tre Ton Susman, Counsel 2/8/76
Administrative Practises Subcourittes

Hew Sonate Ufrice Bldg.

#ashington, b.C.

Dear Tom,

vim and I were both too busy when 1 asik-d him to send you our brief and that
of the government in the appaule court, 75-2021, Jhis is the firat case under the
amaend:-d law, the updatedspectro case that went to the Supreme fourt, the {irst of the
four enasor Adenusedy cited in the debate on the amending.

¥hather you have rgal theze or not, and. whethar on resailng you can detect the
totality of the dishonesty of the govermmeni's brief, I write to expisin this and what
I thick lies behind i<,

The deliberatenes: of thu deoception and misrerresentation is, I thing, by far
the greatest we have yot mpecn. Rsszmxm dowe of it is apparent, like their first argu~
usnt belng we did not seek to exercise discovery where on virtually every other page
they azention tast we did (the judge oruered answers to our ioterrogatories only in
affidavit form). without knowledge of the record most wili not bs,

Ry bdelief is that thia ic p case on which the Justice Deyertment and the FBl
will run all risks coinsldered necessary becsuse if it ever comes to whermz what I seek
has to .o released i1 wil. be sppsrent thet there was no JFK investigation - by agyone,
including the Comedssion. If you reac thely foolmote o sage 9 you will find tacit
admisaion of thia, ith ti «laim 1% i: frvelevant in this case. 1% will slso becone
apparent that the supiressed sciuantific sWidenoe proww: the op.osite of the officisl
acsount of ths criun. 1 leve nireedy mope then proved tals in a nunb.r of other basic
areas of evidenee but th. Lajor sudde #1li net touch 1%,

Because this is a subject on whdch there exists orejudice as great as 1 say
apove, because this is the court that ruled aguinst m=e on bang in the firpt case, with
dagzelon only voting otherwise and becavae of the potential of the conssquences, the
rovernment has eluscted to yun all the tisks to rewrite the lav in osurd agedn.

4 nusber of other things esincide with this. «rehives has switched its ground
from "ideptifiudla” v ocorés wisrs theve is no quétlon taat 1 have ildentified what 1
ask for to "reasonably described Fecords" for those one cannot see. (0'Feill's 1/30/76
answer to an appoal going cack very fare Cla, widch has @uch to fear, ha¢ until 1/16
t0 respond $0 my appeals in several cases of withhelding and the records on me. Fool-
ishly shey provided e with She docwsanis wist show what filew were wiithheld {rom the
genoral counsel so he could write us falsely. By volume i have maybe 10 times what
‘hey nave given mu or adknowleaged havinge I cmu probably pinpoint six files in which
they have records on 28 they have not supplied. i have samplea from three of Soure.and
whea we ot to an eyedall situmtion in Ce.a.Th=ivwb, after certilying complisnce, W
shifted and in a istier Jin got yesterday adsitted having enough more it willi taie &
week of a Mayor's searchn. ihds ie suppresued “ing assassination evidence., there we
have & different Judge an: 1 think they want that case, which includes sizmilar scisntifie
eviience, not to coue to hearing eiore the appeal ias heard.

In TH=202%, Ueie TH=220 An thy acuapri balow, e buve forced the asvly retiresont
of all the FEI agents whee testimony would be ruainous to the government. Onu retired as
soon &8 wo too¥ the prelivissry steps in this case. 4e is tha cne who did the 2ctusl
teating. The day after Claronce reliey had to sign a false letter to us on thls two
others retired simdtassoualy. ey are the agent #ho was is sversll charge sna to whom
what I ge:x was delivered, who gwore to the Commission that he kept it and it waz part



This was bofor: the first cslendar call, pefore Pratt laid out how he vas going to
rewrite the lew so t.at non-complisnce would be full compliance because he would hold
it to be "substential complisnce,”

In the appeal the govermm:nt has uegided to try the case on ne and charges of
worjury I made and proved. I have amike: dim to take this on dimetly and to qm:mt
the appeals oourt with the question of unresponded to yroofs of perjury. He will file
a peply brief as soon an i GAl.

