| 1/22/72
Dear. BQd}

I tgke it from the unéxplained Order of the Ap_ eals Cpurt putting the Spectro suit
on the summary calendar that there will be no arguments under Rule 12, liy falge pretenses
of the past, actin: as though I am a lawyer, may have zulled you into the rather sood
Joke attached, but it lsaves me uncertain on this and whatever else may flowe

If you mean by "Jow did you get so popular with the courss?" the opposite, then you
are on fairly solid footing, as what I believe I have sent Jim in full should show. L have
been keping after them on their refusal to appoint counsel and otherwisc help in msponse
to my affidavit in forma pauperis. They keep repeating what to me seems the meaningless,
that there-appears to be "no non—frivolous issue®. I regard such an af:idavir and request
as anything but frivolous. So there has been a series of exchangev in which, in one way or
another, I raise this question, and in one way or another they say no more than the above.

liy last letter on this, aduressed to the Cjief Judge who will sit, is without answer.
Almost all have been addressed to him and all have been answered by Paulson or Cathey in
Pualson's name,

To make your life easier and simpler, as soon as the Graham story appeared I also write
Gessell remind him that my charge of perjury in the clotkﬁ.ng/ pix suit had not been responded
to in any way, by him, the office of the U.S.Attorney or the Archivist, against whom I made
the accusation, I then quoted the apyropriate parts of the Rhoads affidavit filed in that
case compared with the reality reflected in the Graham story and added a new charge of
new perjury, in that Rhoads swore and on the basis of that ocath Gesell ruled that Rhoads
could not let anyone see that clothing. I think the perjury is clear. Only it appears to
be less than popular to embarrass the courts by meking them face federal corruption or
the many assorted kinds in which it can come beforc them., Ynless you are the Post or the
Times, when it provides judges with the opyortunity of appearing courages and striking
poses for history. ~

W
g

Because ‘I do not really know what this means, if it means any more than thal they will
decide and record their decision with nobody there, then there is no point in wakdng any
preparation. However, the second paragraph of Paulson's letier refers to the time limitation
and the number of counsel., So, I talte it there will be argument. In that even, I strongly
encourage you %o bo completely prepared on the question of Williams' perjury, which you
chickencd out on and omitted from the pleadings and the appeal. Lou have a memo on it from ne,
sent you as soon as I first reed it. Before Bazelon, especially if we are put on the defengive,
it might be efiective., Wids mewo also foes into the irrelevancies and irmaterialities.

It might be a good idea to be prepared on the other perjuries and on my keeping afterthem,
with the later the simplest formulation being that either I swore to the truth or I didn't,
if I swore falsely it is a crime. If I did not, why th. denial? If it has to do with a technical
fault not s»elled out, I did precisely what was told, by the clerks of that court, and how
can a man who is not a lawyer and needs one, and uses this means td seek one, be held to
account for not knowing the law? Why else did or would I ask for a alwyer? Whether or not
binding on him or other judges, -the very last thing Gesell seid, and he voluntesred it, is
that the Appeals court would help me in precisely this way.

Of reference to the number of counscl who may argue is some subtle hint that perhaps I
intend this, you know this is not the case. I have left this entirely up to you. There is
one thing that I think should be diiferunt this time » though. Dast tiue you asked me not to
sit with you. Phis time I should, Last time you missed sowething Werdig said on whoch you
could have clobuered him. While it is by no means certain that were this to hapoen again
you would misy it and I would not, I think it would be betier Lo have me sitting next to
you for this reason and in case vou want to ask ne onytning. The govermment is hung up because
these tests are negative, not positive, which today makes this suit more important then ever,
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It is ORDERED, sua sponte, pursuant to Rule 11 of the
General Rules of this Court that the Clerk is directed to
place this case on the summary calendare.

Counsels' attention is directed to the provisions of
Rule 12 of the General Rules of this Court with respect to
the matter of the number of counsel who may argue and the
time allotted for argument in summary calendar CasesS.

——— ' Per Cuxiam

R, . : . . For the Court:

.\ -

Nathan J. Paulson
Clerk '

ANt}



RULE 11(b) July 22, 1970

U.S. APPEALS D. C. RULES

(b) The court may on motion or sua sponte advance the date for the
hearing of any case, motion, or petition, and may allow the filing of
typewritten, mimeographed or xerox-type briefs, in lieu of printed
briefs, in cases advanced for hearing. (Added July 1, 1968)

(c) When a case has been set for hearing, it may not be continued
by stipulation of the parties or their counsel but only by an order of the

(1:3255 on a motion promptly riled and for good cause shown, (Added July 1,

ol d) Whenever the court, sua sponte or on suggestion of a party,

concludes that a case is of such character as not to justify extended oral
alug'%gment, the case may be placed on the summary calendar, (Added july 1,

0 separate summary calendar will be maintained, Cases will be
placed on the summary calendar by the clerk, pursuant to directions
from the court. Such cases may or may not be heard on days set for
oral argument of cases not on the summary calendar. (Added July 1, 1968)

. (e) Whenever the court, sua sponte or on suggestion of a party,
» concludes that a case is of such a character as not to justify oral argu-
ment, - 1t may, after causing notice to be given by the Clerk to the parties
of that determination, proceed to dispose of the case wit'hout such argu-
ment.

