Dear Jim, 4/21/76

Your "Priority Mail® of night before last did not get here wntil today. Beaides
the wajor enclosure it includes the ap.eals court notioe, the stipulation in 1996 and
your chronological listing in 1448.

in order to speed up response I'1ll be writing as 1 read and mailing without
correcting unless Lil is freuw when l've finished and beiore mail tine,

LEFEHDAKTS MEMOHANDUYM QF MOINTS AN AUTHORITIRS IN OP-OUITION TO PLAINTIFF'S

HOMT08 PO COMPEL ANSWERS TO INTSRROGATORIES

Without readins a word I am reminded of the ssue defendant’s same counsel's
appeals argucen? thet I erred $n ret exsroising thw discovery he oppossds 1°d remind
this judge thit they held that noneexistin: overaight to be o flaow DR us. ,

in he secon: pavagraph they aciwewledge our sorplairt about thoir rewriting
of my waquost, not bad for them after almost 5 months,

ids they right on the aix categoriea?

e mdoht note non~ncnpliance with Tylar's promise after mors toan five moaths
by the tise you ean file anything. I vwes delayed in ooeoiug anythiug by thelr uot naking
an appoinin 0t and I ap still waitdng fur the pdcturss I pald for mere than a month ago.
On plotures, whil: you nmay uot forgut, I am also still walting to see soue of the nictures
I've ast ueen shown,

Perhaps reading further will invalidate the velief 1 get inmw regding Fe 2. par.?,
but it is my recollection that under the ‘ederal Rules we are allowed one amending of
the complaint if they have not yet responded and they lmdn't. 3o the only question is
BBt vhethor we'd axhasusted our aduiniatrative remedies. Th&y do not hers incdicute that
by the tise he is talkins abaut we hed alac esxhaus:ed these remsdies,

Bottom 2, top 3, the dating of my afiidavit. Be ignored the other possidility that
18 the reality! this hau bsen in proparation for scme time and could not be executed
betore the’ moptiung, when it was, prior to the JBI noeting. This looks lixe he is gotm
ready for esome difty stufi, S0, let w2 go oack to hias. thote et the bostom of 2 where
bugan ic tmetty dirty Jimeelf with what he mayn and what %e dces not say. I think we
snould repeat this For the judge's Lenefit because he is cloavly up to a distorted
account in wideh he can't ever state simple facts atrai.h% and honest.

iig 414 not have vo walt until fedruary 2% for a promise to meal coscs. i told
Dugan personslly on the 11%h that y\m walsing for the FBI io do & they are required
to do, %tall me the amount, as Civil Rights by thea had aend had been paid. I told hin that
i gove hi the asourencs, would Lo writing if he wanted it, but could not meke out a
cheuz for an unspecilied sum. This 1s, I aa sure, in an affldsvi’ that was filed snd
bosauss it uat net then domled cx< cen't ve I Ahfuk we wand to waks him dArestly rarty
to the dirty workdogm and attempted deception of the judse.



Dugan can use the expression that we fimally gave the FEI ypitisn assursaos”
his emphasis only because he ¢id not keep Mas word, to use what he called his "good
officee" and bty nov kavirg kept his word $o tell me thé sum for which to write the
checice Thie ie dirty and it ie a gisrepresentation. This makes references to later
comnundcations dirtier and more intsndedly deceptive.

Beeides, there never was any doudt that I'& pay and we hofm already paid the
Dopartuent it self for what I'm 2till waiting for, thome 10 juges Dugan tolc the judge
had beon 9odad at thdfarch 26 calencar call.

Tou rdent want to ugse scme of his lasgusge hers whe: he ie talidug shout diwe,
P4 took & ysar all bui 24 daye = 341 daye - to be able to mase an apreintmedtdto eee
snything. ioril 15, 1975 to March 23, 1976 and that “oroh 23 was « month and 12 days
after mgnts proniss of "goud offices.”

I'd not ignore hin crack ebout owr effidavit oecsuss it is ingended to be dirty,
that meetin~ having lasted so long it was not possidle (0 execute and mail the ef:idavit
and include ir it amy roefcrenes to what we allegedly were given and shown that day « and
#8%ili do not have,

Brenare an Bbpamgx‘?ﬁh nfidevit aftar an afternoon moeting that lasted untid
mbout quittins time? His lntent ie papsr think and should be called to the juige's
attention, Sesides, : told him Jabruapy 11 that I'd be dudn. this when I warmed him not
to file frleehcods undar vath. she Dugan parsonally knew of the coming affidavit,

i Mk hig drect guote of afauelfl on page 3 because it is a lie, it is not
all it hus not_jge’/qn disclosed and we 3iill co not have ooples of what I peid for.

Hg has the transcript so waybe getting one will cost lesa. ye quotes a typo.

1 think the way this .8 godng we'll need it.

Yo are pust the promised 30 daye and etill on him personally and ¢ me we have
none of thie.

“orsevar, after thot celendar call + told him persolaliy that the semphin office
is not what ho says, the only logi¢al | otherjpiace” and spouified knowlndge shat the
W0 was used, thal thers wes a Binmalngham charge, eto.,and that they had not ket sup-
PM-d what in in w Tiles.

His next pamgx:y&h is an admimsion of an offiaisl kte, They clgimed to have mo
ot.er photographs. Ulow he says the “"review” is just begloning. 1 think wo should meke
a point ol tris tnc of @y having todd the FII 3/235 that 1 am prepared to tick off
and describe with cuntent aad numbers éosens of photos gslled for that & know they
have, ..side from the cther xclevanolics, he is tryiug to make a dirky point about time.
The requast 55 now acre than a youy in the past. The apecifiocations were mimxkk at the
firat {ace-to~fa00 meeting they permitted, more than a konth ago, and they are¢ now for
the first tize only promising to teke thelr own look at whet they are suppesed to have
seaxched lon: ago and I pald for morc than a month age.



In this if not in vhat follo«s I um saying that if Dugan went to fight dirty aes
A Jries to van hin against, subject to your approval I vamt to lay it on kim persenally.
These dirty, crooked federal lawyers have hled me and abused me in every way possible.
I want to give the judge & aghnoe to do something about it. I'm not peying them to deny
me my rights under the lsx or o inposed needless costs ou me to deny these rights and
violste the law,

The delays {or which Pugan hae sozo responsibdlity in themselves fall within
this conplaint. “ere he has guoted himself,"that will be done within 30 days," which
is plenty of tiwe after a year, and he has not jept his nromise and fails to tell the
Judgs trds in Wi® arcueent, o dmn‘t oven gay Nign the "F:l has requested the informam
tion from itas “emohis fiied offics” ;r that it was all covered iu the recuest and the
éemplaint. Howsver, veconues he has seoaraied thr roquests and insists that we can't
amend gud Lmores that we did exhatet reredies long before tnis, plems: not that bhe
has agein pulled s sneaky one, lizdting this to "witbing the arope of plaintifi's
April 15, 1975 FULL request.” Asdide frem the fact of the second of months agc, is he
not bound Ly the conplaing, too? 2d not the juoge tell him 1t is clear tho re.uest
is for "all?" I think we yeally ahould get the transcripks now. If you seed s cusck 4n
sévance tell me,

bz you want to po alisg with this endlese stonewalling, his P. 32, his ouiy now
saying maybe they'll find a time with my limfitetdous of which they anc he personaily
knou within the week, los: thak that ol vorking days, ror me to look st whetever they
have colliected?

Even then he hos eséapes and evasions built ini photograpbs gply and then
farthor restrictea to “deomed within the svops of the mequest™Pfolearly another linited
refavence, to the “oid categories’ ey see in the 4/15/75 request] and even further
narrowed for furthe: supsression by "not exeupt.” God kuows what they 11 try to vithe
hold as an invetizstory files of something else. This is & proviee of‘nothin(; excapt
more ataliins end deceptivn and misrepr:isentation.

In the final gref he agains refers ¢o "alnost exclusively based on” ny afridavit.
I'm not sure what he le up to or what i{ means out I think Shero must e wore thaf he
wants to aveid and dare not totally lie about,

howsver, these peopls ave Lot in =2 pegdiion to exsoute first-person affidavite
about or relatin: o 11 that iu covered by the reguest and/or the aonplaint, as Wiscmam
teld us.l thing the tize has oome to dezand fireteperson affidavits subject to the
penalties of perjury. In any everit, he here is trying to lizit €L to the ¥BI ani there
are at least three divisious of Justioe that have part:l,gm records, probably wore, like
8fitce of .egal Couisel. Yids lu not werely ex T matier.

¥y vhe nature of his jab Wisesen nas no first--hand knowledge. I “ilty wera not
& prefessionnl perfurer for the rdl hie nowledge wordd atill be restricted to the lab,



Wedther is in » position to respond to such specifios as I laid out to Wiseman 3/23,
like picturwa of the mosnis (' the orime; suspects; and other items opvered. Were these
affidavite ocmpetené, honest snd full they gsu t moot the mdinimun requirements and om
this basis alonc we should object to any sdceptance of them, A3lds from whatever tho
cuntent turns out to be whan 1 get to them,
ARGUELFE (ppe 4=9)

Yo 4 1 think ww want to zake strong cojectid o this putting of words into
oup nouths, vours in psriicuiar

Whera he faiks about our "mgﬁr)ﬁ.ma" they are true or falss, sfipject te proof
or mfu‘mﬂn, and ot propecly adiressed by rhetordc or false rrpressntaticns of them,
e navapnt asked them to edmit what they do not admit whils usin. the word, What I have
2ileged 38 true or fzlse and I'm prepaered %o atand oo fuot, rot hi: rhetorical mies
represantacions, Asn exsmple is my languaze, suppouolly, aud inferentiqlly at least
yours,"that employsea ol the FBI are dishonest anii are intentionslly trying to hide
from pleintiffess.”

Honesty sad dlelionesty ure individusl, I }mmz}vm:: said and havaﬁnver believed
that all employesesjof the Ml ere dishonest or are hiding. In fact, 1 addrszsed this
to Wisesan when L ¢51d hin [ recognized that he bad no first-peragn inowleage and
was dependant upon the reprasentetiocus to him of others. I ¢0ld Mim also that I wea
quite prep ~ed to believs him LT he staiod sonwthing of persfnal knowledge. Hore, I
addressad this tc Dugan persenally 2/11 near 4ho clevator acd awked nixm to avpid this
kind of thing and to avoidutrying to palm off a.fidavits from those without inmowledge,

However, on the question offdity I'l. stand and repuat loudlyemd clearly and
1 think you should consider as e partdel angwer ids lack of any atatement vhen we caught
hiz gwearing -~ emphasise this to the judsze - diemetrically opposite on the then most
material. %3 has rroven hivaelf a f)ase-swonrer wnder oath and is imcunke only because
he 18 tho uornt of +he prosscutor/defsnse couteal.

Unlesa «iscman's affidavit gives me rc choios I'd prefer to lay it on Kilty,
who is a bdasstard and a proven vperfjurer, abd Dugss, who is a Waors for pey and a
corrupter of the Luw and the guy who defamd’the judge to both of us. If I have to
go after Wiseuen 1'11 do ite ho wey this reads to here we have to adiress sverything
frontally sné point by voint.. M the way, iv cane 1 forget Ly the time I yesvme this -
and I have .. vascular sppodntuent soon: « I &34 learn ip Memphiz whon I wos there with
Yes, fro: a police Iusrector, that the police did ghve the FEI prints but not negatives
of all the pietuves ticy ook, This seans that the fake picture attached to the extres
dition docuanta is not FBI innoosnoe.

And whap you gut to here, please make a note to talk to Jud about zy pictures
used in the evidentisfry hearing and not repladable excep: from them?



I reconsend a direct under-cath ohallegae on his atiempt to pretend that there
is no hiding with this rhetoris in wiich he does not address the reality.l told Dugmn
that 2sch and every question 11*!:0 intervogatories was to develop this and if he
wanted I's sit down with him and explain 1t all, He declined. Make the offer agmin.
4t should blow their uinds, if not the judge's. But if as I also told Wiseman and
the others Iflo not havo to ddeclose ell that I know, because what they will then find
will be liudited to what 1 have specifisd, I'm quite preparel to tick off a sufficient
list. Dugan'’s saem rhotorie is followed by a refer.noe to "various documents and
photogrsphs which €a1! within th. socope of their _sic) april 1%, 1575 FUla roguestese”

Lock horus ou the {act and clobier oo the imitation to 4/%9. This is got all
that is at is:ue »r defors the courd snd kis amnsiatent livitetion to thiu osught be
Mt hard, espoially owcause ghe told hio "all.”

dnat 1've expectod follows, & fective quotation of Pratt, Uur veapense should
inolude xu: ordy fact sla: s shat "1ty is , perjurer, their suprosed ansver that I
mow more thor o ymme ng o an the FBi. buv what you snid when Pratt threatened you
and xe, To this day, not cocunsing the affidavits I nave rot yet come to, there Las
bean nc denial of the zocuraoy of wiy of my charges, no refutatian, and Judge Pratt's
opinion of the law is not before this ccuri.

“hat he i3 trying te do here wiith prejudige and dishonesty govea us anx
epportunity I'1 like you tn conmider aemousﬂyz 80 tle whole waye. Suity is not the
only one ['ve accused of Jalse awearing. Go hack 4o Kleindieast and 715-70 and thaw
to the appeals argument by Justice whure they mwibdmk adulttec he lied. Then to the
Wiliiaas afi;o&avit, whivh alac givea you B chanec to noimthe ramariabls ooincldence
in his s £ oazierts and ol sgher's esriy redirements. They have begun to try to
addres: this with rhetoric, not fagt. 50, lot us muke it a yuestion of fact and imy
all these wurefuted allegetiome out. By the wey, dii h: not hauve oocasion 1o sacwer
this in =y af~idavit? Has Y“a addressed it? Rhetoric 1: not an ansuar. The fratt jogz
abeut caliin: people laws is & fiue chance to uss the ivo ginw lies under oath in
that ocase.

Bs followa v in with another 4/1% limltation, but he sieo has not %o this day,
BOYe thur » year after tho request, supplisl & single plotyre snd he hea not ghedn us
mogt of them, Hone <f thes erine ur cther suspecta. He lizdits it %0 phctos.

Then he follows with tho ssme decepiion tnat escapes baing a duliberste lie
in seantics only. So let us diapute what he sayw is wdioputed, o I #drk T have in
an affidavit alrsady: I dic tell Jugan pareunaliy on 2/1% toat abeu 1 was told how mush
to muke the chec . for yeu or & wouldd glve 4 t0 them, So, It Ls dispubed if 1 swore to i,



He vepresents the rBl. When I give nim the assurance and you give him the assurands,
have we not glvan the FED sl the eseurance necessary? And if he is not’fliifisg ie be
not misvepressnting end trying to dsceiv: the judue when he s8Ys we 444 0t nake any
asaurance? If he has not addrssed thRs in my affidavit is it not trereforve more clear?
4y faile to refer to the affidavit, 00 leot us make 1t sk issue befére her on him and
yith my sricr affimagticon whiao is dn the record and ho lus not addressed.

