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many of them were patterned after objections raised by Rep. Richardson Preyer, 
DN. Ces and Sens. neni S. MSIL, DHBieCATS » and Sosepa R. Biden, De spekad furs 

“ : ay vis 

All‘ three outed. “for example, that the order ‘should incorporate a bal- 
ancing test between the need for protection of national security. and the cor= 
responding need for disclosure of the publite’ s business. : 

a 6 Pete. GA Se eae ae cee nerf iS nan G8 . wee . whieh vhs 2s oot ze Me 3 $ eee. 2 ¥ 1 EEL Seman gabls sete eee de SE lob eed Rg Lt    
58,000 PAGES OF FBI DOCUMENTS. . Sena tifa. 
DELIVERED FREE TO AUTHOR 0+ iris 8.0       

" Approstuately 58, 000. — of Federal Bureau of - Tavestigation documents ees 
relating to the Kennedy assassination have been mailed free of charge to., 

ane Harold Wedsberge. 20 pe 8 ee ae pri: hes bee sl bangin 

Releasa of the information without charge was ordered last week by U.S. 
District Court Judge Gerhard Gesell. The bureau was withholding the documents; 
auntie: Weisberg paid a fee. for. copying SHE: Tiedt 28 ote t ate tithe Ste Ht IBER 

oo ee 

  

 Wetebers, who Ha, areal” _ ‘vapeeal, years - to 5 gate access to the infor 

mation under the Freedom of Information Act, said he was entitled. to-a free... 

set of the documents. The FBI, which said it would make the documents alli 
able to the public on Jan. 18, argued that the cost of processing the request : 

mats = necessary | to charge.! fees for copying che RULE wh oend . 

wey FEES pane : fr Slums se Bvheg 

" Wetebare contended shat. Section $52(a) (A) of. che 3 act - ‘should apply - to ii 
his case. According to that section, "Documents should be furnished without 
charge or at a reduced charge where the agency determines that waiver or re< / 

duction of the fee is in the public interest because furnishing the information 

can be considered as benefitting the general public.” Weisberg said serious 

ST ness: and indigence made it imposatbhe for, him to pay for the documents. 

  

+ a? ase get bbeg e esto aj fF RAL aa hy rE 

* Although the FBI. ‘refused to grant Weisberg" s enapesk for. total fee waiver, 

~ 

pete te; ae, ee 

foth “This was ‘the sedond, batch of documenta relating £0" the “assassination that 

the FBI released to the public. The first batch, consisting of 40,001 pages,,: 

was made public Dec. 7, 1977. Weisberg did not get copies of. those documents,; 
because he had not paid the fee cegqunateed by the bureau. coy ee ry ey eb bed 

Tee tie crs bes Oy i inod te ne feelitibeestiust A fbuow enransctinects 

“Weisberg asked the bureau for a "E8 waiver on Nov. 19, but the bureau had 

not acted -on that meanest by the time (of the —es =e gettin a fe. 
é a: — Toe mee ee ae meee eee Be See etlame Be Bd: ak olives PSS Pa aT tena ree bee prey : = 

When the FBI “announced that the second batch 6a documents would be re=- 

leased on Jan..-18, Weisberg asked for an injunction in Federal district court | 

here. He wanted the court to hei up release or the documents untel Bs had-3 
been given his Sapanu bt wt; ae. . : as om ye 7 

    
Gesell, une noted in his priek order ‘ike ‘the’ Suseent s vefusel:' ‘to 5 wee, . 

fees appeared * ‘arbitrary and capricious," said the documents scheduled for re- 

lease Jan. 18 were to be made aveLeDEe to Weisberg “without charge, with all 

reasonable dispatch." « _— Pe ats : ; pe saeee 

  

However, Gesell refused to block the scheduled release to the public, rul- 
ing that disclosure was the “pre-eminent consideration.’ 4. gan RSS 

