UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
_FOR THR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
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mm!ocmn. ANSWRRS TO INTERROGATORIES

Plaintiff moves &Q Court for an oxder requiring the defen-
daats to file answers to the interrogatories served on them on
‘May 2, 1975, o8 the ground that it camnot be determined that the
defendants have cowplied with plaintiff's freedem of information
request without first obtaining answers to said interrogatories.
' Pursuant to Bule 37(a) (4) of the Pederal Rules of Civil
‘$rovedure, plaintiff further moves the Court to award plaintiff
- the WJ.C expenses, i.uomung attozncy s fees, inourred in
n!a:lnq said order.
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NEMORANDUM OF POTWDS AND. AUTHORITIES
. On May 2, 1’75, plaintiff sexved diftmnt sets of inter:oqa«
,wwwmamumu 'Bupmou of these inter-
413 _tm\'»tm was £0 013.311; information which would aid plnineitt in
u!lbnshing the &qru of m‘lm vith his trudon o! infoz'
mm rquue for all spectrographic and neutron wt!.vation
'mlran and other scientific tests conducted upon items of evi- :
: fmmwm“mme:nuumaomr. Kennedy.
As of June 11, 1978, no auswers to say of the interrogatories hav

m served on phinti!t. '
mwmmm»othWt ithas!nny
u'mund with & medm of Iuemtion Act request.for nonempt
3 Mtiﬂitble rm:dl ‘As the (nited snte- court of Appoaln for
t’hc D&stxict of Ooluﬁh has stated: v
ynnil ‘the defending prove

'Maah&oem& that fau ﬁthintha
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oroa is that he provide suffisient information to permit the~

i Ia the mtimi Cable Television case; the Court of Lppoals
od that the xmquga of the Freedom of Information Act’ ":.wel
t of the rcmﬁu&ty for identifying the records on the
-: Wm iteelf. Tha mpumtb!.l&ty of the person roquut!:ng: ec-

' _.nqmy to mlhh this dnt:g mattcnl Cable 'mlovh:i.on.
m pe 190} In m presant case, pluintiff has met his. bu:
ot providing sufficient mtim for tha idmtiﬂcatiﬁn o£
m ha seaks, o SR
| AR issue, hmm,hmmtotmmnmwith
' yh.tnttf: ‘s request. The only way which t:hil‘ can be asue:taiped
is by requiring the defendants to anwwer the igméogneoriu‘ vhich
‘plaintiff has addressed to them. This manner of procesding has |
been sanctioned, indeed, mandated by the ¥, 8. Court of Wl_is:
Mthafumwthiakmzthmutt-u '
should be settled through the discovery process
as such as possible. %he civil rules goveraniny
pretrial &iscovery provide ample tools for use
in compelling the agency to identify and dis-~ o
close the documents 1¢ has that fall within the
class or category reguested. [Mational Cable
Teleyision, supra, at 193]
. This directive of the Court of Appeals is the sensible way
Df procesding in the instant case. 7The interrogatories filed axel
not oppressive and the government has pot even contended that they
' vm. mxhuitnuodmotmmudobjccﬁmtom How-
ever, answered fully and honestly, these interrogatories: viu prof
m. the maans for ﬁhe spaedy, efficient, and inexpensive resolu-
tion of the instant case. v '
. Respectfully submitted,

. 1231 l‘_auith Btreet, 5. W.
Washington, D. C. ~ 20024

‘ateorney for Plaintiff
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| ‘ This canse having gome on to be heard on motion of the plaing
¢if¢ for an arder compelling defendants t6 answer the interroga-
| tories served on them on May 2, 1375, and the court having heard
the aryoment of counsel and being fully advised, it is heredby
ORDERRD, that dufendants sexve within 20 days after service
‘of shis ordex verified answers to the interrogatories served on
then on May 2, 1975. | S
Tt is further ORDERED, that the defendants pay plaintiff
Q‘,_ ; ummhmmhmﬁn&umﬂau
ardex; and pay § __ in aadition to plaintiff for attormay's
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