6/8/75

fr, Tom Susman, Counscl
Administrative Practises Subcommittes
Senate Office Bldg.

Washington, D.C.

Dear Tom,

After the second calendar hearing of Kay 21 snd vhen there had been three
postponements at the govermment's request prior to the firet such hearing, I
wrote you about the stoneweliing and what I took to be a clear camoasign to rewrite
the law in courts I then allegel and I believe more now that there i1s what for all
practical purposes is & joing DJ-judge campaign to do this.

Jim did get the transcripts of those tso hearings. They total about 35 pages.
I think you should read them with cere, primarily but not exclusively because I see
in them redundant indication of my analysis of intent to gat the law. Jim lesar
(484-6023) will, I am sure without asiding him, find time to make s xerox for you or
take them to you for your copying.

Hy rocovery frow the pneumonia and pleurisy was not sufflcient to be at the
first hearing. I got the tranzeripts only yesterday. I could not read them until
last night.

They do disclose that the judze has taken the fixed position that he will and
is entitled to regard whatever he may decide is "substantial compliance” with full
compliance,

I, the first hearing the AUSA, Michsel Ryen, in 12 pages alleged full cowpliance
gix times when the record eemade in interrogatories (the Judge ned read) prior to
that hearing and Jim made at it is unequivocal and undenied, that there had not
been full compliance from the documents we had been given alone. I am keeping other
and more imp#rtant proofs of non-compliance close, having shared them with Jim only.

The judge blandly ignored the repeated proofs that there had been limited
complisnce and none from ERDA. went further in the second heering. Then Ryen
said he expected the ERDA affidavit in vesponse the next day end would shake them up
if he dicn % have it. He even admitted he was to have nad it thet day and had heard
nothing. IR the ensuing more than two weeks only silence. 4fter months beginidng with
obert lies in which we caught ERIUA.

Of course this proof of limited compliance was elso proof of FBI and DJ lying
to the juige. e blandly pretended it did not exist and that he had to take them in
Bood~-faith represuntation.

After reading these transcripts I made several recomsendations to Jim, He will
receive them when you get this. We do have very limited tiwe and resources, so 1
do not know whether if he agrees they will be poesibls for us. Hdy gensral recon-
mendation is that we load the record with chalienges and problems for the olher
side (which as of now 1 am satisfied includes the judge) prior to the next hearing
on the 20th. 1 believe that the judge, as of the iime of the secoud hezring, did
intend to moot the case on the 20ths 1 think this usans we have t¢ Go gll that can
possibly deter that and build a firmer record for appeal prior to then,

The record also includes whet I rogerd ss vrajudice bybthe judge, eeide from
his begun rewriting of the law and as it relates to ne. He draws upon what is rot
in the record to allepe cormercialiem to me ené the erpectation of finevcial rewsrd
and gratudtously he deveribes re as XEEEERAKEYE "redoundeble,” (ABUA Ryan edded
"neraistent.”)




The absence of any observer from eny interested “ongres-ional comzittee — this
is the Tirst case under the amended law -~ or the press or the gemeral public is, 1
balieve, encouragcaent to those not in eympathy dith the law or determined to
nullify it. I have no way of overcoming this.

HhatlcunnoInmpruparingmr.FndumghtIm;. e palduy & speuch at
the xd.varsity of Maryland., I do have p.zcmr-s that I velieve open~mindod people
will accept as graphic nreof of Ful [akerys. Gne juage has twioce ignored what we
have told him relating to this, I will be auding other proois of documcntary nature

40 these pictures and will make what efiori I can, very limited, to interest ihe
media in it.

If Jim 42 willing we econ then filod en added affidavit to the record, with
attached pictures s=nl docuwnctse T have not beom able 4o dissnss this with him,

45 the affidavit filed on the 5rd I ellege perjury and ask tho judge to
look inte it and protect my rivhts. I alpo allepe consistent deception of the
courts, i heve only one copy. Jim can suppfy one. I deliberately owitiecd bost

proofs in the hops of enticing chsllepge and because of the coste I did address
"good faith" and cowmpliance.

Sin“rt‘ly ’

Hurold welsberg
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