et

Dear Hme . /e

A weck or so ago you sent me a list of my affidavitd the upper part of which
was typed and listed the affidavits you'd filed and lower part of which was written
and hesded "unfiled affidavits.” You not only did not tell mo anyihing of signie
ficance that I did not know and what I thdnk is at least axaggerated, you have
guarantted the confusion I thought I'd lecininated when I leamed that you had not
filed the 1/10/83 affidavit, which wo did discuss and you did agres to takes steps
to at the very lesst reduced the enomious condsion that has resulted from your
not filing a thixd of the affidavits I sent you and not letting me know why.

Jo you won't have o look anytidng up, and with youwr bandwritton notation not
look for what you may not have, this hondweiiisn dist, I repeat it.

" B/VI/82 (£11ed as 5/31/82 fPidavit) I811 just assume this, whether or not
the two are identical,

Thero is 1o notation affer 1/10/83 end 4/15/63 so I take it this means that
you did not file them and you did not Incorporate any of thelr contents.

This notation is bracketed eftor the following datest "Most of these vere
fancorporeted in other affidavits that vere filad:* (a1l 1993)

52, 3[4y 3/26s 4/%s 4/104 BIBL

As I kopt telling you long agd, bofore & I sont you the 3/2 affMdavit ab least,
there is no eartily wey I oan now know vhat I attested to that is in tho caso record.
I do not believe that either these affidavits were incorporated in other affidevita
or that most of thelr content was. '

After 1/10 I followed a different practise. I kept my security copy separate,
in a colored folder on my deslc, until I roceived & copy of what was filed, when I
added it to my copy of the case recpmds The reason for this was dusi= so I would
have some may of knowing which were not £iled and so that I would not include an
unfiled copy in the cease recoxds

&f%er ovr dscuseion of your not Liling the 1/10, %xex you agweed to lot me
Imow with each what you vere not using and vhy. The why isrdmportant fo r me to know,
as I explained end you agreeds I remember that one thing I sugsested represented
no real vork far you, mer ly xing out what you did not use when you reuroto, 8nd I
pretty sure you agreed, Otherwise XI'd not have been contenty

(Ia also Bave no way of knowing which exhibdts you oensoyed - or why.)

it had been my plan to go ovor these affidavits snd see if I could learn for
myself what you would not file and why. Thaty clearly, is fupomssible becsuse you
did not glve me any nesna of doing this.

dslde from the fact that this represents aimply an enoxmous smount of wasted
work for me and denies me kmowindge of what 45 4in tho case recmd (80 I don't went
to hear anything about yepettition, which it guavantees), we may face potentially
adrious prpblems from the omission of what I beliove should be in the case recprd.

I remember a bit about the 1/10 affidavit because you &id informs mo of what
is objectionable in it, an example, my reference to fesuwkatkkion of Phillips' rancid
oude I asked you to x out what you did not went in regurgitation
and send it back to me to do overs I then had a friend who was able to do some typing.
I've oidumed that affidavite. I see things in it tha: should be in the ocase reocomd.
Tou annotation doos not state that any of it is incorporated in eny other affidavit.
I thorefore assume that unless ¥ repeasted none ise. I can conceive of no reason for
me to have repeated what I said about theilr interrogatories, which I believe the
Judge oxdered me to respond to, so I assume that all that I said about them is not



in the case record. Great situation with fhlg judge about to mile!
And with mo lisble to a contampt citation or other sanction.

You are now two of three wooks late on telling me what your review of the case
rocord reflects. I kept sending you affidavita you have not filed and as of our
m;mmmmamtmdaﬁmbemmmmuzmmmgcmlo@eauy.
1 beoieve you finell agreod that thds reversed cart and horse, but I'm not sure. In
anyeme,itmmmajarpmhlmsformﬂyouuantmchangssaoriflms
d.eang’shelchﬂoftkingyouﬂidmtmtdmmlybecameyouaﬁmtinfomm.'

thmtpm,mptrwtmfwmmtm,mdﬁmmmadm
mglwoul&domdymm.

Amonz the othertidngs you have dgnomod da ke lettor I wroto Lehade that I
sgreed not to send him directly on your womise that you would forwmad it or retaum
ittomefcranyommgasyouzdgh‘hwmﬁ'nmaatadyﬁnmmﬂmtsomdaf
Ma? On 4pcdl 17 T send you various documonts sddressing tholr ddshonestios '
pertaiming to the claurce I have not had 4 uord frua you an thds. It includes what
Mdmmmmmﬁmwmwm@pmmmmmram
affidivits, (Thero is much that happened Gwdng that perdod when I was In pooxer
than usual health snd intenzittenily fevardsh that * just do not remouber and
asoumdng thet I would bear from you I made no effort to vemeuber that and didn® 4. )

Mot comting 1/40 I an looking at a shok of typed work thet compresses into
an inche For mo at any tine mdparticularly of this Jusotwrs in my 112 and work
(and health) that represent s sinply enormous amoumnt of whasted time and work. If
I'd had it without interruption I'd have drafted most of a hook. And duwrding a1l of
that 310 T was not woll at all, mo i% was & Zoatar effort.

