Dear Jin, o gttashed ve 1996 6/a8/T1
w'WamwMMIMWM¢Mpm X rotumed.
Theve hue been an aluupt vemisaisn of almost all the torihling symphess. Dun'd sk

ﬂ*c
Minmmrﬁmwﬂmmmﬁm

for seve. I can bavely dvag syeelf svemd, Net at all slespy. Just bonds OGthervise ckups
£ suppess 1% is a oonsequenes of vhadbever 11 vas ¥hat dappened and xy senoern oV

uwwmm«mmmuwnawmm
There were seme inteerupiions; sne & walk S0 Swelntom Bead. X 2ad %o slow dowm
Bo 4% gots dhajedabed, It varion dn itwss as 1 ot earvied wrag, But 4t says vhat

1 would Jike yeu %o considew end viat I dkink can aew bo helpful e Thesedey.

32 1 pevk up I'11 g0 over the reverde I've dupiicated for you snd seo if “slm o

ke thes tosorrow, 2
g you'L2 lmew how wesny I ae today ia the suonsl yewmbon of idl's Daslly. R

doslded not dc g suther than have me &rive her for less than s half-howr.

T wamt 40 be move alerk vhen [ amnviste thess recent recosds of whieh I'Ve zade

exten eopine for you to use 4n courk. Teu, e for the helneted o,

I've alyendy sads & sepenwds file of the letters I've wttrn “Wrtingh. I will them

o over then and mae Supiiesde sapies of all fdwmtifiec gerisle.

I've mads ane il6 of the replasunent wnhohettue- sy £irst lovier apecified to Joim
et oty enwuining it be send o giwe Lt 45 you for the julges mnd mnother of all these.
 Sou maks owt uy Sypes well enowgh a0 thet I'LL not vesd this in order to pot the

other things dene before I vosstiwe the latest Neoitens, prodebly Twewdey.

111 dnoluis & eben 86 JOu oan ¢ub 4Ne ooJy WP snd When ues or Tewok & Jeu will.






Separate from bow you wili prove thew and £rom the issues you intend raising at the
6/30 calender call I have some AAFf suggestions of issues I w uld like raised. I would
gugrest that you have them ready esn: ready them and say you erc doing it at my request,
with s subsequent offer of proof at an evidentiary hearing if Dugan denies them.

I would prefer that you do it in terms of deliberate law violaiion by officials,
which th% judge may not like. And by citation of the record we have already made without
any refuation.

Although the govermment has claimed that it has no rocord of my clicnt's 1969 requests
for the public informa¥ion only ncw being delivered ~in part and sejectively - we not have
proof that there was a decision to violate the law on the highest levels of the Fil. With
the records reporting this decisicn not by themselves being from the Assistant Director
Rosen to the Assistant to the Director Deloach it would appear that Director Hoove made
the decision that all others fol.owed blindly.

We have alleged and I believe we have proved that the Department and the FBI have
singled my client out for special attention that includes repeating, continuing and
deliberate violation of hi right: under the FOILA and PA Acts. His testimony of last
September was not challenged then and has not been refuted since, He testified to and we
produced evidence of about 25 FOLA/PA cases sll long fover even interms of the claimed
backlogue. In the ensuin: nine nonths uy client has received but a single record frow the
FBI in response to all these requests - one alr-ady made available long before that time
by the National Archivese

Although we produced eviaenoe that gy cliente request for the reports and pictures
of an Army intelligence agent who hap ened to be at the scene of the JBK assassination
have never been responded to since mbout 1968 and that several years ago soue of this was
glven by the FBI to another, to tnls date even this simple request has not been comp.ied
with, Klthough my client's check was cashed.

