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Doar Jin, ReTG=1700 (78~0240), DJ Hgtion to Publish “arorendwa Opinion 6/14/60

It came in today's il and I've read it once. With some degpeir, because it is
cloar that you do not wnderstand what they arc up to and by way of comment did no more
than personalise, saying they wont to be able t0 use it in your case. The only alternn=
tive is impossible, that you were not honest with me,

After this one reading = and I put it this way beecause it is possible that on re—
reading and pondemedlrg Iy 20 nowe ~ T ooa convincod that $he 01y Shdng wrong with
my oppondoneous reaction is thet it wes too congorvative. In turn that is becauge you did
w0t reflect in our coavercatten what I see in this ofCorte

You feer gtrbngiy cbout this and you thus fecl strongly ebout it so I will not do
as I gaid I woulds Do or do not do whatever you want, cutirely on your owm, end I will
have no coapleint and nothing tonsay watdl it is all over, however and vhenover it ends.

T do sugzast that you consider all noasible vliernatives, and gfter this reading I
see others I will not now couwsmwiicate to you. The renson s that I ms homing you can
lgarn, as you rafuse to, areont in toxb-bodk weyse IF thove 1o 2 cost and if you zeally
do locarn somathing from 2t = I' eareful not %o shate what = T will repgard it as well
worth more than vhatover the ceat can bee I'm not concrned about costa to ree

I am not aware of the technicalities so I don't know how ruch 4ime thoy have to
try to do anything aftcr the Judgoment is entered, so L'ni not bothering $o.look u: the
4t ime betwosn then and  thexk 10th, when the Votion wes mwiled to youe If there is a
tine limit and they have oxcecded it I'd rush to oppose on that basis;ﬁ, dropying all
else to do ite

There sre two thingn about whielh T will bz epeoific. They are not in this lotion
but ar: from our conversation. One is your fear, vhich you have nnver Lsced and probably
won't nowe t was that I wrould antagordue the panele With the tiackinnons and Nobbs of
this world dur eiatenee is all thoy nced fo be sntagomizeds That we use TOIA movely
agpravates thate I the fecar is Jjustilied, and in Tla carc there cuaa be dicagrooment,
then one evoluates the Tecr against what 1dght he occomplished.

There are many ways in which a lawyer can antagonige a judge. Have &A really
thought this through, broadly? Have you cver agsked yourself what have I dane or not done
that could antagonize Judge A or Judge EY

The other 13 yovr fizetionz. I gave you a apontaneous recctlon to the one ppocific
you gave me, of wmany, and you ncver once changed your respoiscs Do you think I dldn't
understand vhet you said? I dide You kopt repeating the same thing over and ovar, and
thus I just quit because you naver once gave any ihought to where I mipght e reaching
to gCe

llow I can sec more clearly where to 2o and how to try to go thures As 1 told you,
I won't and I won't tell yous I'1ll do notldng on nmy ovne I won't even do as 1 said I would,
draft a letter for wour approvele

[}

You gre ny dear friende When I say souething I know you don t went o hoeay itu is
not becauso of sowe invisible perversity but is LecauseXX I bLeliBve it must be said,
because you are holding a fine rind in captivity and defeat yoursell by ity becouse at
some point you will at least esk yoursclf question if not iry to gtand badk and viork
out an evaluztion.

Twelve yepars ago ,ast week I intorviewed Genersl Gavin, ad 1lib, about a book he'd
written and I'd not even seen, because the man who was to do the interviowing didn't show
up and the person from the program was a Priend. (I must fine tho tape for Dave.) After
I threw a corve at which Gavin swung, he realized and responded - On JFK and the liowdation
of the Wi v ing genersls ot Te political prob
that they are not susceptible of wilitary colutione /nd them aglidng what he could do o
make his gonerels understand this. Pleaso think about ite Best mishes, Ny,

Sy




bee: 411 Jim told me is that they wanted the opinjon published over the upholding of +he
withholding of FuoI names. I said oh boylvthey made a big mistake and gave him only one
incredibly strong proof, one that proves they licd to this appeals court, to the district
court and in other cases, including his own, on which I think he now has grounds to go
back to that judge, Hesell, who r :d out one government lavyer and recused himself
ffom that case over being lied to. This proof is in the FBI's afiidavit in 1996, which

1 addressed in my response affidavit, and in an abundance of records L have,

411 I had time to say is that I thought I shiuld yrite a letler in which I begin
by explaining that I could not in good conscience ask Jim to continue to represent me
in this case when I could not pay him and he would not'recover his costs because ——
and there he interruoted with his sponteneous reaction and I got no farthur.

