Dear Yim, You and G.Us v Fed. Res. Bd. 6/29/76

I think 1 undefgtood this deolsion well enough %o ask you to find time you do
not have to file for yourself. We've talked about this often, Gdve up some reading,
some clipping, and file a suit that will not requive guch time for $he “omplaing, if
it is disputed, and will give you & ball in time, Plus$$$ to which you ave entitled,

Consider mdding to virtually all the grafs of the decision soveral others in
terms of national usefulnesss

I ﬁhﬂ&lﬁ h&VQ b&m hg BoOEnens
is a two-year ststute without much time,

It 1s the first you handied by Yourself and under this decislon a case prior to
the amended law is legit.

There are mﬁﬁaﬂmmmmbntadmmmthe government would
uot want your meguest to go to tourt. This is the year of our Ford, for one thing, I'd
not say that. I'd say this was a non-profit, pro bono case in which the publio information
¢bimined was made completely available ang quoted and cited more than just willions of
times. You can sttach the Post and SP eopyy Anson's book, New Tqmes, you name it,

But 1'd be sure to include an indication of the izmportance of the transcript
in a representative socisty and
as forerunner of the Congressional intelligence investigations. Here you
bave an abundance of juicy quotes, court

Rhoads lied, ge represented the government and forced the case to txmk without
nesd or cause,

Under path he later admitted the 1ie.

i'm sure than by any reasonable standard you spent more than $%,000 hours of
time on this case.

Ask for it.

ng 2052-73, which is a 1874 decision and if there

Picase,