]

On the other end there is my clicnt s long-standing requests of not only these defendants
but of all relovant agencies for their files on him These not go back wore than six years,
even to the period when my client did not have the protection of the Privacy Act, With the
Fil, although it has denied i%, umy clients first request was about & year olc when he
testified last September and when we put into the record proof of dimcrimination from the
reoords of tne providing %o Pes Whitten of the rocords on hinecelf roguested durdng the some
tive period. None month have elsapsed. Ynly last week was I told that the records are
bedng cowpiled. There are an adimittec four volumes. My client's belief is that there
should be more. hile this is aleo & reflection of deiendant’s special interest in my
client, out last year's undenis. allegation, and it is a proof of deliVverate discrimination
whdich is a violation of law, it also provide motive for what nesd not and should hat have
happened in this litigation, litigation thet should not have been needed, for the resultation
imposition un this Court and on ny client and me and through Xkmm my client the people
to whos he is xdwmmit giving all bis records tirough a wniversity systems (His second
depo-it of less than two months &go was ove nime full file drawers.)

Going alon, with this deliberate, pllaned, officially ordered and unquestioningly
executed e violation of the lew to my client's detriment and t rough hin to the
dertiment of tne people in whose interest the law was enacted the deiendants wmmiicorEd
mxmxgxthxtx ropresentatives combinec among themselve: to contrive the heavily-promoted
works of syocophancy that h-ve been comsonplace in this fields Tjeir two pereferences
we “orold #rank and Jim Bishop, Mir. Bishop despite the fact they considered him pompous,
both of whom dic write works of aycophancy and both of whom credi the ¥BI for its help.

€HEDK TO BE SURE OF BOTH AVD INCIUD BLali,.

in s ort, while deliberately violating the law o deny umy cii nt his rights the
Jofendants wndertook to bestow selictions to defendants lixing from the identical files
to those who had nor requested these regords under FOIA,



bor date, as my olient alse 444,
' ' hoss affisnts has rvetracted kis false swesring. No single
e hes yelioved §4, Fo single em has supplied so omch a2 a single wecord in what wight

. L ]
Ve ave nov prepared o preve o this aourt sll over again that osch snd every one of
slthans defendant’s affisnts nisled this court whother or not sny amo sicirted actwsl
porjury. ¥ have recerds fyrem evesy ene of those Divisiems which demied having any reoprds

Momauummtwm'nm.uwmemMu\?mhmmma.
‘Wiike we Delieve there ave ether reansns and are prepared, this “ourt so desivddg, %
offexr proots, there is & osmtral Sheme in all of this; deliverate violation of the law
i daliberate denial of my oclient's rights under both Aote.

Anoiher motive also 1s apperent. Thewe was a deliberste, permsating and never
addint deadal of Jamee “arl Ray's basic legal and constotution righta frem the mowent of
hs syyeet and we bave no resson mpt oontinuimg todsy. (ne of the vithheldimgs in this
ourvent nabber is, quite clearly, sn interception of cemmmications in M, Ray's offerts
$o obtain counszel while he was in Fagland. This def: t posseed details of his eofforts
in his own defense fiux the tine they delidened Mz %o incjuding intsreepiians and
copyings of kis letters to his lawyers amd tholr respanse to him. This comtimmed even
after the trial jwige ruled this tc be wyongful and illegal, We have ceplen of thome
intercepbod ocamuricaticos.

Guing along with these and what my elient regards as other sad b.sdo abuses of imericss
law and jwinoiples is what he yegurds o s & eomination of delibergid devices to frautrate
who coeplisnce was promised snd proceedsd with when shis court issusd no centrayy order.