On o number of occasions wo Giscumsed the use of those aftidaviise *his inciuded
providing you with a basls for naking gtark allogations they would suppbri. Almost
entdrely this has not been done and the affidavits are largely frec-atandingl Simple
swmarigation or ouilininz in pleadings would have made a stronger case record and
ona least subject to ignording.

Ap a vrochizal natter I do not see anyihiog we Cen now do about thige. Neither
of us could hopem 4f efther coulc take the time, o in any way dotomine what is and
1s not 4n the caze recgrds There is gnly one possiblo solution, ond that is for you
to go over these hings wvhen you get them end get back to ms Af thers io somothing
wrongs Fwon your own more recent spcounts, in recent weoks you could have done tids
but optod pot to. So, I now will not have exy independent recollection if you evex
gt around to duing i¥e Not with all T've written. Bren 1f my wemory werc batter
than 1% now lse

You keep on telling me you will do things and then vou do not de theus If you
intended to when you s:id you woulds This sccomplishes nothing and you can see
whatbit haa contributed to if it did not in fach causes

One of ﬁmtﬁnglww@anﬂﬂﬁnkmname&hisdmple.%you@t
an affidavit copy i before you read it, mark up the xerox anc male & copy so We
can then both have it and I'11 have some meens of lmowing whai you o¥joct to, if not
why, and what you rogaxd a5 fupropers 1 #o not woréewhy vou have not &one this
becsuse I have a stmge beliof about the reasone I wish you would make an effort to
think this through not in terms of Justification but in an effort to detect if there

is sovething you do net want to face, I think it could be quite belpful to youe

Oneox‘thet}ﬂ.ngslmsentaboutmmtheepmgyoumrdwithregardtomy
}.ettertoﬂghleisthathecallsmeah.armﬂwu@mmrantwﬂmtitwnmtbe
challegged. You appear not to have learned from the Alger Hiss selfe=created disaster,



maginfied by his prestigeous counsel then and later. Or from the disastor for the
Rosenborgs areated by their cownsel. There as some things you Just must fight and
some tidngs that sboolutely require response. BaHale's calling me a Mar 4in %o me one
ofthesathi.u@s.1mmrtainﬂm%lhawadmﬂﬁsinmentaﬁidaﬁtem
have not £iled and have not spoken or written torme abouts I cannot snd will not
accept his doing that without miodtwem challenges So, I want to know when you will
filo those affldavits or soms Very good reason for not filing them. “ther than being
efraid of laHede. I you wore not you'd have challenged him without inspiretion
from mo. And we are running out of time when we did for a change have time, The
Judge can be back next menths’ We talied about this poveral tmes and I Inslated T
wanbed everything filed when it would provide him smnle time for response, ao

be could not pretend he did not have time and get awny with ignordne 1t that ways'

Hoeh of i would mot have axisted if you hod not created it by the entirely
insdequate statcgent of matorinl facts in disputed and you would not have bocn as
iloly Lo have nuds that Wud of Wonder 1f you hod made mindmed effort %o use the
afTidavitd 1 had by then provideds

I thdnk T have giben you every option you could possibly want, yet I look
back on an neormity of wyer webetx wepsted fimo and effort ondl look aheed to .
posaiblo needs that cennot be met b-cause neither of us will be able o know vhat
ig ard is not dn the case records This can be quite serdous, other than academic,
for nme, as you knowy

80, I would like to hear frou you ebout your yuviews a copy of which you said
yould mend, and with regaxd to the affidavits I sent you going back almost three
monthge The last ene you filed I executed fay 5. So far this mmth five I have oa
my desky going buck % ¢ the 6th or alwst tloes WoSKS Bgoe

By and large I'm okay, just more tived thsn usuale The prokime was sbove o
range at which I did not have to phono the dootor today, 238 seconds (base 10)
but he wants mo to continue on the same higherethawover dosage of coumadin wntil
the raxt test, Thursdays (17,5 wo dayys then 15.0 mg daily.) If I brush a doore
Jamb in walilg X bleod intomadly mowe Sop I try S0 ba carcful.

Post,




Civil Action Nos. 78-0322/0420

Plaintiff's Affidavits

March 11, 1982 Weisberg Affidavit [3/15/82]
March 15, 1982 Lesar Affidavit ([3/15/82]

May 31, 1982 Weisberg Affidavit [6/4/82]

June 3, 1982 Lesar Affidavit [6/4/82]

July 21, 1982 Weisberg Affidavit [6/23/82]
October 1, 1982 Weisberg Affidavit [10/12/82]
October 4, 1982 Weisberg Affidavit [10/12/82]

October 7, 1982 Supplement to 10/4/82 Weisberg Affidavit
[10/12/82]

February 20, 1983 Weisberg Affidavit [3/8/83]
March 1, 1983 Weisberg Affidavit [3/8/83]
April 10, 1983 Weisberg Affidavit [4/12/83]
April 29, 1983 Weisberg Declaration [6/6/83]

May 5, 1983 Weisberg Affidavit [6/6/83]
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Civil Action Nos. 78-0322/0420

Status Calls and Hearings

March 22, 1979 status call
March 25, 1980 status call
October 14, 1980 _ status call
January 7, 1981 status call
February 17, 1981 status call
May 27, 1981 status call
December 10, 1981 status call
March 10, 1982 | . status call
March 25, 1982 hearing

October 5, 1982 hearing .

April 8, 1982 hearing