Fe openants on the affldaviv lédre. fhis time ne calls the wattsr "highly queationable.®
But by Tadis o osay vy and o gan tidos of noma. 1% ia addressed ac I roeall $0 whgt
preuafded Si i weetl:l. fisewan's afidavit precedded it ani thiz affidavit, as I
recall, 16 the answar * prondsod rdm 2711, With his Mor inosledgs, his knuckies
shonld bo rooped for caliing 1t “nignly questionabiel

e reviaw of the materials to which he refers is u Joke. :t iB thet;‘ selection
of iuproperly sssged docusents 3o few in number that I ordersd copies wi‘hout any
Previvie” ~ii saultia Cnere was & partial selsction of pieture of which they have nod
yet suppdisd the coriss 1 then puld Tor and they have the ne qtivese ihere is wo need
for mors than a mouth's delay. canwhile, they also havs mot compli~i .i%h the court's
ordey e gustily all the deletions vhen even Wiseman aolnowledged there was no nsed
#f for thows:. I called to his attention. What 1 shdak is highly questionsble i: his 10t
Wesping ris procdses and coupiying with the court's direetions, tnen lying about 211
of tide. Bapsoially <hen the doouments he did give me, fow ag they ars, revealed others
thet anyone fesddog $hea 10 the seareh anc rsview hae o know exist and to this day
have nou vecn pirovidaed,

The saut sral on pe 5 i8  a cheap shot nohody dere peke undcr oatie *t again ie
childial rhetorie as & sudstituty for not lying under osthe “e dea uot aay there are
or were no slonews of the sesne of tho ordlme 4n Hg or the WFL, ;“9 does nov say that
in local criies iu which the FB1 ix to bo invelwed the Ful uasnuel directs that pictures
of the scene e takes auu nrovided, 4a dees not say that dne locsl aut orities did not
provide pictures. &¢ does not say that they did not ge: them from other sources, fe

does Dot say that rather than being a local oriwe uutil prosacution it was an Bl case,



as the Nemphis & SiC wore. flo doos net montion the federal, FEI charge filed in
Birmingham and already in this case's record. He does not say that the extradition
was federsl anu not state. What he does do is deceive and mispepresent, I think we
should usk for u first-person affidzvit and ask the juuge to entartain perjury charges
if wo prove that affidavit false. She is uptight on the erime-seens pictures anyway.
She might welcome « chanas in roduss the burdens imposed not by these cases but by
offieial intent 4o stonewall ani obstruct and violate the law,

aud a3 Tur ss'juriedicvicn" is concermad, he does not say what every FAl and IJ
sposkesuan Jiu, thab Lhis was the seond largest an' second most expensive investigation
An PAL Lialoryesnll those xiliions and no recoxds? » fedorwd conapiracy chavas :nd 0o
other suspect?

wvhea ne pulls thi: kind of rottern stuwff knouing betlar becuuss «u }rsfomed him
and the ¥'31 and its 67106 of Legai Younsel and then rollows with a oceiperisoa with an
dnventory rulding, I think it is time to use thiz am a justifieation for asidng for an
dnventory with some assurance of agoureey and compibetsness and 1f we can, of retribution
if ther: is mome dirdy work.

Sut tc get back to his Memphis promise, it remaina unikept after his own deadline,
¥o did no% ask for “‘erphin evicence only sv the comparison with Greesppan is not ap=
wopriate. .ow ver, Brmmingnos ie, as if vhe wFO, an. theae [ did noniiom and he is
silent,

SJURPLEES O Li9COVERY

“¢ egain nlieges that we begin with the presusptiorn of no FBI emmloyee credibility.
Tada ic falsse I'd say we bogin with proof of it, proof presented in court, proof of
apecifica i juve the Fal, proef ia hia wkept sersonal prorises, proof in the small
iraction of ths docwsents provideds We are not asidng for assurance that they have
comp.ied, & hie seys. +: are asidnrs for what they and we know they have not provided
and do have, 2uL o sl owak t0 hie own way of addwessin: pletures of the scene of
the orime, ke bas nov even dothersd to say thert ars none, not even not under cath, Ie
t i an assurance anvenc ¢ould nelieve when it jan't even sisted?

sher< he srgues against discovery, why not cite their ap.eals trief?



= This gets pretty ridiculcus when he says they are not required to comply
(tpeafmet nicchanical periection®) with the request. When they charge me search fees and
procude 7nthiny snd when they pretend to have delayed because of the non-abaence of

o assurence bo pay thew whaa the atiorney Ygneral has prior to thia aunounced fug
Interiwad duvectiptlons wul a 't;’aéx'd as baen confimmed o the proax, with the delays i
all asser estribute? to tac volune i caterial to be inftrpzlly exauined, Press anguunts
are of Y. bound voltews of Voge-Liuon trdokness, »su whst dic ihay deliver aiter all
thi tourdng? wiat we. iiy G pages avily, sowetlues entirely nasked? Wit. "hat
fantastic search t'ec pfier tnese twy recent "investigatoons" and ana publicly

ccnférmeu by bk besartsent as bavic: Lesn gade dn 15707

Thoce fe¢ pages Jor their esc.nd largest invistigation ind histery? And she
knows the voilwes oR sl sosanberg case.

dhetaer or ncy the G "released iam all thé docwaents ihst were in the
headquarters fiie," 8 have not received them, JSor from uatil now the “ivil jdwes
Righte “i7ision, wher: the ourrent reviavw to recommend sn investigation 3. laklng place
and whcnee all thoss news atories of the 83 volumes originata, (Gdve her the dute of
our check, the date of providiig sni tha nusber of pages.)

ihs low wcss not ldizit us to the lg file and from ths Fil alone he has provided
ne wore thaf those fow pages. tc specified the WF0O files. But how about “riiinal and
“ivil ano J1%hce of “epul VounseltSe word afiez nore then a y oy and he defcads the
{ntogrity of tiw empioyees responslole {or thia? Aocmu#mn of beinqg overly susptoious?
Is to this ... wie nosere ponsive about our proof of withhoidiayg in co.at 3/26 and in
person 8% Do was welidng away outaide ths court. I tols him the docunanta refer to
what was 40t provided.

What kind of "goad fedrh” is it wien they have not rusponded on what I've
specifieds Lui il they ciafa this 1a d;oodL[.t'a:l.'!;h, lot us get that gocd faith under ogih
from cne who can be held to account, that ¢ll they have that is calied for id what
htey have given us,

With what they have said about prosecutive interest and these new investigatione
Rothing cculd bc#ow impudent than this oitation of_“pifong) “chle. ind irreiewsnt.



Here is where their Loasting to Crewdson cen be useful. Before the first of the
yeoar they were claiming sc many days if not weels or months of work by & specified
number of peopls in Civil .ishte and they have not finished it yet? And a “"good faith"
geaxeh is this crap they've given ae? Wigo could possibly believe it.

it has Just sceurred to we that this might be a good time to get some blacke
into th: courvroom, sechaps if he is w.lling Yonyors and let him ask if he has read
ana heard correotly, that this is all they have on such a orime. I'll acpeak to 26 and
@ot/has impression, “e might perhape be willing to give an affidavit of the confirmation
of the investigation and the news stories on it (Post better than Tices),

we ki<t want an afJidavit Cvom i about vensen's apd vivil Pights coofiruation
Qf penetrsiion of the Invaders sy we have not a single paper o thetl or & single ool
ment frem MmwwmxkEx Vagmr on it.

Lvasgive es pll tids guck 38 1t might be enough to got ue to put gome pressure
on thane ways. 11 of shiz o jusi too far out. The Judge hergelf has correctly ine
terpreted ouprequast 4o mean all that relates to the crime,

de oi course do 1ot Know hew they have Iileds et us file a naw regucst anc say
it i~ Lecause there have becn official statements about 98 volwses being reviowed by
the Livil Rizhts fivisir;.h. we ko< that what they have glven us is less than thsy have
and Lesc then ther ©roy Ghey ave, 80 w2 Want tu be Bure they heve 20t dumped all the
FBI'g stuff into anotiw  pluce and we want to go over those 98 voluuos. (Abd ia not
Adang' voluiteers! statiﬁmgf on thom a waiver?)

You can say we avoided assing for all of that cn the amsusp“ion there would de
mesninglful cospliance vus it is apparent they have wo intantion of enuplying so we
have 4o tage thio exirs time.. would count the nunmbar of pages they have ?wem us and
cospave that .ith Yo volwncs and the sucond largest investdgation infhistory =zai the
ridicuiousnsss and dishonesty will be sparent.

Mgs 40 eo raw &0 o aplwe - s willdil to 08ll o press conference and pead
excerpts aioud eni aske cowsent waa In fact shows o fov exmnples, like tho plotures and
cokparisen o sgeturig with o saesch of $he suspect 1 gavi the FBI and they olaim not

to have. We can rsfer to the orime sgene pirt in the hasring record.



And say the reafon they have not produced them is because they show the bundle
being handled and gpoved and that the picture they used in extradition is a later, staged
one not of the package as it was found or where it was found.Certainly not when with a
clock to prove it. If you want I'll say more, about other pictures i kuou they have,
not just that they should have them with all the spent millions. I'll desoribe a few.
* might aven produce the pa windowf too closed to have becn used and with an object
vhere the gun had ¢o have been if you think the tiwing is now. I do think this is the
time to lay it on. ia.ybe I'll write “onyers and/feel him out on this after I finish
this dreft and see if we can gee him after the calendar call.

I phoned “es. He is not home. He called me from Bogton yesterday. They havs him
there on a stdfus piece on the racial violence. 1 made a few sug vetious to him and
he uay have gtayed there to tomorr-ow of later.

Beiore 1 forget 1 want to re-emphasize that all of this is restricted to the
4/15/75 request.

With all the Jagz about the emphis Field Office, which may have unloaded all
its filed by now aqﬁ‘y. do we want to give her the recelipts we got on discovery for
the shipping of cartona of stuff to the Washington Field Vffiee?

Kelley said on black “erspectives on the News that they had only circumstantial
evidence and that more might be roroced out by FOIA. Do we want to use that? lie admitted
that they lack a connection between Ray and the crime. Does this give motive to what
they are up %o, less than 10X psges and no crimq‘cens pédtures with an gdmitted 98 wmm
volumes in vivil alone, and they have less than 100 papes for ua?

Nothing from Criminal’ Nothing from Civil?

Vo we want their regulation which specifies that they have to give us an estimate
as Turner wrote you to clobber his repetitian of the f£m falsehood thet we did not
agree to .ay until 2/23? Is Turner's letter enough on tiis, with no response to my

affidavift on this?

shat .'nm driving at is how best to attach their being so uptight as to pull this
rotten stuff that is so fangerous if ke she gets mad, which I'd like to help along.



111 Pladntifi's afridavit

i sxinmed%his aui the wisewan affidavit after writing the eurlier page:. because
it was zetiing close to bed tine. Because I'1ll huve a broedcast that can last au long
5 Tour hours 1 forced mvs..f to stay iz Led witil 6, not to et too tired. +his gives
cé less time Uor wast -'ll be able to do before 1 go into town this afternocn, when I'1l
rail what + hove eonpleted. Iohowe this can b all.

ot about the aporosch they hev. taxen, how unusual it is that they wmake

the false cladinm to a peintewsy=noint, puasasravh by narsgragh answar to ny aftfidavii

when in faet they 4o note 1 2lso bolieve it is not impossible that they have contrived

for us to he

to contand with both scdts ot one tinme kiowings 1t wil. overload us

vecauge they are reslly uj 0ethe whoether or aot thnls is tnodr intent, we do have

Lo rwet the needs of both =t thoe sgme time, 30 1 thibk a simplified asproach is nocessary.

4 think woe should say in oy affidavit thuet there is 00 point in enpgagtng dn &«

ot

shout/ mitch ol moaningles. dendisls and accusation , that there is o regord and it is

all onc @u, ik supsort of what 4 have said. -nd then taie Whseran's afiidavit, pick

g oenber ol She pointa he oraftend: to adorese and hit them esch hard. siot number by
augber bu’ sabject by sub,..te L reccmber Yugan's rupresentation of wWisemen's efl.
nfvel, fnnt he cloils o nusber-byonusber reiutation when this is not et all
true. & rolse this because + think our purpose should be to make out i case of the
moet loliberste deception o) ti. judge iacluding all oif them. 1'11 inciude wihat I cen
ranamper that I think i:a.q}iyﬁpriate to 11 - ustrate this. They aquryinq to try the
suze on us, iiciudin s you. S'11 turn this around ani in the coursec of it without

-
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wae point.

e e
Ui ol TThe

2rad ;@ﬁbes ne says e responds ag 1 recals is on 7, wher. his
ora: are "o recoond to each of plaintiff's pgrag{yéhs." Jf thesge the fireot 22 in

adseinn ds distdsgsed as irrelevant and this i calles an answers . an sure this 2o not

Tx trae without checdiy; iy al idavom. Iou know thi. oeste The point should iiclude the
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luei vl {ildelity io rouresentations w tho court.



secaus- the irst of tnes subject that requires domoq.ition is et this point
(top o . Til ad.res. L nows

"we submit et this woull be unneecesscary hat plaintilf prowptly given defendant
wﬂ’tten agssurancex he would pay the searen fees \inotead ol waiting until Februsry 23,
1976, ww awalted the subseyuent disclosure that wag gfde  arch 23, 1976."

He and wisenan wse 3?9/ e guae wWoras Jsitnout deviation in each of tie rfzezq/
refercnees o bds distortion an dishonesty. o should refer to my afiidavet and not?®
that ingtood of adir snin it they have reserted to a specilal ind of gsemsntics wit out
wnicn we CcoUdd say on.. o2oVe Shat they are all lving.

ingr. .8 1o cun.oction between ny aliicavit and  bhat they blow up out of nothinge

to Mthe subscoumt disolosures th ot e e oade .areh 23, 1976." I/t}'zim: this should be

ago b i conoseter susioct wWe 2ddresse

Wisenan oo toe P8, in order Lo stall us, violated the law an  then trv to
pin tids responsibility on meduse I aduressed this with Dugan the first Sixe we met,
2/ /76, w1 toid Mir that us sS00n s slteman told us what he is rejuired to tell us
one GI us woula give hin a checke lustead o. dewying oy truthful represcntation, “ugsn

-

twist thizs all avowxi o wake it appear to be other then 17 ie. Uut dn his poragepeh

o

26, rather than 2 fute what i swore to, ne confirms als obligation wades the law, One

Al

he di¢ mot meet wntil «urch 235, fds own aitation of wubssction (e} of 2o C. ¥Fo R.
16.Y is ezxactly what as.cistant attorney Meneral Turner had written us,'...the reguuster

shall e d€otified of the arount ol the auticipated fee or cuch poriion thereof gg gan

snhedess” Do enphasis is disenan'seis I told Dussn and as without

real contest o afiidavit sbates, until Wiseman did this < couldd not send hin 2 chuck,
That you arpusd «ith thew sbout exceasive and unnecessary charges is not the

poin%. “hey nave the right to Ralse all these chargess. sut they slso h .uv»‘:hﬁ oblication

to respond, to couply with the request and to tell mc the amount ofeatimzzted fees. Thia

Jjudge kmowg very well =l L wouldd rerxind her of the charges running well into the

thousands= was 1. not ¢138,000 in the Rosenberg case to whick they refer —and 1 could



not o aiblq/write taat £ would pay any exfiorbitant charge they mdgh. contrive, espec-—

ially row whoen why “cpartment wes sioultaceously = ve.ore tiise propagandizing the country

.

aboat Lao cbowndin, nuaber of [ile cabinets of pelevsnt date it has and sbout these
GG volusze Cach tareus duchee tidex, Thds is in the Urewdson series which was the tum

of Lo ) oer, & Sliag bugtaediy wow Lsars day. They delibe-ately contrived o situation

b

the, coull =Py Lasreprosudt as they have. vWiseman hee qualivlied as an rOLla of Ulcer

in supe.visory capacitys “o s aiseliol the laew %o his own wrongful ende 8o nows the
law Hoo koows ne has o0 obligation o Lsiorm. o 0. tn @stiiantec costy, az th Joparte
bo fwepoaic dad in Jdriodigg, in rosponse to which we im@ediate¢Zave

eatts o davishon

it thne chiecic wslel Ior,.

