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Honorsble John M. Mitehell g
Attornsy Oenersl of ths Unlted States
wagningten, D. 9. o0
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Daey ¥r. Bitcholls K
Hery I to swoar fslsely under oath or Yo duceive, wmisrepresont end
eLoompt Lo misinform or mislosd & Judge in Pedersl court, your dee
pertment could end would prosssuts we. Are these things no loas
- roprehiensible, ls pepjury no less s orims, whon cowmibted by sttor-
noys for your dopariment? A ; At B R
- {n thras different oscesions, your depertmend has £1iled motions ololine
ing Clvil Astlon Ho. 715-70 1z moot bossuss, iz the words of the nesk-
reoput onz, Lilsd leet Friday in posponss to an order Lssusd by “hlsf
sudgs fdeard H. Curren of ths Fedarsel Dlstriet Court for the Dlstrist
of Columble, "plainbiff has been glven scasss to ths pepers requasted
An ghis public Informstion sult end tharsfors this csse 4y moob",
How, under this law, I sk antibtled to ond ssksd and pald feor coplaen
of Ltems Ina this fils which, &3 of this writing, doasplie ths direst
croor of Judge Curprsn, have nob beon glven mo. . Nor 4008 sush » cags
besoms wood on the mere premins of the pheyine of dotuments to a

Apponded to this motion wesre seversl documsnba. Ons 16 thae alflidevit
of your pticruey, David J. Anderson. Persgreph 2 consludes with pefe
srense to your Hay &, 1970, lotter, "A trus copy of this letber is
attzohsd hereto and ls Exhibit 1 sad wmede part nersof.,®

Zxniblt L 1= not a “true copy”. It is an sdibed sepy, the sditing bae
ing scoonplishicd by wmesking thet 1 vislibls in the copyinz. Is not
Chilsl Judge of thw Psderal Distrist Courts for shs District of (o-
sibis entitled €o the Intelligsnos removed from your copy of thisg
istsr, capeolelly when, under ocabh, 1% is deseribed to him 28 "a Erue
eopy”?  IT thls elteration bhas beba porformsd on 6ll depsrimental
sepise of this letuer, I will bs heppy 4o supply whst bas boen ro-
woved, - {Ixbibit 3, slso desopribed 53 s trus oopy”s iz edited ia ths
same fashion.) o O R : : _

Parograph L, is designed to mlercprassnt snd to decelve. Ib stotes
Chat I did tuo things for the Flres tims in a letter of Juns 2, "wrobs
W osn officiel of the Depsriment requssting notificetlon thes ho (I)
Lo beon glven sgoess 6 ell the papers iavolved in this ectlon snd
furthsr requested to e2e the file cover in which the documsnts had
been kept'e. ; , , :

I 0id pot, then op svsr, Just "roquest” o "see” this £ile cover,



?‘f&?s &it@ﬁmﬁl - %

¥ist theb lebsep aotually ssid is thet I bad esrlisr supplied Four
depariment with & list of the Popers frowm thad file T had rugussbed
25l pald for end hed pot been glvsn. The unnemed official is ths
fasistent to ths Deputy Attorney Uenorul, who is the officisl who o
Bud delivered the copies So me &nd %o whom I had glven payment.
That peregrsph sctunlly roeds, : L :

G checking thess papers sgainst the 1is%, I fins ths
firet snd last items missing. The first is the £ils SoveDr,
Che lost o simple lstier inforaing me thet, in fest, I heve
been g§v§n Bocess To Lthe ontire file thet is ths sublsst of
this action, ' : ; X" &F :

- This dellberste wisropressntation was 8lao made by Me. Ainderson, %o
Judge Curran, on August 12, whon My, Andsrson pepresentsd thess ws
niew sl eddisionsl requests made bY e, whersss thay sre the initlsl
regueats, deliversd in writing whon I sssmined the £ils, in Msy, to
~eputy Assistent Attornsy Seneral Cerl Esrdley. Despite his snd ,
ciher subszegusnt felse reprasentsbions, fir. Bardley, then end thars,

. in the pressnce of my atierney, told me he would dsny me thess tuo
items, whish iz quite sonbesry to the misrspresensation in this af=- -
Pidavit, the moblon of which 1% le pars, and to his oun ietiere,
uiloh, Se his knowledge, conbeln such gross falsschoods thay ssnnot
be socidental end, in fsct, ave independently esbablished ss foissw
bioods by other of his letters slone. .

