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Fear Jim, 1996 transcripts BW 1/26/80
Last night I read the last three transcripts, 12/28 and 12/20/79 and 1/3/80.

I think you did very well in the last but not in the first two. However, the
game major problems remain. You do not siuplify and sharpen the issues, you let
ole lie his head off, when you can turn this against him, and you meke promdses to
the judge that you should know you can't keepe

When Cole's lies were so outrageous the judge caught and corrdated several, you
dhould have been able to sumuon more then a mild expression of disagreement. Pe is a
very vulnerable man because of his excesses, which may well be atbributadle to the
IJ reading on your personaliiy and way. Sut all s lies can't bo attributed to ignorance.
He also is ripe for harsh ridicula, and you c¢an be good at that. An example is hia
Sonstantly shifting deafription of the abstructs. He kesps putiing thew down as an
index until he is reminded that we have an index Item in the requests.

You want to philosophize and gensralize this thing too much. Hard specifiecs are
regiired and are avallable. I think we ghould yrepare these and I'11l try to ramomber
some a ter 1 comment on what 4 noted as I read.

I tidnk 1% i3 significant that the Judgs has falled to ruls ou his motion for
sunmary Jjudgement and may well be a good signe I think bhe 1s waiting for you what
ahe 1s not getting and that her delaying un the consultancy and counsel fees may well
be intended to pressure you, not mee She wants to got the case over with and is
tempted, but che lmows the record is an outrage snd she is reoluctant to let it go in
this condition to the appeals court. But you have not given her what she can rule for
us gafely on and that is requwired and not all that difficuit.

*oix are too timdd about scme thingse When they cited their affidavits you were
affiraill to asy they are all .'alse. Instegd you argued, sometimes well and sometimes
not well. On Horn, for ezampie. Vhen ho sald he knew of no othsr ercords anywheiee

You made no use of my incontested &ffidavits at all. What in the hell do I do
them for? That they are unconteated and address the issues Cole pratands 0 be
ralgaing is, I think, important.

L bope youoanmakea.realmparationforz/aandinafomthatyoumagget
all twisted Bp and can koep control over po you won't be looking all around for
papers youlve shuffled out of plsce and won't forget what ; you want to say. Wetve :
got a powerful recoxd but you ignore 1t almost entirely, 7 thirk this may be on of the
things that is bugging the judge. And not her alone!

11/28/'7192

The judge sorsclf brought up the question of the consultancy Fage 5itde
3118~ 4s the mavernment still o file a fesponse on this? Unclear %o me.
4212 and 6321, references to the Vaushn v. Rosens

5:18 -~ Cole to report on IJ comjonents other than FEI,

6319 the appeals to Shea to be "looked at" 12/20. (You had no prepartion on this
and that is a real looss for Shea says the oprosite of what Cole represents.
It is in ny Jast affidavit.)

917 - Disdobery material on the consultancy. Cole did not provide what she said,
I objected to you and 1 kmow of nothdng uou have done about it, I think she
will not locke his doint other then she stated he should do.

12/208

4:21 consultancy discoveiry.
5:¢0 VYaughn respense.
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615 Memphls index. You are almost entirely sllent on this. I prepared you with
ouche I havs an affidevit on it. #0ld hic nose $o 1% and spir the stane hate

639 Cole says there is nothing in the depositoons on acove and you let him get
away with ite You never once mentioned the fact that although they swore to it there
Wasw never any search for Items of the first request and as you Xaow nons u the
second, instead the KURKIN dubstitution. While you dod say that we stated from the
first that WURKIN could and would mot provide whot thoe requesta sesk, you did sout
sharoen this except with the illustration I gave you in court, the Item on the index
and that was later than this poinie '

. 834 first ref. to sampling. You dhould have made strong reference to all that I've
provided thewmd thoy've ignozeds 4nd you should a% soums point clobber both with
Becicith on this. The judge lot them get mmay with & false affidavit although aboishing
kirend you have boen siieat insteac of demanding a truthful response. &« think you
should go back to that and demand 1%t and use this to ahow hov they've delayed the
case because there has been no response o my affidavit. (Rememver the Christensen
volumes and my request? You've done nitoldgn about thate I don't know if she'
remember now but they are related.) :

8314.°ourt asks sbout any document withheld in i%s entirety and Cole saya
"4t doosn t go to the issue of hot having searched for tehm." You let it go ehm you
could have murdered hia for so large & lie.

