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MOTION FO. COMPEL ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES 

Plaintiff moves the Court for an order requiring the defen- 

| Gants to file anewers to the interrogatories served on them on 

‘May 2, 1975, on. the ground. that it cannot be determined that the 

defendants have complied with plaintiff's freedom of information 

request without first obtaining answers to said interrogatories. 

Parauant to Rule 37(x) (4) of the Federal Rules of Civil” 

‘Procedure, plaintiff further moves the Court to award plaintiff 

. the weasonable expenses, inoluding attorney’ s fees, incurred in 

chtaining aaid order. 

1231 Fourth Street, 5. W. 
Washington, DB. C. 20024 

' Attorney for Plaintiff 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AWD. AUTHORITIES 

On May 2, 1975, “plaintife served different sets of interrogat+     ‘goties upon each of the defendants. the purpose of these inter~ 

: rogatories was to elicdt information which would aid plaintiff ain 

establishing. ‘the degree of noncompliance: with his freedom of infok- 

: uation request for all speotregraphia and neutron activation 

“analyses and other scientific tests conducted upon items of evi-~ 

| ee ee apa oe names 

As of June 11, 1975, no anewers to any of the interrogatories havp 

bes served on plaintife.. 
i 

— whe government nae the barten of showing that it haa fally i 

complied with a Freedom of information Act request.for nonexempt 

} identifiable records . ‘Me the United states Court of Appeals: for 

the District of cotta has stated: 

‘Baranch document that at falls lenin the 

clasa 1 
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Te the National cable Television case, the Court of ‘appeals 

ed that the language of the Freedom of. Information act Ptnced 

+ of the responsibility fox identifying: the records onthe 

: ‘agency itself. Tha. responsibility of the person requesting ec= 

    

agency. to accomplish this duty." (National Cable Television, 

) sopre., p. 190] ms the present case, platatits has met his. bun 

of providing sufficient information fox ‘the identification of ° 

records he seeks, Mo, oe 

|. st Leave, howaver, is the extent of noncompliance with : 

, plainti¢e *s request. The only way which this can be ascertained 

is by requiring the defendants to anwwer the interrogatories whidh 

“plaintiff has addressed to them. This manner of procesding has | 

been sanctioned, indeed, mandated by the w. 8. Court of Appeals: 

Tor she future ve think that these matters , 
should be settled through the discevery process 
as Madh as possible. fhe civil rules governing 
pretcial discovery provide ample tools for use 
in compelling the agency to identify and dis~ - 
close the documents. it has that fall within the 
class or category requested. [National Cable 
Television, supra, at 193} 

This directive of the Court of appeals is the sensible way 

of proceeding in the instant case. The interrogatories filed are 

not oppressive and the government has not even contended that they 

, are, nor ham it xaised any other valid objection to them. Bow- 

ever, anewered fully and honestly, these interrogatories | will prof 

vide the means for the speedy, efficient, and inexpensive resolu- 

tion of the instant case. . . 

. Respectfully submitted, 

. 1231 Fourth Street, 5. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20024 

“ateoeney for Plaintiff   
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Pree reer eeere rere eee 

ORDER 

| ‘This cause Raving come on to be beard on motion of the plain, 
*49¢ for an order compelling defendants to answer the interroga~ 

| tories served on them on May 2, 1975, and the court having heard 
the aryonent of counsel and being fully afvised, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that defendants serve within 20 days after service 

af this order verified anevers to the interrogataries served on 

“ghem on May 2, 1975. | : 
“It ds further OnnaRED, that the defendants pay plaintiff 

$.. as the reasonable axpenses incurred in obtaining this 

order; and pay $ in addition to plaintiff for attorney's 

‘feos in connection herewith. 
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