UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

..........................................

HAROLD WEISBERG,
PlaintiffS
v. i Civil Action 75-1996
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, :
Defendant.

..........................................

AFFIDAVIT

My name is Harold Weisberg. I reside at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland. 1
am the plaintiff in C.A. 75-1996.

1. 1 have already informed the Court of de]iberate misrepresentations to
the Court by the defendants, including defendants' counsel.

2. On Sunday morning, May 28, 1978, while searching files (not related fo
my files on this instant cause) as I was preparing an affidavit in another case, I
came across a duplicate copy of my May 31, 1977, Tetter to FBI FOIA Supervisory
Agent John Hartingh. 1 attach it as Exhibit 1.

3. There have been persisting misrepresentations to this Court that it was
not possible to check on w{thholdings the impropriety of which 1 drew to the FBI's
attention. It also has been misrepresented that 1 did not provide serial numbers.
In response I have stated that in no case was it not possible for the FBI #o0 do the
necessary checking with case, that in all cases I provided a means for doing this,
that often I provided full explanations, and that in addition to providing serial
numbers | went to the extra cost and took the extra time to give the FBI copies of
its own records so that it could see without consulting its own files what I was
calling to its attention.

A.  This one of many letters proves that 1 informed the Court accurately in
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time required of the Court by what the FBI has been doing and continues to do. At
the bottom of page 3 of Exhibit 1 1 state to the FBI my desire to avoid the need
to take the time of this Court unnecessarily over what the FBI had done and continues
to do.

6. bExhibit 1 includes a long list of FBI Serial numbers, with specific
comment about improper withholdings.

7. The first paragraph on page 2 includes the fact that it was impossible
for me to make the kind of inclusive notes defendant's counsel misrepresented to
this Court that I had made.

8. At the very beginning, Exhibit 1 states that the FBI was providing
deliberately illegible copies, practicing withholding by xerox.

9. The extreme misuse of exemption (b)(7D) to withhold the public domain
is stated with specific reference to volume and serial number (at the bottom of page 4.

10. 1 believe that not a single one of these records in which there was
unjustifiable withholding has been replaced. Not even those that withheld what I
pubtished (bottom of page 5). .

1. As I have previously informed the Court, I did not anticipate the need
for the present uses of the carbon copies I made and that often they are not clear
because | anticipated no more need than to be able to refresh my recollection of
what 1 had written or to be able to go back to the source of what the FBI might
respond to. Mr. Lesar and my wife save for me the carbon paper from carbon sets.
This is the carbon paper I use. The Exhibit is not clear for this reason.

12, Exhibit 1 is one of many illustrations of the detail in which I did
inform the FBI. I will be coming to others. My consultancy review is completed and
dictated through Lhe FBIHQ MURKIN notes I was able to make. (I have not had time to
read and condense what my wife has typed. I am certain this will be needed because
[ could not remember what 1 dictated over so long and often interrupted a period of
time as that during which I dictated about 10 cassetts of the memorandum, about

160 typed pages.) 1 have only beqgun the review of my many letters to the FBI.

’
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FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

7 !

Before me this /7~ 7/ day of _/co w1978 deponent Harold

Weisbery has appeared and signed this affidavit, first having sworn that the

statements made therein are true.

. . . ) 9 '
My commissinn expires '(,t‘-»f»/ // // s
li
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NOTAR%/PUBLIC IN AND FOR
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
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sxwrart [
dA Joba Hartingh 5/31/77
yQla/Ps Unit, FBI

Jo Edgar Hoover Hldg.
Vashe ,D.Cs 20535

Dear Jm.

1 have speut the long holiday weckend going over the most recant sections, threugh
Seotdon 69, Phut your & pcople have dons is outragecus. 1 sk net asocepting it. Ner am I
godng to keep godug ove  ropl.ced seotiocni By o oarbon of thie I sm asidng Jis to insist
on asoceptable assurances that all theee dirty tricks are going to step imuediately or
that he present the entire Guestion to the juige. If e has %0 de this I an alse asidng
s 0 raise the puaitive provisions of the Act and to rai.e the question of the damages
I salieve 1 should be entisded to as & consequencs of what 1 regmxd as dsliderute visle~
tioa of the Aot, intent %0 violate it and the actual hurt to me.

