UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLIIBIA
HAROLD WEISBERG,
Plaintiff,
Ve Civil Action Xo. 75-1443
GENERAL SERVICES AUMINISTRATION,
Defendant.
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" Relying on the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act,
5 U.8.C, §552, plaintiff seeks by this action to compel disclosure
of the June 23, 1964, Executive Session transcript of the Warren
Comnission and pages 63-73 of the Januarxy 21, 1964 Executive
Session Transcript. Thus far, plain:ziff has propounded two sets
of interrogatories totalling 53 questions some of which have
nucierous subparts, as well as a request for production of
docuxents vader Rule 3%, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Now,
plaintiff has moved for an ordsr permicting him to tape-record
depositions in this action and in his memorandum of points and
authorities has named nine individuals whow he dezires to depose.
Among these are Tyx. Rhosds, Axchivist of the Ualted States, and
cther offfcials of the General fervices Administration as well
as indlviduals from the Central Intelligence Agency and the
Depariment of Justlce,

At the present time, counsel for defendant is preparing a

motion for summary judgment which will be aeccompanied by detailed
affidavits from Dr. Rhoads and Mr. Charles A. Briegs, Chief of the

Sexrvices Staff for the Directorate of Cperations of the Central In=~




tellipgence Agency. In defendant's wiew, this motion will be
{spositiva of the merits of thia gction. Defendant 1g also

now enpaged {n preparing a response to plaintiff’s second

set of inferrogatories, plaintiff's vequest for produetion of

doecuzents under Rule 34, and plaintiff's wmotion to cempel answers
to interrvegatorics, Defendant respactinully requests, therefore, in

acscordancse with established preceadents whieh perrit a Court to

stay d'scovery pending resclution of a diapositive wmotion, thet

plaintiff's motlon for an order allowing plaint!ff to tape-

record depositions be denied peading resolution of defendant's

fortheoming motlcn for summary iudgment. See Rrandey v. Sacnson,

‘Civil Actien Wo. 73-2232 (D.D,C.); Suwwer v. R'chardson, Civil

Action Wo, £33-72 (D.D.C.); Hatlcnal Potreleum Refinava' dasa,

v. F,T.C., Civil Action Ne, 1180=-71 (D.,D.C.). Defeadant is aware
of ne reason why the written iasktervorsatories or documant reauescs
already utilized by plaintiif are nct adeguate for hia purpose,

and submits that i1f plaintiff is to liove diszcovery at all ia this
casc, he ghould be réqnired to use these devices rather than ba
granted the facilify of deposing a long list of government officials,

Unitéd States v, liorthslde Realty Assozintns, 324 F.Supp. 287, 293

(¥.D, Ga 1971); Capitel Vendineg Co., Inc. ve. RBaker, 8 F.R.Serv, 24

26a.34 (case 2) (D.D.C. 1964)., Horeover, since a protective order

may be granted as to the timing of discovery, Rule 26(b)(2), Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, it is appropriate to first resolve defendant’s
fortheconing dispositive motien, thus obviating the neced for time-

consuming and burdensome depogitions., Agsoclated Metals and

Minerals Corn. v. 8.8, Ceert ilowalds, 343 P.2d 457 (5th Cle. 1855);

Chemical and Induarrial Coro, v. Duffel, 301 F.2d 126 (6th Cir. 1962);

Dolnow v. Andarson, 53 F.R.D. 661, 664 (E.D.N.¥. 1971).
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Wherefore, for the foregoing reasons, defendant respectfully

requests that plaintiff’'s motion for an order allowing plaintiff

to tape-record depositions be denied.

o

EARL J, 5ILLEIK
United States Attorney
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ROBURY d. IO
Assistant United States Attorney
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MLCEARL Jeo JTAN
Asagistant United States Attorney




CERTIFICATE OF STRVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that service of the foregoing Defendant's
Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion For An Crder Allowing Plaiatiff
To Tape=Record Depositions and propesed Order has heen mada upon
- plaintiff by malling coéies thereof to Jumes Hivam Lesar, Esq.,
1231 A4th Street, 8.¥., ¥Washington, D.C. 20024, on this 24th day
of March, 1976, ‘

MLCHALL J, REANH

Assistant United States Attorney
U.S. Ccuxthouse

Room 3421

Washington, D.C. 20001

(202) 425-7375
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
HARGLD WEISDERG,
Plaintiff,
v, Civil Action Ko, 75-1448
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION,
Defendant, )
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Upon considexation of plaintiff's wotion for an order allowing
plaintiff to tape-zecord depositicns, defendant's opposition
therato, and the entire record herein, it is by the Court this

day of | , 1975,

CRDERED that plaintiff's motlon be and the same hereby is
denied,
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by the Court this JM day of

(

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HAROLD WEISBERG, )
Plaintiff ; L
-v- ; Civil Action No. 1448-75
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, ;
Defendant % F l TLED
MATD 51970
O__R_m' ° JAMES F. DAVEY, CLERK

Upon cons:.deratlon of defendant s motion for an extensn_on of
time w:.th:l.n whlch to respond to plaintiff's motlon to compel
answers to interrogatories, and the entire record here:.n, it is

, 1976

ORDERED that defendant's motion is hereby granted and its

time to respond to plaintiff's motion tg__éompel answers to

interrogatories is hereby extended to and including March 29, 1976.
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