932 is vhere Cole lles and said I received six volumes of inventories and I did
not ge: them or have them in meparate volumes. When you responded you did not include
filea not ascarched until at 16:5 you made casual reference to the other writers Iten
and then withoui therpunch uaiug what my affidavits hold on O'leary offer you. *t was
much toc pedestrian for go duportont an issue, no search on the first requests.

17210 abstracts - Colef says they are "ldke the central index file, " I have not
noted all his references to the abstracis ws an iudex

17333 ho actually says we id not request an indexs What would have been wrong
with your interrupting him snd bashing his foul, lying mouth in? 411 you had to do
is complain and resd that Item at that pointe You's have thrown him.

17317 the judge had to do this for you when he said the qusstion of DJ excisiona
wore "never brought up before." I provided IV with specifies on this, including public
domain withholdings, like in the Byron Watson stuff, about which I don't give a dman,
At this point, of

18317 the judgs expresses a clear understanding the requests. However, she is
uneasy, and when you started to tell her about searches not nade, at

48;46 shs is under the imsapprehension that there was a change in the searches
and processinge There les never been any aidito.nal secrching and eli of it and the
processing was during "Unslaught." Ljis is uncontest in one of my aificavits, I think
perhaps the most recent or one of them.

(m.eybe there is no requirement that they respond to an afffdsvit dut you don'%
have %o o along with tha%t and thera are many uncontested aliidavits ell of whdch
Y0le ignored and all of which prove the opposite of his allegations.)

2418 see referevunces not scarched. She ls uneasy about this after you told her
thay hadnlt been, I think this is iuporiant, She lnows sbout them and ssswmed it
had been donee

25:11, where you axe good on JUIE, except 'shat you heve @ll of it as JUEE HAIL
rather than that being part of June, you falled to tell hsr thet these are specific
jtems of the requeshn. And hos cen f ooy kmow what Is thére on the porsony lisbed
if there is no check under those names?

2612 ££ you say what would be good, that you would lay all the issues out before
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the court and say it "needs 4o be bricfed! at 26 37, but you'vn not doas it and wien
you eaid 1% should have kmown you'd not have time to do it promptly. (At some point
or pointz you promisze to fils all the Lotions fur fartial Swi.ary Judgesent wilidn
two wecks or a month, which you :should have known wao not posaible. ind is there
applicability tor sone of Jotions to Campol, 1li,ke on the sear:hiss not pade?

28:17 Cele aroln says the abstracts are "like index oarda."

2917 Cole says what is not true and you let Mn pet avay with it, that the
June files were searched ani the records were glven to me,

30125 firat ref %o Kelley's SA4& 9/14/77 letter to me, with reference to my
affidavit of about 8 monihs earlioer, or about 5/77e I don't recall that letter and
will awalt receipt of their mesponse, But Itn wonderdrg if you got tye wrong letter?
The one I recall calling o your attantion may have been a littls later, the letter
on what was 1ot providel wder the Stipulation, end that I recall addressing in my re~-
sponse to the Hitchell and Shea affidavits, (And they are not inclusive, Shen's
even less than iitchall'a. You ahould, I think, be fardlier with thnd of my Bffidevits
&ad be prepared to read uncontested parts because they arc important on the issues
cole ralses and on the Stipalation and the misuses of that, on widch you have beon
inadequate. ) : '

31:16 Colo admist no search of the :uno files.