Ioumlnungmnochoieo.muyoum'iovmwuuthntImdvo
eopies of your originals thut ean be read, if you~csn t supsrvise simple, coupetent
xeyoxing, sosething ['ve had dene more thua adequately by a t4-yeur-eld boy who never
Wcmhrom.don,‘.tyoutkdnhuunutotummwzm

50 you will net huve any basis for asuliming I'm exagperating I snclose the ocopy you

me of the worksheots for Section 68. It im not atypical. igme later ones were worss.
t 48 meroly that when I cume to teying to use it I zrev angry esough to separate it =
you can see for yourself. hKow you generate this as an original recexd. There is 80 yYeasean
why without special efiort this showld not be lsgihle when I recedve it. I doubt there is
A reasod why you caunot give me a Xerox of the oviginal. et X ean't make sous of this omt
with & sagnifying glass snc this recerd is indispenmible to what A% 1n now a euphesien
%0 desoribe as my rights and asking for hoceat compliance. (I will address this in dsteil
later if not below beosume | want $0 try $0 get this t0 you in time for you % ase $0 it
that this kind of abuse by xwrox ends iusmediately.)

After you have examined this I would apjyweciate 1t LI you peturn it to Yim with the
mtun.ln.Idwukformmpugmgoftbwrumuafmuttwhmw
Toasen for wanting 1t back is #0 that “im can, Af necessary, give the seas ens I've shown

Yhile for the most purt the wecent Serials have uot becn zeromed 80 that sous would
be elixinatod, it bus happened, as the swsple 1've already matled you shows. New yeur
mmhnmuusmmm-uowwpomumooptumnnolm.hudh

and sometimes iispossible t0 resd. 1 have made enough copies and exaxined enocugh
eopies L recent years to be ubsolutely certain that geod alear originule have been
overexposed to make thas hard to resd. Whea ens of these abuses follows ixaedistely on
the other it is difficul to avodd the suspdeion shie is deliderats. If it is met them i

is inoempetont and contenptuous. and donit tell me the Vil doss met kmow hov to epsrate
swyor machineschildrean can eperete.

Whdlo uoder the Aot why 1 went any record is the business of no offiocial ef any rank
1 wemt you to understand fully. aAll of those and all xy Other records ar: to be dspoaited
as a poimansnt, wofficial arolive 4n a university aystem. I have already begm this.
expeoting tbmorvmunohupmmﬁoummtouumof
recerds beoi with him. I waut these records to be as legible as posaible for all those
will censult thew in thw future. For the same reason I want them ¢ be a» an
Abgent some eonpelling need they sheula be, 11 my view. I also believe that ay giving all
ollvurtw.incmmamtherooomhlobtmmrm.uuploulyhm
unwmu‘muwmum.nnmwmnt.mcmmmm
mpowtumnumddmdmmmdmodfuthumplum.



There hus beean niither. I believe that 1 am far jeat the poiat where there is any
reasouable (ueetion about inseat. I Lulieve there is an overwhelaing and I balieve quite
diagraceful rveord of m intemt to withhold impsrperly as there is of discrisinatien. I
will ve udding more to the record 1've already glveh yo. on this. ot as naeh as I esn
because making notes of all 1s an impos.ibllity. Vhen thay were ridiculous or vhen 1 was
more than usually ungered 4 did suke node.

1 bave tried to be tolerant in tho Lppe that tiis would ftuprove, whet I tavk to be
your promise, The op, vuite is your ww the Bureau's practise. One of the example I will
be giving you s the obliterstion of the nuse of ths “emphias prosscutor when the Field
Office reported what hsprened in opwn ocourt. Anethor ie the withholding of the name of
a hotel when that ulso is knowne Another 4n shioh it is impossidls to be fully specific
Af 1 an %0 do anything eliv at all is the aluost total sbssace of sttachaents that are
specified as being attached.

