JL - Re Metcalfo's Notice of Filing and Report to the Cowrt, 7/21/78  HW 7/25/78

Metcalfe is long on presumption, which he treats as unguestioned fact, and has a
way of twisting and sngling that I think needs watching because it 1s unobtrusive. By
twisting he represented the issue of the MPD reports as restricted to subpoena only,
not tn other digclosures und whether or not they constitute a waiver, as 1 beldeve
they do. (Both Atlanta and Memphis.)

He continually confesges error in the processing and by means of an attack on
you, 82 in vour rocronsibility for delays in DA wmail, directs attoniion avay from the
newest confeassions of grror in processing. Error is euphemiam for #FBI dirty tricks.
This relates to the "inappropwiats™ vort of Voluws XVII. Of this, as he puis it, now
"gppripriately designated as "disclosed on Yuly 21,1978.'" This is hardly described as
appromisbely decignated” after all vho swpposed reviews and re-reviews did not
Ydisclose" the "error."

His subnigsion of the 29 atlanta pages is neatly cited to what does not force
this upon him, his Memorandun and Reply lemorandum rather than my effidavit, (I'm
sure he heen't indiceted the pages I had, to meke 1t look though that kind of irfo.
is always withheld.

0f what Polioman provided Walker he says, "who apparently retained a personal copy
5 of the document upon his retivement,” This ons za3cord culy? Or he Gid not go to the

B MPD and get a copy? Bither way the avallability of the record to Holloman rebuts his
cOntentions, And why vraswsc thet ho did not weep any of the many records more dirudtly
related to himself and his resl problems? He must have many of them if he had this onee
If he could go to the D and ged any copy tholr argument is gonee I think if this goes
farthur you should forece him to support his conjecture.

Hs is all coajecture, as in footnote six, which begina "Itmay be discerned" that
there was t-e exasperating "errvor" with the Holloman rayort. And "It must be stressed
essnot obtal .o ' n st to art, ; be se ‘reasp
5} is Justified, if the record is avallable in any way I think their claim for need to
withheld is void.

The attachsents of OFR msmos appears %o be from g apiral binding. 1 may not have
padd any attention earlier but I do not recall this on earlier copies, It sugzests
they have differant coples, whethor or not this means they are or are not identical,

The Carlisle letter, ovasive and indefinite as it is, mctually aeems io say that
DJ is now withholding as D info what the [NED got from the FBI, Also that the
withheld homicide report oconteins the corntent of the net withheld Tinen (Holloaan)
report on the surveillancs.
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