« thing we should Lracket this with thal X alieged disclosurc,
thai wicenan adeits another Yailin, on their purt anc d.tes X it st
ceoodPhsed hik in our iettor of Yerch 4y, 1075, thut we were 'unalle to
e e A ot atin wust, o -
Lwrnish an eatizate o1 the sneciel search feeg which sewke be inzurred.”

snie dm eddotely foliows his cuotation uf & Ue e He 23

L: is false to suy that “"these search fees gugy be dncurr-d." They do not

nave Lo cooess thed, 1 mI00r cases nove no. ainst we wnd as you noted did not zjminst

mdcotoncirdes wedi aole Lo paye
Aher . the lao eduresses thig, overn 1o his own citaetion, it ¢ stinsuishes:

see Lig soount ol e wnticpsted fee or sueh portion thercol gg ¢

esti ateds” o dic medihers e Gdld aod ssticato tho hholu ilng, 03d not estinate
sart, Cic net tell up enyviidng (iucludin no aofde we l,t}/gro;isad Yugan we vould

oay ady won-cxnorbitant fee on .cbruary 1) anc thuy disgforgd the law still further

in gzwngia.ux?’uﬁis. i regges 2% read thet g reguest will not be decped tg have been

regerves unless the 1

HO-0Ver, the operative

.

wors ol oleo citation ars funtil The regquester is notified of the niicinaled costse!

g we have gadd mll alon, they never notified us, we agreed in general .4 in .rincipal

anc. lon, vorore this, wisnout any donigl in all those irrclevant wsrds, an. tnepgb ligation

e



wxicrt e law they pever metd until 1 was able to force it .arch 23.
what tods mesns Xk is that they have fabricated a pecpetual-motion nen—coupliance
wachine, %mydonocmwttMﬁmwdoitm;km,tqmllusth. estimated cost, then they
elainm bioecsuss we have not told them in writing that we will pay they don.t hnve to
even begin tlhee scarch, and they ifx ismore oufrassurances of -ayuent when we are riven
the suwount to vay, pruﬁgéainm aven in these papers that we did not #ive these assurances.
1 thinx io connegction with ihis we shoulu give the history in this cuse} request
of 4/15/' 15 a v -ar ago,'zgg;;/re ponded to. Woe are pationt and givem then a lon time
bef ire we appeal (Gute) Then do not act on the unueal. o, after again sivin, then
slenty ol time g__Jsonth) we files Pingo, as soon as v do we get 16(?) pages and
— Pictures which do noi include wWhat we 8ot fore
ihis is o clear » Cord of stallinge Seo is the contrived mizuse of 23 Cefei,
liowever, we wil: want t¢ro iato thi: grest disclosurs they talk about of *‘arch 23,
in co:nection .ith this.

EN

They toia mwe thet day thet the serrch fees were 14£,00, For what? For fewer
@y

*han 20 nasos the sole valus o whicll are se proof they knowingly did not eonply because
they rofer to whot is rolevant aud not sun.lied; an: becuus: they contain receronce
to what ghould be another suspect wund shoul: have been investigated, the Smmiwa
Chandra Jutt studi'; and they uaskec iujudiciously,and to date have not couplied w«ith
the court's order to justify the masking.

it isnit possible that o148 in search fees could have been incurred in sclecting
out oi th: boasted enormity oi rclevant files these trivialities if the search was
zéegitimate. But i is certain thut trivial as these few pages are they do contain
refer-nces to other filas not delivered and rolevani.lne non=complience here is
overt and deliberate,.

If you - nt to address .hat Wiseman says about this (10) and I sus est it, ho
licse and deceives. “e follows the disforted citation of "agrgeg to bear ii" with

refer.nce %o the 3/Y clain not ¥E to b able o estimate the search fees and inthe
suie sentence,"and neith » L .
L 1.intiff not his attorney objected to this in any conversation
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with ropres.ntatives of the doefenant that . an aware of, anu the fees were finally
peid without protest at thc*mrch 2%y VGT0 mecting"

Ho part of thi. is not false. OUn th lust, we did reserve th: right to r vover
these fees and they ure now clearly an outrage. Wo have this, I wﬁa‘.eve, in writing,
but we also nde it explicit to lucan 2/11, The fact is t at in this long, tortured history
of stalling he did know of & c¢o.versation in which wo agreed to pay and it was 49&33;3
peior: they agr ed t: the meeting fyler ofiercd mxx alaost four ugnths carlier. It is
i my affidavit if Puzan deceived us and diknot use his " o0od of.ices™with his clicnte
Wiseman knew o. this beccuse he supposcdly is rouponding to that affidavite “Yr. he lies.

w0y batk to d#mEX Dugan «nd page 7¢ he subnits that so <ihing would have been
unnecessary if w hoo "promptly gdven defendant written ascuruiices that " we "would
pay th sexrch faes (instea. of waiting wetil “ebrucry 27, 1976)" vhativer he say
be referrfin: to, asidce fron his perusnal falsificstion of ocur 5ot he ing wads She
Arondse when we has to hdm, thdls woulw not -uve obviated the iccessity to re.pond 4o
wiseron'  ar 1davit, o I had aelso told hi. 2/11 1'd have to 6o because non=coupliznce
was ags a4 agrent a. the intout pot to coo iy.

It is dece tive it not mig represent.tive for nir to fol.ow this with "and
awoited the ¢fivsequent disclosure tnst was made on #arch 2.,1476," That has no
relationsiip to the first wiseman afiid-vit, its purposes (Dugan hed said %¢ moot the
case, too) or oud necdis to ov ose it,

iie awdits thig pm{%)ssce in hi. next yraf, "eismiss or, ii the wlternative, for a

Srmery Jwigem-nt at an ecrlior date "

1.

Here (o) i eiteg Jiscmsn's gros: end delibercte lie, whether or not you want
to call 1t this op soo« idng g ntler, of sev ral nurts.
/} They are inthe impos ible position of heving 4o prove & negatives
2) I an gy claiwin : ¥ are i further i.for.ation (not just now anc no% no« for the
first time);
3) "we siuply du no. lve the records hich he clainc we oy

(,l) What he geve us 12/3/7 is "all the information we could locate and release";
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o

) (se is carciul to cover this lie by the adied qualificatior "which the ﬂeputy
at orney Y .onersl dec.ed responsive to plaintiff's request”;
6 "and we had don thin before ve wer. netifiod by the Uopartment o, Justice
thaet rlaintif? had institutec tods actiong”
7 "the further saterial whieh nds astorney's lottar of ”egyfury 3, 1976, stated
he was interssted ing
¥ "therc is nothin . nore we can do in responsem;"
9 "he will be furnished _onlyj, se. the non-exenpt nateriale..of ous “emnphis
field Cfiicesd

I hav: taren sach provision gn. willi »d rea. eszch in th event you would went to

us thicy as 1loiustrative ol 3 doelibersteness of th decention of the court beczuse

[?ugan cuphasizes it.

1)They are not in the sition of having to prove a negative except that [y they

couis prove 1% they coulin get avey ith non--couplinnce, the clear intunt, Yontrary to
what Jisecan swears to = dic epecify esough of what is bein: withheld in oupy3/23
neetiipe + wWwas careXwi to feldl harn anw the 251 lauyer that while the burden of proof
wWas 000 on me and whnile L would net get in a pocition whers I wouls tell them enough
T now oo aode to prove furibior withholdin, I rocosnized they hed no first person
~0Wl dge and would telli tucw wueugh o pedit them to shake more loose. Instead of
codne into this an doealisg ith discnan's affidavit, 1'11 include enough here.

I vols M the maukdng was risiculous and showed him - and he with some embarrassment
adreedf%hat it included well-xnown names that hal been published internationally in
sultimilifions of copics suiw ceuatless articles anc o ecified in the suilty-plea hearing.
To vrovide what is wrengobuily uacked is not to hove to prove s negative., Thic is rue
i the oth v mucder vietin wnoso budy wus found at the #tlenta airpors. 1% iz true
throusiout tho Jew pages given us 3/20.

I told hiwm he had pictures of the so ue of the crime as auyone would expect and
that the sources included the Lloecal police and other normal sources and that if nec-

esturih coulu an. would give the number identifications and a description of the contents



D)

i 1-tew proved in court, whes wo tac bes o chuanct to resd the documents, that

arove the awistenec of othors tiet ar  coverea and are identified in what little

I toia hir thwt want e udes Lol over o

: : : H i 2 £ L [P S T L5 o v .
vas used exvensivoly io o uonls gase end thwe - auve cucolpts for the Sppdng of cartons

of what i ol ply covered o it ot T othie guilty=ples houring

nim thet L heve sxasdnec countless spocimens of evidence 1o the clerk of

the compl's ofivics i cphds, Laribons . ity wiee Bhet Lu not ocue case was there an
puhachen Sil ronort but the specimens were sll properly identified by FBI ~eb numbers.

i b PR LR
He nos Leon derecteu wy

ne

Li court o 1) Jusidly sl the masidng and <) make
fonew goares. for goo eegeene piobures. oo nas not done edther and neliher
requires taat ng prove o nogativa,

fodhe tido fe owythingg out gll the nonecowpiisarnce it is encush to umake the point

Yoot he Zen't bedioo tvuatidfal oaerd, Lnods Lt oee dots Bugsh, who was in court if his

434 not Iriorr hime *h re e ne neued L prove o negative, There ls the intent
o porply i Lolhiclde v sove hin coowl specniics for producing: these withheld

records by ne nors tha pnone collse His gun ¥8l fraising $old hia these

peint vo include what the FEX handbook says

s
LY

111 e sdidne a ouote after

Loco o slob L draft.

1,

I shpwed hin the few

o, B TS RNV SPSRVE S Y - T B} e 2

e siboof ek vonepivavy lndictoent s tedla hdio that in
‘ LA R i s e v £33 . PRI SIS Err gy e -»w- P -

e washinsten Sirmioghas £le, Lo dictever supported doover's sresc

or in Circinghan toese Led Do be Uiod Lo rolevaunis 1 bsver sald
sab o ofices. AN Lo AR oaaudactared ddrdinesc thoy v Shroud ine
2) 4his is nou weredy o ooluid o At ds ot Just nowe I seid this in py letter

to syler 1ost D“ ombes ad Ln has never zksy Loon donics until this false awesrine. I

v proofs, ao 1) shogse L coull huve oclod €2 1, ether svespects and
ouokisnod rir stajen o%o on the sketchese L told hin I have still others and their

v

Til @ have to. inds velongs in 1)
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Dugan has personal knowledge because I told him 2/11.

P») is a deliocerate lie, as 1) proves. I specified emough 5/25. it is conspicuous
that Wiseman meakes no reference to this that I reocall nor to our proof in court by the
documents he mi did give us that he knows of othera.

4) Le may be hiding vehind "an: release” bui again I gave hinm specifiecs, he
fails to say he usec these proofs as lead and instead says there is no more without
having made or reported making any further sesrch lor which I did pay $141 already. 4n
example or what can euphasize this is he does not say he aske. the WFO when we told him
we had proof of receipt by them and if he wanted us to would identify receiving agentse
Do you want tc attach the}&ceipts?

5) Cl «rly what they gave us is not all that is covered by the request in any
interpretaticn anu my specification to Tyley remaing after almost 5 months without
response,

o) Here L{'d note the date of our appeai and the aunount of time that pussed
without our e¢ver being informeu that they would deliver anything. Did they respond
at all? It was about o months after the request we were never told would be met in
any way until aftor we had to file because their non-re:ponsiveness f{orced it. We
gave them plenty ol time,

q) ois °anét ve "further material" and is their selection under our request.
There canht ve anytning uew in this ana isn;t.

d) The most obvious of what they can do that they havenét is with the proeofs
and leads + gave idm and with what he was tole in court by the court end with what I
showed nim Irom a mere glance at what he gave me 3/23/76 it is a plain lie to say he
can do no moOre. “e admitied 3/2) that the masidng was wrongful, so at the least he
ino.s he can provide thate jfe admiticd these records referred to others that exist and
are rulev.nt and ne here iics about ite I do think this is deliberate, or perjury

with compiiance now the issue,

9)ufiering what is in the Hemphis Hg only and that after the powm tine promised
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is. to his sersonal kn wledge, clearly inadequate. osut ne even hespee
"non~execpt.” Liic oans fo omooars for the claie vhat verytidng thers 1s an investi-

gatory iilze. aerc 1 note thal he Jag nsvVer o pecific. havin o yiidas that is exer ok

>

and wiser tue dav he nas io Juosify the exenpilon by westia o turdon of aonf, T

- ~

bt use thi. as snciher jusddiicsliou to ask for an dnventory. but ia

think we ni;

Augbon and sirmingham PiYed CfUices and he has nod

%

further answor, bthero

yet said o word amoou: olther ddiive whe proofse < jeve kit

I think she will get a catulogue of ¢BI horrors fro ¢ <ing “uzwi's seloctior

and shouwds, ito f.‘il\yét:;‘ Gl P v ooaveonsl kngale.ge of 1t
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overloading nove 8+ have o 1ot bhor see clowrly thet what iz burdensaciss fo her is of

G

chedr crestiol, «ith dv havin ' ¢ » purpose of violsting the law an: enticlny her inlo
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Wiseman Affidavit (exeouted 4/21/76, or after four weeks)

In II he alleges"full compliant™ when I personally pointed less than full
compli-nce out to him and the court concurred in your allegation of less than full.

At the end he says my affidavit of 3/23% deals with "our methods of complying" as always
carefully limited to the 4/15/7% request.

III1 says he is limiting hizself"to only those of plaintiff's allegations which
bear any relevance to this litigetion," le then imcsdiatel; eciaowledges another possible
interpretation and says if directod hy the ¢ urt hs will file a "supplemental affidavit.”
He goes farthar in evadiug the point and the besic purposes of discovery in saying he
is limiting hiueelf to "only our zethids of ccmpliance." On this basis alone I sug:eat
you move to sidike it as immaterial. ERSFEIIR gathod is not the issue. Compliance is, I
have given hiw specifics to asddress on compliance, the Judge issued orders to Dugan, and
all have been ignored. On this basis alone there is non-compliance and the af idavit is
entirely irrelevant even if it oan be interpreted to address compliance because his
dedd dinitial and aliecontroliing affirmation is "my affidavit treats only our method
of compliance w»ith Plalntiff FOLA requesta.” His plural. inis is further disqualification
vecauss in II he limits thic to one request, that of 4/1 5/73:

Could we add that it is also contemptuous and a deliberste new stall to avoid
what is certain to be emlarrvassing? ie does not at any poiljt address the amended
request even if he here says he is by use of the plural.

He told us he i not familiar with the lab tests so his gratuity at the top of
2 about what he "honestlyf" believes is incompetent.ie told me he is entirely unfamiliar
with this and it was not part of his training.

There is no basie for seying zs he does that my grafs 1=-22 ax "are irrelevant
to this litigation." Thgyaddress compliance or non-complicnce, ar a proper seang of
discovery and his failure to add%gs them, as I see it (confirmed by your recollection
of their content by phone carlier) his refusal to address them is exactly the same as
his refusal toc sec if 'hers cowld hove been nen-compilance.

Can we include this and the similar in a motion to strike?

25e The court has already cecided and ordered answers not rhetoric. I'd lay this
on because she did overrule Ryan on this.

24. Whatever this is he is not competent 5 respond and say av.Mor: foxr striking?

25 again is outside his competence. It relates to "The Department of Justice,"
as he says, not just the FBE, and there is no question about my accuracy because, as
is now certain, he personally delivered more thereafter and so have two divisions. I
vas correct and he is not tellin; th truth. Hehotually contrives this one to be able
tc go into what is irrelevant later and to lie immeiiately below, "in meetings which

1 have attended or have knowledge of." His attendance is a fortuitpous thing because fhe



22

firmec it three days a ter the only meetins he and I had. (The only other meeting I
nave ever had opn this was ours on the spectro, and am I glad he has brought this in!
If I donht come back to it remind me. I think there is vasise) Ryan also admitted the
truth of wha: I aileged in court and in these papers, as does I think Wiseman in the
promise of the “emphis rucords. Wiseman did in our ueeting,on Birmingham. This therefore
becoues defamatory as well as deception of the court?

My "vartous FOIA suits.” I should come back to this later but again don.t let ne
forget. There is none, ever, againat W 4ir which they did not initially lie and later
deliver much after swgpéring to full cozpilerce, The point with spectro is important
because he makes i¥ an issue.

T ide is deliberste and obvious with the 3/23 material alone. Ywo waya:
that it existed and he, pe:-sonalﬂ,, delivered it, too-little that it is, after I
filed the affidavit and prior to his execution of his by four weeka; and by the
specifios I gave him, plus you&," as 1 recali, on the Birminghag charge. I have listud
other specifios about, ahd this pert uakes me think that we snould attachm the receipts
where 1 refar to uy 4f er of names if he ne -ded tham,. “e didn't ask, of course.

However, there is no single instance in any case against IJ in which gfter I
gultc accurately claimed withholding and proof of it that what I alleged was withheld
was not, ii @ incompiectely in scue cases, not provided. In one case I did get a sunuary
judgement, . case L. wuion he latir refers. So if he is as familiar as he swears, i
he not here syperin; flhsely, aside from being defamatory while hiding behind process?