In truth 1 have gone to what for me is enormous trouble and expense te avgid the
necd for going Weok to the judge. Yhen 1t was apperent with the first seoties that there
wea extensive noo—couwpliunce by wunjuatified withholdings I started xcroxing s separste
set 80 that I could go over them and fill in the blanks for people whas will use thees
records iu the future. This ia a practical impossidility. But you ave perfeotly welesme
to eoe for yourself that i 414 begin this LWwojeot wnd do have these sitaa xereass to
thenuelves. 1 have 0o other need for thes. I do have ¢ shhelarly need for the yeoswds
1 obtuin frew you t0 be preserved eiactly ss 1 obtain them frem yeu. ket for me, fer othares

You ave aware of the other offers 1 havey made to assist you in this. They pre-
dete your ass nt to this case. They include gottinyg young friends to make a card file
of all the indexes of all the publiched books and the index already made of the evidentiaky
Maring of October 1774, You sald that your people vere mow wwin; the indezsa in the dooks
themselves, i:oluding mine, snd you have no need for this. %o need? You huwe just givea me
regords in vhish you withhold what 4 pabliched years age, the cases o the late Willie
Somersett and Kathy iinsworth. In adiition Semsrsett was the subject of reesnt EhEmkSmsx
artioles in Musi dagasine and several Jaok Amlersen oolumui Kathy Ainsworth was the ubjeat
of loug, definiiive snd ayndioated aews swtories. Tilis was also the aubjest of eomsiderndle
standal that was embarrassing o the Pul. it obtained frou private sources she fumds used
that lout to these news stories. 1 eaa net oaritieizing the Muyesu in this. Rather an I gquite
agupatbetic to the problem it faced in attomptimg to prevent sertain intent to munier. Ia
this one 0/ the murderers lost her life. I sm eriticising the :1ithholding. There 1e w0
basis for it. All the numes are public. More than these reports semtain alse is public.
They oontain nothin; not public. Bo why go to all the troubls and expense to withheld?
And how msaningful is the review that dees not elimicate this wnjustifiakle withhelding?

Tiis, 10 turn, reises other questions, w0t mercly of intemnt, There is a real question
of coxpetence. There is alad a question attituds ol the u.ﬂ-u. It is mbOrXe tamn
appareat that they ueglu with the iatent withholdds, 0ot %0 make svailadle what can

be made availablee. where to a swall degree recently an effort has besn made to sorrect
this by writing in what wus withheld 1t hae been entircly insdequate and is illegible.

But when in she lsst Soction I went over, lase last night, they withheld thw name of the
prosecutor as stated above and the nasee of o lected public officials mentionsd only in
t.rms 0f their holdins the oftices to which they were elected 1 think that after all this
time the-e s at the very least sou. thing seriounl, wsod substantislly wroog and that there
18 the officisl inteni that this hapjen .nd that 1t be perpstuated. 1 do not wecept this.

It surn this leads to what the judge has alresdy sald ia this oase and ubat ths new
agttorney %murulhnninuu.duapolicy scatensut on £Uilke ue bas said that all that can

sufaly 5o releassd ia t0 be released, Inis also is tis vlieay Anteny oi tw agte After that
statement L published iu tiw wasbington papers you vonfroat me with all thess unjustifiahle
withhoddings? 1t is stonewalliug and 4t 1s wreng. ‘he Judge spoke to the faot that kuy has
bosn 0onvicted and hus long been in jall amd te thy faot that 4t was not necessary to withe
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bold oo Of what Yim pres.aved in withhuld fom. Your ;ocple Just den't Ave a dasu aboms
o Act or the juige or the Attorney Ucneral himself. ind I think they-are being vindiotive,

There are other ways in whioh * have ofiered to lelp. 1 have suid that 4f I vere asiced
about a ueme - an. the m;-man‘;umMMhuuw‘-l wuld stass shat
i luow about that name. ‘his was to ofier to wmdurtexe a respousibliity net Lapesed Mpou
B¢ by the Aet. 1t was mlev an effurs to lslp you muet your obligaticns under th: Aet. In-
stead you have opted to try to gut &way with doliberate violation of the Aot, with what I
$hlnk are olearly wn ustifiable withholdings at leant in wost cases,

lhers are alsu diiieruag standards for historical GaDiise thln hus Usal held %0 Lo ome,

1 thiovk there 18 o real osse for disorimication sn' vindictiveness. I hivo requests
#0ing bask to 1988 not yet oouplied with. I gan think of ao cane volunt:ry ecapliance
®0ept onos when ry. Kleindieast merely throw up his hunde and Be originals. IS has
beun mere than eigint months sinoe I um.rr;un;r.mzndmmm
FOla uod Fa requests st had mot beuvu complied with 10 tuis koment have not xeoeived
& slugle lotter sayii. that even the gewrch Lad Dewa bugun, leave «lons a siugls recerd,
lot av I tuen showed in ovurt, letwr wnd duplicating requests had Lews oowplied with and

