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UHLTED-STATLES DISTRICT CUOURT
.. FOR THE LISTRICY UF COLUMBIA -
HAROLD WELSBERG, )
)
Plaintiff )
. )
-y ) clvil Action Ne. 75-226
)
UNITED STATLES DEPARTMENT OF JUoIICL )
et al., )
)
Defendants )
3

“DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S

MOTIONS TU STRIKE,.TO COHPEL ANSWERS

TO INTERRUGATORIES, FOR PRODUCTION OF

DOCUMENTS, AHD RESPUHSE 10 MOTLON TO

POSTPONE CALENDAR CALL AHD STAY ALL
FURTHER PROCEEDINGS

On Febyuary 19, 19?5, plaintiff filed this sult under the
Freedﬁm of Inforwation Act, as ‘amended, 5 U.8.C. 552, seeking
disclosuie of the spectrographilc analyses and othexr tests made-
by the F.B.I. for the Warrén Cummissloﬁ in connection with the
lnvestipation into the assassination of President John F., Kennedy,
ag well ag any tests wade by .the Atowle Inergy Comﬁiasibu in
connection with sald Lnvestigation.

On March 14, 1975, plaintiff and his attorney wmet with
representatlves of the F.B.I. for the purpose of specifically

*/
identifying the scope of plaintiff's reqpestf- Defendants attach

¥/ Plaintiff's attorney was advigsed by correspondence prior‘

Lo Eliing of thle actlon that the Atomic Enerpy Commlssion (now

Energy Research and Developwent Administration) provided technical
agsistance to the F.B.I. at ARC's vak Ridge Natlonal Laboratory
(now lolifield Natlonal Laboratory) in performing paraffin casts
taken Frow Lee llarvey Cswald and neutron activation analyses of
bullet frapwents. Plaintiff's attorney was further advised that
neithar AEC nor its laboratory at vak Ridge prepared any report on
the results of these analyses, and was referred to the F,B.1. for
any further information., (plaintlff's Exlilbit E to the complaint;
attaclment to plaintLiff Interrogatorles to ERDA),
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1cuuuuel indicated dlsaatlnfactiou with the Kilty affidavit and
couLenLed the facL LhuL all information had been ptovided. The
Court also sygbesLad that a reagonable way to proceed would be
for plalntiff to specify what documents he contended had not
been given and to thereby reaplve the matter .amicably.
-Subsequent to the calendar call, counsel for defendants
Iw#; Served with plafntiff's motfon to strike the Kilty affidavit °
on grounds, inter alia, of bad faith, and other discovery-ralafed'
S
motions calcuLaLed to probe behlud deIeudaan asgsertions of .
good falth LUmpliBnLe wlith plalnLiff's Freedom of Information Act °°
requeut. Plalutiff alleges in his motion to strike and attached
affidavit that the Kilty affidavit is delibegately deceptive,
uot based upon parsonal knowledge, and should have been made by
Speclal Agent Robert A, Frazier who plaiutiff bLelieves ié-still an
actlve agent with the F.B.I.‘Laboratory. Defendauts respectfully
inforw counsel and Lhe Court, however, that Specinl Agent Robelt
A. Frazier retirgd £rum the F.B.I. on April 11, 1975 after
‘thlrLy-threa years, ten wonths and three days gervice, and tﬁat
aupervisory Speclal Agent Kilty is the nost: knowiedgeable active
service Speclal Agent tov glve. this testimouy on behalf of the
F.B,I, , |
- In the wotion to strike (pp. 2-5), plaintiff also allegéa the
" exlstence of certaln dogumenta which ﬁa clalme have nét been
provided by the F.B.I. In a gense, plaintiff could make such
.clajws ad infinltum sinée he is perliaps wore fawiliar with events
Burruuudlng thu investigation of President Kennedy's assaupinatioﬁ

than nnyone nov employed by the F,B.I. Huwevér, 1n a final

uLLmeL to comply in good faith with plaintiff'a request, a sLill