Now that I have read % Yotion I see claearly that it will be a virtual rewriting
of F0I4, at the very least with regard to exenptions 1,2 andn7e.

+ will enable the government to stonewall every FOIA case, bleed every requ ester
and his counsel, and jimmediately there will be a great dimunition in what is provided
outside of litigation. There will be more forced to litigation by non-complisnce.

Every source, even the city directory, would be a confidential source. What the
legislative history riles out, sourées other than human, become confidential sources,
within the newly-ordained meaning of the icte

How having read this monstrosity and seeing what Yim did not begin to indicate
there are nmany things I would do in the greatest possible haste, first of all speaking
to counsel in the other case mentioned, Joan Beez's, even asking the court to appoint hinm
as my counsel because Jim is overly-booked and I cen't Pay a lavyer.

His disposition was to fo nothing when we spoliee When I szid I'd write a letter he
said he'd do it, so I asked with vhat time? I thought you don't have tine for a ythinge
,€ said it wouldn't take that long, as he alweys says before he does n't get around to
doing what he shoulde I just got him to get around to moving the reprocessing of +he
FEIHQ MURKIN records, which the judge had told him to do on 1/12/79¢

lils personalized reaction was in terms of his 78-2309 and in saying I would undercut
nim to the Yourts

When I gsked him about the money the apoeals court ordered be repaid to me by DJ
more than a half year ago he said/ ¥ He'd speak tothe government attommey again, for the
unpeenth time. When I szid the gp.eals court should know of that contempt, he said he'd
first write the 4ssociate 4G. When I said how would that do more than play along with the
delay, he said it had to be done first. Only when I asked if hie could not send a carbon
t the appeals court did he think maybe he could! And they ordered repayment long ago,
well before the end of last yeare

I told him a weck ago that I had good information thatbthey are doing a number on
me and at least in part in court end he cangtsee the possible correlation between this
new effort and the refusal to pay what they owe me and then refuses to see that there
are possibilities of turning it around by forgetting ehat is in the law books, forgetting
what is not applicable to such a political situation. He has not yet learned how to fight
a political case when most of his lawyering career has been political cases- almost all.

I am less certain but I believe if they get avey woth this there is almost no record
the FBI ani CIA won't bo able to wothhold under TE, as "disclosing" an investigative
nethod or technigues
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1 of informents.  Exermption 7 (C) was cited to support the

withholding e¢f inforcation ldentifying third parties snd the FEI

_._-«—--—-—_“'"M
agents who produced the worksheets, trereby protecting then
——
arainst unvarranted invasions of privacy. Exenption 7 (D) was

asserted to protect the identity of a2 ceonflidential scurce and
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mation furrnished only by that source, and to remcve the file
and symbol numbers of FEI informants which could revezl their
identities. Finally, Exemption 7 (E) was invcked to protsct two

investirgative techniques s0 233 to avoild impairing their future e

dential aource, be it zn individual, z2n agency, s husiness or an
tnstitution. In a Judgoent filed on Hay 12, 1612, this Court af-
firmed Yon the basis of the orinion of the District Court o « + %
The deecision of this Court prevides important clarifications——
of the scope of txenptions 1, 2, 7 (€), and 7 (D), and thus should
be avéilable in published form for thzs guidance of the Distric
Court and for other ccurts and litipants acrose the country. In
particular, thils Court's .ruling csncerﬁiné Sxemption 7 (D) madé
clear for the first tire that anm FBI inforzant's:-file and syobol

nurtbers, as well as his identity, are exermpt. from disclosure

.

undep Tremptien 7 (D). This zz2me issue was arcued before the

United States Court of Appeals fo 1o ¢ re aprroxirately

o

ne nenth ago in the c¢2se of Ve v mT, Ho. 70-6267, It has
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