%o degin with a vast Bube Yeldbergian mechine for complioating snd delaying renponse
%o my clients vequeshs was strustwred. It began with defendant’s ccunsel misvepresentation
that there oould be full complinsce fyex the FEI iy file. Then it was extanded to providing
all of that file to xy olient, He nov welogses it and is depositing all of it in the
widversity syohive, However, most of 4t dose a0t relate $o his requests. The time consuwed
tn giving my olient what he did not ssk for not cmly has delaysd and contimmse to delays

® assure there would be disputes and nonwcoplisnce guised as full complismos, of the
pothaps 4,000 FEI agents who hed some perssnal knmovledge of this investigation not one hes
mwum

t can be asoumed and 4t is fact that fer remsens ranbing froc what my client has
of'ven snough %0ld the FAI is dwe diligence in pretecting tio rights of other to the
208t inoredinls stenewalling there hss Decn an wnended ssrdals of what Uy now are countless
theusenls of vithholdings fren thesusnds and thousands of pages. This include the most
pudliciaed of names, countless elscted public offieials, convicted folens whose nanes are
witheld so.cotively, no end of what appasred in novepepers and magasine and beoks. ‘

Whnt ny own cltent published years ago is not held 0 be imaume under exemption ®(7)
if not alsc other exempiions.

demxmdwammm~wmifﬁrmmuw
deseribed an investigator files. “n one auch ocase of vhich I was informed only last week
in a vlssted case I was actuall 4old that the transcripts of the svidentiavy heawing held
in Nenphds in October 1974, a hesring for whieh my client 444 the investigating smd 1 dtd
nost of the questioming, is part of su inwsstigatory file and thus demied. Yhe witnessen
vhess tesiimony-covered and reported by all the major media « includs the plaiadiff end
end ks dwe bothers.
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né by whom? In the office of the Deputy Attorney Ucneral, the office of appeals
ané of supvervision of "cowpiiance, by the head of the subordinate ofiice to which
the investogations into professional responsibility are entrusieds.
Here e juiges hinself- and certifies the public record is withiu the exemption.
It is he who wa: in charre of t e fourth “epartmental re~investigation of ifeclis
whet 1s now boing dolivered to ry client in this instant case Hichaei Shaheen
now tells my client's lawyer must e kept secret despite his acknowledgement of the
open guldelines statc. Ly the new Attorney Ysneval,
There now is do doust that he had physicsl poscession of records not provided to my
client, e simply wwore that tne lau dues not np-ly yo him. And held onto the records 80
other componenis could not comply in the remote ovent they might have been tempted to.

Ac sn exsmple of the extremity to widch deiendants have gone tv withhold what is
public end were it not is not exzempt there ie a sewspaper otory in which on all occasions
one name is blsckzd out en the claim of privacy! It ic the nemc o0 the onz live witness
when Yames Earl Ray was extredicted. The namwe of Ssorge Bonebruie {her and on the commtlesd
cocasion on whichk he was an expert witness is what is blacked ocvt Sn this new:peper
atoYY e

Wel) known pubiic and poiice officials whose nates have n-ver been nade sacret,
oven in accounts of their press conferencese

Aliases of convictei felons are whihield unde. the claim to privicy. 411 these nanes
are publicly known. Where the nsmes are aot Jituh.ld zlisses are. These are 212 nattors
of conrht a i mbiie r o ord.

"he names of subpoensed witneses (ave owen wicuuold although thoir nopes ond
addrasges ore available in the court record cna have been pubilsheu iaternationdlye

UnIsEEEEiNExREsARiEny tony ccencions my client has wri ten many leiters calliag

such wrongs wo official attention, Hi- latt rs to t o Director remain with out answer
and they go back to last year. His letters to these working on compliance liewige never
receive writien wesponseesdezost without except my clionts specificstion of improper
withholdings reasins undenied.