35411, withholding of S4 numes. You wideratated onormously toc muche Hore was 4
chance to gat her to face they contempi of here She issusd an order, she didn't just
indicats » Lelief threy shoull be good boyss They are stdll 4o Zhat contempt, &
agtter I hit hard in the beckwith affilavit, which seens like years azo novwe (You
returm to tida or prgr 40) .

4416 Caole says there are "No lab files in existence" and that all the agents
testified to this and that all records are in the main file. Thds is not brus and
the effective way to have clobbered Mm would have been o remind him that Mlty
admitted the Lab and not the main file still has some of the test moonds ame
¥o have not heon given. Here your exceasive good~puy irstinods, which are net best
for a lawyer, may be thrown at you becsuse over my objection you agreed to write Cole
and haven't. Wou €id not have to write him and you should not have sisd you woulde 411
yiu should have sald is that it is within the request of four and a half years earlier
and sending it bty the next wail weuld not be a bit too noome So we atill doH't have it.

44321 Cole says that in addition %o the Stipulation, which you are gping to have
to address as you should have on 11/1/77 if not earlier, they are "relying Ofeee
his initial conpliants.? They have ignored all kot all except those relating to the
Tield office wevords were prior to the Stipulation. They are not aud camnot be relylag
on my couplaints, if that is the word, because they haven't yet made the searches I
showed thoy'd not made and have done nothing about the excisions, svem of S4 nameg,

Bis claim that they are "trying to figure out what scope is" us falge and the
correct use of the langunge of the Stipulation is a mowns of hitting hin hexd on thise
Soope is where the information requested is, whore they have not searched, not
MURKIN. (44:22) -

Cole says Shea made two "final decisions." This is false and the quotes ghould
be pushed down his throat.

Abstranta: alihourh she fudoed when Cole siaried maneavering she told then to (52:3)
pick the first 100 records.” I think we should go over them. But what they produced
proves he liec, they produced 100 sbuiracts in serial orders 5o swid tids was Luapoasible.
4t 34:1 6 cole says "We don't have the cards in nuuberical sequence,." o has .ied and
shifted ao’uueh on ebsirects I think we should denand a definl*iv. atatemant, arve they
as the Fill's own book says they are? Why shoulf Cole still be icprovising the second thms?
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By and large you did well 1/3, but you still mente the sare bYldnd spots zboud
fact and the record in thismse snd the kinds of bastards we contend with,

-

After res ding these transoripts I have a stonger inpre sion off Cole but i% is
entirely consistent with the one I formed at the depositions. Ho is skilled and smooth,
able and pdlished in his dirtiness, with a mapner and apyearance that do net sugzest
he is a dirt bastard and a non-stop liar. I know you can t keep calling him s liar
but you crrtaihly can sey the amae thing more effectively aad you shoulc have been
ik doing it at ell three session, wherc it would have been effectuve and you would
in it have wundermcored ab the least the total undependability of everything he saide

Ee i3 mwech smcother than Dugen or Betsy. He is totelly amorel, totelly un-
cernad about {ruth, decenoy or the other considerations that mean much 4o us, but
this 45 his dchilles heel, if you polatrthe arrow right. :

One of the beginning points, I think is the Stipulaticn. I don't know why vou
have Zeared getting right to tha%, as you should as soon as they vieclated it and T
couplianed. 1t will not be a kiivy big deal to brief thet and thet 1% past, hovwever
it goese "t will be simple to take to the appeals court 1s we must bu: for God's
sake lots get it behind us and take this best shot at ending thesr false pretenses,
They have even held all of what Shea can do up on this for years and youb:failare .
to get to it ensblea it. If you ere hung up over haying egreed to the “tipulation, that
iz of the past and get that Albatross offs They don t have a leg to stand one I'm
not incliied $1 believe that she'll sgree with them,~it 43 that Fovie

You also have to hake a strong bed-faith piich and that also is not that hard,
'gt is not Lirfted to the Sipuaticon and ryy affidevits should heid ell you noed.