Sinile onv of the requssted reqerds. As late o yesterday jurk “une hoanted ea radie about
¥hat he has veoeived froe the Fil, leouuse I have w for all the recerds there is ne
posaibility that in filliug his request rucords I had asked for were not found, Dus I

covie to delisve ot your people fotually want Ms exaggerations z:d lies because they
ean be usad to build ayspathy for the Nureau.

ihe clostet %l t0 an “mapsion L6 tlw louy overdus requast | aads for recoxds I
loane: the Ful sore tian %5 yours 8g0. I ase reluted to a plot to overtiarvstl the goveine
KuRte 10U say tis Vil Gestruyed these ivoorda. fou have nui proglded we wita % pecord
6l that déetruotion. iud 1 db fiad it difiscult tu Duliove that with all tis puper it
a0owsdlutes and all 1t gows out ef 1te wuy to abouauiate those are records aot worth socging, .

When ! testifiod tu this lang record of ROL~gui.p.dance She ¥ul was in court with
Lty Jovgple, not only the Al.Ae 5@ wie the Jopartmuut’s logel staff therve and the
reprosantative of the FAI's Offige of Legul vounsel. Yet in all the munths alnce shem not
& word, not a ainsle ploece of paper toward ocouplimmee. Turmod around thia ia what the Pul
puts others in jail uver, violation of the lave You ll may be eloaied with authority but
4n plain inglish you apre lawlesa and doliborately la-less.

With this Wine of recoyra Porlupe aiy eftfort $0 work Liwue Uldnge out witheut wwude
les Ly oveclowcing the courts ig Lujoasible. Lut ¢ huve tried amd in tuis o ol aguiu
txping. 1 dou's think @y of you want to andoratand Qy wark or what distliguiohes $t from
those ke Pork “ene. 1 do uot pursua vhodunita. I do not uspouse wild thaoriea. 1 deal
with faot xud L0 the couteat of the funotlaning of the bBeslc institusians of our sooliiy.
In gy view when these Liotitutions fudl socloty e Jeopmrdiged. If you cume from naresnte
who oaco to this oountry for the reasons ay parents did¢ you might per: aps undurstand this
better. 4t iy the first statoment 1 2y firat beek, in 1t dedioation,

This is an added rousen or not aCoepting that abuut widgh 4 have Goupidiued 30 you.
i want the “spurtavnt, the rol aod you wid thows Under yuu to 0ORMY with thw lawe If you
do not, ms you lhave ok, i will Presunl Lue satter to tic judgse if I will regret tlis
oxtra intruslon Lato work lor wiioh + now laca tee I cousd e i lave ou alwice. { will
take what. ver tius Jim deoms nacsaosry and 1 will present o fastual reoord to the Court,
If you ans those unfer you ar. oajeblu of shams I thiok I osn assure 1%, as sowe of the
oXanples ubould muke cloar to you Lf those above ad tlose of the past are not anoughe



While iz sowe iystunces . am aware thut those whone t sining includes an emphaais
on secrecy, whother 88t not it is necessary, sy have difficulty with tlc exaset language
of the iavestigatory-fil: oxemptien(you never quote it verbatim) 1 believe that especially
in an historical case of thde nsture and in the 1ight of the etatemcnts by the Judyge and
the Atterney (ensral there is neithsr need nor ssnctiou for those withhol.ings I'l. list.
They do not Anvolve secret infornants or processes and in virtually mo case what was not
avuiluble from any otiwr spuros. In a large number of instances the inforvation wes made
aveilabls in sarlier 3ections and Seriels. ln ne case is there a rsal privacy issus, and
the word you elways cait is “unvarranted.” You have besn trying %o rewrite this exemption
Shreugh ne aguin. Mot only wili I opyose thds on the distriot court level, as I will, but
i urge you t0 rea: ths appeals court's decision in my Ho. 75=2021. 1 beliewo it states
what can bo expected 0. that court. lou might also wvent to sk Joha Kilty vhat seme of
the Juiges aesunlly sadd in oral argwacits. )

in guneral 1 beliwve that in all thi time . huve not reuedved a single rwcord that
¥as vithheld ant referred to either tiwm Lepartment or any other agenoy. After more than

eignt wonthis 1 think thers has been ample time, partsiularly beosusy seud make no alaim
tos » backlog,

