Jim, on recovering costs in 75«1996 W 7/11/76

Ingtead of using the "sulistantial compiiance"” languege of tho amended FOIA I'd
invels spiris, 4f you have iio Anvelss enything, and I recommsnd against even apirits.
lot them invelte and oite and protestx, It will help us. Our avrgument, as I see it, is
very
S

£

ot them avgue againgt that - but de ready with what “eventhal says in
Anssiga 4n Ms conourrent, which does not agree that enly the wealfhy can sue bscawse
the law is written to make sult and recovery of costs possible,

¥e filed a proper FOIA roquest 4/15/75. Ve allowed more time that the govermment
is yequired Wy the most owerloaded component of yegpondent IJ. Only after there
t oven acimolwedgement of the appeal and aftar the lapse of more than gevea mon
wnwawmt.thmmmmmumamnmam.

bas sinoce been &ribbhk ed to us as we maks official positions mtenable. After 14 monthe
a4 motions directed %o them n particular some compoments have neither responded nor
provided any recerds that without doudt they have, The govermment has olaimed this case
is moot sinoe 2/11/76. Tive monihs = later you received the largest single batoh of
papsrs we have recedved to dade. We have been stensvalled in ewery concedvable way
fyen being forealosed from yespmding by the non«filing of comtless motions and affie
davitas that were prosdsed in courds We ave stilli Miing stonswalled, But there is no
dowdt that there:wms no recason for us to have to file other than en official viclation
of the law aocompanied by what Lt is not without doubt is an official detormination %o
frustrate the law, This izposes oonsiderable costs on us that wnder the lav ave .
Ve arc, the governmmmt knows, drth without regular income or subaidy. There i» ne
or AGRU group Bebing us. We haws andertaicen what the appsals court vecegnisse-actually
says= is a ntional service in the nation's interest. Therefore we now snd at peviedie
indervala if tiis stonewalling dsontinues ask for the recovery of those oasts the court
recognises,

-

-

¥ish you this should fnclude a fee (mthe‘érnntamaaymmlymh)
sd actually cash coste.

With oe 1t inoluds actusl cash coste plus an hourly rete I would ask be thad
of an experisnsed contraot provision for DO, with an extimate of the value of the
frings benefite sdded 0 the MARNE salary. (If there is any dispube ower this ask if
they'd prefer that of am experdsnced FII agent, the DJ having certified to another Court
that I am more of an expert than anyene they now have,)

I'11 do some estizating, If we get buay I'm sure it is not lsss than 500 houwrs,

This is & noelose for uas It puts preasurs on them, it is justified, and if the
Judge tells us %o hold off we osn then ask for help on what is to coms, I think this
will include hearing or depositions.

Por my part, I1'1l sign ever any check I get to you for you to use only on FOIA,
I'd even authowime it to bo given to you instoad of ue so there can't be any claim thad
I am making anything out of this, I do yead the way Leswhthal discussed this question

of recovery to not be limited to lawyers' fees and 's.,
L
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