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Jl= launie m. siebell's 11/24/76 in 1448 12/5/76

because of his posturing and pontificating and oret:nses here as at the 12.2
hearing there may be some values to us.

he does not admit, of course, that the cha, whose assistant general counsel he is,
is under court order to respond to our interrogatories. instead he says that because
it "is not a party to thés sult abd thus, not technically obliged to respond,?
because “the Agency cam provide information relating to the substance” they "will
provide” answera in the fiwy form ofvan affidsvit.

uhntmrtheydoor&onotdomthidcautm.umaémumithinknm
use under other circumsysnces and in this and other cases to got infermation from
them when there is not a clear statutory exemption.

within the meaning od foia/pa i believe further, depending perbaps on the
Judge, they might be compelled to sljjow morec than their interoretation of anyp claiued
statutory exemption to escaje response.

inm;fk/nlkinntmisttwnwmuimﬂommitydmmmd;
Begret source, method, technique, etc., or of danger to any installation or FOTSODa

thefy are the withholding authority. note ths letter i will be writing to jane
smdth on thda today.

1th15kth13nakes;ettin¢thmunhruth,onthomoﬁandhatmm\ﬂnm
even more important.
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