The "additional muaterial" he provided, that miserable incompleteness, is not the
way he "spent an entire afternoon.” When I found out how few pages he was talking
about when, by your prearrangement, 1 phoned him to peport we would be there at one,

I ordered and paid for copies of all-18 pages. This was before that meeting. So he
lles even asbout the rest of the tiume, the meeting. It was devoted o trying %o show thenm
that there is not yet anc was then not yet oomplie:néze.

He calls this "the latefst." For me it is only th. second, and there would have
have besn the first if they had not asiced 41t or the secoond if Tyler hadA't. We asked not
for any meetings but only for what I seek under FOIA,

He not onl: has not gone “"far beyond" FUIA, he hasn; t ctome face to face with it.

He ie incompetent even to lie about "as in past meetings™ where there was nothing
like he represents. This also if not suitable in his aff{idavit and I think we should
complainf strongly about his using en affidavit for propaganda and on tris added basis
askthat it be sirickens.ie hus asserted his expertise at the begigning, therefore he
knows this is also iuproper.

He lies apout my "uoving %o suother subject.” Pach time I was specific and
there is no way of proving it except under oath, where we can go into the proofs.

However, what happened in court 3/26 ought be probative.



incompletenes is even the Budge's expression ond Dugan's admission. somphis FO is enough.

I nade no "oral sequest." Whet I d4id rel . ic cho. him where he was not in
complisnce, the current state of the ease, as I understand it, and no other coccasion
for any weeting. <y ths way, we did not errsnge for it to be in the Vffige oﬁLﬁg&l
“Younsel nr ask for one of them to he nrescnt,

You ard I both did what he says I did nct, told hiz of wha* was not supplied
and existed.

Her. ke ic trying to pass the burden of procf to me. 4% iz his obligation, not
mine and if you say this reeemphacize thet what hs delivorad 3/2% iz proef of further
relovant records not deliBered yet I paid $14k for the s:arch alone.

26, ¥as his affidevit in re pons: to interrogatories?Ostensibly. I chicked.

wnet is duterusting to we here s an admission of non--gom liance and kuowing
non-compliance:™,,.the answera do not statﬁthni they are hased on »ll &nformation
available from all FBI files pertaining to the assassination of Vr, “Mng..." Does
the lav roquire less? Am I entitled to less? Is he obligated to less? If I pey, as I
Javays have, even when the amount repreghted what has i bo frzud, they have to deliver
what they can find., He here admits there iz more thaf he has not providad while simule
taneougly having sbove sworn to couplete compliance,

The interrogztories do not have to ask what he calis this question,

The law requires it. Your coiment is, az I think, %o shov ncr~compliunce.

“eesall iufornation in the files we reviewed,"

Wro is "we?" He doesn't gven claim to heve "reviewed™ the righ: files. We
are entitled to what can ba f;und iv any sni gll files and he hes slreedy indicated
the known eristence of others not searched, ae I glso speciiied 3/23/76.

Where he limits to whatover is "ecentral records” and further to in FBI lig and
thon licits further to the "day-to-day"” after her coxpericnce with Rosenberg ete,l
think this woul: be an aporopriats plece *o includn that siblerish of file designztion
in th. bsgic source neterisl list ond allsge that the lav rejuires complisnce ané not
artifical end meanin l:ss limitations, whotever he may be relerring Vo here. ¥p has
acknowladged the existenc: of oihe ungear hed filou. Yhil: swearing to full complience,
I think we have to give her this ons, esp.with the fratt precedent of "substantial
compliance" where we proved non-compliance. The sermantics in what foliows is worth
doing something gbout if you went to. Thz 58 fleld offices is an artificiality. They
never asied the three most riulevant, DC, "emphis and Birmingham tefore he mwore to i
full co.piiance anu when he with all his training xnew there was no picture of the
scene of the crimc.

We didn't ask him to go beyoud what the law riquires. All we asked hin to do is
what he refuse;. do what th. law does reguire,



I @e: in this line another effort to rewrlit: the law in procured decisions
based in all cases on falsc representations to court.

If they have,as t hey alwaye do and know they do,fliles in = fidld office that
are i@ not duplicated in DC, how does 1% require him to go beyonfl the law to get what
the law specifies and does require?

Lt i5 to his knovwleige fulse to clain the “emphis office is the only one that
can hold information.again X and bBirmlngham at least,

Whether c¢r no: he qualifies hime- 2f o what cun nause “he Ful to grind to a
sereechin: halt, as ho does in a reireadiuy oi ¢he Wiliiums effort #n T18-803 and whether
ocponot he ia nn expert on Coungressionsl dirertives to the F3le- can any be more over-
whelming that its vote on FULA? - his claims coned with particularly bad taste and
timing vhin they are fol owed imnmediately by the finding of the Senste that the £Bl has
engagad in nore than 900,000 illegal ani unCoistitutional non-eriiinal domestic
investipgations. 4f all of that {1l .egal waste of fedsral money anc FBIL effort to not
wreck tie #BY it 1a not about to collapse fron compliasnce with this law. There is
gross and callous indifference to wight and wrong when, having coumisted these iiost
serious oifenmes aginst law and decency, the FBi, through wiseman, cocplaing that citigens
are avaliing thomseives of the insionificant redress it was within the power of the
éommss to reant In restitution ~f gll the FBI abuses. Were it not bad enough o have
violated the law, it is worse to prot st thet the littie thaf can be done in venance
and rectification is ruinous. Wiseman et szl here are slso another case of spending uore
time, nmorey »rd effort in trying to nullify the law than the most .otal compliance
could conceiﬂabl?« cost,.

It is alvost tire for the b'cast with doward so L'll lay thie aside,

Whare Wigeman tallks about my prior charses « tiak tha’ we oen perhaps vest
heee rether than with “iity, whose aftidavit I have not yet read byt I'm mskin:g some
guesses about it, go into what the Government gsid about these chargee in court ana
sith his an¢ Jugan's getetdion of a selection from that cese, have not werntioned. ot that
my charges heve been invelid but the opposite, that i could properly wake then ad ine
finitddn, With a reason thet gives me betier credentisle tuan Wiscment I know nore svout
this subdgect than anyone novw in the FBI,

Getting this before her with & Pratt decision ce.nit hurt and does answer

There will b: other pisces to use this if you donBt like hore. I favor here
wit: the proof »f “iity's nerfiury, »hich can be very sizple, direct quotes frem both
disagreeing ones, prior to gettiug to iiw, I am sure he can be dispensed with summarily,
which I think wili be betier,
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Tois deliveradfess of s,éont is further compoundo: by wnat F ‘-émz #1344
gwaars to, “in our istter of “arch 9, V976, that we were’unabvls o fwudsh an sutiate
of the speCial Searcll 1'ee8 that MAZNL Ou LICUTTGU, ese’ SUL bl laBguage o) Xk

S ek ein 80e FaSFEel gUOY s L Ble AT RN add30 avdrwese:s e, fn Yoo sepgeaute
2Laiiga8, or suan ourtlon fhereot ar Gab Teadily e eBiAadudl,” il de Sl il sdile
DGR, % WNACH SAYS THAT the POUester W8T e  NURRILed vs Uhe austdeipated coats”

1t 15 totaliy and ilikewise doldveratsi, falas 30 swyy o lawodiately follows,
frzither pledotifi sor hie sviormey obj.csel 3¢ vade," MLio welerrii. o Towe Jaller
of “wxcnh z, Y970."  « pover spcke o 2. Wiseman kil hareh 2. 1 dad spoak o and

i¢ obleut oo the fadiure ol i pOVRIBUGL, SO B9aws 4y o0 wedeite i wonversalion with

»

&re gan, my Tirst cpoorvindty for el velug fob wGoseaui & LB, Guigur, i1, 1570,
-!, . , P < . c:\ - g rgas?
Ao s o my &0.idavit, i WiGCLUASTOG Mhu G L WU Joulnied
Lt La alsy OOVAILS WhGY WL f hde FAVOD (he WiWeoCLEAR) asourdhoes 5 sienl
SALALAGr wud nad receivec re Yugdd’s pro.asen Go ly Ygood ek oificss™ with nds
cldent 2 Wit what nod ap edrs Lo 0% asnvie jusiiiication e salc he goula nol COniTOL,

guesticug ol good faith do not rest on plaantil. oM aods »o0l0d).

Lt is less than fedtnimg 90 Bay “oh? L0688 wiww Jlasldly i woihnis gt
at the sawch 23, 1776 meetings” +8 save fron the Jiust SeBdVi. U8 Jlifiee oU Lol W
oA 04 LASE LeuBa Viw Ul B Ul . pdaldly FodUdid o8 wiae W Rencicud aacnn vas
BULDOSSULLY PRl 8 b the enged adame o Lor an Lnieonal doportoaantal duv Stipabaiiie
Yids had puen awiuy repolied da SUC plet sariior. KeSPTVALE Mol oLgnd 1T ot Twlihuuy

protest.’” KOIeOVeTp 1T Was BOU pussiule te pay thess Ye9p ab any ewrl.st Gl VUCHANE
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Er. wWigesan aever ocomouuanskes (e te po. thers is no conbrovy nloassiion ire i efisdavite
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XoGdy TAT LY atiormsy #ould by away Jor & WIck beganndng aboub the Ulas ne SOuL. Ve

receivou ExsassanizxIniXEriR "puar ievier of Carch Y,1970," ww 1 was awiy the o) - dng

weck, Prior to leaving my atiormey arvenged with ©r. ugon to oo firm to me the date ..

this .eetdug of “arch 23 because I was to be away and was away beginning the sardy woming

6t Ere foavd womels L 3 T T o [-.-:-.,wfﬂh 111'
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566 Tlhis drawty stil. thinn#er the phoney interpretation of what +yler's letter
aaid, sven was aovoute S0 1 won't"really wont" this "mate:ial." And I'm responsible
for the threc konths of delay. «nd 1 suppose i'm responsible for w#hseman naever bedng
free vhen we knew I'd be iz town,

This Y"additioral nat~dal” is "additibnal only osecsus: it wat not provided
earlisr. <+t is nct new in not being included in 2 firat r-quest. A1l ol it, little
that it was, was 4n this r.juest. They had merely deliberately withheld it and then
pulled this stonewalling with Tyler's rewriting of my request to eliminate what could
erbaprass .J andi ¥ble To this he added a new formule for suppression:"There can, of
course, be no denial of access where there is no record; there can be no appesl where
there has been no denial of access.”

37.4iseman says nobody has denied me anything that was "withirn the scope of
(his original request," anc he says he expisinec it. That he gave me a single paper
sarch 23 is abundant disproof. That more is missing is further disproof, I gave Wiseman
plenty of indication of withheld zaterial and the uere bulk of what was officially
announced 4/29/7C is overwqyéming proof of tie purposefulness of this falsc swearing.

His representation oi “in's call of 12/22/75 is *totally false. b asied ne
searc of hime Tyler's lotter indicated that certain rolevant pictures had boeen
collected, I asked Jiz to call bicause I was going to be in Washington. All we wanted
was to be able tc see whai had been guthenfjil later made this ssme request of Dugan,
who romised "good oflices" anu thereafter never did a thing.) +f these pictures had
not .een gathe ed there¢ could have been no search. There wa no demand for an over-
night search and how coul: this pos:sibly be alieged with regard to a request of eight
months earlier?

38 answer the #F 'gratuitous merging" with the new Civil Righta wemos on it.

Le admits the oblisation "to make every reasonable effort to comply coupletely “
and provides proof of refusal., ¥FO files is one, B'ham another., Not another word on

pix after 1 tell them some of what they have. Not one of the documents mentioned in
thbse few provided 3/23/76. “one of the masking eliminated even when he kmew he had to.



There is whut seems 1o me to be a new preposterousness in this fabrication{l
si.eared with sanctimony. ie is actualiy X swearing falsely about what may not even
he wovered by 2 C.7.R. I read the quotes he uses tu apoly to pequests only. Bgéine
ning 11/28/75 this was no longer a roquest. *% was & case in court, There ies no pos~
sibility of a claim not to be able to coblect with o Judge to order payuwent.

39, 41l is irrelevant to the bureaucrat determined to frustrate the law. “y
paraggyéh deals with coupleted investdgations in which these records have to have been
coliectec. Now still anothe, ean be added te them. There could not be any investigation
of this crime
without collection of the c¢vidence dealing with the crime. Yet the claiu is now made
that this was done not less than fpur tives - four investigations and no col.iection of
t_h basic svidence? When respondent brags in public aboernumbors of records totalu;“j}
more than 200,000 and separates & special category lizited to ite new "investigation" of
the crdne and gfigr this al.egedly couplete search juts the total of documents at
well over 2,000 and gives me only & few pages - pages that prove the existence of the
still withheld - there is no irrelevance in thle paragrpéh and tiere is no honesty
in the :lieged response.

#2 41 We can ignore but L'd rexmdnd o1 tac lie that we dia uot oier o nelp
locate miscing records of that he needs any nelp. Ridiculous after ywstercay's announce-
ment.

42.,The misstated question is with & long re ord of lying and then of the agents
who performed the tests sought quitiing when faced witk the poasibility oi having to
testify under ocath, with the vast amounte of obvious withholding in this case, a
record of lying to withhold is not irrelevant. Lor is Wisomans fallure to make even
pro forma denisl while malking imputations zbout "p»laintiff's good faith in this
litigation."

44, Ae specified earlier, it ies false swearing to allege that ay request was

"naver effectively received" until the 2/23 letter. Were this not true, as it is, it

would alao be true that each and every Wiseman word relates to the initial request, not



including the amending, it ia apparent that he knew this to ve deiiperate false
x:nx:u;s. sWwearing. {»g aven his formulation and relating to sinor evidence. Wiseman
knows that he did not comply with my request becuuse he provided further "3m
exarinations" 3/23/76

47. I'11 have a clascic example ol the FBI's report-writing for you if you

want in an affidavit, with documents to altache. Ufi the top of the head, in U in &0,
the field reports on Uswald getting his literaturc printed sey it was not Yswald and
as rewritten in S0G it came out as Uswald alone, The sume is true of the first inter-
vievw with Connally, fde s:id he turned and saw three buildiongs, as the backe-chanuel

FBI records show, but as given to the ¥Warren Comcisuion this was rewritien to make
Connally say he ssw but one buileing, the ©8DU, natch.

In this seriss oi non-responses Lhe; argue that i do not have the right to
prove non~complience, it is that simple. &nd that they have the right to prevent me
by refusing: to answer proper and justified questions. It would have been less trouble
to respond tham 4o resist responsae, particularly when the same defendant represented
by the same Office »f t. . Uuited Utates ottorne , has gone to auother court and, if
frivolously and spuriously, there alleged that I failed to exercise discovery. They
want it all ways but never to permit _roper and necessary questioning o: their false
repres ntations to tiae courts.

The dates are ®e meaningless becaus: the dates provided canit be accurate and
complete anu because we have eviionce of testing much earlier of which no siungle copy
has been provided,

Prior to the filing ovi thio affidavit the district court had ruied there is no
such orivaoy (% gave vou a clipring on this) and in fact this ic the first tiume
thiz same defendant has masked the names of ‘Mose doing the tests. The reason is
obvious— to make it difficult if not Luposuibis to désccverj prosfgwhat ie prebably

perJul'y.

This is part of amsw means of trying to shift th: busden of proof onto requesters,

then denying requesters the capability.



On co.pliance, scareh, afiidavits, etc. You will have the official statement
or tny auv iavistlgaidcs aad o, -ioes st «:de,;"s Poatf i: sdequate except that
i:think wWe mLgnt wont to include quote: fro Crewdson's. Tris, of courss, ulso velates
to s.arch fees wn. trociery involviang lherm. Fotiinger szl nids osn review was of -bout
3,900 docusents . - usilee it P37 anc he estimated thers are sbout 200,000 documents
scattered in field oFfi 2z, This goes great witr that lasz about the orumbling of the
Suresu il wiose sield of iees werc to Le tep, ¢ anc fite fine with Williems, who I think
we ghould use t¢ siovw tial these lies and deceptions are E_;w norm. not living «ith
the lawe

-l 92 e says o when he has to ovade,"I do not feel it i¢ nroper to attempt
Lo set out law instead ¢f facts in an al idavit.”™ 32ut in 51 justead of facts he mm
tries tc set out £ law in o spurious invooution of a nonwexisting right after the
courts nave aceld opocite his clailwe

Jdaing Pratt gnere it i irrelevant ano dofuasstory siad out of context in answer
in 52 without using the cdecislon that is pertinent, on non-privacy for government
empioyecs iua such mustters, le net netting out non—exisiing .awl sus if he waots
rratt 4s this not a good point for giving the two sides of “1ity's mouth und-r ocath?

