6/20/10

Mr. H. Stusrt Cunningosm, Ublef. Dep. Clerk
V.3.Dogtrict Gourt, Northern Dist. Ille
U.5.Court Bouse : :

Chicego, 1ll. 80604

Deer lir, Cunningham,

I sppreciate taz promptasss with whieh vou wrode me Juse 17. 1 respond
4n heaste becauss 1 do pot went this mettar to lepsee 4f T cen svoid 1. And I nem
understand why you returned all the papers to M.

court angsged in the practise of levs However, informing indigant
wuld-bs litigents nf tueix righte, how to be sble to axercise and enjoy them,

and in aivence of the proper progedures {s, 1 think, not engzaginsz in the nractise |
of law snd unles= tuis is done in some WaY, tue rasulié is the rendering meaningless

of any rights under toe laew or of sccess s tne courbs.

1% 4s also clear that 4t would be wrong if, in effect, clerks of : 1

. Vi
ag it wes not my intent to ask this of you, I slso guie suis is not
woat 1 41d. And zome of tne questiona remain #4 thout snswer, Theee ineclude, c8n
1 meet the vond poqui rensnts in sny other Wa¥, 83 by 8 pr»erty—cmnlng real dent
. af Illinois signing for 133 why wes oy pequeat to file in forma psupsris denieds
end aro there 8ny athar procedurel matters of woleb i should be inforsed or wiich

1 may, in mestiag tee foregoing, yet sngounter?

witoout intending o rurdern you end hoying.I do not, mey I elso esk 1t
there are Sny mAauns of waiech you ere awsre wharety I can be helpsd in this metter?

Alsp, waat is the gtatus of the Srolnick "suit"? Has toe government - .
responded, bave euy mntions been made, etc.? IT there heve been such developnentsy’
1 would like %o obtain coplsa and, upon being g{nformed of the cost, w1l gand you
s check %o cover it.

1 sn sorry to add this sorrespondence 40 your oxintd.ng work load‘. 1
4rust ycu realize i1t is only becsuse no slternaslive is= preeently availabie tO nes

Sincerely,

Harold Wsisberg
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
UNITED STATES COURT HOUSE
CHICAGO 60604

ELBERT A. WAGNER. JR. 17 June 1970 OFFICE OF THE CLERK
CLERK

Mr . Harold Weisberg
Coq 4'Or Press

Route 8

Frederick, Md. 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

This is in response to your letter of 15 June 1970.
Your complaint was forwarded to the judge along with
your in forma pauperis affidavit, check for $15 and
correspandence that had gone between us. The judge
denied leave for you to file the complaint in forma
pauperis. We cannot file the complaint in this office
even if you pay the $15 filing fee unless you comply
with Rule 2 of the Civil Rules of this court (a copy
of which was previously mailed to you) by £filing a
security for costs bond. I regret that we have no
forms for such bond but the conditions of it are
explicitly given in Rule 2.

The reason that I returned all your documents to you

is that it is common practice in this office that once
a complaint has been presented to a judge for leave to
file and that leave denied all of the papers are mailed
back to the person wishing to file the complaint.

I hope that the above information satisfactorily clears
the matter for you. The Clerk and members of his staff
are prohibited by law from giving legal advice. The only
areas in which I can attempt to be of assistance to you
are those covering the procedural matters.

Ver uly yours

: i -1
H. Stuart CunninghaM.
chief Deputy Clerk

B HSC:jh



