%rwin Knoll " 11/5/86
288 Eofrgeeie |

liadison, Wisc. 53703

Dear Erwin Knoll,

Over the years thc FBI and IJ have sought to rewrite FOI4 through legal
decisions, with me in particularly because the field in which I work is unpopular
and because theyTve made me unpopular with the judges through interminable lies,
Strange circumstances, most recently the «CLU's timidity, have me pro se in a case
that is precedent, I think, in coldecting dawages from a FOIA requester through the
dodge of "discovery." I say that I think this because as of the time they moved for
discovery they'd never done that before.

The district coirt judge, Yohn Lewis Smith, has a long history of doing their
bidding in POIA cases and I'm up on appeal, with my brief due 11/15. I'm not able
to stand at our primitive copier and my wife, who is only recently out of a wheel-
chair, having retyped the brief, is doing the xeroxing. Wikt at least 20 copies
at least 225 pages long, in all, including appendix, the co lating job will take some
E time, I can't afford to send copies unless they are wanted on $368 Social Security
so for the first time this time, there having been no interest, 1'm not. However,
i when we have all the xeroxing done and I cun get access to a copy of the brief I'm
! going to copy a few short portions on the change they'll interest you. Or that you
may know soucone who could be interested.

The FOI4 re uest was for the JFK assassination records of the FBI's Dallas and
| New Urleans tield offices. Ilonest disclosure is certain to be embarrassing and to
I disclose enormous withho&dings from all the official investigations. I begin the
brief with example of wretched and sensational, by traditional news standards,
FBI secfets! So, they did their usual stonewalling ﬁ.nd then attested that they necded
* digeovErY T rom e to-prove-that-they Jrad- comp}te&fhww&nguwwou«thav HROPLD i asms s =+ 7 atns s et
pever intended to) or if they hadn't they required my unique subject-matter know-
' ledge. I opposed it for a number of reasons, all undey oath and myself subject to
: perjury charges, and all Hery red. One of the reasons is that I'd provided, by
i request, two full file & of information and documentation in the JFK and King
assassinations, of which at least two full drawers are } rtinent in this litigation
i and thms, before the name wa:s changed to "discovery," 1'd already complied. Mude no
difference, Smith awarded them legal fees and when I defied them they got from him
a duplicating judgement against my lawyer. This crcated a conflict gf interesd, the
Nader law group represented him on appeal and dark Lynch of the 4CLY represented
me, Wglle this case was on appeal the same SA who'd attested to the nonexistence of
{ info I said they had gnd to the need for discovery supervised the diselesure to a- -
friend of mine FBPI records , beybnd question, that, as I charged, the got the
discovery orde e judgemen¥ based on it, both by perjury, fraud and misrepresentation.
(More of them than this skunk, John N, Phillips, involved.,) On remand the judgement
against the lawyer was abandoned and after saying he would, the ACLU lawyer did not
take the new evidence road. I've done that. s usual, Smith found automatically for
the FBI and DJ, That took some doing, even for him, because these proven felonies
are entirely undenied. Not even a pro forma peep of denial. Can't be, that solid.

I cen't get to a law library so I was limited to about a half-dozen of the cases
©“mith cited on his own b.cause the government did no briefing. 'l‘hey‘ not have dared do
what he did knowing that I'd go up on appeal. Theté claimed merely, and falsely,
that the tine had run.

Itve gone over these few decisions of those he cited and his “‘emorandum and 1
caught him takding liberties with the case law, within quotes, too, and lying, literally.
Some of this will be indicated in what I'll enclose. He said that ke'd made jeveral
reviews o% the case record, one "exhaustive}' in deference to my pro se status. That



man of compassion, after "exhausti e'/'/ re%ew, wound up not knowing who I si?/l:ed or
what for and misstated both rcpeate ¥4 his Memorandum. Says it is for Xing assassi~
nation fecords of the “ew llwen office, both untrue. He had other factual errors just
cribbed from only one possible source, onc of the DJ Portia's improvisations. lle also
states in his Memorandwa that he held an “"extensive" heering. actually, he refused me
an evidentiary hearing and when I attested that because the FUI and I had sworn in
direct congradiction to what is material ohe of us is guilty ef crimes and T-wasbed 0?4/34-1' //'/
s trdil. He turned that down, tooe So, he not only heIffd no hearing but retused it,
he also prove’d him:olf a liar by referring to that proceeding in his Order of/ the
judgen#nt as "oral arguments.” That is what it was, but without argument. a&nd the
cempassion he demonstrated was so great he wouldn't lat me read what I'd prepared,

; as I said, not to forpet, not to ramble, and because of my handicap. S0, I had to sit

1 infa wheclchair and try to ad libe :

as they count pages officially, the brief is just under 70 but actually a little
over 75 because some are not counted. I'm not » lauyer, I'm not able to work and
think continuously, so there will probritbly be some problems with the brief. But I'm
satisfied that the content is there. I m not at all sure it will be read. By way of
illustration, the panel on first appeal, which included that great legal scholar
Scalia, said I sued for King assassination records in their opinion. So, I began with
what I hope may interest a young clerk who then may read on, one of the new evidence
docunents with some secrets and some scandals in it. Actually, if Don Edwards would
i _ get interested, a case of perjury before his subcomzittee. (I've written him in the
] past without responne.) Then I review pertinent parts of the case and then, ahem!

] the law. Soume of tb?xhibits have selections of t&x.: nev evidence attached.
: _ M
i Digression: I don't use all of what I have sbut there is a classic case of how

[P - Asasmsmiactan o “the FIT cmﬂ'm'm’bemm'm’beﬁmé »througb repo't r am.mwm.,whﬂem it sl LN P i TN IRON
i for them, then Sid Epstein of the old W¥ Star. ade a sensation and it began when
o LBJ sent Abe Fortas to talk ‘loover into doing a book on the JFK assassinaktion!!! The

i stunt through Epstein, tracked by the minute at FBIHQ, made page-one all over.

I also used as part of the Arguipent section a portion of something I'd filed
before Smith in which I read him a lecture on amerdican tradition and what some of
our great, from Hamilton's #25 in the Federalist Papers to several Justices had said.

There were s.veral.reasons, aside from my lilkdng it,and of these one is that if
i I can do nothing else I will serve history because in theory court records are perma-—
’ ment and bacause my coples willkbe a permanent public archive.

/ﬁ:; you can see from the typing, this is not one of my better days. I hope it
is clear enough, If you or anyone else want more and phone, I'lm at daily walking
therapg:'om which I'm usually howme by 10:30 a.m. l’;cept for shopping and medical
appointments I usually stay home. ,

Best wighes, ! )
YA ,

LA llarold Weisberg
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