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Sylvie, Mary, Cery, Dick, howsrdp

Some time sgo I sent my only copy of tue compleint in my epectros sult
ti, I tuink, Faul, for coples to te mde for tudme wenting it snd for it then %o
be returned. 1 bove nesrd notning, not gotten in beck, L nave replsced it, + now
8len bave # aingle cleer copy esch of tis government "respormse” sndi the rebly to
tust Bud made =fter re=ding some of my notez on it tut wituout vouncultatlon, My

own copying peper of tiuls size is out-of-dete. is soon es I can, I'll meks myself

an unclesr sét tust I cen use for reference, if needed, snd will toen meke tae

clear set sveiladle for those of you wenting coples to mikke toem, Wita Mary ep-
parently wway, 1'll send them %o Cery; who cen then forward tuem to Mery, if sue

hes returned, of Sylvis. I suggest ary first becsuse zie Qss some xeroxing facilities
avallsble, witi colleation. I suggest tihst wulcliever of you wenit to make coples or
read let Gery mow whlch so tuast wisn ue forwsrds toese tuings, it will be known

wip will wsnt mecess, I should slss be like tn be able to ke:p track of them 3o

tost, eventuslly, tosy will return. If tuere is8 oo emergency, 1 always nave the

need for mores tunn s single copye

_ There sre minor errors in Bud's respense. I'd bave preferred, initislly,

" @ more limited nne. hie chenged nief mind, spparently, sfter we first discussed

this, when be decided sguinst any mejor rewelation of tue case until trisl, »iti

‘wileh I ngreed. I Lope in this case it was not counter-rroductive. I do nnt tuing

it an erroneous approsell, I tuink it denies us tus kini of record we migut uLeve asd
wita » different opening, but tust is now academic, The govi's cese 1s reelly so weak
tust 1 wns nrble to enticipste tue irrslevunce of tueir citetions and encouraged tue
regesrco bty Jim. Bud upparently did it aimself desy befnre yesterdesy. Tuers is & major
snd, I tulnk, comtrolling point i em confident Sud did pot forget, eacy -2 it is

for .ny of us to do tust, Sp, + pre-ume us is uolding it bsck for a purpose.

Sincerely,

By

P e



10/14/70
Deear Gsry,

Tonignt 1 decided to teke it easy snd take in oneof tue new TV siows,
otere Front Lewyers. ~slf wasy turcugh 1t tue phone started ringing so * guess 1
nsve to evaluste 1t fro. tuwelittle L saw, waich is better toen “unsmoke.

ag 1'd suspected, Yim ie not coming tomorrow. ae nss %o scheiuled for
Fridey nov. Thsy did get my mmmo on *he govt's response to toe snectro thing, but
not tue one I did lsst nigot snd meiled this a.m., suggesting theecontent of the
first'response. I toink tajis is imrortant, vut I1've no extra copy to =end you. It
gseems tast wne Bud got waat I sent he went to thelibrary, eeme bsck to sey we'll
win tois one, mesning in toe lower court {exactly the oppozite of wnet ne'd first
seid), started writing aloung brief, in lon~- hend, is to get it typed tomorrow,
end to the test of my knowleige, h-ving neard nbthing from him, does not plenm to
discuss it with me. I hinted tno Yim I consider tnis desireable, so meyb: tost will
do it. None of us should 2ver doing eny of these things witmout consultation, for
the mateefidl is mucnd too conplex and Bud kmows more sbout Jaeck lawrence than aboutb
tne officisl evidence, whicn he docesn't know 8t all. '

I nope it doesan't work out this way, for tuere is no btrief ne ues done
tpat d4idn't need correction snd the original spectro e omplsint, contracted from
my draft, bed a significant omission. I csurht it end ne did esdd it.

I wsnted to make @ note of tuis, for it is enotaer sign of ego ~tripping
snd of departure from normsl lawyer-client relations. #e is Jjust dying to do some-
thing tost doesn't get nelped, or that is his, whicia is understandable, certsinly,
.bit not cooperstive effort, snd thetixe is what we need end he pretends tut doesn't
practise. s » .

The stupidity of the response puts us in a position to meke a reford we
cen use in every case, as does the record I msde in tbe King suit,mwita what Bud
missed or just didn't do . When, somedsy, you see the entire file, it'll blow your
mind. *ou cannot imagine how up ti-nt they got and the crsxzy blunders tuey committed.
In this case they alleged tbe exsct opposits of woat Mitchell wrote me! and Bnat
letter is one of tiooee doctored by IU when tney tiled copiles witn the courtl So,
sside from my standing desire toc make and leave & record, tanere is point mere. Also,
it would not be bsrd for taem to commit enother criminal act, waich I'd not find
en unwelcome 8sslist.

_Life does not get more simple, doesbit?

Jim, unfortanstely, is in the middle. He iz btright, ressonsble, well
informed end willing end did e besutiful Job on tne elothing piz complsint, thus
my petience witn toe Ferrie complaint, for not only should en uninvolved mind do the
editing eand rearranging, tut he d4id so well on the first one.

Stan Primmer msde one of the cslls, be has changed jobs, 1s sbout to
return to Celif (LA} and I've seked him to try end shske the Alyes film loose from
Joel Tslmer, who he 1l have to find...And Art Kevin says toat Nogughi seys tiat
what he was not ssked is not, in niamopinion, reelly significant.

Best,