In Seation 63, Serial 4679 - this appesrs 4: withhold the public anc the relonsed,
the sane of obtaining pupers in Yansda. One example is leng interviews with Bemny
Bdnondaon, relessed,

4794, the withhoddings relating to Baymend Curtis continme. 4826 4s sot the ealy
seleusad Scrial relating Lo his own efiorts to end any question of privacy, oxne Sbat in
reality never existed. lis seugit the vounson Peblishing Co. and its Kbony magasine out.
They brought tlhds to the burewu's attention. Curtés, by nause and «ith atundant lies,
becass & nujor character iu Usorge wonilian's bouk on vames warl “ay, indeied and with you
suppossdly usin, that index. ¥ithheld"this oan be amcribed to the mdsuse of these Beoorés
in the OPH repert.

In Bectiou 64 your analysiats are stili withhelding nis nasw. lu semc cases it was
then written in. Thie 1s but o of sany Lliustrations of the insunt, the compesance or
Ashe analysts or both. anu tids monthe after it was disclosed in ewrlier derials, net
Juss in public of thw eitensive promotivnal efforts, Aucluling cosst=to-coast TV with
regaxd to “cidlllan's booa. Trus alme in other Serials, wmuny.

It s true of otitwr known and release’fiames in theme and fallowing Sections as it
was in earlier Sestions,

In 4845 the n.mes of the Bursau of Prisoen ofticiales sesisd earlier are not manited.
The earlier onss have not bewn replaced. The namss u.ro not written in. But they vese
pablic, publiched, toc. If there ever was any prepriety in classifying tids recerd
ssoret 1 believe the requirements of the ve Order were net met in releasing it.

4746 1f 2 47-pnge 'evw (Orleans repors. ;t deals with Uharles Stedn ani the phone
callm. All names in the index are withheld exeeyt that of #ay and Dr. Mng. 1 40 question
this and any oeed for it. (I'1l be Anterest 4 in seoing A€ afSer this enorscus offaxt W
traoe a oall frew Texas the Bureau oves oheaksd the right State.)

Ia Sectian 6%, S.urial 4uH! obliterates the nusber of the sdvartise. teuporary pest
office tox the Xay brothers took for fund seliddtatviona. liot only did they give A% wp
Alns years ago, that they published the nwiber for ruisin funds is in the relsased Seriuls.
Yot sousane went to ali tha txouble to withhold snd it war supported on spyeal weview.
Beginudug with 4853 there arv references % memos not provided here, referenses %o
Bay's correspondonos about counsel when the correspondence also is not here-snd 4% was
provided to the FEI. The exsmption olaimed for thcse interceptiona is 7(D). 1 doukt &¢
oan be applied but in wny evenl the faot and the method of this are all public, in the court
yeoords. Jim and I establishod the wholo machine, oosplote with the order on how Mey's
rights wodld be violute: und who in the DA'e office wouls do the ueroxing. We ebtained
saxples of theme 1 iuterosptions with all counpsl and evem wit. the judge. 1 Believe
that on this additiow busis any sueh withholding can ¢ be justified snd is umnecessary.



4859 and later Soriuls »ithhold ¢ . ke, 0 the late Whl'le Somereett. My own publication
of tily metiar yoos back tu 1967. *t w.. sore extansive in carly YJTi. Juok Neleson did
extencive writing for i Low wngelos “inme.: syndicute about Kathy ilnsworth, Tarrants, her
PArtuu.s 40 the erim. ln whist ohe was Nilled, andt wo both published all tho gther nanes
in thcoe seriala, <hwre i ne quastion about pivacy snd there is no sesret souroe. That
he was 8u 51 dulvrue I alse publichod, ua have others. 1t was most v cently in seversl
isauns of lasd Ragazine. I['s eure the r.0. sent these.

