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Plaintiff-Appellant 

Vs : Case No. 82-1072 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
ET AL., 

Defendants-Appellees : 

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME WITHIN 
WHICH TO FILE BRIEF FOR APPELLANT 
  

Comes now the appellant, Mr, Harold Weisberg, and moves the 

Court for an extension of time of 30 days, to and including April 

14, 1982, within which to file his brief in iidie case. As grounds 

for his motion, appellant represents to the Court as follows: 

1. Appellant's brief is presently due on March 14, 1982. 

2. Appellant's counsel has not been able to undertake any 

work on this case to date. On February 21 he is leaving town for 

a week. When he returns to work on March 1, work on a number of 

other cases must receive priority. This will preclude his com- 

mencing work on this case until at least the third week of March. 

The other matters include not only his own cases, but cases he 

handles for the law firm for which he works half time. 

3. No previous extension of time has been sought or granted. 
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Accordingly, appellant requests that his motion for exten- 

sion of time be granted. 

Respectfully submitted, 

be Lear 
v 

S H. LESAR 

00 Wilson Blvd., Suite 900 
rlington, Va. 22209 

Phone: 276-0404 

‘Attorney for Appellant 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this 17Z2-day of February, 

1982, mailed a copy of the foregoing Motion for Extension of Time 

Within Which to File Brief for Appellant to Mr. William G. Cole, 

Attorney, Civil Division, U.S. Department of Justice, Washington, 

D.C. 20530. 

J H. “LESA


