerious trouble conpleting 1t,

no working day renaining prior te the expiration of plaintiff's tine a.ud w1th rea;stiable
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expectation - e 3 gRavenels m i=but-sheuvldhezve be 3 43
) : .over a holiday weekend
deadline plgintiff faeee ) “that the letter ceuld n‘ot’muﬁ had te-

—he.
fMhwran

“leave te deliver these papers, pessibly the Court cam understany/ what may appear te
1

" be meedless apprehensien by plaimtiff, -

Wﬁt for plaintiff to be able: te dismiss this, im.additien te all the feregeing,

-he»-/—,have ‘to ferget his having teld llr. Werdigdthat,ifehis_.healthﬂmm%
-pyéetiniddd - mitigated against the drive to Washingtem, "I will mail th.e!&..ﬁ;“ these
; Vil
m
_ papers te have had amy chamce __ef_reaehi;z_,_the,.gour}:}_ by mifl, they would have had te have

been mailed at the time plaintiff received Mr. Yohnsem's letter.

- Again plaintiff feels he must apelagize fer the great lemgth of Plaimtiffls filing.

However, he asks the Ceurt, if the Court “reads all these _papers, te put tnxﬁmtxn

) hixnself in plaintiff's pos:.t:.on, to consider that not a smgle one ef the allegedjzy

’falthful quotatlons of _a_gﬁ Rg- 1aw, regulation, contraet or evem correspondence is

full, accurate a.nd cemplete' that the mest direetly relevant lnguage of law and regulation

1 had been w:.thheld from the Lourt by defendnts, that thJ.s Cou.rt was lied to by those

who shou.ld have know they were lyug and had te kmew they were 1ying that thJ.s Court
was g.wen false swearing under oath' tlmt pla:mtiff 's compl:l.ance w:.th law and regulatien o

had been se misrepresented that thls Court dxd:xzﬂtwas not told even that plaintiff had

filed an appeal and was led ta believe t he had net H that the mature of plaintiff'

requests of defendant were 7 ssly:‘mgﬁrepreshted te this Court, ‘and adds ‘plaintiff's

t'vos and utentions and theseriousness with which
f ivndiofzed flal™~
e Ceurt net realize the cemsiderable time amd

i«p misglmgs abeut Mr. Werdig s

 plaintiff regads his studies (&

effert required for the preparation of these papers — emough te write a beok = is

& represeatation of plaintiff's simcerity amd sericusness ef purpose?), Mepefully,
the Court will realize that this Iemgth 15 What IaIatily vas requived wf kims—
7

g Se that ‘the Court will met be umder amy misapprehensiem abeut pla:i;ntiff'
r~ N — M‘M y)
r. Werdig's inteatiens Pl Tf-addsthat Mr, Werdig was- "over‘dnent eounsel -

“deubts ef
“in Civil Actien 230170, heard- befcre"“ncther‘"ﬁnige” of this Ceurt: Mr Werdig first -

“arranged fer there te be little time feor the hearimg by 2-appearing-im that Ceurt -
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at the hour set/ot inferming plaintiff ef kis ceumsel that he weuld net (apparemtly
) | atgn
——met inferming the Judge, either), That suit represemted plaintiff's efforts te ebtaim

~— what is deseribed as "spectregraphic a.nalynesﬁ'..lﬂithliwttl..e;u.tL&Q_.,fﬂr,.ﬂrgﬂﬂ§!t:,.k3°wiu.
P
--be-tter,«- and producimg ne shewing ef any kind thereef, Mr. Werdig argued, sulumsefadly

- (tanscript, ge 11)s
“1h This ns fuce, -
, the Atterney Gemreal of the United States has determined that it is

ot in the matiomal interest te divulge these spectrographic aulyses 2.

' The recerd shews Mr, Werdig preduced ne such "fetermimatien™ by the Attermey
" Geleral, % ceuld met them, did met have it them, and camnet have it mew, Umder the
(persorally arranged , \
: circumstance he M&e Tefutation mposs”lblemavf"*ﬂleW oy

SIS S—

Fhe right of the Geverament te withheld imfermatien en this basis; recegmized in

'%he eld law, wa s "specifically eliminated im 5-UsS:6:552+ The-Ceourt-will fimd this neted

= Fha ¢
ai& explaimed im Heuse Repert 1497, 89th Congress, Seceond -Sessien, entitled, "Clarifying

né: Protectilg'*bhe Right of the Publie te Infermatienm,

T A__M_.h_.v._,..,.mirese,t,ﬁ“s -of - the same -theught, Mﬁpeeiﬁe T

——— third of the pages of that repert., This repert makes clear that such subterfuges were =

—-the-traditienal Gevermment excuse for hiding infermatiem frem the public, hemce were
—eliminated by the Coemgress te emd impreper suppressiess, =

_ Moreever, as Mr, Werdig sheuld kmew and the Departnent cf Justi-.ee eertainly does

.. kmew, there is me such exemptiem in 5 UeS.Ce 552., Mr. Weri:.g cited the Attorney General'

E‘emora:amhm in his addenda to his imstant Metien, He meed have read buT— twe things in

) that lenoraldun (but a silgle sentence 1f he were familiar with the statute’ (Phn.t

) single sentence by the Ifttorney General himself, and entirely consmtent w:.th a.ll the

RRSNUUSEES SRS

doctrine from the Comess( d in that @ alae fron the President,

rea.ds( iii)

"It leaves not deubt tha disclosure is a transcenﬂnt goal, yielding only to such
“compelling comsideratiens as-Ahese-previded inm the exemptiens eof the mct." ===

&{ ~There is ne-such exemptiomewm he £20.
—Plaintiff deeply regrets even the appearance of "tryimg the case em eppesing

~—  ceunslg". He regrets evem mere tha¥ eppesing ceunsel eliminated amy practicaly aleter
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aitemtivS; Amymx save the umamanly amd, ¢f it is met tee presumptieus, the

reseurces dave fatugue and $3% kst Plaintiff persists in his cemcetrated
T and paiaful
study and effort (iov mere than seven very lengyidswf years. ¥k Nor is it for such

that,with me

" emtjrely umacceptable purpeses that plaintiff was se patiemt befere filimg this imstant
“actien or in filing it, both represcutisg what fer Eamuikt plaintiff is and has
“becn emormous &nd debilitatimg effert. -

T Hewever, plaintiff alse believes that he has, as & matter of law, established that

~“thére 1s We gemuime issue as te guy material fact and that he therefere is emtitked

o ‘"'"tcfjudgenent"in‘"his faver as-a matter of law.. .

_______ f—" S —