This io perhaps o good point to let the judge -mow tiat in that case compliance
was gword Lo sith tho delivery of - few peges and atill another a= rewriting of my
request $o oliminute most of it, ugain after I had filed in court for what they then
chadiwee L add cot wente In the end, s8%ill without coupliance, they gave nme shout 20
times as mucnu o they had Jhon they first swors to couplince.

+ widnk we want do get in, with his use of Pratt providing an opportunity, what
they use coatrived ncetigg for, our effort to have a4 record , their refusal, and then
taeir bland anu Jalse mxswxpkim pretense that 1 had abanéged my suit after filing,
Tnis is ou %he claiw Shat 1 sodd - wante! no Nidse

defendant
soe The allegation of false representation by me is known to thce 8%k to be fslse.

Iris evidence was adduced in open court, subject to qgéss exanination, in a case in

wiicn the Department does have soume court records., That it does not have these cannot



e@asily be believed with the nature of the testimony and ot the ease and the uaghitude
tf th. acknowladged files virtusllp %1 of which are still «ithheld,

56, Yy here he is so rogrammed to clainm "no factual support” tual he even
alleges & court record is ™pe factunl supuort.”

5( wWhen we produce awori, competent testimony never ciwilenged iis computer
ahifts from "no factunl support” to "NHo factuad rooponse is decmed necussary.: -ut the
very purposes ol all of this are to emtablish cowpiiunce, motive of and fact of non—
oo piisnce, and whEt records exist end were not produced, This testimony has the clesr
and relev nt purposes of mhowlng thet other records huve to nave existed and have not
heen orovided,

83 Phat they were not ready to go to trisl with the evidence preguired for trial
at the tiee of iriel is not relevent to whether or not they corply, whoether they
wiihhole what they heve to have had rewdy at th: tice of irial? May be a good idea to
check ¥di handbook on technieal experts.,

b4~ 1Is it not contemptuous to allege thatt these interrogatories can in any
way e described ag "my blicf thiet the purpousc of *his +uld litigution is nmot to judge
kre Ray': guilt or kr, Weisbherg': scientific lmowledgel" In each ane ey one, aud 1
have just read them, there ie nol enything thal ean ve decsribec aw "fur toe purpose™
of judging "Hay's guilg.” Each anc every onc is explicit in sxplaining only what is
gought vy the interrogasory, the basis for it and none is net for the purposz of
establ‘:{yp compliance or non-comnlisnce, the very issue in thic cese at this tine,
+¢ ig qualified by himself as an expert. I believe this therefor. constitutes false
swearin.,

‘{5 i'd msk if he hes personal knowledge that permits him to swear that 1 have
been given ali photos and repcrta of anc on the windowsili. If he has no such knowledge,
anu he toid us he has no first-hand inowledge, move to strike as irrclevant, incompetmat.

besides, as= indidg/ed in the interrogetory, I have knowledge or their having other pix,

fro m the “enmphis police. Cobclusions druwn fron avidences contrary to his claim they



"have no bearin; whatsoever on the subject matter of this litigation,” are essential

gt rolovont, T oo now g b Mo v fusal 4o snawer & single question eddressed at
determinin s compli-nee or non=complisnce., —ere again he asrgues law inetezd of aiswerw

ing prover aue~tions, althoush elsewhere he claims 4t ‘¢ ivxproder for him to ursua law.
¥hatever he can mean by his unexplained concapt of "the sudbject matter of this litigation,"
it cannnot exclude getting the records asked for. The purpeses of this interrogatory
quite clanrly are 4o shnw that other rclevant records have to exist, that there is

reason to beliosve they do exist, snd that they have not been supvlied, At this juncture
the igsne is compliance, hence nothing could be pore relevant, “efusal to state the
nurbar of pictures, which ie g sioplf matter if there has been a ssarch, can he explained
onl by g fear that to 1o so would be to »rove nonecompiiance if not false swearing, too.

76 he wretende that "comvarison microscope’ vhotographa, the sole subject of
this interrogatory, are what he knows is false, '"photomicrographs.” The fact is Xmprix
that he is 20 ovasive he does not sav whather these were taken. The takins of individual
pletures throush e wicroseone 4s not in any senase the sume as taking goupardson
victures and as tne interrogatory st . tes on the best ~uthority, there = the
offieizl roor-sentation thet ths avidence exiats and is 1n the poases ion of the FBi,

He calimas the cuestion ia ivr:l:ovant, If it were irrelevant, the simolestway of astablish-
ing +his would be to resnond, ~uite apmply, hy saying no" phée photographs of the
bathroom windowsill or the alleged murder weapon were taken with the nid of a

comnarinon microscone.

These, no* hig, are the actual words of the interrogatory.

T7 1'n not takin. tim: %o check but the best that can be said for his anawer is
that the report of 4/11/68 to “emphis was not provided until after we filed this
interromatorye. However, 1 do not recsll that it is responsive to the interrogatory
about recoil or other olass of cause, like harmer. ve discussed this 3/23 and I asked
them hovw ar agent was to withatand cross-examination without this kind of evidence, lhey
had no asnwer except Kilty's regular allegation of my scientific ignoranoce.

T4 what he cites fronm the sérmingham charge i3 in no way covared by what wag



T N

ka.llegedly sais by the aeromarine people. All they saicd i$ tnat ey saic he was going
hunting «itsi hic brothere The charge says,"...and an individuel whom he gllesed

.- ophesis su;-liedd tc be hie brother, entersd intoi.a zonsdracy shich continued
until or ebout April 5, 1968, to injure, ovoress, thresten or inticidate ~artin
suther sing,ileees”

There is or is not evicence to sav ort tids., IT these 1s + an entitled to it.

If there is not tnon & a2m entitles to ¢ ststement uy socecns wilth first-psreon knQuwe
leige that there iz none. Surely one is with'.n reason in belioving that the FBI does
not fils spurious charges or file cases without evidence of any xipd or destroy the
evidence after the filing of charges.

ite mere filing of the chorge has to establish that there waes gt least one other
suspect, othorfize thers can not have been o congpirucy charged, In this case the
charge iz partdal identification of the other suspect, an unnamed brother,

Un this btasis slone there is procf of otvher suspeucts. The law does not provide
\9{:- £ onoengn conspirecy.

in retended response to my truthful assertior thut I provided a picture and
¢ sketeh to the FBI, he aays they don' - have 3 bu‘ 'we lucated oli recoxas in our
Bl filec whieh are in sny way responsive to plaintii‘i"c,\:'eque;s b e provided uot
one of these "leoecated" rocords. snd if ae he lleges lhuic aever weo &5y othar susp oty
now can ther . be ay recordst Yei he rwears tu having "located" such unproviied rocords.

Lare he ig »lso swesrin: to .. complete sesych of g files without turndng up
{ne public stotement mads by the Jureau on another sugspect, & published stutewent havi ng
te do [" the publicetion of = gretch.

.3 it haprens there was a witness to my providiug the £BI with this picturc and
sketch. The agent to whoo I¥xm thor ere given is iHoneld kife lLichtinger, who resides
«here i do and has his office in this same towns The d-live.y was ace through t.e
suitor of' our local aftermocn peper.

In Lnothor procecdin: there is w.contest d me® sworn testinony of FBI interest
in t.ds as of « nuch later time. There also was last your when it was publicly repsrted

v T
Bl We8 usud in an ofiicisl proceeding. Or, the perjury and the inent are ¢lear



if an alvidavit has wly purpose.

i ‘We o Goes 0T incluce Wiseman, tnes the afiidavit is incompetent,

20y proviuiiy; of auwy records covercd vy the Com laint ca.nLt be considered
gping"eyong  Whal 1s reguired by FOia, his aliegation here. We can't let that gzo
waeol:toste. 00 L Wlie wovd o permacont license e aup rass.

souaver, wieas the daareh did not turr up vt any sapent knows thav have to have,
L5 1¢ 7i0%v doeliberate nonecowpilanee not o svarch in obvious files for it? I thdnk so,.
Ly dpterest is ne. an s Yide frow whdleh any @k public information cormes but in setting
vhat Laloriation the right to which is assured me by lewv.

Tethier foah ab Lw rupreseuts, that 4 refused to be helpful, &4 told hir where
thert wre ruch ceeiches and pictures,asd restricting only to a refusal to disclose
what coul( Lo iutcrprebed es iwsudne Athe extent of what + :new for the stated rcason
that i = dw Tids o coMli eapect o get only that which I disclos—a knowlng about.

aut the law cioc-s%xot iupoge the burden of proof on me and they do have these
TEUOTUE & LIre speciiy auu 3E¥ they are pot all.

Te Ay tile noneresponse M'P. Jlsesen voradns noneresnonsive hy ignoring tho
subseynent rocoris which are a0t lisdited 10 his formulation, Contenmorangcus E33
accomwnts viws o 3o ouhe bost o my knovwledge have Lot been nublirly Aisputed by the

, o e e .. Gid . . ae . .
datartiz. ot of Joatico @@ oot 8o finding of cigutette remaing in the car. And 1

e

Aine in 231 containers, wioh FBI iab markings on them. The

3 .
s e Ao
SEVG eRiead e

@
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Lo wgbien Lo Uide, wideh gan perliaps acuount for fore Wiseman s fallure to be

reanneive, Lo ey day L8 a nonesmoker and the il pretends he was &ll alone,Thet
sp, Wisemer lsnoros $he cleriricstion of the request cannot be because it either was
not clarified or becsuse he is unavare of ite

Ke ithk thds sdolecion that 4+ have not been provided with full reports on this
there thus is o adulssi o of non-couwpii nce. by the very ran who has sworn to full

coapaiance an. biat woesn bhan two poatis elter the sovermment announced it would move

meotuess fro. corplianc.,
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Jiw= 1 tndnk we should include a quotc of the request as amended, If yuu did
not do 1t i Gid in curresponcence. fou wmight also repeat that thedr list from Atlanta
itself is incorplcete, th avcond saying there is nore, they anazed to give me that
one stuﬁéd together ¥ ¢ Troﬁa‘2;7bﬁlhﬂjﬁ i an ef ort to hide this izcompleteness.

1 had veen under ths dvpreasiocn tiot the acknowledged remains were found in the
Atlante flophoise ire. what they hsa said. 1 believe scnes' notes sey they wers sent to
hew Uricans. +u any event, this reierence tu a vew Urlesns apsrtment is & fascineting
new detall we must keep wur .iile Y owdt soo press for every shred of inforzation we
car et v trise Voo oo cnerdosad U tha spoortzess ieo du s nadlddn, boLlocaicc
and photograryl 0 be oo fo Teke o for refsrengan £0 Lt. T4 may s wprise these
seum if' that i~ correct. They'l) 4hen b wenrin: the Whitey hat, not white hats.

Sle “Fare S5 ve begis foo e s 3lesrosion Shat Lo nonetouoonsive, wagl thias
interrogatory s "once o oein ettooting to  diungs James Ford tayte sudldit ta tods
FOXa litigution,” Yers 1% wotericl the ¢oacedite would oo tho Sase 1o ony event if
he had »rn et of o eoreprior, The FBI i cherpe cousniliacyve 4ty not i, found
relovance in ohese ol garedte omoioge oo up8nt wat it scals have laden less sime to
arovide those weports rather than to underteie to deceive to. rourt abou’ tisme <t Lg
fapther Tolge fos cr. ddsemin to proterd 1 Ll rot request this, I 4id in the
alarification of ©l woueat anc 30 20030., JLth e Wisesan un March <5, 19766

This, of course, also gets the the FBI's refusal to cerumit the making of a
TeCord OL SUCL CONI G .GCse g, GRULYE alagt Lo have vors Ful preople present and
sec to it that at best there is o dispute ag o what trangpired, with them cone
sistently toking positions that zre iliogical. The citec example from C.ae.T5=-226 is
pertinent, In that case they actuzlly -leim that 4 d3d not want vhat 1 fi}qd,sult ror.

2eTypical of all of this noneresponsivenes: and decepiion and misrepresentvation
is the rsort to semantics here. It hinges first on the word "located." When people
without first-hand knowledge ar: selected to msked the searches and when the wrong

fales are gearched an: i ¢ right ones ar- not, naturelly what is called for is aot
"located." I parsonslly told “r. Wiseman what he did not have to be told, whai filieg
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chould have boer included, Yhis, of course, is seosuraic from thair dgnoring existing

files in he Department of Justice. I can give a liat of these that do exist from

LECOTEn -~ have gud frow whicn e, Wiseman has not provided a single paper bearing
thece Fils deuisnat ons. o 1isi cawot be complete, Bot I ean give it, together with
samples i rocords Learing these designations. L can also provide corresponience
ANVOIVING Wi wae aarschor Shathes not been orovided. It u.n t be bolieved that ' Te
WLBGMEN oo b lve £ odureil Lhe aveided the late virecior's persveai iavolveuent and
seriously pretend shat he has made or gausec v be Lade hat reasonabl: psople can
cull 4 genuinle sedarche +odn eAbeROS Lu Wildo dce Wisaman pretends doos uot .exist, the
PUreal’ s coraviono i) watn e oy Wi ters 8cecified, wy 1969 request to wnich there
NCVLT G ey TMLLO 2.

Y6 Lnwidy i Lot teve bowe b "oifer po Tactual sup ort.t dre vWisewan, whose
afiiiwativn w5 cnwad Ly witoow. Taciual suv et oo 20 esaod upen his sacona=hand
sliegulions nrly, Xo.ous hetier, e did dieones this s-rch 23.Tae interroratories here
in quest . o rel s to cdetnroe ot tre soens o7 th crimes Yoo court sucavested taat the
governt % coXe acothos aserch oo thtg copdne the leren Y6 calandar Goli. irfersz ve have
hr, Wisarsr exsouting on ariid vit almost a soath later withoubl cefaencs 4o whet the
court tho drcoeted, wbmfrooomimenomeeres Xrisis L a1 Hr, Wiseman that if T were
L0 tell Wim thoge Pr‘.ctnre.a nf which 1 know his renowed search would produes no more
than thos. I apecifieds I elso told hin I could desoribad the contants of dozens and
provids id-ntifications of the f£ilm its«lif. He uay not believe me but it is a false

statoment to ropresent wnder oath that mine "is an wisubsienticted clain IJor which he

furnishes no factual supoort, slithoush he w3 “ron affercd wrworoee oz orbtunities to do

(34

830." I aulso discussad thio A fTe Wiseman's urrssnce with the reprssa.iative of the
Iifice of egal vounpsl and in ny ovesence «r. Lesar ridiculed both about this represcnte-
tion, %ot the vounted FIL Add nol heve o gingle picture o. th )&scene oi tie crime in

ites self-descrihed ascond 1 rosst investigation in it history.

50 this cour. can bettor evaluate the charvacter of these FBI ropresentations I

quite from the FBI's own published Handboof of Forensig Sciences, available for $2,00



frow tie wwverwaant Phiaving Ufiices

Liie rhovography at eriune scens - photouraohs
A.Ehptograph general arinepoone area,
Be Fholopwuvl, 500 Lag syoltions of individual items of evidence within the

Oriue ZOOEE “Tite

Otrer L ctiietiong at thie single point, page 95, i.clude the uze of = tripod,
"Polaredid_roy ceonm orded;"the nse of » woler sr identification labil; +he us  of

fiaak egui«im’,  toe (Papinels ivn ocdghiod,)

brotals v o e UOT went srer oo ther, It cregtled o cockup of Sh sntirc scene.