Sete Sette NARS Tet te Batti the wis 

James H. Lesar, Weieberg* s attorney, said he planned to meet with Justice 

Department officials iater this week to nepontace certain other matters,. re- 2 
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Page:6 ACCESS Reports/January 23, 1978 
lated to,,the case, including an award of attorneys’ fees and release without charge of the first batch of. 40,000 pages of documents. (Weisberg v. Bell: 
USDC-D,.C.;:-~ Civil Action #77-2155; order dated Jan. 16.) 
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MANUFACTURERS WIN ROUND IN ATTEMPT (22 0 0! fn epg tp ee gt og eS TO BAR RELEASE OF TV SAFETY DATA Ee ag - " ce 
Reno geil opie: Tah wt UL. Gt iy * an / a = 

iui: in light of a permanent injunction against release of certain television . 
safety data by the Consumer Product Safety Commission, the Supreme Court has i 
asked the Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit to reconsider 
its decision to reopen another case involving access to the same documents. 

. iberer Re eV D Sele ce? acpenen Cubes reve ae Oe a: oie = samy 7 ORR SS Bh PPE Leet, 
Twelve television manufacturers; who contested release of the information 

to the Consumers Union and Public Citizen's Health Research Group, appeared to 

Sane nee “ tf r 

_ have won an important victory last month when a U.S. District Court judge in 
Delaware permanently barred the commission from making the data public. : 

ee Ro dereeepe dg? Toate 

me That victory was reinforced by the Supreme Court action, which set aside a decision by the Appeals Court reinstating a-suit filed in Washington by the - public-interest groups to obtain the documents.-*.” ~- ale : cor 
wees 228 OD Se we ae . a Oars 2b Boo ee Bi gee 

  

Their case was originally dismissed by a district court judge, who said a _ temporary,;-injunction in the Delaware court prohibited the commission from re- 
leasing .the documents and removed the basis for the Consumers Union case. 
sod bith. wed ha «tthe Bie Nb tl Bees be ee . ‘ee eo ee 

The appellate. panel reopened the case on the grounds that a temporary in- junction was no barrier to attempts by Consumers Union to gain access. In the oo eo meantime, however, the Delaware court made the injunction permanent. In view a) of that. new development, the Supreme Court asked the appeals court to consider , . the-impact,.of the permanent ‘order -on the Washington case... --.°05 6) fe: 
dile Sule bres os feb cbs, ge ‘ 

Action in the case begain in 1974, when the Consumers Union and the Health 
Research Group asked the Consumer Product Safety Commission to see data filed 
by the television manufacturers concerning TV accidents and safety. The com- oe et Mission decided the groups could have the documents, but the manufacturers went 

         : 7   fpa hoi 2 Fas “Ete LS eee ee 

ta..court..in Delaware to stop release.‘. 

  

¢ eri d 

The TV makers won.a preliminary round in the Delaware court when a tempo- 
. rary injunction was issued in 1976. . * 

whet oi ya “yalehb at cg Pea Peed) eredietdep er GS eee Roars eed reap hts bhi an eh rides 
-«: However, the public-interest groups, who were not part of. the Delaware’ 2 case, filed suit in Washington for the information. That action was stymied - 

',when the D.C. district court dismissed the suit last years = flict ve 
Ben 8 Sieh ag 2 

Attorneys for :the consumer: groups concede that the Supreme Court decision 
last week was a setback in their case. However, the Delaware injunction prob- 
ably will be appealed, giving them another chance... ¢ .--! bh Sh Se Se ge 

Tape Vers pree Yee 
3 . 6 pete ees Po ee ells Fyne hoy FoF Fivthieres gat 

_ That injunction was made permanent: Dec. 8, when the judge ruled that Sec- tion 6(b)(1) of the Consumer Product Safety Act prohibited release of the 
information. .- = “os * Lt yom ee ee 

Leas a1 Atiyi yet 
Ratt ‘ : 

at ‘That section requires the commission to consider ‘the accuracy of any data it, wants .to make public and the damages that an identified manufacturer might .-. suffer... ee ee Sh et ees rs - 
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Under the Freedom of Information Act, Exemption 3 excludes from automatic ©


