Iir. lark Lynch 12/0/64
122 laryland ave,, B
Washiiyrton, D.C. 20002

Dear Hark,
The decision came today. I thank you for it and for your effort.

The adverse precedents are# set and others will have to live with them. I saw
an obligation to be assumed, I assumed it in the interest of others and I ferl that
L have now met uy obligation to others and, of course, to FOIA. Unless, what I do
not anticipate, others may desire that a further effort be made.

It is, as it has been, ap Font that the courts are determined to rewrite the
Act. I think that those who oppoce it can do so with any hope of success only by
trying to make the permeating dishonesties too erbarrassing.

Of course there is a real problem for a lawyer when he has to first conceive then
understand and then be willing to do what is not consistent with his formal education
in the law and the many decisions supposedly in point. iost of what he knows and has
lived with loses its relevance when he is fTuaced with what amounts to determined
corruption.

In political cases of great sensitivity to the government, it can do nothing but
conply or lie. Ddtermined not o conply it lies. and unless these lies are exposed,
documented and made use of there is no chance of p Vvailing today nor has there been
since the deagsnuts tock over. In this case, with viitfually no use being made of it
although Yim promised to and nover reslly ot around %o it, I docurented each and
aevery lie by the government, Thus o basic govermment lie is essential at the outset, -
page 3, middle of Background graf, "After several additional pesesies requests..."
There were no "additional requests.” Likewise, a little sabove this, the FBI did not
make "meny searfhds," a point you may recall I wanted to go into from the case records

At the didstrict level ther~ is ne way of lnowing what lie will have consequences,
thus I proved them all to be lies. There is, of course, less opportunity on apveal,.

Ly unused affidavits on she g;ovez;men'g nonsearches would have had point in what
the decision suys on 9 about '"provin;: the adaquacy" of the nlleged searches.

While the decision miakes dishonest reference to my nofidavits it entirely ignores
them with rugard to this and many other isiues and what you may recall I wanted to
have in the brief, that the information called for in the interrogatories is in thesa -,
effidavits, 3

It gets reully outrageous on 11, mixing fietion and conjecture nnd after di&on&ét
reference to my affidavits, using the government's misrcpresentations and ignoring my
refutations of them. I could file those affidavits so I could respond to the interro—-":
g tories with little effort. and "it is clear that Wdisberg has dome system for 2
determining what is in his files and uhere." This is partly correct. I have a fairly -
good meniorye But that could not recall "each and e¥ery" docurent or fact. llothing
clse except whatI pro¥ided and what + provided was igmored. In fuct each affidavit .

tates the limitations under which it was executed and the source of the documentation,
ﬁone requiring any real search, all already having been provided to the povernmente

At the time of the appeals I did have a part-time helper, but she returned to
Vermiont to care for sick rolatives before ny {irst operation. That is hov the appeals -
got documented, I told her where to search and she spent quite literally days in :
those searches. &lmost without exteption the affidavits are docurented from the apreals.
One excention is the recordings of the police broadcasts, and that afiidavit is quite
specifie on the search required and what it disclosed and how it was donee
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I can gee truly horrendous problems for lawyers in t e tuture when the govern=
ment takes the language that follows on this page and adds what is in my adfidavits
to give that language context and meaning with thd court deciding that "With Weisberg's
assistance and direction it was feasible for “esar...to respend to the Ful's inter—
rogatories." Do you have any idea how meny months he would hsave had to spend here
and driving both ways to comply with the requirementsa of the interrogatories? y P
can be expected of lawyers? ded A JJ‘M? ev?y arl R o lte w117 D g_:_;@i-f Aoth 415!

Having read this decision I am more than ever convinced that it was a terrible
blunder for Hitchcock not to mention the DC Stanton case. Whatever his law training
and experience told him this is a political case and it required some political
sophistication and understanding, thus it was necessary to use sorething like that
and unless the cort were %o have decided that rofusing to do the lawful thing I
wanted to do wag ‘nlavful they could not have decided on Lesny the way they did.
Taldnyg sorething up on apseal is not nbout to be c:lled unla ful. Hot yet, any+aye

So I've recent oxpericnces with two suposed liberals, i and Wald. Remember
what I wrote you about how it was in the nre-llivler era ond co:wthing about the so—
called liberals of that ora. In todar's clinate ayone who ulaced any dependence
on them risks doom.

I'm not a lavyer and I'm not lLerlin so I can't remember the future nnd tell
vou what will remain ol the Act. But by remembering the past I am certain that if
each and every lie, distortion and misrepresentation by the overnment is not
exposed as such in no time at all there will not even be a decent skeleton o
hang in the closet.

Br :a‘t; wishes,

/i '
£ "./".'Z‘

VAR

P.5. If you ever talk to those wretches who are the gove mment's lawyey you
can give them my acknowledgement of their getting a pound of flesh. it will take
four or more months of my Social Security to pay them, as it will to finish payi%
my motherd funeral expenses. I think they will celebrate. Le: 'em! ﬂu—y""— eerh '?\
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