When it became spparent that the #espondents were not going to couply with the
language of *he lww ard ere going to perpetuate what we regarc as a long ni.tory of
stosewalling; when it was obvious t 2t the sisiemenls o. vius Lowrt peont nothing %o vecpondent's
soents, my cliert, in an effort to ease the .ork and assure coupliance. of :erved indezes 0
211 publiched work, My client has had index mude of the gudliuyy=piessx hosring Al of the
two we i of evicontiary hearings., Both have been declined. liy client actually statred having
all the indexes of all indemed bocks conoolideved inéo a singic carg files v ofizrod
thi« it was told it was unnecessery, thai the analysts had ali the booik, lacldading my
client's, snd were using theme From tha, time last yoar 0 oo $hoers hac be o syshenatie
withholdin~ of material ana names that have besn public for years and are i<emized in these
indexen, With regard %o wh~t wy client hac published this coutinues to the praszmt[.m
ankyza . TANZRE R TAFBEXZXPX
The whipsgwin: never endse althoug. it is now beyoud ygestica thet @y nlisnt's roaixote
~are or nine venram and this to resoondent's knowledge, respondent rixyx has imposed and
then not adhered to arbitrary elleged sequential procasdurcs. tv zliento Las rroven the
el a mede to this conrt in thke regard to be false, Noneless, after soven years respondent
upposedly complied with what was the April 1375 roquest. 5 cliont proved thi- te be fz1sely
gworn. There has been no reliving of this false swearing beiore this court and no releif
to my client from it. The basis for this atfirmation is sworn to b the very file from
which ry cliicnt has been receiving records. fhis court was assured ticrs were no pictures
of the scene of the crime. We have proven that ncl fewer then three ssis were to ocur know
ledge within that identical file, Under the supoosed second request now a year and a half
old althought is was a specific request méght years ago we have been given colies of ons
misidentified set. At least one other such sot is in respondents possession, has not been
mentioned to this Court and has not been produced. This does not take into account still

otherg known to exist, those we believe are still kept in the field offices.
8 court wa: assuved under oeth by S& Wisewan an. also by AUSA Dugan that therse



pever weye any other sunrects, Toia ig tnirue. In the same file 84 ¥Wiseman swore to huving
goprched there i w gine wanged that Motés s total of 400 other o ests were rocorded
befors Jomen Forl Ray was Sdeorkedimebofemncr iy ¢ narcts water theus vere many NOTes

Coupownded vy wdaitadul ropre entatlons £ = s Courh dheve nis been an elaboraie
charade uf cospiiance that rescins fonecoEpiionces when this Court did nov dir«ct olnerwise
once @espoudents oiiered oln v thani conplianue my ciient felt he had no choice but Lo
accept and hove there was otber than what he then suspected, more stonewallingd t as as
he Loforued this Cour lasi y2ar, with those records he has roegived farther velidating
his otrterents that then end since have not been challongude

When it was appercnt that responaents were goling to have to provide some recoris
they selectel those fliles least liksiy bto contadu whao my client Lims gought all thoese
years. My clients apecification ¢f othur files iu shilch the ~ccerds wost {oportant to
hir are stored was igoored.

Honetheloss mp clien assuves we thers ore sthor a.f congiderable valves in these
records he ha: obtained, fie he. for thls reason pres apred thor efactly pe he Wwoa meceived
them, “hev sre all going to the wnlve roity syster that will raceive 21l hias records. My
clicnt's description c. thew is of & monument %o a non—investigation. The volume is such
that few writers wilt be able %o teke the #i~c to berir to ortract what is i thefie <V
client hes t.en thi ezhaustic. dico snd hoo orecered sove guldes for scholays of the
future, “e hac found = who methodelogy of auhstitution for criminsl investigetion that
nonetheless represents in sous asPects ool ndably dicathen 4o Antall,

My nlient ascares that in this vervel evoruity holds few sacrets. For tue most cert
these fow are neurces ay ciiout Lls not coriala ho o tro ki, daoan aren o that the nsmes
of FBI nronts already in the record in shic instant sase omtinuge to be withheld, so
astablibhing how much is secret is nol eusy @il fad ot L certain, Yhewo 4t dc velevent to
the owire Ltsels tnese are virtually nil.

dven ss applied tu rbi o, oniBe &yl BELTIAL B0 4oavh BT rouen wonld by nere
li-elr to cousult newspapers thun a wivereity aréidve of the nagnitude of this cule

