Dear Peter Pritchard,

8/1/85

I thank you for your expeession of sympathy and good wishes but I'm sorry you

did not get to the reason for

which I sent you copies of what to then I'd filed in

. that particular FOIA case. &nd as I said with the first mailing, I was addressing
you not as a USA Today staffer but as chairman of the FOI committee of the
Society of Professional Journalists.

Within a professional Prganization there are no_edi

tions of publishers to inhib:

So, while I can unders
may decide against reporting
pro forma denial, I find it
ists is indifferent in the f:
rights. 4nd the potential. of

In pretgnded response 1
FBI filed an Opposition, to
because I'd not heard from y
part of my $356.00 Social Sec
send either or hoth.

I also wrote the US4, ¢
his jurisdictione. I know that
difficult to tell the truth e
BostongUSA instead of Di Gend
to now they haven't,

I'm older, limited in w

%t what may be donee

tand (and in the p
the totality of
1ifficult to believe that any orgasnization of journal—
ace of this new assault on basic first amendment
the precedents involved. ¥or others, not for me.

to the Rule 60(b) Motion I filed and sent you, the DJ/
hich I replied in g desponse I did not send you

u and minor as these costs are, they are an appreciable
wurity checke If you want a copy for your records, I'll

ial and policy considera--

have lived with) that publishers
ndacity I documented without even

opy enclosed, to file a complaint about crime in

Di Genova is the USA, but these people®, who find it
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va's on their Opposition. I can't explain it and

hat I can do and I'm not mefiZZn, so I can't remember

the future. But I have a clear enough recollection of a long past that does indicate
what can fairly be expected, mnd I see more repression, especially of information.

This will not mean anything t

me personally but it will mean much to others who

are younger and through them will mean much to the country,
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