«

b #1258 amee olac Yere s th e eomilowesnt deception of referiing o.iy to

Tjurdedicotion® Jr 4P cenee oF b ultdnede pereescations (Do uzs an fod fewsral

GOl ouc olvor, \

i ARas = . - ‘ Tl : ~ E O . . e T & . ; e
Tre 4] qféz»e roviee) ot g cnen alioss dw adiocelye el opecial agunt in
K

Chevpe Horvot Yeopen £ #3840 and o covh Passh 10, 196U, 4 ey sveve Bt he was

neitfdied siout Shls arime o apinotes cot3e oo =00t Wes r;éé. in adiately “"called
my wazhd.e e v Cguorbere” wd o cldataly Malsomtehsd aen" ioie she iavestiguiion
thet for aic ceactlenl arvenes tigreuer heanpe su 57 ioventisatione

Wirre is e sloghs roeerd groviced fron the sent under fr, Jen%en.u&e was in
sdreet chorgs w) Vi 1sl's fnveati-afion, voe dostec, LoP U'voe Yhe ngent ia ~harge of
the volnislpru .1Cxras, nus o wolioge teacher.fiers nas Nov yee uesn sny reunponse on
the Cointelpro Sexphis oporation which, live the coatint of sous o0 the FBI's picture
I havs seen, ecan bz quite embarrazaing to the Bu*:au.}

2,

by

Sueh pletures are not ex@rmvt. The FUT Lo hom, ar, Vis owor Xoows thot the FBI
should have them. He qu-lifies hir=elf as = fraines FBI neent, Sprely this igraining
includes no* leg  thsn hat the FBI gells the o nersl pubiles st wher he adirosses
theae thige ot ¢ 2w solut ho doer 80 evasively, limitin: first to"located (my evnphasis)
in our #euphisz Field Ofiice" , then to "non-exernt,” as victures of thic natur: cannot
pe and then still further fo both one of “he seversel requesty and to ao::;e*nte in th:

future that is not in accord with ikt “r. Dugan's com itment of g};arch 26, within 30

days.
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$e &bsont sone special interpretation of "cen be icentifiec oo such in our

rocorda Y thuic response is

: y

10 falsehoode The Fol 1o publicly credifed Wy aithors in

their published beoks. bwom: ol these authore hrve Toashed coplen of #21 rovorte when
in’a;z:arvﬁewin,; witno-ases rertioncsit Ar those repords. ana I v ¥Ex goverius nd
rocords identidying opl orfiedlsls whe 430 menee in thane inds o0 csetings
with writeres If Lve Wigoaen's Ysezrea' dhd nou doclose tois then obviously he neither
conducted nor intended enwiidi that 2ould be gelied 1 5aarch,

Sven his releverce t0 nhoslsg e roecalicd extrsGition pavers to “r. ernard
Fensterwald ia not true. Ther werr erout b0 o oun b ddlfer-nt aeyse un the zecond day
1 took s Yeustoowald 30 rey et they ove byl me oo b grrangrarmonts Jov tris

were made by we, not vy, fensterwald.

The eitetion oo “r. boga-'s aus oo 1Lt ol S ver s e veny S, Hiscren
does not usutioned aakin - *he tropes T ol Toly coael wrndon enougl rtEias

the Burest e she maseah 10 ho o heos w0 AT Lares,
~“poause 01 are Wie man'e rovrccentetion 27 o psdve e Acm Lo

this iuterroimmbtory elone <l broosuvoe o0 the Logasdencs wlooowbor o fe

M.

QKo NOf=T upous., T mdert e drtorrative b~ the Yaurt 10 he were coec (L 00Ul

whicii fites were included $n thde cicime? "arscive coc aetall o low! Dl Fad Teaw i g
FBilig™ filese 1o v mowledne the {Picisle wro Jilted those voles are volt §o0oWie 13
my knowlodge there ars refeconces in the Director's files. Vo ry knowladge “lhere are
refer nees 0 domaptnondl Tllec, if D oliwou taese Lact TR coset o mnnoaacrsien ! Gl

ik

not les: than what 2 koow 4o availoblo e Dy, Wioopmoan an’ voapanahlr acen 3

W iGe
His ispudence lies o the g,'.:-m;uit;d()w; gwrestion out o olsee vhion cordng Tron

e

a stonewslling respondert in o Freadg m of Inferoation caget’St 12 o cotedsss thut ne

mak: ingquiries of e el Lodividusls he nrusteee”

Plaintifi did rot nzneg all., foadufif7 bas wuat those sub ors who nave puoclished
have written. Plaintiff =130 has published FBI bum afeora, lige he sus_estion that the
alias "Eric Starvo G:1t" couses fro. th writing of .515 aand when the Bureau kmew this

to be rulse. Plaintiff's request, th. propriety oi which has not been contested, is for
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tie Yeparwicot’s sLblic armonavion o tudse Other parts of the Yepsrtment have found

(nC ek Golivered auccouyéte records or condact with thfese mud other press people, so it
wply Lo a0 tvi. v oo e YUY hae none and it in iikowise not true thet the FBI
could no. iioay s,
3. “ne "regponse’ here is a Iriveiity or vorse. sy sesreh o the files uwould
at she voor tenst have coue ac-/rosss wigoences o i oo aest ag they chould of my

-

own et cee e T e ke s ol o L twve Loon orodenn o Ly oalls ot of whe Dopartment,

-
or

the govemnent by ry ooy, including diruetls frow e Lo qot ooeessary Yor me to
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eVer,y S A uuw:}xot‘ iopose L bur:fmufn of prucl un e ~u 4o Wit puspon b, uacse
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<
deseribe. th ¢ - ar A0 o LePrups SOy Lhisd Wiy i Uesestievineatiate] o bav. 0 factual
BUDNOITe s | +1€ Loiifngt U0 UNe dbscliuselory o gquaon ¢ ceific oot LD siwre had been
'R JOLU ool Y Despuiieon D coiebilioves ool Lioow Lo e pnard v sedren:

"Iwo ol these s4riters credit the rBi in Lhedr bo. ke, oo deebara wrliie:
Loal by
resortadLy Ay "vmu., SUULe . CF sl TEROMLE Wl waot Bl woc oo dolo Th Fole cawcllor

1

WOLLeY & OWWLAod. 20,03 3 La Bl Wl BoC0Ee LD Uhe wae Wl Lon Lk, Cuaes farl sawg's

ot EdY ons 2o oaoures for his

siater. 3tali aos hier Writer Golew 0% pov iha, -av nol

sarly writihg onh oo Hay cosa.’

the 1den Amede

3

dith rogard w o whs Loy, /e [av's private corresnonience on this wag i interceptec
and xeroxed XRXXBARAMH =o0 sula OF I Lo publis Ju ada ih L daeds o6 @uach the Vepsrtment

cuords out the BB does

has files. +1 ig pol on easy aaisor for weilers o
do this, as now i: well enough :(u0CWhe «le widamal il sioeoss in the ¥4l cup check {iles
and likices bepdun in with the levier "F2, we he doun wov reresont baving donee

Lhere 18 16 houest way wl deseribliy; an diter o.¢ ork cottodning these specifics

as "unsubstantiated” of/"with no factual support furnished with them." Nor can it houestly
e sworn to that ihese writers have "not ing to do with the F31 " when,.as the inéerrogatory
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itself shows, they had very much™to do" with the FBI and as the fact is, printed

~hat the Fil wanted printed.

84, The 4iseman variant of FBI smxmaxkém semantics here is trens arent,
“aturally he offers the "entirely unsubstantiated” opinfon that nothing is relevant. and
naturaliy he liumits ahd qualifies this last non-response to "all FBIHQ files pertaining
to $ur investigation regurding the sssusaination of “artun utner “ing, Jre"

Even after 2¢ pages of this it seems incredible tnat an FBI POLA/FA officer,
in supervisory capacity, to., would be able to distinguish between z..egedly "inve:sti=
gatory"and overtly propaganda files. The one placc one would ggg expect to find public
records of the rBl's propaganda operations would be in investigative files,

In the e¢nd Ky, Wiseman discloses the method of the F3l's non~responsiveness, there
having beun not a single real response to any of the 84 muWaemhes

the Kaowingly wrong Tiles.

and this, of course, gets back to the Deputy's schema, what they do not find

candt be produced or appealed. -

in turn, this is a formula for the executive branch to/man act of “ongress
unless the courts prohibit anu pujyish it,

In V iy, %&n alieger without xymeifia specifying what he may have in mind
that plaintifi seeks "information which does not consist of 'identifiable records.'"
Flaintiff believes and avers thai there is notiing in nis complaint and amended complaint
that is not an "identifisble record" and asseks specification mm instead of "entirsly
ansubstaajted” allegations.

"hile it is perhaps a leas unrrasonsbla interpretation that bas been found on
80 many of the preceqding pages, it is still not really accurate to alleged that
plaintiff requests "the identitiss of certain FBI perspnnel." A more accurate
formulation would bc that the FBI give plaintiff undeformed and unaltered piblic records
of which he has been provided altered copies. There is the directive of this court of
about a month prior to the execution of this affidavit that all nasking be justified,

o date 1t has not hap ened. ghis is the first téme the FBI has masked the nanes of



if9non-secret lab personnel engaged in gonesecret work. (Consistent with this it has
also masked the names of‘;gitneaaee that huve spueared in public and have beea cited
with thelr full names in public procecdings; the names of publicly-known murder victims;
the names ¢ jublicly identified- by the #Bl itaolg\égcnta £ whe were no more than
couriers.

This false vlai: Was alleged afterjthe federel distriet court in this jurisdiction
held to the contrary, and if anyone should xnow this it is respondent who filed this
contraption, if not the afiient hims=lf,

There is the likewise false and likewise unspecified claim that"the inter-
rogatories also request information which has to ve crested, inasmuch as we do not
possess this information." Mr. Wiseman is careful not to use the word "records.”

The purpose of tie interrogatories is not to produce the records thenselves, Inter-
rogatories are s discovery procesa., The "information" in response to them, which does
not have to be records, also does not have to be "created."

Sven here the deceptive intent is btmhidden. While this request was amended in
accord with the pz ‘;ederal fulna, while a Conplaint waa filed, h- refers caly to
"his April 15,1975 request,” whatever his nersonal intc-pretation of thot "requas$™
may be.

It is an intended misutatoment of fauct to swear that "answers to most of the
questions propounded in the interrogatories are contained in the naterial we have already
furnished plaintif:." The simple, street-language response to this is "put up." Plaintiff
velievesand thersfore avers tha$ if this were to be required of #r. Wiseman it would
bhecome obvious that this is a direct and purposeful lie under oath.

VY is explicit in declaring "We have intcrpreted the FOIA as conferring a duty
upon the FBI to furnish a mequester all reasonably identifiable, non-exempt agency recorss

in our poaszessioN...”
The law does not include dr, Wiseman's evasion,"reasonably identifiable." “egsan

and he, from this afiirmation alone, sesm to be strangers. The law's language is



7

"jdentifiable,” wit out the flexiddlity of whatever uay be "reasonable" tb Mr. Wiseman
of others with a veated interest in sup.ression of public information an' non-com-
pliance. iir. Wiseman nas identified himself as a supe:visor but not as an exvert on
"reason” in any event,

~wheil names published in the multi-millions of copiea are masked in what “r.
Viseman personal.y has give plaintiff, and when more than a imonth after he has ad:imitted
the unreasonablen:ss of the majfing he had not replaced those masked ooples; and when
the court dirscts a justification nol ysixumis provided after a wonth, xxxERXIAEX
angxextwaxe there is s more dependable measure of re. poncent's intent to comply or
not{ corply than sip Wiseman's self-gervigeg representstions = with or withput his
subtle escape hatches.

felfmps the best measure, of compiiance and intent, is the fact that he has delivered
fewer than a hundred pages when the Attorney “eneral's own dewscription ol the total
files is of more than 200,00 documents, many more pages. “r in the Department's
descristion or the FBIHY files as holding 3,500 documents, nmany more pages.

In saying "to give the requester an oppoertunity 4o av-id p-yuent of sibatantial
special search fees," sr, Wisemar apyears to nove had in rdnd 141,00 in slich fees for
18 pages of rasked records. Tier: is a more painless weay of avoiding search fees~ not
to make any request. But once g request is made, is clear an: understood, it is neither
“r. Wisenan's function nor that ot any other person in any agency to decide for a requester
whaother he wanﬁ what the Hr. Wiueman.:} deoidedto describe asﬁor.i.pheral

This pretendeﬂytender concern for ciltizens, in ar, wWiseman's unit, is 4in
plaintiff's exp.rience unique with #r, Wiseman, Hia as ociates have rewritten the law
to deny requesters a chance to examine records to determine if they are relevant and
have ordained, vongress or no longress, that the requester has to buy the copies they
s:lect or get none at all,

If piai.tifi had any need for others to “"conduct’ his"scientific and/or historiecal

peagsrch for ndm, " kr. Wiseman's words. frou plaintifi's personal experience the .ast



The
piace to which he woult turn is the FGI FOIA "Freedom of Information"” unit. XEKB mere sug-

gestion is insulting kithout vasis. 4t may represent a bureaucrat's attitude toward
an enactment by the vengress, especially bureeucrats who hesve lived with a belief in
t:¢ unaccou.teiility of furctionaries in o mupresentative society. It has no factual
justification. Reguester's requect and omplaint are corpriliezaible and specific onough.
4n nibther ie there utot + ¢ reasonable cind ou: T tte;ﬁl#/;xs & roquest for eid in
research of any kind.

a1l of this is closked with lese grace when it is recalled that ¥r, Wiseman,
personally end under oath, deliberately misrepresented both the law and regulation and
even the language ol the UePuty httorney Yenerel and besed upon tids flimsy contrivance
delayed his fig-leaf of coupliance for months tu extort unressonable seerch fees, $141.00
for 18 peavily or entirely rasked pages xmxfmx iron: files not smaller in extent than
7,500 documents, whetter or notfhese include those of the lat: Director - and not
including trose thet are encompaased by the rcz}uest, the admitted 200,000 more in the
varicus field officess. If the FEI coulc sell @-files at this rate, th: budget
would be balanced.

VI Filaintiff, prior to i»: beginning :f the res lavestigotios eancunced by
re. ponjent April 29, mad: exactly t is demand on the Attorney _eneral in a letter
Mr. Wis-man hss not seen fit to quotefor misquotos ™2~per “r. Wiseman did not, perhaps,
on an: v fore ~pril 2%, anticipste this eventunlity on a higher level. But when there
ere an admitted 203,500 documents, not pages, as the official statezents do declare,
it is &) avent that "The FEI is "ngt "being pisced in the near§impossible position of
attenpting to prove a negative." With a wretched 18 pages out of 203,500 documents
(other than the skimpy few mor: frow the lab) the laboring mountain of the FEI has yet
to produce a mouse,

Heither Mr, Wiseman nor snyene else has yet to claim that the request is
not understocd or is acbiguous or is not for identificable refiorda.

Plaintiff believes and t erefore avers that with theme admitted 203,500
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documents it is not possible to make any requeat that should not produce more than
1€ nagoe wil that the affirastion “we simpiy do not possess the records" is false swearing
that is porjury.

slaintifs has, in fact, stecified f rther records to WL Wisenan, Moreover,
plaintﬂff has obtained from the Vepartment of Justice copies of relevant FBI records
necther iy, Wiseman nor anyone elsge in the FBI vas vnrovided, despite the direct
quotation above, This produetion by the Depertument, while woefully incomplete and on
the l'ace containing proof of further withholding, nonetheless is absolute proof of the
falsity of this swearing,

“ere sp, Wiseman did not use his characteriatic semantics and evasions about
what is included in the request or what may or may not be exempt or what soreonc else
tola hime zée is explicit in the material falsity under oath,"we sizply do not posness
the records."

There are pther and obvious proofa of both the falsity of tide swearing and the
duliberateness of the intent. Mr. Wiseman has not even produced the acknowledged
request by plaintifi of 196Y.

with incomplete knowledge, plaintiff can oroduce abont a half@dogen file
nucbers from which “r, Wiseman iss yet ti produce a single sheet of paper.

There were three boxes oi <31 indices delivered to the “‘emphis prosecutor.

“p, Wisenman mskxsmsy has not referred to these. “@ has not offered access tc them. e
has not askeo plaintift if he wants them.

Perhapp the reascn lies in the problems the Memphis prosecutor also had in
obtaining rl records for his Droeedgion, fro:: which he sought relief by beseeching
the vriminal ¥ivision. But it is a fact thst there are threec hoges of FBI indic¥es
relevant to this proper request and fron them not a shred of paper has becn produced.