There are very Tew FBI ageats whoes laeniliy o3 BBy agents s N0l R

yith regard to thes: my client's requests that the withholdicgs be terminated are
ontirely linited to where trere is motoricnl significance an! vherc thaoy uoy be enzential
to dicrey ry, which wouls be lirited to establishins “he existence oy son-enistence of
vhet $# is o rmare to his renuest, aot the fr .u rt vovioions oF 1% Yy reeponds

Ko clienty has gone to whet for hir is censiderable tvouble awd coet 1o
the recori- that for nhir ore original recoros, chpme sup 1ioc b
case he ho- ~rovided rme with duplicates ne bos oaid tor as thal ihe records given i nny
zo to *he nrchive he has established.

When there is unnecessary - thholdingfxeomxf there i on Upwellinn treatment of
histery vo bolieve to e Lorelgl 1o Vim Lenguwa o ane Lot of the Lok

Bt +here zust be a distinction wofween wint is logttinntely vithheld undor auch
entirely propor standsrds as wExsmRnE s “unwercanted fnvasien of nereonnl. nrivecy
ans what in an overvhelning majoricy of the thousands of instances is not even private,
wh.ther or not unwerrantsc.

It 13 based upon rapeated assursnces of .efom and chance that st the last status call
my olient asked wme L0 ramise no ..o8ues oL “kis und siiliy medur ve € han ~irnnl learned that
thi~ meant the withholding of wiat had not been witheld esrlior. Another reword for his
patience aft.-r all thes¢ years wus the aclivery of ceoflotely # ~gornrehensible and neaclessly
indiectinet worksheete the only nsaps of checking both the recordis deliv-reed anc the
possible legitimacy of the vlaius to grempbions. Ones my olient dirccted me to tako the
ofticial wor¢ factusl errors apseared in thuse worksheots. ¥her he lost petionte and
retruned indistinct worksheetse ard these sre copled fron priodngl voeords e they were
renlaced with others still not clear. Ho he: them witt him today, these that were replaced
and all subseguent ones, the copies provided him, nct coples he mace If reevondonte guestiim
his representation they are available for the Uourt's own exemingtion.

This is an area in vhich my client has professional experticc, If th smallest in
the sountry ry client is also a publishers He sn he slon prepares his books for printinge
he is coufident that he can testify to an easiear, Taste. and cheaper resns of providing
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Ro Lold acrd Looovration o By lepible A0 CILAULON.
wnoTocio v the skeylsts woradiy, on this case has
st ore anvential e vesn, Thero ie vo spece fop i 16

Wi te* 4

g TPy per 1

L

at la g oonfidort of thie he e bere snd Mow WLl T0 S0 L0 &
Weohington co:nrvr'cia. erists, hove the draft prepered in 1i4+tle more thae o few xdnutes and
ther hove & preduced 0 o bhockyard movel prirdfios plant w}m“ﬁ ha lives, this revresents
BUOTTOU 1Y L theo the cpaballity o7 *he tovefincneed FUl shoco feeilities are unc

shoule L& moloin anl claborete.

zhen wy cli.nl conplain~d ohovt zevorirs «hfch Lad almest nave of 1o weges doudsabad
Oy heavy ray tones thooe pages were roploced, withont reoeivr of the copin- machine,

Tl w64 b muchine: that will nopy reabnodeallr-fed originels at a rate of two per
sevond sicustuinecualy col ating 30 coples. Ahese sre nrovooted by sorvice sunrsntees that
awount to aluosi i stuntansous apwecrance of g service technician. Yespite this my
citents atill received incorplete covies of less then normel leribiiity, sor- tines illegibilitye

Whoeot oare o vous sbttachrants that in 21l cases have not veen previded altl sl
zocords state these epttachments are thysically » esent in the {iles, In al. -

the delivery o theee vaoords not o aingle svch atichment has desn provided
oriclvsLiy witholddos,.

