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Routs 12
Fredarick, W, 21201
August 12, 1976

Wy, Join R. Dugss, AUSA
Roon IV36-C

4.3, ststrict Court Sullding
““h'.g“ﬂ' 8.0, 20061

Dear d#r. Dugen: :

Ehadt you for the copy of your Response te my Notice for Certification of Compliance
‘“ ‘o&p ?5"‘"”c

1 have raad 1t and the sttachments tn haste in the svent | hear from Mr,. Leser bafors
ke Jeaves on the trip from which e will ot return watil Lador Day weekend.

Aside from thanking you for sending me taese papers, 1 have another purpese. I ex-
platatng 12 1 18 by rentnding you of eur first meating after the Febraary 11 status
eall; in particelar, cur coaversation mear the slavators.

You may net have Selteved what [ told you then and have repedtad since. 1 was baing
nonest and open with you, s 1 told you 1 was snd as, 1f 1t s mecessary, 1 will prove,
something else 1 then told you.

1 tole you 1 have ap clterior purpose sad that 1 want ne scandals. 1 also told yeu
taat [ do wint complisoce with the request, full cospliance. You had jJust told the
Court and us that you wers golag to file an afftdavit of fall cospliance. 1 teld you
that §f you 414 1 would prove 1t was perjuricus and that f you had no prior kmlu?‘
of it, my telling you of 1t weuld put you {n the susitbn of suborning parjury. 1 told
) 1 would coafront any false, deceptive or misrepresantative suearing directly

bocause [ would have no alterastive. I asked you not to present se with this eeed be~
Cause §f you dig ] would have to meet it.

The only tndications that you heeded me st a1) sra tr your seliberate stalling end
filing of sworn eguivecations.

As one example of your daliberats stonewalling 1 cite months of many promises of

Filings you have not mage, OF thess I cita but two. You told the Court and us that
you has expected en affidavit frem Guinles Shea, that 1t had Heen executed and that
you would be f1ling 1t prowptly. To this day you have not provided 1t. uewks have

‘passsd. If yow are poing to, 1 weuld Vike & copy 30 [ can go over 1t and give Mr.

bisr a aemo by ifie time he returas. whea the Judge i3sued » verbal order, you first
asked that 12 be in writing and thos that 1t be delayed unti) you could file papers
that to this day you have net filed.

%ow you Tile tarae of what you call affidavits. Twe are not affidavits, from the
gopies you sent we. They may be drafts of affidavits but they are not executed. 1
have had pravious experience with shese wnsigned affidavits provided by gour office.
{See £.A. 2301-70 and C.A. 75-226 asd the remand deciston in C.A, 75-226.)

The only one that {s actually sworn to in the coplies you provided wa i3 dated a mwath
Q0. Of the other twe, one says it 4s “Dated: July 12, 1976." ODsted ft may be. Sworn
%o it is not. Thers remains the third, the latest date in which 1s more than three
zoaths ia the past. It 15 not executed and there 18 no explanatfon for the Jong delay
in ar:v;éiag 1t. OF of sending me & copy that s s0t execuled a month after it was
execyted,
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Here 1 note youwr long delay makes say filing by ay cownsel fspessible - to your
knowledge fapossidle. You kaew Ais schedule and that he would de abread for foor
weeks and could sot respand,

I sote also that yeur Respense 15 but two peges lany not countiag tha space takes
wp by the fors. ] note in addition that 1t contains ne rescerch inty the Taw aad
ne citatfan of casas. Preparing this required an sdded four weeks?

Unless you would care to provide some written explanation prior to Mr. Lesar’'s
return, when he dous he will find & reguest that Ma seek redress for me. You kaow
By a8 md sisce February 11 at the latast kave known I Dave & potentfally
4ta) m;ta problen. Knowing this end tha Janguege of the law you stonawsl) me as
you have :

As 1 have written you without response, since Fedbrusry 11 you have promised 2o send
we coples of all papers and I offersd te pay you &)1 costs. Usti) now you have
seyer dose this. MHow you do 1t whan you keow I su witheut coumsel, On ths
earlier egcnhm you kngw not sending me the coplas I asked for precluded timely
responte by ms. '

You cannct blam this on sscretarial fatlure. A1) you had to do 15 add wy aame and
address to your drafts, as you did this tise for tha first tiee.

If for & momeat you 40 wot belisve thit 1 do sot sesk scandals and do seek what the
law says 15 nine a5 2 matter of right, reresd tha treascripts of thesa status calls.
If you quanct percefve what could have made news stories with a1l that has bean geing
oe o the madfa and in Comgrass, be my guest and examine sy marked coples. ! wos &
reporter befere you were born and I om sot without successful padlic ralations ex-
m:mu. But | Dave not held a press conferance §u all that time, nor {ssued a press
release.

ir dowdt for a soment that 1 will charge and peove perjery, ask your colleages

Richanl Rysn. In C.A. 75-228 he was reduced, 1n pratending to answer this whan {

$laged 12 under oath, te tallisg that Court that [ ceuld make and preve these charges

ad _Infinftun dacause I know mere shout the subject then snysne o the FRl. I 4o met,
Course, regard this as the reduttal af a perjery charge,

The affidavits you have filed are deceptive and falsa. I balfave they fnclude perjury.

1 not only belteve, I belfove | can prove that you ksew this. This s whet I tried
to castien you agaiest February 11. 1 could net have imen more sxplicit.

Or serious.

I you don’t belisve se, try me. But I would rather you balievs me end olininate ny
noad to confront the decaptioms, misreprasantations and falsifications you hava
#lad, tnowing bdatter,

I do mot want to ba forced to do this, hence § write.

Of the affidavits you f1led, the ome that comes clossst te pretending to swesr to
Sul) conpliance fs that of Stephen Horn. S0 1'11 yse that as an sxasple.

He swears not to full complisnce but to what be reviewed {*2l] pertinent documents®),
fdentifying some by nusbar and seme by other wmeans.

1 have been provided no single paper from» mowe than 3 third of thoss he found rele-
vant {a his search.

1 wil) {dantify, by number and by other means, what he knew existed snd,having uall-

#1sd himsalf as an expert, doss not even clain to have searchad. In additiea, 1 will

prove that ke ksew of records calied for by the laint and despite pricr

% sons] kagwledge did not provide 1t yet swears as he does. And he 2 Jawyer and s
cer of the cawrt.
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As for Wichaol Shaheam, In 2is Satier noments he rises te the frralevant. e Bas mn
endisclosed conflict of interwst. In my view he could met posstbly have accepted the
assigneent te which he attesty without the aodt sarious athical preblems. is has,
personally, reviowsd vhat s called for {a this cause ssd has st besn provided.

You are now, of course, wittiamg, if aot for the first tise.

1t will be four weeks or mors befors I can consult with Lovasel. 1 do hope that is
this t1ne you will mnderthke what rectification resains possible.

By ths time he returss, 1 will sFepared roofs of nuch sore tham 1 have fastcated to
:w heraia. Sove of 1t will be pretty specific, addressing persons asd the gér-
in Tedge of persons. '

Your February 11 explasation of yser refusal to arrange a tine for we i exanine
records was that you cannot control your clieat, 1 Bope you wate a Salated effert,

Stnceraly,

flareld Weisbarg



