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Dear Jits, 12/1 /71

While I wes writing the enclosed 1 tter to Schaffer eorly tiis morning, as usus}
with other metters deranding sttention from my wind, I was alse thinking about your
belief that thia is the first of the meries of other suits you suid we should file and
vour belief that in the long run they'll require less time. fou are right. and it virtuully
gusrantees you an income for the time and work required. But this is not the iwportaant
consideration. It nerely in ures you against loss from the effort. I'll advenoce what I get
frox the consultuiney to beer the initial coais.

These people sre all mad. Kad with power, mad with self-irportance, mad with the
most incredible of political inssnities. If you hdd in cdnd that the best end thus the
rightfully first ia CiD I eatirely agree. If you did not have this in mind then 1 press
consideration of it upon you. For many reasons. Nost of sll bscouse suppossdly CRU is
the "liberal” part of IJ and because it was the Rvision of responsibility in the “dng
case, There is much frosting for the cake, ranging from the hasdhat Shea to the silly
and self-righteous Salliann Dougherty who brackets besutifully with the srrogant Lorn
of indubltable perjury. in toto it exposes the dishonesty of ell IJ pretenses sbout the
¥ing case, the FEL as the bad guys and they alone and even Boll's pieties about F0Li.

We have such magnificent samplea of withholding, all by &ll these pe ople. 1 have no
intention of signalling them and think you abould not even indicat: them except if you
t ink nocess.ry in such terms ms will not tell the Lynnes and the “ills anything =t alle.

Lil says these are bureecucrats who caennot learn. She may well be right. L say there
is no better 2%4 to try to tesch them with.

I have a few suggestions, beginning with & chonge in our aprrosch. low we play hand
and unyieldingly, not tolerantly and putiently. We begin with 4 demand for imcediate
trial or if you prefer the taking of depositions, I think that given the age of this case
and the record in it, my gse snd health and unique knowledge and the public interest to
be surved, ranging from the statements of Als to the situstion in the “ongress, we Lore
than mest the requirements of the Act. dnvoke them at the outset 4if you cane

(inother reason for speed is political - Hforn in charge of the Kearney grand jury
and his heving brought out only the ringle indictment, With his rccord in the “ing case
snd wit: us, there is a real poseibility of press interest. Congress likely.)

heide from him as witnesses there nre: Fellak, who waa in charge of CZD at the tics
of the erine and asked the Fil to take the case and hud many missing records in 1956 sent
to himj O'Connor who handled what generated much of the withheld paper and ofiered & deal
und has since opoken to reportersy Potéingne, who handled the withheld records and wae in
charge of CED and can provide motive for withholding in terms of his own recoicendstions
to Levi; Doughtrty, who appesrs to have done the searching snd the processing; Shea, of
course, because he is bose wnd Xitchell, becsuse he was the ectual reviewer in tne ap eals
units and other CRD lawyers, like Furghy, whe handled at least sone outside press contacts
apd left phoney records of .hich we have one. Huybe others, like Turner. Shaheen can
be asked to testify to what records he reccived from CFD. *hings like thiz.

We brosten the compleint to includc any and ull vecordr of any source, fcrw or origin
rolating to the King case, the “ay case, thedr investigations und my FUL: efforts. ¥e in-
clude auy and all records of their outside contsots, press of Congreass, cu these mattars,
and pny snd sll records of what was made svailuble to otier writers, including reporiers
of all media. (Crewdson got much of their time and help and sew or was tcll sbout thedz
records, es 1'm sure his series shows. On the other hund, Hurpiy's outsids sontact form
on bes Fayne does not even roflect what ies phoned hin sbout snd we huve 1t ani can yet an
affidavit frow “es.) What they did to meet the requirements of good faith ant due diligence,
as in learning what in & case the 4G held 4o be an historical case they did to deternine
what fs wnd ds not peblic domain.

They mey have records on me over this litigation so perhaps you include Pa und gake
1'd be surprised if soveoi te Fil'e venom wes not scnt them. in feot 1 think I have proof
that it vas. Jou mey went to make it DJ rather than CRD and nsme CAV end Criminal and others
originally involved



1/ wou cnt meka JShaaand his offices or the eatire DaG's offiece (sines moruani;:e:‘.)
nased individasl dsfendants I'd do that. Fo just to take their tine but for resal reasons
going back to my inttial requeats and including the presunt.

i don't think sy of thege people will be anwisus to make a rocard of dalibverate
torts. I Lelieve teey wil uoske an opposite record, one way or mora.

we will noy sgalin acsapt any ait etioa that haus us assundng their burien of proofs

I don't think thay'll zgain ask 1t anyway.

Tho nere filims of the smit will stireet Grean's attention. Her clerit's, anyway.
Sho has ordsred ne to assume the burden of proof rather than holding a hearing to
eatablish fact. The necna she opfted, their selectlon, was with my assursncs that it
could not do what was asked of 1t and of ne.

Hare iz where you phoned. We discussed the rost,

Qﬂﬂt'

Al
|