il regard fo soveral lesy than rfeoithfol snd defametory references to my climnt a
single phone call would uﬂe Meocuced the orisicgl, the sonvee of which ie stated,

wy clieatl s age o to osolend thic norticler o of hurdred of 1llun-trations bocause
the rproduction of ;iw withis ~1¢z strschment wonld enable %o ‘ﬁm prov. the delibroratoness
Oi i ddshononty o unal record ant the seeveet creatinn of = fzlse end defarntory record
relating 1o aleo bl hle te prove beyond :7u€%st,~on that the descripsions of
hive ans Hdo wbciiudes of Lo nes Lrname '*ﬂ“awiﬂhzmbﬁv ar 4*’1’*:%:'1‘-.*3313' falaifdiecd. he
suthorizes ¥ us to state thet he frepared to svoduce & witneos to confirm hiz ant o

Lo bily unda. opih and gublect d¢ 210 bhe  mensldles of ©

it is + velisveclear that there has from the [i-at besn & continuing camordim to
viciate the 0t anc #ny wy clion’ Bis rivhts under it by whntaver ne na poasible sinply
pecanse wy cliont's work i of difeferent oriintetion ond divesfisn ths* thet of those who
achdeve consisersble public Lb o i on s ssoeven s o1Eontt s peanrd of gosnpeay in Cact
is exceptionnde

velalliit | .ie & O COTBLITNT S3f6 LT 0t soouitial e thie emd, em Lunornor end,

The ksgammace al.cgation tred w2 1 apaiost  2ll oroline avenei s, 1aslulin the
F4l and the veparament ead 397 Tuwenobss 10 0 a3ral could ngt, 40 rensontant’s oun movledge
be uore falue ov mors dezliberate}v smd aEymdnty iofamously ddshonnat,

sy ciwuta seirveacg to viootont, for shish he has never rencived a vannv fron respondent,
a0 vzl Cour decades, Intormitaern tly it wog oontinued to verent years. last vesr in ay
prevesace e cifered anpaild aseietence %o the P51 whan atill another ve-investi-ation of
the wing aszmsgi“ta&tim wasosnaouwnsed by respondonts Several vears esmrlier ne delivered to
tav #8L lhe seexot, autoinal weoomis o tre most violemce-prone s=nd most Drenared and
wost svobisticatad of the 2 }*t—e'xtwarte vigilente groups, He also delivered then to a
locar wldc aguasy of wprrtize ond wedy The FRU Inoked “ha aomson desenar of wyitinyg adm
a iclter ol thanks, altuoough the mcords he has not roceived show 4he most elaborete and
COs LAy  BrEpEiaticas 1or vhopemsciy e th Diveotsra nro 4o even those sthn are eloarly
irrantional. Instes? an gffent mturned thcse vocords to my client and resd what he had
been durocted Lo say ©¥o 8 written note on a writing »ad,

Tae false rocord that is here in question was other than iz vepresentdd in 10 percent
of var detaile 30 actualiy fo (he result of my ol ont offerinz exelugive wark of his ewn to
ssxist in o prosecution. I have participastec in s nunber of I'edersl proszeutiong and in
O use o exvlusively provided the information thet led to n phes o guilty.

. have worked with a nu,bor of district attorueys =nc local police agencies,
In no vawse hsve L amitec for or reeaived » venny for wy wosk.
1 have been an expert consultaht for respondsnt in a very large prosecution, In thls

i

and reiated sroblema 1 wes sutrusted by respondant vith the st delirate of missiona ~nd
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ﬂMthmwMtMmﬁn.thmwmha
mmo@mmmwuuaemmrmmlmmmwnm
not do and some for which PEI ageaits were responsitls,

Pavtioularly despiesble in the false allegation of subversion.

