CONFILATILL 11/20/70
Deer iim,

Tom Zelley Just piuoned me sbout whot he #2id ircuivss (no neme mentioned)
told bim 1 und w»ritten tuem: tast L bave a eopy of toe mems of trsnafsr, They told
nim { wed written xtx twem suck s letter recenily. I do pot bellovs he 1ied to e o
sde tries to phens mz yesterdey, wden I was 1a IC,

I got my flle out 2nd reed Lim zy avresl on Just tuis to Vawter, wihich
seysesometling e tirsly different (und I tuink it notabls tuat tuey did not send
Bim » copy of the letfer). It gsys tast I om spreslin; their rsfussl ¢~ give ms
8 copy of tue govermment's copy tuet the Secret Service hed given them to give me,
which Ton confirmed,

They sre heving 8 confersnce on thin next week st Justice. I toli Tom »
#sek ago tist tue govermmont's “snswer” put me in tu poziticn whars I faolt Itd
Bave to subpens tuls memo, snd I repested tio current Justice interpretation of
agency ~f primery or psrsmount intersst snd refurral, as given ms by Holapp.Taey
do pat abide by ine AC's memos I =lso t018 alm tast ®ile I wsuld evemtually wansg
to use tul: in mybwriting, my present interest in it wes befeuss of t.1s =uite
I tuen stowed Lin botR tie snaver and t2e complaint, '

411 of this mokes e wonder 1f tuere might uot be sn extrs resson for
Justice's not secking dismisssl, #e they cave in all othar cuses. Eers they Lave
given me wust 1 esked for, tioe FRY Fabibit 60 rlstures, with no op-osition, net
even delsaye Thia, I think, toey will bas meking 14 ecpesr in court thet the
See-et Sarvice ias rasponsible for the suppressions, not Juztice or the IF3I. The "
memo of transfer was by tie 38, the stuff bed besn in ithe possessisn of tue S8,
tue film wsa 11legelly disposad ={ by the 83, things like tuet, Zven tae dissppesr-
ence of ths tag from tha coet csn bta mde to look k. the SS removed 14 between
the tine Aumas had it on the 2t:znd and now (Ju.tice sesnr ot to Leve had it in the
intervel), And whe wil! be giving the £8 counssl-tho defrnoing them 1f they set
into ceurt on tunia? Juetice, nuturslly!

These pletures sre the ope taing I esked of Justics tust X Lsve zotten
without grest trouble. :
Maybe Justice bes not plenned all of tuls tie wey 1 consider peesidle.
+ know I'd nevar went a lawyer to represant fie zben o3 had tiuls confliect of interest-

‘a1t leset Temptetion, . s

But you give mw sone res:-onadle axplanetion for tueir fsilure to make
pro forms request for dismi essl, espocislly when thsy knew frem heving once been
beaten on it tist tiers exists a logal determination of fact to-% the OSi-femily
contrect is illagal - »nd that 1z the isgsue in 2569-70., This i< tie cne tuing 1m
wiich I've expressed strong interest, shera I've gone tbroucn th steps pre-regquisite
to sult - ip woich Justlee 1o not involved. You Levo my letsers, so ynu know this,

Ky meil is sgein gettins carelsss attention. Zomatéing I sent to New
Terk "specisl Lardling' took at leest three weckas tn get tnere, sud five lbtters, -
no two meiled tu same dny, oll errived in e single delivery. Colneidence? Tue
letter you sent tiet I suowed you i mes tue only one wito signs of resoalinge I
have nsd snotuer exsmined by en expert sni ne saya it Was cons.

Si{ncerely,