Paregraph 7 begine, "On fugust xﬁs A970, effient adviesd plaintisffts
ablorney thed s copy of said £ile oover bsd bsen losated snd wonid ba
supplisd to plaintilf.” It is & misropresentstion snd s deception to
~8llsge that no such file Sover on oopy of such fils cover had besaen
“lossted” saplier. Pleingire Pleped the fils cover iltself in thy
hands of Capl Fardleoy when returalag the file to him. Pricr o Augs
ust 11, 1970, the doperbwmont hed sut off most of a Zerox of thls
identicsl file sover, taped the pemsine together with Becoloh btaps,
snd pend it to ms, wlisrepresented ss the enbirs thing. Rspestedly,.
the depsrimend mede other atlampls o deceive the Court and me sbout
this file sovepr, inoivding W&?ﬁ@&@ﬁﬁﬁ%i%ﬁ'&h&ﬁ it doss not exist,

: : |
The remsindsr of pavsgraph 7 is, in wy opinion, openly porjuriocus
end Intendsd $o deseive the sourt, which had Just opdsred thet what
it felsely slleges wes dons be done, Hed 4% been dons, it iz phvie
cus Hp, Anderson would have informed Judgs Curren thas it bsd been
Gense This sentense resds, "A copy of sald Tils cover waa dellversd
0 plaindiflf on Augzust 13, A970.% . '

i nots §h$»aﬂa truthful thing in %&3% sentence, its felilure to do-
- 80ribe fhet ocopy as a “trus” Bopy, for 1t wee nob. ' ‘

I% wes not deliversd to me, IS WiE shown fo me 2nd wss Saken with
bim by &F. Anderson. He did not deve "deliver? it, nor 41¢ he dsps
give 1t to tha Judge o glve b, for hs knsw 4t wes an unfsitilul
SopYs the unfelithfuiness belng of a bon-agtidental charaoter, given
tiw charaster of ths Lercxing prosess, resulting in one of thes one
trios belog rendered eniirsly $1llegible. - ,
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The perjurious mature of this affidavit is Surthor disclosed by
Carl Zsrdley's Istler of August 17, 1970, uhich is subseqguant to
thes dets of the alleged August 11 Hdslivery” end to thal of ths
Avgust 1L 2001devit. This lebter, shich is otherwise felze in its
oWn plghi, in en effort to dizpulise thls perjury, bezins, "Pursuant
to your discussion with Dsvid J. Anderson of this offica, ws ars
foreordling copdes of the fils cover which you requessted,” Had this
inllor boen wpibtten undep oath, L% slso would Live been perjurious,
for on what is dlrectly involved snd is mood matorisl it iz false.
It steles, "You will recall that the blurrsd portions were also
blurred on the originel.” 7Ths blurred portion, a3 the most cassua
ezeminetion will dlsclose, 1s not blurred on the original. '

I net porjurious, Paragraph 8 iz olsarly desizned to nigreprosens ;
#nd btz decelve the Court. I% boglns, "In the August 11 conversetion
- betuesn alffiant end Plaintirf's atiorney, ths latier indlcoted that
plaintlifl dasirsd 8 sopy of ons of the photographs which were smong
the documsnts peforrsd to in paragraphs 2. and 3 sbove,” It uwas not
in this sllsgad eonversntlion of August 11 budt in the wrltten raguast
I wade In Mey that this rhotograph wes requoated. At that bims T
Taguested otber photogrephs slso, | When I uen, tuo wasks later, in-
Jormad thsed ths supplying of thsse pholographs would raguirs &8 8déle
tionsl thres weoks, I raduced this request for photographs to the
sinzle ons. This 1s amply rocordad In covrpospondencs nob supplisd
Eo the gourt by you 2ad is pelflected in the 1ist of those thinga of
wiiich I requsstad soplss. ) LU

Hers 6zoin the misreprezentation was slso perpstreted in court, %o
the Judge's feos, whosn Mr. Anderson told him thet this requost snd
et for the sover of the £ile wore made later by wme. - A

Tho iatent to docelive nover ended.  Hérs ére mere exsmpless

In Hr. Zspdley's Juns 26 letter, hs says of thls fils cover, the
very ons I persenally shewsd him in his secretapyls office, the
vary ons hes then ssid hs would not copy end provide, "... tho papsrs
eromined by Mr. Welsberg were conthined inm e plein unmepied file
felder. Wo srs therelore Bnswars of what £ile folder Mp. ¥olsborg
hes in mind,® S : : -

Dut under dsts of July 20, ¥r. Zardley wrote, "I em snclosin: 2 copy
of the only secopdisn £ils covepr which we have been sble to iocceis
+es”y tho onv he held in hls hswé in Hay. .

1 .

Parcgroph 5 dess not ecourstely reflect Me. Faprdleyts lattor of Juns
&6, 1979, to whilch 31t rofors o "edvising him (meaning By sttornsy)
thot plaintiff hsd besn glven soessa o sll documants which were the
subjoet of thils sction". Whad thot letiep agtually says Lz lese,
only what, with this history of decoptlon, deliverate falsehoed snd
sioropresentation, is unscoeptobla. Hre Dapdley wrote, "I have besn
szsured by individusls in Bhis depertwsnt wis have examined our fils
on Jemes Parl Rey that Fr. Welsberg has beon glven sovess to all tho
pepers which he requestsd in his complaing.” ' : : '