At yespondent's sugzention I was ¢f spervice %o Britiak {ntelligpuce,disin
War 11, sgein without pey. I have yendered no such service %o any other 4

Ky glieat's requaste wader the Aots Smmx for ‘e yespondent's vecords relatdng W
mmumwhwmmsmth»hohaamth%nwermrddaupmd—
mam-éathuMmmmﬂu;f%rhmmthiacomnmtamMm
ﬁf&ntpsriodhaithmmmmﬁim

Ny clients fiwet yoquest Shat s respendent do scmethdng adout what he regards am
mmmmmwmxmmummmyww.swmtamaﬁm
dmrnmmt.kuunamwmwummtm.%wm.

mxwmnymmwmmtmnwmmamtomm&u.
»mutmmmwmawwwmmwmm«mwm
avalluble o me. I imeediate wrote the FEl stating this was & deliburate vioshasdon of
e Priveoy Ath. And of oI

In not & single withleldiag hes the resposdent odted the Privack Act in thiz caml.

s «mmwm.umxmmmmmum.wcﬁmm
itmstmrwuptﬁﬂthmmﬂnhﬁuwmmwm v wonld maks them
all public, i tha MMM%%&&M&M«&MMM&M
, uuon&swomntmdmdmmcmofuhmhlmdm;:mmmthsm

l&unutmpmvlmmlmuithmomm.mcwmmdwhﬁhﬁmw
ofthtpaatplntamofmlmttermpmdentmtompzuthaﬁmtmof
sespondant’s anclosure,

He has provided me with the same oopics, Ihey ropreseut dicmetrifadly the opposite
&%MWM“W#!&W&WM%&%W&OMWM

1odal £31

ALl of this is paxt if a petdem. It yeprecents a deliberate official intent to
wweumtmsmadtoddmmdﬁ&akhumrufmwumm&
furthcy interfere with those rigits we onoe thought seowed.

umMmhu&medmnamWrtomrmmdm
mmummmwunmmwwmm.mmmymmam
sagie will giwe hin more Yearw.

mmmm;mmmtmmehmamomrm-mmsmm'zu
mmu.mkstmmmu;mumhm&muum«xm&mma
m.ooomnuw.\uwsmormmmm
ﬁ:mmmmwmmmzmmmmnuammwmmm
or the dsmonted of several natidna. Or the rosmlis of the search of donesifevintelligeces
£11ss before thay wers ackmovledged. Hot even for the resphuding lotters.
’ﬁdnotmqmt uWaatmmemﬁmu&wMWMm
: Mhﬁdu&fumohbnMMaWﬂMumm
ave for other purposes, iy cllient wants %o conkioue cbiaining and depositieng thsee vecewds
wmmmmandmnmmpmmwmmmmmmmm
There is an added walue in what has bows delivered. &

e is 1s known yumbk by the ssde nans




d flling withia FEI NG thess shauld be in the firet Scotions. We are a' the end,
have exsuined meve thau 80 Boctoons, withous 2 single referense to this and with
the amsociation of those named 3tk the ointelgre oporations not indicated,
The velume of what had been give « Perheps it would be moro accurate to say sold o
By client = is no measurs of cemplisnos with his requests,

Oniy now, after all this tive, probebly more time than in any FFIA case this one
now being more than cizht years ald, bave we bicn prosiced any complinsce from any of

the files that could reasonably bu expucted tc hold that whieh my client has been
#oeking eine: ourly in 1969,

Ensuxuwpsowmn Yhen zy clicnt asked for a search of the files he specified hc wes
refused, Mesmxtick The reasom then given wa: thet Pirst this one had to be completed,

This alone ensble thore $9 bo an urcantested pew raport we regard as still mmother
wiitevash and & renowsd goverul.

Ve now knovw that the sssurgades given thos court in this regard, the affirsetiens
filed and the letters written ave falne, ;

This court was assured of a geawch of the “emphis Field Yffice, What.this couxt
ves t en told in untrum, We still wedt the firet record frem that “leld “ffice.

After nore then € pears under a 10-day lawes There vas no bacilog sight years ago.