4874 withhiolds the numes of iay's guards. They are 1. in thw ocourt r cords. ALl tle
logs wore also put auto the rscord in 1974 but 1 doubt cherw was either need or sanction
%0 withheld.alse in 47502, 5.ction 8b, th: ssms withholding. Alue 4928,

“he worecorded after 4886 is uot the first or the last total wiibholding ef what
Mas Bupplicc by the (Chl, who l.ter , that ia 4n leter Serials, agreed for all of this to
be ava.lable for the e.pected trial. 7(C}(D) aadlovoked. + believe there is 20 mesd end
probably uo right to this total vithhoiding of essh and every such rorde

in soveral serials at tide point 7(C) and (D) are invoke! to withhold what it dces
does NO% meut the requiremnts of the emsaption. Exsuples 4690,4892, 4098. Loe
of |the withholdings 1o related t0 internal bickering.

In Section 66 rll of Serial 491Y is withheld. No sgemption is claimed, What had been
writton under “HemgYen" was erased.
4960, although the .orksh:ets indicate me withho.ding there is withho.ding.
4U62 is one of the many cases of missing attacim.nts. his oms is the final Scotlund
roport ou bay's astivities 4n Lritain. Oue of the ap.ament yaueena is that the
systezatic violation of “ay's tighis, 1.1 bty yriveey of eonsultation of counsel,
be ho. ¢, Lxbaprassm:ut is not an wasptd Ae It v precluded 4n the legislative Metory.
Tl «leo ocours later, in ieaphis, ugaing vith'withholiiar slthough 1t 1o ali 4in the
oouct record adic 4as Teported in ih: proms 4n 1974,

he cowsr pago of the first rocord in Seetion 67, Sxrial 2 4983, refers to material
npt included 4n that repors or yeferred to ia is. This iu the 2i=page AtSlanta r.Q. rupors
of 7/%/68. Ons of the it me withiwld, whether pr not it wus purt of tids report, ic the
1utt r the poet of 1ee supulied. I want it for a spucial ressom . do not believe it 1s
probable that the can who planned to assassioate lr. “lug eXao suven aays later would
Rave nant a cheak for his looksmith mail~order oeurse ou <wréh 28, VA0

in this esrial thare is more of tue Jurtls businese, a» there is «lso in 4967. shere
e nane 1s writteu waca in 1t 18 sveeticves Lliegibls, muwtly dus $0 the care exercised in
Baking poor Xerox Jopies. aside frou tids the wpste of tims and mooey has acoumalaved into
a conslderadle sum. First you pay p@pls to do wreug and withhold wbat akould not bLe
withheld, then thare 1. th. time Saxen t0 make eopdes, tlen the writlig bacx ilu-net olten
enough~ aui then more copies. Is it mot pess time for tue Juread $0 by Quustisaing fteelf
o this in partioular? There will be uo:e6 later.

Wwerything withi 1d ou the tiret poge 967 has oeun reléscsd, 1 Lsllevo uany tisea.

(It may foterest you to know that ol the three uostors mwhtloued in 501 tha ons who
was tay's fu~)ail physicien Just hajocued to bu the urothe relom-law of one of the prosecuters.
Your ajunts man.ged not to tull Sashkington thime)

In Scction 68 there 1s sore ol the Sousrssti/sinsworth sithhelding beglaulug st HutTe
There is also withholdings relating tu those charged, irded and I think convicted i the
then~fasous bDubmer «iliiuge Low muoh privaay couwlu tlle have lof®? Whick prompts ths sere
question, ir the privacy sxexption resliy iuvoked $0 proteot priveay? i think note

5090 repressnts ths resusption ol ruyuiting ou the whavior us suversl zan at the
William wen “otel iu rusmphis the tise of the asuasuliution. «hon the, uswd phoney l.l.
an' these reports so atate ie withholuing tiw M 1.b. reslly the protectiou of privacy,
or in any vay neoessary’ fhis ewealutduy withielding (lusdiy inoludes the nwee of the hotels




By i .oy, 0L wi L ilBiee $4 calhecs @ 4 Teuhile L rwield oue walye

with regara &l‘mmmott. who ppeerr i~ theee Sr:inlg alss, 1 for,ot that aftcr wn
extraordinary length of tis and after | obtainsd 1t froc the Agthives the FRI 4id sell re
& oopy of UD 1347 in #hioch he fisuren, It wae withheld for rore the: five yoars uftay 1
ascuretely pubiished what was withheld 4n 971,

Sectivn vyt In Serlul L105 your peuple sctually obliterated the n.wes of Ulay tlair,
whoeo Lok uywared io 1YLl, and of the wai who ren the vartending solool Key attendeud,
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