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DEC 1 4 1978 IN THE 

Oe Fo 7 UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS “ite 5 

7 FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA , "© the 18S Coy 
Seb ee VF ne ee) Mg 9 ny 

ete aweenend radend phEaSE sO eunms ome Hs "SOR 7" 

cogs by HAROLD WEISBERG, Re “AS? 

Appellant 

Case No. 78-1107 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
ET AL., . 

Appellee 
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MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME WITHIN 
WHICH TO FILE REPLY BRIEF 
  

Comes now the appellant, Mr. Harold Weisberg, and moves the 

Court for an extension of time, to and including December 14, 1978, 

within which to file his reply brief. As grounds for this motion, 

appellant represents to the Court as follows: 

1. As the result of a previous extension of time, appellant's 

reply brief was due on November 22, 1974. 

2. Because of work which had to be done immediately on other 

cases, appellant's counsel was unable to begin work writing the 

reply brief in this case, although he had completed an agkenstve 

review of the massive record in the case. 

3. Appellant's counsel intended to start writing the reply 

brief on the weekend of November 25-26, but this was hindered by 

the sudden illness of his three-year old daughter who had chills 
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and a fever of 104.5 and had to be sponged off around-the-clock. 

4. Just after midnight on November 28, 1978, appellant's 

counsel received a phone call from St. Louis informing him that 

a client he represented pro bono before the House Select Committee 

on Assassinations had been arrested. As a result of that and other 

“yelated developments, all other work for the rest of the week was 

laid aside so appellant's counsel could prepare to represent that 

client before the Select Committee on Friday, December 1, 1978. 

Dis Appellant's counsel is a one-man law firm who does all 

his own typing, filing, and research. Until some of the Freedom 

of Information cases he has handled over’ the past several years 

are successfully concluded, he will continue to remain without the 

secretarial and other assistance which would enable him to meet 

court deadlines without delays. 

6. Appellant's counsel hee now completed the reply brief. 

He apologizes for the delay invovled, but under the circumstances 

under which me he is presently compelled to practice law, he could 

not have completed it sooner without a considerably sacrifice in 

the quality of the brief. 

For the aforesaid reasons, appellant requests that his motion 

for an extension of time be granted. 

Respectfully sumbitted, 

Lon (Yes 
JAMES “H. LESAR 
910 16th Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C] 20006 

Attorney for Appellant