Bow that the Attorpey “enoral has found t de to be an hietorical esse ay olient wante
% contimue te cbtein all those records not within his oxiginel requests -~ he bhas .
then sines «80 that he can deposit them for the people, ths purpose of the Aok, If My
wequest for the remission of all charges is not gramted, witizatsly by the courts, then
altbough he is withou$ msans of eny conmssguence or any regular income my olient will, as
be has te now, find sone way of peying the costs,

However, the basic question hefors this Veurt s esupiisnes with my eli:ni's
actual requestzs under the Act. We belisve that after sll Shis tine, afder all my oliamt’e
patience, 1t is net asking toe muh of this césurt to yequest vhat X it now order ful)
sd proaptly reviewed oomplisnce vith what my elfmt doss sesk and at angwate this Courd
mtﬁndamaasonahh.

1% is not only the exceptionally long iiatory of thiz case that prompts this request,

Bincexmythis matter hus bewn before this Court my client,'d physical capabilities wwe
redused by more than half, Recently there has been s week in which he oould asrdly walk
short dlstances and then not withou? pain and linping,

In yeoent yeare he could go off an investigating tyips iasting e month and work srowsd
the sieak, Reecenily he left for six day to collect evidence for another FOIA eam-e, fle
sebumed the momning ofathe aimth day. He ther was so worn I 414 not fmust hin to the buse
I drove him hewe, in broad da¥light he fell aslesp sittfug up in my car. In the following
woek this repeated itself o a mmiber of oecasions, oven when sitting ot his desk,

2 has

Inmmmthprhasm«a“wenntm-mmmbymomm“
Enowlndge possessed by no others. There is mo poselibility of any cormexcial rewaxd io
hin frow the work upom which he hne beon engaged. There is tho certataty that he can help
meks read tho purposés -f the Songress in enacting the Preedon of Informstion law, espeow
islly ss interpreted by the then ‘resident snd Atterney vomesel.

Be has designated me onec of his emsoutors t0 ascure this ende

Nowsver those with mk much $0 hide and much to Jide with dhere ommnot be & more une
selfish endsavor,

Las$ year the ocurt of appeala bheld Shat what he seeks to 60 mexrves the nation's
intoreat. . “w,

Theess and other fustaors, + helieYe, more than MEEE the axceptional circunstances
requiyenente. _

Thore are sany other factors: One of which the "ourt may be aware is the tiue he
spends informing the press, answering ite inquiries,



: -
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Yfares teve Gespivadle slids belatedly suefaced he waived gll privacy rights
ot is Ms baktmemer belief timt e is sssential in any evslustion of iis wewke
b 1s Mae hwps that whether they bs law students or these of pelitical aclence or
fntexest 21l bis w 21l s recerds, all these recoms, be freely awailsble,
faalufing o what the Aot terms “any perecs.”

I thorefore now ask this Yourt for what it regards as reasonably rapld cemplance
without indefintis postponsments of rewviws that make weviews meaningless
with this to prooesd an & r¢ssonable scheduls as the Court finds e schedule %o
be reascnable undsr the cirowstinoess
with eféevuntbmme firstepergon affimmations of all withholdings mo that there csx
;nmwﬂomrﬂﬁﬁcﬁeﬁ that have characterized this matter frer the
rst to now)
with 82 s nov $0 be directly responsive to my olients raquests rather than the
option of the respondents}
- for the remission of all cogte, which oy client has alresdy desiguated for use in
oihor FOUIA matters yather than far improving the condi¥oms of his 1ifey
and for the settdng of & ¥ine and a place fur dedermining whether in all of ¥his
thaze has Deen damege to my ¢liemt and whother and in whet amlumt he £3 cntttled to
denmges, szy avandod $o Do used dmelusovely not fer his persesal benefSt Sat for the
perfesting of the unofficial fires srehive hntmwnuish.&.

3 Sibnic Vst althugh baviag leamned of 1t I may well comsel ny olicnt mihervise



