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';,?hﬁ Khnarabl& Bdwmerd M. ﬁuwran
Judge of the U,5, Distrlot Courd
' “for the Diwtriua ef Cwlumbia
ws&ninhtsﬁ, b. Q» :

i}
| I

' Dear 3&63& uurran:

Dnger dnte af agtuﬁbar 1&, 1??6, Williaw D. Ruckslbgus, Asaistand
Abtorney ﬁvnarﬁl of ths Departmns of Justise, wrote whet smounts,
- smong other things, %o ths snsoursgsment that I register n formal
~epmplaing with you ovarp s gsrjury comultied h} hiz BOs iaﬂnnh,. 8
o&vza Andernarn. ?amr&fara, 1 do. - . L : i

b ysxr end & half ar Lutilivy wes chﬁauwaﬁ in uaﬁking oerﬁﬁin docuae .
msnts to whieh I 2 clearly ontlsled under the lew. - It bogen with -
my reguents beling unﬂnsuawmu.";ama nuy 1$w?@r, dip, Barnard Fensiaps
wold, Jr,, was lgnorad, AfTapr thal, prooizes mede him wWers nobt kapb,
- with eonsequent further delsy, Tpare then fellowsd Dapertument of ;
S Junties lotters I muct desorlbe ﬂﬂ iiez, in which sven exlirtonse of
. the dosuments woe denled. %o, I Filsd Givil Ackion 715-7C, %When
thut wes sboubt v ecws Lo Trisl, bhe Depsrtment of Justice blanﬂly
'wr»t» my lowyer thet they would ’&kw tha doocumsnts aveilsble. Thsy
suen delsysd wme furthspy, firss by not telling me how I could hsve
s_awan so thyee documsids, thsn by sselling on copying thsm, and fie
nrlly, % you mey rscall, by set @v*&‘ug poms ooplas, pa&ﬁ rwr
%hrﬁ@ ponths warliﬁr, uﬁzil the maz%@r razehsd 3uu.

During all thiﬁ pcri@ﬁ, Eﬁ'& inf rm&ﬁ 1.3 ﬁ*tﬁ“nuy‘ﬁ“ﬁ$”ﬁl ﬁﬁa hia
Gapuby, %ha ﬁsg rtment wrots 2 auwsber of letiersa, ncet one of whish
Cwss ruthful. " ALL ware dssizned B suppress, %o viclate tho lau,
end %o deny ms bhat vo wnlch I ﬂﬂ snbltled.  2he Depesrimont knew I
WE B writing a Yook weying snd proving wbet it 410 not wend seld shous
Lo eossazzingtlon of Dy, Mertin Lm»hﬂ‘ RKing, Jr., ius anrytA**Liﬁ
{ﬂhiﬂh'WﬂL by whe Lopzpd Wﬂﬂﬁ, nﬁﬁ Shate ﬂua wribion), eng th& cuue of
J& !‘Js .:51‘1 5$JU . !. : .

All«ging pUrpose end inzant ey Qe QMWﬁﬁicﬁﬂb;ﬁ, no mﬁzﬁer huB sertais
I may be in wy own miad. ﬁllb ging the vesull, hovever, in lees Quoess

$lunsbls, for that s cleer, IS @us Tirst to frustraty ny work, then .

te delay it {both prosorived by the Frasdowm of Inforwmssion law snd

the sleer lntent of uanhraaa}, and te deny the 6@f@n:¢nt hiﬂ riﬁht¢.

vhan thls msbber Linally ronrchsd yau iset month, only thrag r@%hﬁﬁtgakﬁ;w
hed net busn deliversd to m&. These e ths envelops in whish thas
- Iile is conbeinsd, & copy of ons of the plotures, end ths sesursncs,



.frém gsomcone who could glve @u@h'asauranﬁa; that I had been aivén :
seoees to ths entirs Tlle. é ' B . S o

¥han, on Augast 12, 1970, these things had still not been delivered,

" you told the Depsritment that doing thie would requirs but a Tew mine
‘ubes &nd you ordered it donme within & wesk, During thab week, I
nalther received nor hesrd saything from the Department. On the
‘gighth dey sfter your order, om August 19, 1970, with the Department
not even appespring defore you, you signed e suwmary Judgment. ;

Howover, in the interim, on aAugust 1k, Mr. inderson filed & nuwbor
‘of papers in this msttsr. One of them is sn effidavit in the files
of your court. It contslns fmlse ststements that I.belleve, basruso
‘thay are the essense of maberislity, are perjurlous. Ons of theso
dssle precisely with what wes st lasus before you, delivery of cns
of the items from the file in guestion. IL seys, - - e
i A T T e . ety T e
©"a gepy of this Fils cover was dellvoered to plaintiff cn
Auwgust 12, 197¢.% - oo I RN v G L P

As he ¥now when ke swars to this, Mr. Anderson, whom I wat briefly
end for the oaly time moments befors you sntered your sours, delliv-
spad nothing to we. s hed with him the £ile envelope itsell,
seversl rercx copiss of 1%, snd the pleturs 1o question. Hs showed

