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UHTTLED 'STATES DISTRICT COURT
. FOR T LLISTRICY OF COLUMBIA
HAROLD WELSBERG,
Plalntiff
-y- Clvil Action Ne. 75-220

UHLTED STATES DEPARTHENT OF JUSTICL,
et al.,

Defendants

“DEFEWDANTS' OPPUSITION TO PLAINTLIFF'S

MOTIONS TO STRIKE, TO COHPEL ANSWERS

TO INTERROGATORILES, FOR PRODUCTION OF

DOCUHENTS , AND RESPOHSE TO MOTION TO

POSTIONL CALENDAR CALL AHD STAY ALL
FURTHER PROCLEEDINGS

Oun February 19, 1975, plaintliff filed this sult under the
Freedom of Inforwation Act, as amended, 5 U.85.C. 5352, seeklng
disclusure of Lthe spectrographile analyses and other tests made
by the F.B.1. for the Warreén Comalsslon in conpnectlon with the
lovestipgation into the assassination of President Joha F. Kennedy,
as well as any tests wade by .the Atowmle Inerpy Commission in
conunectlion with sald Luvestigation.

Un March 14, 1975, plaintiff and his attorney met with
representatives of the F.B,L. for the purpose of specifically
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ldentifylug the scope of plaloutiff's request. _Defendauta attach

#/ pPlalntiff's altorney was advised by correspondence priur
to LLlinL of thle actlon that the Atomic Epergy Commleslon (pnow
Enerpy Research and Developwent Adwinistration) provided technical
agslotance to the F.B,I. ab ALC's Lak Rldge Natlonal Laboratory
(now llwllfield Hatlonal JlLaboratory) In performling paraffin casts
taken frem Lee Harvey Cowald and neutron actlvation analyses of
bullet frapmenty. Plaintlff's attorney wag further advised that
neithar ALC nor its laboratory at Vak Ridpe prepared any report on
the results of these analyses, and wvas referred to the I,B.1. for
any Lurther iulomation, (plaintli€'s Exbhibit E to the complaint;
attachwent to plalntlff Intervopatorles to LRDA).
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c;uunul indicated dlssatinfaction with the Kilty affidavit ai
coutentéd the fact that all information had been provided. hThe
bourt also syggested that a reasonuble way to proceed would be
for plalntiff to specify what documents he contended had not
baen glven and tu thereby resplve the matter .amicably.

 Bubsequent to the calendar call, counsel for defendants
was served with plalutLiff's wmotlon to strike the Kilty affldavit
on grounds, Inter alla, of bad falth, and other discovery-ralaﬁed”-
motions caleulated to probe behind defendants' assertions of .
good falth cvmpiiance with plalntiff's Freedom of Inforwation Act °
request, Plalutlff alleges In hils motlon to strike and attached
affidaylt that the Kllty affidavit is deliberately deceptive,
not based upon pergsoual knowledge, and should have been made by
Specinl Agent Robert A, Frazler who plaiutlff belleves ié still an
active agent wlith the F.D.I.thhoratury. Defendagts respectiully
inform counsel and Epe Court, however, that Special Agent Robert
A, Frnztggﬂretirud'fxom the F.D,I. on Aprll 11, 1975 after
thirty-three years, ten monthg and three days service, and that
pupervisory Speclal Agent Kilty 1s the most knuwiedgeable active
gervice Speclal Agent tov glve this testimony on behalf of the
F.B.L,

In the wotion to strlke (pp. 245), plaintiff also alleges the
existence of certaln documents which he clalms have nbt been
provided by the F.B.I. In a gense, plaintiff could make such
claiws ad Infinltum ﬂlnée he 1s perllaps more familiar with events
Hurruundlng‘tha fnvestipation uf President Kennedy's nssaaainatioﬁ
than nnyonh‘uuw employed by the F.B.I. However, in a final
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attempt to cowply in good falth with plaintiff's request, a still
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