When under oath 'r. visewan refers to "all information we could locute" and
plaintifr, not frow _r. Wiseman, .as the proof of these three boxea of indices,without

regard to the rest of those 203,500 documetns it is on this bagsis algdne ap arent that



there is deiiberate fulse swemriliz about the material and an intent to nullify the law
2.6 overwigdim the courts with bu.rdensome and entirely unnecessary works

Al equal.y transparent snd egqueliy d=liberate added felse swgerin’/fol ouwal
“aud we hso Ut tids velore we were notified by the i&}oar’ment of Justice that plain-

il hao inm this livigmtion,”

Bew as $8XiC  pages are cospared with 205,X0 gdocymepts, the fact i: that even
1569,
this pittence of papsr was not provided until #arch 26,/that is four months after

e filing ol tids actione and the Tiling of the aetion, rather than being in haste,
plaintiff deferred froi. ipril 15 to Msx=W povember 286, 196f.3. Tns tine difference is
Biloegt - full year.

It iikewise is a {false swaering to the uateriml for sr. Wiseman to conclude
with " hers is uothing more we can do in response to laintiff's request" rxeept for
his carsful:y-nedged ;zrom'.sez}o;:‘ the pie in the sky of what ver he opts to rake available
of the “‘euphis ¥i}éd ifice files., ~o plotures of the scene of th- crime, Nothing of
the dashington Field vfiriece files, dothing of what continues to be suppgressed frov: the
sl #80 files - and God alone knowe what percentmege this ia of tithe cofijcially
adud tted 3,500 documents there. wothing oi tue ofricielly-admit+ted 200,000 other
documents, not sages, in the ouicer iield office filies,

The d:li-e-ateness ol «li oi this is ili®ctreted by the falge affirmation that
il tiese Cifed oitice [iles wore %o ve searched in response to & proper inquiry the
51 woulu collapse iite an inpotent snambles. et exactly this has now beed ordered
by the “ttorpey “cneral, -ho Beuus to be less conterned with the imudinent demise of
*’ize ke

The source of the public inforustion & is/izmate"’ial to plai $iff, *f they
CO. € é‘é‘:’%ne late "gﬁector voover's personal stagh or from any other ropoeitory it akea
no differcnce, riaintiit's le interest is in obtaining the public inforuation hc secks
despite *r. wiseman's re,pﬁeated nisre resentations and improp#tatiribution of contrived

and felse motive. if there couwld not ve full and coupiet. coupliance wkax frox the



aovw admittel 4,500 documents in FBIik, .iven e wil ingmesz by the law-enforcers to
abid. ov the taw, Cnat wuuld we SUTPrLGIiLge
sta . for v, Wiseran, the decision to announce the ertent of the relevant files
v - made av* . ris affirmation sand the anpsuucument wan made eight days later. However,
the of "icial snuouncorent® laoves no doubt that the ropres-trtions of the inited States

Kttorney's Office 7 e ¥ IEA7 ¢F Thomas Wisoman er~ flAse,

Jipe st some point, with the AG and Pottinger hzvkng sikinned Wigeman and
lugan in particular, with the itransgressions so apvarent and proven, - think we fshould
in court uake & jfaughn motion any a prayer for relief for both of us from these
represaions. #hen UJ wmtt admits 3,500 Lq ¥EI documents and 200,000 others in the
fiela offices and we get so few pages, even a Pratt waudd have tvouble. Green is not
a ¥rat o and this, if forced, ofticial admission of the cmtent of the records, really
is a kil er,

wote, friend, that the rield Yffices are so much more extensive thal Hq. Not
only ror this litigation byt as a generality. It is tuuir dotge blowm, 4ir thcf.fchose
to filo cutside o7 Washington, that i4 and showld be thelr orobleg, not a nesus of
escaping the purpose ane intent cf the law,

Hice situation. They ke.p about 75 tizec as much out of 850G in their arbitrary
f4ling systom \easily retrieved at ta¥payer expense if SOG wants) and then bleat that
they'll be ruinex ir they have té go to these field oflice files.

They have given us wiscman as a goat for the slaughter. Green has been often
and extensively abused by thesce dirty tricks. “ere i think they have blown themselves,
L think 1t would not hurt ug, the lew or its viability to of.er him up as a sacrifice.
fAe is a crumbun who has narjured anc seeks to nullify the law and defrmud us, i'd like
him to ve lefying acfross the altar in the evant# she thinks it is time for ax knife.

It this hap,ens - one tice to one of theae wretched ones - it ray deter the others.



Ailty afsdevit

T I3 heflivdts hirsedl to the unamended cowplaint nonths after anending.

is ther. o cate o) aiffovence in “would bo'sm as distinguished from "is" in
Ypesy neive to plaintiff's reguestt™ 1 think so.

TIT Y have asieu aotudng of Lie fLI%s lab's Kdsieddapesiahlil
orocedur ine ' 1oV &sicd 10w records. o they il nov Jdo what is com only done it is
s seperate, siopl mactor for this 2xpert to so atteat,

Radtier than colkdng me about Loose irrelevant procedures he delivered snasked
lecturns on my allesed isorance. The law does not require me to be other than ignorant.
but 1t does requirs hiu to dcliver what l:request under the law,

Phis 10 oy second msourht seetdng with hine The first led to a nuwuber of

verjurics by hdme To this da ke has yet tu deny he did perjure hiuself,

a

Howoevory AT Lo had askd me to agk him sbout these alleged procedures, that
would s€ill be irrelevant to &y revuest. Yhe fect i: that none of this hap ened.

Ve Ules mubess (o correspond tr'o our interrogatory nucbers,

e seys lie is sdiressing wxe my afiidavit but Le addresses the interrocatories,
In ways i cun't Tollov. were Ly .cierence to Interropacory «0e 1 uader interrogatory
4G, with ar "Item (4)" when %hoss L. none in 1} affidavit.

e L mede a anoneacoidentol owiteh norce The interroseiory asks "what m&

‘note piurel;) of btest’ would be Lerforved. ile yXtus® rephreses this into "Item (4)

@ w8 % fype of exeminetion \hoth singulars, note) end tests which woud d be used to
detersioc whvidkey whether or :of bullet : siz! or bullet £ragnents have a cogpmon
origine” *his is sot the loaguage of the interrogatory. ¢t also is not the sense,

Gur guestion i ink tewms oi "whother ghere i: an evidentiary link between gruegial
Ateus of evidence.” In any houicide "crueial items of evidence" ias not limited to his
revhrasinge of the interrogmtory. ids words, repeat, are "to determine whether or not

uliet o owdlet Bragaents lrve a comeon origiun.s” I lave this intercst, but it is not

e langusge of oo Snter-ogatury, which includes nore than bullets, or allerucial

Pom



itens of ovi-ence,” lle rastricta the ineerrogatory excessively, perhaps because of the
Ly elotidng.

in arscer fo the qusstion, "what kinds of test,” "elemental analysis is used”
5 not an cugvers Unlesg he wers o gwear that nothing else 4s ever used. “e claias to
ve s oexperts 0 W0 nuh pak ot taat, % asked "what kinds of tests." To a judge and
a layman "elementsd =iolysis" i3 not a kind of tast,

If in his use he means by "elenental analysis" that analysis of the elements in
the nature of the testdns performed, the means of coming to this inforuwation are not one
only, & qu-stion ha does not address. For exa ple, it can be done by spectroscopy and
by neutron activation analysis. Huwever, he does uot say what he means by "elemental
cnalysis," lelther does the Random Houss unabridged dictionary.

I 41d not ask what "our report would say." Ho#:ver, bullets are not composed of
legé or lead alioys ondy,ms and in this case therec was a cop.er-alloy jacket. if
"our roport would say that bullet A came from the same homogenous source of lead as
buliet &, * 4 believe and therefore aver that he who so testified would have a litt‘e
t‘guble 1t op osing Ww eroas-examination, for ail %y, Hiity's representation of
hig izoecc@ble seientific credentinls,

Uiffersnces betwe.u buklaets are of such a nature that he can and avyone can say
they "could net hove cowse from the same box.” There is enough difference betwesh
panufecturersx and conposition. Analysis cen showjfthat bullets are of different
sanufacture at the very least.

HRREEMBEXRE BRI KA TR GHndhd His representation of what I seid at oud/meeting is
a total and compiete impossibility. I did not sey this and I could not have. perhaps he
would 1ike th: court 4o believe that there "were bullets ileft in the gun,” but there
were not end I have never under any circumstonce said there were. ‘his is a subtle
wind of » cpazands because the rﬁii‘le is desig@é to be able to be reloaded by a simple
device calied a olip, but there was no clipy found with this rifle and there wams

sheprenot only was no other bullet" left in the gun," there was an empty cartridge case.
Without a clip, there could have been and there were no "other bulicts{"$hat either



were or in fact could nave been "left in th gun."

Trie rets to the 9y :poses {or which the Bl contxvos meetings anu then profibits
the maxing of any kiud of record and yeiuses to record thew itaelf for bosh sides.

i did not ask for rir. ®iity to be poresent at tau ;‘_.arcx 2>y 1976 mecliuge &
had oeen under the impression it was the meeting with ““r, Wiseman suggested by the
Deputy at orney general in nis Yecember 1, 14975 letter, a meeting &r. Wiseman had
akways found impossible on tnose}sarlier occasions on which 1 was in «ashington. (This one
was arranged by *‘r. Uugan, not voiuntarily but when “*r. “esar, knowins i woulu be in
vashington moce than a week betore the time, presed for it.)

in a phon: conversation to xim confirm the time, | peiie, 1 Was sarlier that day
8till led to believe X% the .ceting woulu be in mr, Wiseman's office. ft turned out to
be in the offices o! the Ful's “egnl Counsel when we were ush#ered tnere insteac of to
ar, Wiseman's otfice.

At 2 point in this meeting ir., Wisemen said he was asking socueone else to join
us. “‘re “ilty did, then, and in no sense occause of any request by or for me. One
experienoe with #r, ailty's undepied perjury (Geas79--220, Waa wo: Shan ewughe ioWever,
it seems Bh that th: burea u incists on inflicting wore :huii thds perjlry on ue.

While without o tajpe recording, the onc the ¥Ful refusco to permit or aake, it
is not pos:ible to establish whit was and was not said, in this case i can estzblish
the impos=ibllity of my havin: scid what this uncenied perjurer attributes to e,

in writing ny boaok or the hing assasination I did go into the total absence of
a oldp iz this rifle, the irrationality <% of having e rifle with a repeating
cepacity and not using it, the dllogicality of having no seconc shot in the -vent the
first misced, the ingnnity of having no shot for escape or self-defense, and I came as
close as 1 responaibly could in 1969«T70 to saying it was impossible ior this rifle o
have beecn uved in the crine,

Thereafter i had & number of confrontations with other figures on the other aide

of this case. ‘ercy roreman fled one in new City, one on which Arthug/lisnes,Sr., remained.

+ have the tape, Then there was auother, ulth Luc Jorzer proseqilor, t’z\.:,_( "Ju.dge iwovert Ke



bwger and 9illian Bradford Hule. Tne lo ¢ two were with u.rolc ¥rank, Uf these the first
Gan on sSe3ton Koddo Wl and b Last, Lo -ay 1972, on TV in St. “ouls, Hissouri. Lot only
aid I no%t evor say or sugy st in these or any other public aploarances what I also did
10t say ir - 1ni book ikt do Loavy on brl cotics anything like what <re Silty with
deldborate ralsity *tribuber o wne I meve aways sal ok o2oecibes T ocar produce the
tapes of thes@show:., oo $h % will be particudes) L:Torvative on this point s the
first Frank czonfrontation and the contortions into which this total abspmce of a clip in
the rifle crobe him,

it is not vossible that even by accident I could have said what svr, ?ilty gays
I did, The rifle in guestion was found without a ¢iip in 1%, wxkkmak Without the clip
it was iwposaible, mechsnically and physicalls - totally- imposszible for there %o have
bean any "bullets laf't in the gun,” The pos-ibility of o aingle bullet bedn; left is
ruled out. There wWas an empty cartridge casel in the breech. In the absence of o olip
the only »lace in uhich a sin{;ﬂ:n buliet could h-ve been is in the breech, in firing
positicn. .ith the iopos. ibility generslly roecognized outside the rBI of two solid

objects occulying tne sarc gnace ot the same tire, it i aerteip thet +here almo could

lad
o

not hove Deen z agin-ls bullet "Lt in the sun.”

Why vr. Kilty swe:rs to this lie, this total imposcibility, I can't iuagine. How=
ever \in his I1fe also swears Shet he co.dusto) %he lab search iz{t);is casee e then
mows that as of Laore thsn three sonths before this zesting I had the la2b records that
ghoW there was no reservoir of bullets in the weapon and by this absnece show there
wag not. R <1 1 hed not smown fhio and vritten anu .,'zof cen about 14 extenoiviol:
begtandre mmwextha® heosinning sliroot ndx years before this iarch 2% meeting, + lmes it
as soon ac I receive those pepers Fr, €41ty says he personally turned up in fhls search
of the lab rfilces,

wre Biity: foliows this deliberate falsifacgi/.on under oath with another that 4s

¢learly intended as a deception of and misrepresentation ofF this court. Had he hat

eppeared in this mntier an an expert witness ancther zad orshaps lzss severe characterization
LignT oo possibli. But he 18 an oxpert wiiness and he does degyeve and misreprec:nt. His



e

imsediavel, ol ovuln; woras \top; of page D, arel

v, tois gase, T than ore composition off load was roproesented soong the
i
ballets ewa ino,” mi gy of goure, the weli-established seientific faet thyat so
ennont an oxXpert oo sre ~A1by kKnows, nonety shst the copper couposition is <ere
more darinitivs toen the lea. cunwesitioa, and he gakes ro Sl e, expert Saev ac is,

to the exicteénce oo a cuper=2110v encasing the cul-ols aa guectlion.

#ut hou couls *th-re ngg be "more than une composition o £ t.e lead represented by
the bullets exenduoc” wheon the 08I 3 ;.tpffduced a nu ber of bullets having no connections
Wwith thls case, troo m*mtit;tx the :ecords ore ¥ilty. peronally, supslic., and when
as he Toile Yo inform this court, those given to the PBI by -euphis adthorities iuclude
difierent iypes snu &iffersnt canufactures? idow couwld there not be when what was provided
by “erphisc suthorities and is anone the "bullets examined! include suchine-gan buliets
which could not 9&55;5.%)13 v used  ascd are of differ.nt wanufacture?