- me tha envelope, in the presence of seversl witnesses, butb he did

 pobt “deliver" it to me, nor 4id hs. give it to me. - He showsd 1t bto
© mw, then took i1t back efter I showed nim that it had besn carsfully
. pentrived to magk ons of the entries which besrs wvery heavily on tas
donisl of his rights to Jawss Herl Bay. HNr. dnderson then slso bad
the pioturs with biwm. He then slso refussd to give it to wo. Nre
Andepson, to this day, has pever "deliversd” or glven me snything,

nop hos he ever written op teisphcnod me. There has bsen no ¢toor
conbsst boaltwoen us, o FE S e - :

~watablishing the.truth of what I here. tell you doss not depend upon
the word of those witmoasses with mw. Paul Valentling, a Weshinston
. Enst wsporter, elso wes present,| I-have sincs disoussed thls wWith
- kim. Ho reoeils thst I was not glvean ths copy in guestion, beving
suen my brisf conversstlon with Hr. Andsrson end having left ths
gourtroom with me and then driven me o Mr. Peasterwald's offics.
Yer doos preef of thls perjury rest upon what must be obvieus, thst

you would not heve dirscted Me. Anderson te do that which he had sl- -

resdy done, or thst he would h&v% romsinad 8ilent 1 you had.

Thrae dsys aﬁtﬁr,thiﬂ<?arjurieu$!oaﬁh,»Rr. fnderson'a supsrior,

Carl Baprdley, beputy Asslistant Atlorney Gsnersl, wrots Mr. Fenster-
wald, pretending, es wss kils snd the Depsrbment's wont in this wat-

 ter, thst yeu do nobt exisb, thet Civil Actlion Ho. 7i8-70 hod not

been filed, end that. you hsd not izsusd an ordsr to the Depertucnts

"Pursusnt to your discussion with David J. Anderson of this
office, we ars foprwsrding coples of ths Lils cover which you
requested,” L e



Thriecs prior to this Mr, Bsrdley hed denled, in writing, that this

. #ilo covor exlsts. I csn Bive you the letters, Yot it is he who
Porsonally told wmo, in Xr. Fensterweld's pressnce, when I hended
bim this cover snd & wrltten reguest for & copy of 1t, that it would
‘not bs given to me, so his Paloe letbiars #re nol without polnt, I
suggest that this besars on what I bolieve is contemptucus, :

It was not pursusat to a non~existent discusslon with my attornay
- %ot the £ile sover sopy wan, ultimstely, forwsrdsd, reaching me
- efter you signed the sRmmary Jjudgment. It wes pursuant to your
- prders - : - T SERULITI ‘
 Houwever, tho eszssential point hore is that ¥p, Eardley's letter
- Proves that the Depsriment 2id not wail me the copy of the £ile
savelops wuntill threes days afior Hp, Anderson had sworn felroly
thst hs hed alroady deliveped it. =

Porjury olimexing = Jear and e faelf of deliberste snd persistent
vielatlon of ths low by the governmont, especislly by the Dopuyte
ment of the goveramant whoso rosponsibiliity 1t 16 te uphold the
inw and to defendé the rights of 211 Amsplecens under it, wsa too
wuchs I wrote ths Attorney Genersl on August 20, sending you &
cerbon copy. I eallsd thin perjury to his sttention, noted that,
ned 1t been me instesd of his employes, he would have aought to
heve ms punishsd, traced the hiztory of this esse sna the demage
done we, and eplled pther things to hilsa sttentlon. The letter in
‘enswer, Irom MNr. Ruckelhaus, a copy. of which i anclossd herewith,
. EEye only twe things, responding o none of the others ¢ontaeined in
- this lstter to the Attorney Ganarﬁl er others I wrots,

It 3851l fails to give meaningful| esaurance thet T wes given agesss

to the antirs filu. where the Peputy Atternsy Gonspal, knowing 1t

to be false, hed twics written (his lebbters aps attached to my come

- pleint) that no sush iles exists,|subssguent Departmsnt lies, in

vriting, csteblish the exiztsnsa of 8t loast thrae s85ts of this rile.
Hy roquest 1s, I believs, hoth normal and propar. It wes not for a

mar ningless luttor from a lawysp saying I had been given the entire

fils, something the lawyer has Ho ey of knowing (and ¥Mr. Andsroon

could not have been more specific on this point in conversaticn

with Hr, Penstsrisld, to whom hs #8id he knew shaolutely nothing

éboul the £ile)., It was fopr a statement from the sustodian of Lho

. f1le, ths only pesrson who enn koow.  Had I Insisted upon. this wmote

tor receiving & full alring, hsd 1% bsen my intention to embarrsas

- the goverament, to oxpose its endlose sbuze of ms end its endless

1ies, thare would have bsen no quastion in court. I fail to svo
why, if the Depsrtment did meke the entirs file evailabls to mo,
the purpose of the aobhion in your court, i% is unwilling for the
only person whe tan 50 4ssure us to provide that sesurencs, ¥er,
espoclally with hhis history of naver heving wpitten a single lobe
tor that does not contain lies, elimexing with open periury, do T
think the meeningless word of & man who proclaims he hes Ho knocule -
- ®dge iz elther propsr or satisfactory. : e






