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It has been & very long time! I hop you are still both kieldng around and
Wekings I'm still around but 1 don't dare trjnzic to kil literally, although I
manage a few other lkdnds of efforts, one encloscd.

I swns able to drive to DC for almost two years after 1975 thrombosis but
for ebout five years I've been able to get there only when driven and then only
for the surgeon to marvel svery six weeks, that I still have & lef't leg and thigh.
vomplications following successful arterial surgery.

You muy not recall, but the FOIA investigatory files exemption was anended

to see to it that the I4I und CIA are included aa the result of official corruption

in one of my earlier cases. L'vo mislaid that puge of the Congressional ‘ecom,
but Judge Gesell once referred to it and I have the story Ceorge Lirdner wrote.
1've marked a copye Until that decision, ths azencies hatod me even more and IJ
had a "get Widsberg" crew of six lawyera in the Civil Diviaion. ¥When that cidn't
work they shifted to open mendacity and have gotten away with it in all other
courtrocne. After the Lot wes smenidad I zot sore of the PUl's »efords on me, and
what thoy vere capable of is ghastly! Those records disclose that in 1967 they
conaidered and approved a recommendation to “stop" me end my writing by tying me
up in civil litigation. The 34 who was to front for it clickened out, for he

imew very well that my writing was aceurate. Seven books huve stood 't:.mbs/ testing,
and 1'n proud of that. do significant error and renarkably few insignificant oncs.
(T thirk that psido frow my beckeround this is dus to the fuet <hat I do nok
theorige conspiracies but instoad assess the evidence in what is really a stufy
of how our basic institutions worked in that tine of great stress and thereafter.
If you ever get up here, I tirink you'll be surprised at the extent of what Ifve
been able to do, of the archive I leawve, and soue of whe content of widtcl I have
copies on uy desk as shockers.)They've been able to do thds pretty much by stone-
walling Mtigation thot I camiot sbandon without giviw thom s iicsnse for por—
petusl suppressions That has pretiy puch stopped my writing, that and the amount
of time I have to spond in physical therapy deily.

i'm well awars that en banc petitions are rarely granted. Byt if nothing -
else this petition is a record for the future, for history. While I have no
parsonal iuterest, and you may recall I nover aought personal publicity, I would
like to see some attention to this judicial outrage because — and I do think that
by the standards of my reportins youth it is a legitinmate story = it is in the
country's interest. What has happened to the courts is inoredible. 4nd 1 fear
raporters have potten too used to whet of it then Jesmmn, And I frar for the
eifects on the country, the juiioial system and justice.

as the lawyers soy, the document has to speak for Ltself, apnd I let it. I
hope you will read it and if you have any questions, 1°'11 be gled to snswer them,
(301/475-8186) 1'n ususdy hoizo frou ry therapy of tlwec early hours by 10:30 and
generally am home the rest of the day.

i roqret that the potitiou is a rvtyped rough draft. I'd asked ny wife to
retypa it so I'd have n botter notion of meetins the lirdtation to 15 pages but

1've been additionally ill, I fearsl it might get woras, do + just used the retypsd

draft, There are gome things 1'd have inserted otherwise. 1 think that one is the
idontifieation of the Shaw case panel to which I refer, uhich held (Ho. 24=5064,
decided 12/5/64, or two days beforw mine) Si Phillips not competent to provide
attestations becsuse he lacked firat-person imowledge of the JTK investigation.
(51ip opinlon, ps 9) That penel was Willicy, Weld wud Sealia, the saae panel that
acfepted ‘hillips a the Nl's affient i ny case! /nd wiat I did not learn until
today, when 1 received o copy af' Law VWeek for 12.26/84, that this sume Scalia
wrote the decision in Liverty lobby v. Juck anderson. Lu my petition you will see




I had cnlled to the punel's attention Eogmsa lies, both basic in the panel's
subsecuent decision, by U counscl to its attentions W didn't bother to

arpue or t0 apologize or withdraw these 1ies. liow in his Carto/anderson decision
Scalis wrote,

M4 45 ghomefal that “encdiet Arnold was a $raitor; but he wuas not a shop=
lifter %o boot, =nd one should not have been able to meke that charge vhile
knoving its faleity with fupuddy.™

There is no doubt in my mind that this decision effectively negites FOLA
for the orrant agencies in those cases that are iuportunt/embarrassing to them
becaus: of the sbuse it licenses. There likewise isno doubt that all lassiyers
ean be in jeopardy in vivil cases, pardicularly with the government the
defendent, as » result of ihis declsion, Whatever Lesar did or did not do he
was subject to sanctions. This now applies universally, to pro bono counscl for
those who canmot pay and to the most prestigeous counsel for the wealthieat
corporations if either have clients who will not do what they recormend if
"dimoovery" in demsnded. And what this means in costs for large corporations
in what it licenses us "discovery!"

Thioge are soxe of the reasons I had to pevsist in :his case, at the cost of
writing I cannot hope to live long enouch to get to. It is apgainat, not in
personal interest.

It nay intercut you to know, awd it pleases me, that oy boolls are now
college texts, in Mhstory, polisci, /fovernment course snid even one in criminalistics!
Students have used my files for honors papers anl thenis material and are nove
So I gupse I con foel that the 20 yeard of unpeid lebor was wordh it.

Best wishes,
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