The pecord on the subatantive matters is as close to otertect as ome could expoct
andor the law and with an honent Judge. It shous the axistence of tha records I saked
for, testified to undcr oath before the Commission., The government has not supplied an
affidavit denyliy tnive iustead it told us verlally She rocoerds & act exist ano oflared
as a substitute what it said would causs the FBI to fall into rulns in th. first case.
It then gave us poof that it was not even then complying, proof that testing was done
thet 1t swore wes and was not = both and both by the same agent - and we have this
aroof in the reoord botamse they ssro eereless. Through furthsr carslesaness whem I
prove: perjury for the second time una I thinc to make Fratt's position seem eesier,
EADA them duuped on me asout 400 pages 30 the govermment could argue I an groedy and
unreascnabla. Thess were pages 1 specified I did not want, Thic carsleseness and 1
think degpparation gave ne proof of other tests the FAI dil not acknowledge maidng and
had by omission denied making. &t lesst one had to have beon included in the [inal
r:ports that i actually saked ior, those not yet supplied, where the governmant has
yot tu meat the ianilial burden of e affidavit seying they do notl exist.

By proof . vesr sotusl 1¢cords N7 the nerformance oY e $95%5 2ad in ono case
she sctaal results, the atatistisn not the analyals or finel veport.

I found other values iu wiat 4 Daw BOL asked for only buususe i+ could not pay
for ite They jusv dumped it ou Jls after the end vf a -orddng day By the Assistant
UsieAttorney taking it tc hias home. No search charge, no copying charge, no charge for
expansive plcturss. Well, as I oould make sense out of this atuff after going over it
as sarefully as a non-scientiet can, it proves Uswald could not have {ired a rifle.
Bocause the nuts and gelf-ssokers don't know 1 have this and becamss it requires an
expert vpinion for which i cannot pay, L offered it to the Hational Enquirer when no
major pap:r would get intersuted, with the uad.rstanding that they 0ot use o 2OVE: D
ment coun-ctey scientist. 30, they sugaged oue. dis report ie about four months late
now. dls excunse, when I nudged thew anc they nidged him, is thet his teachlng is kewping
him tnis buaye. 90 you cui Dutber uncerstand this, then ASC had edght cosparigsns made,
eight nen firing or four with twe tosts asch, I've forgotien chieh and psevformsd the
pame tests as were uaue on parafliin casts wade of Uswald's cheek snd hands. AT they
aean saythin: at all it i: that Uswald did not fire a rifle. The traces dsposited an
th: cheek in iiring exust iu grsater quantity on the sart of the cast not of his cheeke
And the differences botwesn what wes detected on hds cheek =nd those of gll the com-
parisons is enormouss Lf the Snguirer gete s scientific evaluation confirming this i
will not get much responaible sitentlon but 1t will establish fact xad 1% will nrovide
me with shough tc reprint & book now slucet out of print.

Sepavatel; froem bao sudd, i whieh the goevormeent has ast et supplice the records
I've aniked for, I have eetablished that the ¥FBI had penetrated the militant groupg of
young biecks tiat - ausec Llu violance (het forged dag 0 retum te Mesghlia, When Lo vas
killede The F31 agent already lusatifiec - anc thers were others ~ was ak leeding pyo-
vooateur, oué eucuuraging the pointiess, senszeless vioienoce. Tue Church coumitite:'s
muoking up on this gave we the lcads the proper analysis of which leac to the proof,
Once I hac proof and an wdeniificatios I wurnes t:ds and suse witusases over % a
hewgday reporter who got admissions frow the PRI, of pXREE worc than one agent in the
Invaders, anc frow Justice taat it was purt of Coiutelpros. in ihe suit, shicn has uot
yet hsd a2 calendar cali, I have already obtained absolutely definitive evidence.

Beat, Harold Weisberg