Aath all due deference to “re 5ilty8s eu: ent scientific credentials, as an
expert witues: be next steter the wron. and irrelevant situation,"conpatible with
ditierent conpositlions often fowk. in the some vex of cawwdbion, -dyone con load and
wnload sl roloart o hox of smowltione Whe bullets dn‘.LiV‘c:‘eJtu wiie <3 lab Lo this
case BULEEEN a5 an ae oxappie, oo By, silty's torsonal cnowi, dge, xkx were in o single box
but were not ol o aingle tyoe o crautiacturcs

Vst thic rejowned expert also failed to inform this court is thet the records
Yoo 430 wwob o lthhold establish that of the few bullets of com on zanufacture that could

wve ben used dun wbat tho

any rro-f, esl.s the "death rifle,! therc is not
all but one-
addy dii;‘l'r:wence wotwes: tie clements identified but most of ther/lack an element

-~

found i the "death Qlat"™ in or. adlty's FBL laboraterv.
-t ol tn sciontific litersture I have resd and coliected, and it 1. considerable

ané can b+ produced, says this slone would have been exculpatory for mor. than 50 years.

witn diferent typos ol different sanufactures, naturally “r. Silty, when he
] 3 y

A0t aisclose tida, con XEY swear to''diffaerent corpositions' in a sinde box.
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bother te trepbie this court with the smouwmt of vgriation tuat

bioBLcAficant opr Lo not. wourt secords abouna in cases of sccuittals becsuse of

differeinces Ln cnopoontion, wouin golng taew more than 50 years in the acdisuce wr,
skohyy Lot Ly poadtisese
:

. — i< . BRI Y .. IR DR L.
Uy NiPe Wiscman, .ore wioly doeL uo. eloGgs he

lﬂﬁel"'oun Lo L

iy e

acs realdze from his forrwlation st Ye was sddressing the first

LYY

arcons of bre MMity'u sclence, wldch lams bl do woth words

o

vilp dng
athe  than dact {(Mwhien buﬁletlz ur bulletv {raoguent st uck which person or objuci or
which parclcwiar pact ol pu gon oF objzet"; we cowe to o ciassic of both sclence and

S@IaNTLUS
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wnfircd shell.” rochinsis wdied)

TP whn cime seteh of amrwnitlon day used 'in two different cases, he continued,
"eho mothod w0ty show a corralasion.”
hen ip seopls o wde by bullets or parts trereof, as of
1903, oth i plocer O ohanlcs’ il NCEe..2uch as clothi s .eemisht 1 ond themmelves to

¢h o ructeization by .o o thedr froce slesent Tovelip."  {Emphasis gdded |

Lo otiie point in his aflidsvil <re ®ilty made no mentlon of what is in the
recuest ane in the Yemplaint, neutron activation s.alysis. That is what wr. Aeberdold
wes talsli. sbout - wow than & doven vears before fir, #ilty swore "Ther: are no

tests a.*.{iable" that can oaf';z__.‘l.ll do anyk of these thines or even meke the "association."

wis Fidedity 4o whiet Jollows is no lest frithful to nothings

y . . N
"IY this case emiscion snectroscopy was used to detormine the composition
of tha edmes of the holes in certain garments and this composition was coumpared with

eloth tiicen frow arecs digtant {rosn the holes,™

Ay the FBI soulda uunt o test purds of the shirt or tie or collar of U+, hings

ol the o garnmernt do neithor exnlained nofincluded in the
recuest o the vouiadnt nory dn arecsnce of any forerain m2iical nurnose, The real
purposs o any such ezaud.ation Lo %y identify the forelsn materials added to the
germents an N0t shows by witcuchrd samplas,

O thio Foviilation tho ot ont o an sxnert could not be more unequivocally
o doeaiv L0 court anc $to Ligranresont,

e court 1o aouge ot tabn nete that S, 11ty has not mentioned neutron

schivation wonlysis, o faiely well developed sicence more than a dozen yeara prior {o

P
b

exvert afiiroeticn eod then vzed iIn the JPY gssasgination, Thie was not uninown to
mTe 0116y secuss DU wac about this, in the part of C.A.T5=220 neither he nor pgovernment
counsel chose fo cite, ho comudtted rerjury rether unicuely. provi dng the proof hiuself
ane wiaer  athe

“ecause wre niady jualifies nicelf as an oxpert hé"’ anawers t- other carts of this

s.lervepet ry are neither faithful,nor complete,



we restriets his answer to items U and A to "eldental anaiysis" without saying
Wha. oo wnng by ite opectrosco’y, which he has wentloned earlir, is not the ouly
HGLW ?c Jdoes net seantion aseutron sctivation analysis, oo ths capability of which the
Sie bmn seen citen, 1L not by rdne
U. "elewental analysie" he says it "cannot as.ociate" .hat s buing testew "to
s gxclusion® of allsm other bullets.”

«2 uncer the restriction: ne cites thin is true, he Tullies to inform this court
ful.y @l to re pond to the interrogatory which be ins "whether." It is possible to
orove the nesative, thet it can by these tests Lr proven that a bul.et Jdid pgt strike
ain ob) oty lige Yre oing's elothin: ao one Rample, (e also ouit.ed this in his
meogonee to thils wnidontifics clothda above, )

L Lo resvonse to the Loterropatory that woks " ohat are the idods of tests"

angagagg e ilty did not contion neutron activaetion anslysise

the 1 terroguetory to widelh fr. ~Llty does not res.ond iu nds 45
alives
uahe%evr-hcf al eges i4 "doubtful" iz wot relsfsant to cornliance

% ot lost upon hice
nor ig "the notes oonersted oy thwe Laboravory." The records sought in this action are
relevente 1 he 4o acourate in hds sworn xxies rocel ection, that sone "notes" were
"ot dated,” thon on thdr basis aion. he cnowds thoere was not cowpliance becouse we
fave nobt o o-Adved Bis and did ael for it

ids "years of ex orionce” sre not nere relevant, ﬁoﬂiﬁ his opinion, *I fail to
se2 ho. th dstes of those wsrticuler exssdustions would Lave eny r-levance to thuedlr
conclusdonse” Yespite all the ofiiecial condrury =) cgations, whdeh oay or may not .
rellocton i this aonereopunse, whe murpose of o iaterrogatories i to establsh

2omuids

0r nou-coupliance, When the £J31 woved iRto thi: case withio rdnut s, a2 the

when serohils SAC gwore, futi thien flew the eviconcs to be fested to washinton that nisht,

3074 e boaepe testo coull wi. sihoule hove becn conpleted before daylisht opril 9. let we

-
o
[
e
=

sAven non. not dated two weeits .ater, not dated watil afte the oclated

contification of Jooer marl Hay's Uingerprints.
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dron test dring for wal istics colvarisons to spectroscepy these teots

oL red N0 mor . tiios than iowve gtatede ~1 the court 4 irves i Yre ilty or ol

mbe th

ieo v sxnooloy of rel!} i cupoly sxRx tio prool dn 8L roecoris

Wre =ilty's "I Cadl to ses how th otes of iose carticular dmkx exo.cdnatio
would .wve any r levance to thodr conelnsiong g oo ligres ion, porhaps to foster d
pronasenda line that ls ap arcnt, that plad tif. was ulterior notive. The question

oi now ¥R is of oo

splianee p e tP thas any conclusion: ar not relevant. lor ara *
~ilty’e opinion or vislons ol any counclusions. “omclusions and compliance ars pot

sraononsuse © ois absolutoly dinpossibleo to belicve that the 2ul Moved nto an toox

over tids case witidn miautes, flew the eviience to wa hington i. £ possesiion of

£33

he

o8

Te

a Tenmphds agont, anc ther i groundd, on oo case ol this agnitude, and did noo ase

these tects Lo7 unoth & two wes

-

L re boty'e &7 che pivoital osart is, wbhother or not fme ‘r){uf: , "the date or

bivorstory r.port woich ineluded $he results ov the Tiresws exacdnations.'

s Lo nobt & o ponse to oy third interrogntory, which assxs & "list of cach

iten of oviionce subg. et O to guy \espha is ad ed) of the tests or ex uminotion cawirat

and “sli dests or exccdootions wivich wore o sde o ouoh such dcen of evioencs

1y A PR
date 00 wnioh eact

18 no answoer to these guestions. Instead trere is irrelevent araument
with the transparent int. nt to decelve thls couabds an example is "Time is required
conduct exardnationse” A second or o cduute is tliuee +t is a fact that those toatu

De, have boen and are conzucted itn repidlly, not onl. in o day, a8 rocords lo ooy

Sonctsidon srowd, but c«;:,”tai;dly i dose than as much en three weekse I PTh Luborotory

expx¥Es roports do not iuecluc the detes on which the various exadoations were corsiu

I pocall not one fwon the past and none provided in this case

it in ediat Ly dpp&j&.“ t Wiy such roports wouls not be doated or

woul el oon the eXpo table crosseexazdoation in eriidnal cases.
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Fired within 12 hour:

LA Clee He Loen 4 tost rocults were as nuch an thre we. s
after this ie o Ll long for any oi the
teoto, specitically nos Yor s wveldlicddos oo oar son W in fuirly rapid after
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Toi was the nost costl, erime in our aiob Tye .t as i secoud larsest ol

investipgationdihe Foi had the in ediot ientifying the killer. Theybegun
wWith suspeotec ruile, which wn Down Lre fnperprints wore alse fows. on
Lhoy »iile as ooon oo LU wns dugtode tre fragmont of fatal buliet wags also oroviced to
thi L ol ‘e

suevery B oA oouls ot oane did not coueect the ldentifiable frageent oo ke
Tatal budiet w2tn he liie by s on hiooo bwnoets tost fivee 1o ite

enis thoo Wi ool 43 orood of the cauce of death or the converse,

jalthou i 1% har nso acdtied L, ) oot rifle §id not fir: the bullet that

sdo o coune 4 ‘I,’,Jl','h.
LAty ovr Lovoaowekht of obfuscution tint lico no much i this case
secn: degirnan U B court and is nisroprosentative, "that the rifle pesn
st Tived twelve hours olber no, %gﬂg's doath has no con ection with the date ol thoe
waboratory soport vhoch docluccs the result of $he firearis exariiation.'
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oot oonhunt dn h ﬁtox’y. e rol flew the presuced koliing rifle to washington.

Md’de,ath. w anyone believe that

rifle had not firec that fatal bullct.

ballistics test proved the shot
was a prima facle case ol conspiracye,

the enze as a federal crine.

eals with overt nonecoi.pliunce, iLhere is

the teste wroperly sought inm this action

not in any single case the
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en evory day anc boasts avout.
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10% he i couwetent in

oruudation thut
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of the stuskes were funded by American anc Cunadian law-enforcement agencies. Une of

the authors is the private expert then under contract to the governuent so eagerly

preassed upon defandantggt the tine of the freasidential assaaainatioﬁ?@z\ﬁggf,

The snd purpose oi these tests is tiw duvelopwent of eviuence within the capahilitéa
of the specimens and the tests. Tris includes ideniificalaon between the various
objects te: ;_ggd.

411 sources are in counplete agreement that the more asignificant of the many
potential tests have to do with the t ace elements. The more minor elemente thus assume
greater izportance in these testa.

For the tests to serve thelr purpose they must identify the various elements and
vrovide a means of svalusting each.

This means tha*t in the tests each elmt} has to be identified and then comgfired
suantitatively. Sienificant variations within any siement can be certain negative
identifieaticn,

It is generaily believe that sgPetrograshic analysis can be fine to parts per
millior, neutron activation to parts per billion. There are variations.

The #81's handbook, under Instrument Analysis (pp. 61 £f) lists a variety of
terte ineluwdins thesa, it deser: hes neutron activation analysis as "A guantitative
teahnique™ that "is}ureé to determine cincent ation." Under "Bmission ﬁgﬁbtrograph"
the nandbock esplains heo each ~lement is identified. (pageb3)

;cng_ggry te “r. a31ty's mdsrepresentation about the time requéred for these
tests, discussed under the late dates those providod bear, the first advantage of
$p66£ronccpy is Ziven ir this hendbock as "a. Rapid analysis of gll metallic consti-
tuents." Ths seeond 1:.?hetection of trecem,.." perticularly with impurities. (page 64)
At this ooint the utildzation of rneutron activation analysis ia described as to "
"deteorming tho clenents within a opecimen, with o fineness "(2) Detects elements present
at serie ver billion level,” (page 54) Une ol the usflee liated is for the detection
“of primer residues,”

The naterial provided falls far short of what 1s expectable from the avffable



scientific litereture, including that of the £Bi. «uestions these tests are supposed %o
resolve are ieft Mxmr ueresclved. wuestious they are supposed {o address are left
wnaddressed, +u eddition, in xX& the same defendani's responses to the same request in
a different case desling: with o diffzrent orime & veryv large amount of information was

providad that was uot provided in this casme. all these factors lead to substantial if

" 3

T -
Do derin

itive guestions about compli-nce and nonecompliance and intent, Thus the
interrogatories se ’kf to elicit responsas under .ath that can prowide indications

1,

beut ecopliznc: snd non-compiiance. Xather than reapond, defendant argues there

®

has besn ao;.pﬁﬁ&nce, multanscusly refusing ‘R provide proof or to respond 4o the

interrogatorics,.

Hios arpuasnts are noh necegsarily aceurate or reaponsive. An axample, in his
65, is the olein that "there wao 1o rezson to conduet any compositional examinations
on th A"'avpty shedl srd powdor,” Ti thors ie to x g determiustion of com on origing
thon thie test provides s means of comparing the ampty shell with the gther samples
of srmunition o the came wmufsgture found at the scens by means of compering “of
primer r~ iduves,” tho vords of the Fol's nenuasl,

The question wen not was thore auy purpese os Sy, Hilty ex poste {ncto sees
purnceen bt wen the trsting dozne. e refuses Lo answor.

‘o faisific: further in the same non-recponce An protending to address the absonce
of £l hesting on the vietd's clothing, which was damapged durding the orive,

fap on yoint of inforwsticon,” he arguss, "had tho firearns oxasidiner been able to
positively associate the 64 bullet with the rifle, no coupositional analysis whould

e Y e P P ek Lt b
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opinion%n what was "necesaary" nine years sgo and in that time of great oriasis is not
sup orted in any way and is inherently without credibility.

s at he acw ¢laime iz disputed by all available sources, includinz his own
lab's guoted hendbock. The facta sre as sistsd in my effidavit and he deses not
respond to thep. Beginning with a "comparison of &1l identified elements" these required
teat recults have no: hecn provided.
insert on TT7: When I then offered him contrary evidence frowm his own delivery in enother
cage he stonewslled anc again attributed ignorance to me, Without a qualitative result
the t st would b limited to id'ntificgation of elements only.

7. vWhen ¥r, Kilty swears that froz his"lmowledge and experience® he doe=s not know
what 1s w-ant oy "normal practise” when in my afiidavit this is slaso descri¥ed as including
"a listing, evelustion snd coupsrison of all the icentified elem:nts," it is aprarent
:hat ha "knowlodge and experience" do not include the published inforration of his
own lab an: that he ig entirely unfamilisr with all the published scientific dsats,
including that reporting studies made with funds provided by his own Department.

the resulta of nquﬁon sotivation analysis are not coversd by his sentence,"ln
a review of th: neutron activation results, it is seen that one elépent, antimony,
was measured." Jo neasurenent of the other elambﬂég Farticularly not when as he
here admits,”the cores of %t ¢ builets examined had relatively high amounts of antimony
present” and determirnations and identifications ar made with traces rather than the
major couponents? in going off into thie he says vothing about what plaintiff's
affidavis Im alleges is requirec of these tests and has not been provided.

vefendant persiste in}efusinq to reapond. *t can be claited that the FBI did
not do what was sxpected of it but it cannot be stated that these comments r«spond to
the allegation tha all tast‘ results have not been provided,

72.8y affidavit dedlares that sortsin tests were conducted and the results were
not given %o me. There are citations of this aboves It i3 not 2 re ponse to claim no more

thur thet "The 'steted conclusimng'...are ineluded in what he has been furnished,”



dgis is d=liberstely evasive I.W. What is "included" is not the gueation,
w“hat was provided is and is not vresponded to. There are, for exanpie, no conclusions
apout the test rowulte on the testing of the damaged areas ¢f thc clothinge. 4t is not
a conclusion that leau only ashows there aud this is a0t stated. Vhare i3 ne conclusion
stated about en§y cf ihe other possible total of 12 other olem nts wss or was not
found, was o was not coupured, did or did not have mueaning attributed vy tio lab.

T3 re milty couliras the atetemants in &y attidavit but does not in any real
sense raspon. to the luterrogaltory or provide any explaneticu o wnas uowic esrtainly
seex %0 indicate v ere are prioy tests results still withheld. The 1lbb's own description
of the value of apectroscopy iucludes the rapicity with whicih it cuan b coupleteds iy
alse crovides Lufornation. tnat is not iscludec in wiei has been provided. 4t remains
a: uncontesved fact after this "mesponse’ that the only cerzain dates of thuse lesta
are as pimintit! said atfter the belated identification of Jay's fingerprinis. The
evicence was flown to washiugton April 4. The certain dates of spectroscopic examination,
thase sume examinatéons with the merit of spesd, is Lk two wecks iastere. with ai. tne
iovestigative and evidentiary needs isf siaply ocannot be believed that ithere was so iong
a deiay in this crime,

ar. ailty offers an unsubsiantiated opinion that "this is not pertinent.®
it is in every sense guite psrtinent, particularly becamse the apgarent delay 1s aso
¢reat when th re was izitially 80 preat a2 rush that the evidence was handesrried to
the labe Th: dates theuselves srce pertinent {0 compliance. There ig no response on
when the tests were conducted, Instead there is a semantical effort in which kr, *iliy's
formuiaticn does not deal with when the tzsts wers performed but rather with 2 von-existent
“reason for not having the reports dated (Kmphasis added) a day or two after completion
of t: . exanination.” There is absolutely no proof of the dates of the examination and
theme ar« .andwritten notes it cannot be assumed were dated other than -hen they were
written, Viic atbill leaves two wesks of no testing in & orise of this nature or other
recoris stil: o hheld,

Seiy o0 v ooaadndng 1 para@@éhs of my af idavit deal with lab worge wre «ilty
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