Bvorytiing in DI boglus with searches. Cen you £ils a botion to Compsl with
regard to the 12/23 rcquests? They cannot have sear-hed most of the Items and their
MURKIN representations has beeun more thwn disputed from the firste It is obvious that
some of those +tems cannot be in MURKIN records, despite the unfortunate beginning
of your letter, which they take to limit i> as they kmow it wes nobt Idndted. 432 I
recall on these Ytems is an evasive letter from Shea saying that we ar not in the
index to e¢lectronic surveillancss. There w=s no such Yimit and we've proven thero
was surveillance, (My ignored Long tickler mppeal, aftor I voad what remains, holds
a good ard ignored example, ttoir having me in hank robbery files and their siill
not giving mo the other relevant records, which are covered by my PA request in addition.)
What 1 have sent Shee on this is inclusive and dnformative. He can ¢ claim & need to
avalt any scope determination on my 1976 and 1976 PA lrequests. -

I'u not surc that your preparetion must be inclusive bui I think you can pick and
chose and lodicate there is more in getting us out of the morass you have let them
subserge all of us ine I Lelieve the Stipuiation must be the beginnming point ou resolving
the false scops issue, ani the judge hes indicated that scope must be eddrenmned. You
ngy want to go back to the time Petsy rslsed thise The judge indicated disegreement
with her concoction when she read the Stipulation again then. None of vour referonces,
scattered and detached as they are, are other than good when you refer to the Sgipulation
but you have never onca taken it snpart and not once cited all the wiolations, eoven my
inatant complaint about the instant violation with the Mem;his pocords. You referved
to notations only, and sh ¢uld sharpen that, uhich is easmy. Incidentlyu, 1% wes not
Shea who gave me the inf'o but the N.O. compliance with my PA request. I affidavit
corrected your «fror on ithis,

That they gtill naven' t searched the unsearched 4/45/75 Iteus is, I think,
powerful en this anc clesrTindiscation of ootive, eipacially Lecause they nave alsee
represented $o L8 Court under oath ¢n thds and have not corrected their false swearing
even thezaght the lanyers Loiase awas ol ihds dwdiag the dopositivise Scih lallede
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A simple proof of the fact trat all MORKII matorial does not mect the recucats
and related to the 4/15 requests is the O'leary stuff. His public acknowledgemont that
the ¥il gave hia ali he had for mia Ray “oaders Digest piecs is in oac of wy wlfi-
davits. That it was aovproved to give hiw "public domain material” is ic the LURETI
records. But what they save him imu’'t and the judge, wion shie secs $hat, will gt
some understanding of what they withhold and why, as I've already spelled it out.

You know very well they twrned the wiwle case around on that and my affidavit
includes YimsX's letter to Batile saying ho might as well just sentence hin
without triale

These thinzs ara all off the $op of ike reed this corly worming. T fdrk you
should nake your own list and prepsre adeguately on them, pe_haps with exbibits if
it is verbal. 1 think this kind of abrong prepevstion is a winimusm prerequizite for
2/8, regerdlees of any other required proparation, as perhape on the abstracts, vhere
i've doue the chsclking of what they provided and await hearing from you on vhat you
want done with ite I thdnk our position is simple® 1t is within my requests and their
3:!.01&‘&'1011 If my rights for more than four yours Goes nod accrccll & tire aroment rove
r coste Yr auything alse. And while you aro at it, there is no affidavit atiesting
to an sesvch for any Fulli index ezd the contral records book indicates there should
have been at least one. Rhe ticklers are HWURKIN records and arc a form of index,
iy aftidavite on this clso are not disputeds Pe prepered for an argussnt sayin; they
were destroyed end aek for pyoof, not Just Coie's statement, and searches attesting
that they do not exist after & diligeni soerch. Firsbt-person affidavita. Ty have
simply ignocd thiz also, and tiis alsc is basic, lu the indtial rofuasts, not any
later explauaiions cfter thoy stemewsllod,

Ml your lolns, tiger-to bel



