11/10/70
Lear Tom,

Driving liome sciietDing oczurred to me tuat I wish wed came to mind
wiile we were tol'wing. I ueove yru will not regard tuis as presumntucus, nor or
eny subtle, ulterior purmose. I am net trying to sugeest tust ynu do enything
cther tuan wuat y-u taink is rigot ~r reguired. BPut there ig, 8s I smee it, a
consideration ~f waica you 1y be unaware.

Woen you e2id you weuld censult Justice, 4 ger-ly told veu the
sdvance inciestions o1 tue cnswer, based on tus record, sni tuet I tiink it
will be counterproductive.

Mors tuun tois may figure irn sny aiviee ycu ey zet. On the bssis of
waat I know and believe, two taings will occur to tuose who Uave tueir own records
to b2 concerned witd.

First of ell, tie memo covers & trarsacticn tust is in part illegsl. I
Lave known tuis, &s + trld you, for seor- tusn feour years. Somebody gave away govarn-
masnt proverty. 1 toucted -n tuie briefly. Thiers is ne sutuvority for tuis. It is not
gometuing tuat can proverly and legelly be ordered done by snyone, sither, Tuct
somebody was in vour agency, wnieu toereby is invelved. J'llegali‘cie:@ in thi= ersa
began slmost immedistsly (snd I em not auestioning motivegy particulsrly not Keller-
man's). At toe latest, tnese began a2t the Navsl dospital. |

Once tuis gy wave rected upon iy opinion and my non=lawyer's inter-
rretation nf tucse laws and regulations of whien I em sware. Mow it hrs been the
subject of a judieciel detarmirution of foct. If y~u'd like I'11 trke you to the
court record. 1t iz little known, btut it is in Vssaington.

The snswer I suowed you todey in Civil Action 2569-70 is tne closest
thing to a competent legal peoper prepared in all tu- suits I've filed and all tae
preliminsries to otaers, and it iz ridiculous. Justice's reecnrd wruld disgrace a
self-respecting, first-yesr law student. I usve invite. you to examine my files.
You con consulf lesg, if you wont to, in Federal District Vourt in Jashington. The
once case decided is 718-70. They telked tae way tney will talk to you, but in tae
last minute tuey cepitudated. In giving me wast tuey sougut, wnich tuey knew taey
had to to bsgin with, tuey cculdn't even do tuat well. Instesd tuey committed con-
tamp snd perjury-needlessly -with no possibility of sny sein frou either. Not one
of their moves succeeded. I'ot cne of tueir —sny 1 tters ie trutuful. They made a
record tuey inmedistely switched on in my next suit, 72301-70 and, ss you can
sese, actuslly did tois in the nime of tue 4ttorney Genersl nimself. You will find
thst to counter their false interpretetion -f tue exasct same point of the law, I
filed the Attorney Genersl letter saying exactly tie opposite. The afridevit to
waich I referred today is o sup lement to tueir mction in tuis csse. You really
should read it.

You mey or may not feel you cun trust my judgement snd my opinion, but
+ offer it. There is some consteinstion toere over my suits, snd I nave every reasson
to believe it will be increasing. Tney usve done very poorly. I tuink tuey woul 4
find sny goat welcome. I tuink, perticulsrly with &1 tuat Juctice ws withneld,
including from tite Commission ( 1 inve some csses in whidhtne Commission eaught them
end complained), tuey would, additionally, be nappy for tae -nctlisht to foeus on
snother sgency. Especislly if tuefw is any suggestion of scandal or illegslity.
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