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One cannot detect from this Hemorandum that Weisberg alleged that he was the 

victin of this fraud and other misconduct. There is no mention of this and the authorities 

he cited showing that fraud perpetrated against him is a basis under this rule for 

relief from the judgement. The government Hid not deny this, the court neither denies | 

nor in any way addresses it, so it remains undenied that Weisberg is entitled to 

relief from the judgement because these offenses are specifically included within the rule.
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The district court makes not a single reference to any of the numerous proofs in the 

form of the FBI's own, previously—withheld records rpovided by Weisberg. The defendants 

not only eT made even a frivolous effort to address this new evidence and/or 

its yndenied meaning. Tne court does not even clain that this new evidence is not 

relevant,a@@t is entirely uncontested, the charged felonies are e ntirely undenied, 

     and instead, flying into the face of ne le. undenied evidences the district court 

merely stated that it does not cons pea Without mention of whether or not 

   
       

     

it constitutes perjury and misrepresentged, as without tanned, 5 3 
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ead it ‘mates no evaluation of the specifiles of adequacy or inadequacy, This new evidence     

Weisberg alleged and the district court ignored the undeniable fect that the - 

government presented nothing but what remains undenied perjury, fraud and misrep- 

scacntation te procure both the dismissal and the joigeeeas against Weisberg. 

Neither the covernnent nor the district court cited a scintille of any other basis for 

these orders by the district court. It remains without question that the only basis 

on which the district court could find in favor of the government is the undens ried 

fraud, perjury and misrepresentatione GA 

Aside from what this — kind of serious official misconduct, more worthy 

of harshest condemnation because it ‘1p, iectemantie in the words inc#ibed above the 

door that was always kept securely locked in the Department's main building 

‘until after } Jeisberg exposed this fact), in that cane place, the place of justice,   it is apparent that by the very ‘decisions The. district court cites Weisberg believes      

   

  

“he is entitled to what he seeks and is barely mention in the Memorandum, relief from 

the judgement ageinst hime 

Citing one of its ow earlier decisions, the Bulloch eourt states, "Relief under 

the rule (60(b)) na e granted when the application is flearly substantisted by adeuuate 

proof." (page 719)
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Viting one of \\td earlier decision, the Bylloch court states, "Relief under 

the rule (60(»)) may be granted when the application 

1M, 
ai 

proof." (page 719) I this instant cause the proof is 
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   adequate that it is entirely 

to = g 1 Par " . undenied, not disputed in any form or manner, not even by inference. Ca x & Mpe eyed 
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erred and-erred seriously and ‘hat Yeisberg Ws -etititled to the relief from the judge~ 

ment that he secks vandds barely menti oned by the district court and that these 
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very decisions state Seat what Tei! with regard to the un: ented felonies, a 
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quotes from him following: / \ 
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100 percent of what 

juésement orders is perjury, fraud epresem ation, thx but this is directly 
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contradL { by the Bulfoch court which states in plAin language that, and then that , 9 _ 

te. 

     

   

  

  

  vexlany of the ney ovidence dociiients and


