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One cannct deteét from this Memorandum that Weiéberg alleged that he was the’
victim of thié fraudland 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 #id not deny this, the court neither denies
nor in any way a=ddresses 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,disﬁri&t court makes not s singie reference to any of the'numerous vroofs in the
form of the FBI's dwn, previcusly-withheld reéorﬂs.rpo§ided by Weisbefg. The defendants
not only ha§e~no% nade even a frivolous effort to address this new evidence and/or

s mdenied meaning. Tne ccurt does not even claim that this new evidence is no%

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

and-i:ﬁtead, £flying into the face of all thwn undenied evzdepce, the district court

merely stated that it does not cons uié‘frauan €W1+ho ut mention of whether or not

it constitutes perjury and mi vep*e%en; ed, as without denlal t also dgesy )

. T - e
.\rfﬁ¥§ i%'makes ;« evaluation of the specifiles of adequacy or inadeq" cyd This new evidence

Weisberg alleged and the district court ignored the undeniable fzct that the -
government Dre°ented nothing but what .remains gﬁdenied perjury, fraud and misrep—
resentation ;o procure both the dismissal‘and the jbd.emenﬁ against Weisberg.

Neither the.government nor the district cogrt cited a scintilla of any other basis for
these orders by the distriect court. It reraine without question-that the only basis

on which the district court could find in favnr of the government is the : ‘ﬂdenied
fraud, perjury and misrepresentation. T4

Aside from whét this wreieked kind of serious official miscbnduct more worthy
of harshest condemnstion hecause 1t 1s,hxﬁnxﬂxthx in the words incdibed sbove the
door that was always kept securely locked in the Pepartment's main building
}until after Ve ber” exposed this *act} in that hallowed place, the'place'of Justice,
it is apparent that by the véryrdecisibns therdistrict cqurt citss Weisberg believes

"he is entitled to what he seeks and is barely aantlon in the »emorandam, relief from

the &t dg@ment agglnst him,

- proof," (page 719)
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/bms*ltcan Te seen tha court

erred and- erred seriously and khat Jeisberg ¥s- rtvtleﬁ to the relief from the judge-

ment that he secks and %ﬁfygzééx\rJutineéibv he district court and that these

very decisions state thaf,ﬂga”/ﬁéxasigé.wvtﬂ regard to the
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