RULE 12 (Added July 1, 1968)

N ORAL ARGUMENT (Added July 1, 1968)

‘D,

(a) NUMBER OF COUNSEL, Not more than two counsel ‘shall be
heard for each side in the argument of the case, except by special leave
of the court, upon sufficient reason shown. (Added July 1, 1968)

" Not more than one counsel shall be heard for each side in cases
placed on the summary calendar. (Added July 1, 1968)

(b) TIME ALLOWED FOR ARGUMENT. Counsel in all cases shed-
uled for argument on the merits shall be allotted 30 minutes to a side,
except that only 15 minutes to a side shall be allotted to cases placed on
the summary calendar and to motions scheduled for argument. A mo-
tion or request pursuant to Rule 34(b), Federal Rules of Appellate Pro~
cedure, for the allowance of additional time shall be filed or made not
later than 10 days after appellee’s brief has been filed. (Added July 1, 1968)

Where two or more cases are consolidated they shall be considered
as one case for the allotment of time for argument., (Added July 1, 1968)

(c) APPORTIONMENT OF TIME. Counsel for the parties, includ-
ing counsel for any intervenor, on each side may agree on the apportion-
ment of the side's time; otherwise the court will apportion it, Counsel
for an intervenor ordinarily shall be permitted to argue only to the ex-
tent that counsel for the party on whose $ide he intervenes is willing to
share his allotted time. If the apportionment is agreed upon, counsel
who opens the argument on his side shall announce the apportionment,
The time so apportioned to each phrty shall not be exceeded unless the
court permits, in which event the time apportioned to the other parties
on that side will not be reduced,.(Added July 1, 1968)

(d) FAILURE TO FILE BRIEF., A party who fails to file a brief
shall not be heard at the time or oral argument except by permission
of the court, (Added July 1, 1968)
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T foxe it from the unéxplalnsd Order of the Ap eals C urt putiing the Spectro sult
on the suwery colendsy that therc will be no a.rgumenta under Bule 12. iy false nretenses
of the past, actin: as thouch I am a lawyyer, may have sdled you into the rather .ood
Jokso attached, i 1¢ loaves e uncertain on Hids and whatcver else mey flow.

If you mean by "iew did you get o0 popular with the courk#?® the opnosite, then yom
arc on fairly soldd fouoting, as what I belisve I have sent vim in full shmﬂ.c.ahor.ihan
beon keping after them on thedr refusel to appoint covmecl and othemuisc help in moponse
to my affidavit in formn pamperds, They keep repeating what to mo seens the meaniugless,
that there appears to be “mo non-frivolous iscwe™ I regard such an afidavic and request
ar arything but frivolous, So there has been & reries of szchangiw in wihiok, in one uay oxr
ancther, 1 raise this question, &nd in one uay or another they say no wore than tihc aliove,

My lact letSer on this, ad.resssd to the Cigor Juﬁ.gé who will si%, Lo without answer,
Alroat all have been addressed to him and all Have been answored by Poulson or Cathey in
l?ualaon" namg, !

To nake m 1ife easior and simplar; ac soon as the Gratanm story ap:eared I also write
Gussell yemind him thai my charge of perjury in the clothing/pix suit had not beon rospondsd
to in any way, by him, tho offioce of the U.S.ittormey or the Archiviet, sgainst whozm I mnde
the accusation, Itlvazqmta&ﬂwapmyﬁahmnftbmmmutﬂmmﬂat
gave compared with the renlity reflected in the Craham otory and ad’ed a new charge of
new parjury, in that Khosds swore and on the vasis of that cath Gesell ruled that HEhocds
sould not let anyone sec that clething. I think the perjury is clear. Only it apreaws to
be l2sa than popular to embarress the courts by meking them face federal corrvption or
the mony sasorted kinds in which 4t ean come beforc them, Ynless you are the Post or the
Tmes, when 1t provides judges with the op; nmmty of 2 zyev:sri.stg corages ond Strivding
poma for hiswzw

Bccmmeldanntreall, lazawmttm.sma,ifitwmwmr« than that they will
decide and vecord thedr dscision with nobody thercy then thore fa no ooint in waking any
yroperation, However, the gecond warugraph of Paulson's lettor refors to the time limitation
and the mumbor of cownsel, S8, I take it there will be argwment. In that even, 1 stroagly
ansourags you to bo complutely preparved on the question of ¥illiams' perjury; which you
chicken:-4 out on and omitted from tho plesdings and the apvenl. bou hove a mems on 1% fren ne,
st you an soon ar I first reed it. Berore Bamelon, esvecially if we sre put on the defensive,
it mdght be effective., Tids memo also Poes into the irrelevancies and immaterialities,

Itm.mtheamaﬁaatohemmmd&tmotbry&rzunmwmnm '
ﬁihimutertkd.npl&tfomﬁaﬂmham;thatﬁtherImmtotlmwthorldidn‘t. ‘
If I mwore falsely 4t is a crdme, If 1 dic not, why the dendal? If it has %o do wiith & tecimioal
fanlt not apelled out, I did precimely what was told, by the clerks .ef thet court, and how
@t & e who is not a lawyer and needs one; & uses this neann to seek one, be held to
account for not knowing the law? Why else did or would I ask for a alwyer? Vhether or not
Mnding on him or other judges, the very last thing Gesell saild, and he volumtecrved it is
that the Appesls court would help me in procisely this vay.

Of roference to tie mmber of counpcl wha may sargue 1= gome subtle hint thal perhaps X
iatend this, you know thils is not the case. I have loft this eatircly wp to you. There is
ono thing that I tkink should be different this time, though, lest time you asiced me not to
alt with you, This time I should, Last time you missed scoothing Werdig sald oo whoch you
eould have clobtered him, ¥iile it 1s by no mesns certain that were this to bappen again
yor would misc It and I would mot, I think it would be better to have ms sitting next {o
yor for this reasem and in case you want to sk me anything, The soverwer* is lme mn heemma



