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L. Wumpdnghlian,

secause ol the multiplicity of issues raised by Juage virice's decision yesterday,
L am at a loss to know to whom best to send the enclosced and indicate that therc is nore

such things;.as Attorney Uenersl hitchell's

1 to the american Bar associathon meeting in bLondon, Lnglond on 7/16/7« 1 hsd to

;L would sue for it to got the full text, which 1 finally ot frouw Yeputy atterney
Urickson ynder dete of Septomber 18, 1972. In this specch, ditchell hold that

riel is the right of the goverment and that deley in civil suits “has long

been notorious”, to which he adced "But nov the infection has spread $0 crimingl cases’.

In wy Civil action 2301-T0 I sued Justice for & simple sclentific test known as a
spcctrographic analysise ln sesponse the governmont tiled an afficdavit that Birica, who
sal on it,should not have accepted because it was incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial,
i think a case can be made that it was slso perjurious. in any event, the governmont
invoked the exestpion covering law-enforcement files. The Freedon of iluforuation ict has
vuch an exenption,

by lowyer said that if this exemption i, %o be clelec, there hag to be a law that

is being eulorced. de askod the federsl a.tewney for citation of 4he law allc gedly being
anforcads. Ubviously, there was none and there could hiave been none,

in regponse, as the enclosed copies of the two relevant pages ol the t anseript,
all the assistant United States sttorney said is that "therc must be soume lse enforeenent
purpose to be served", followed by the asdmission that there was no statute, plus the
invoeation of ~hat he called "matural or human" law!
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1 type this in haste to get it into today's outgoing maile. Thus 1 didn & take time
to take the bound transeript apart, as I will do if anyone want & clearer Bpy. However,
I think it is clear euough tha. the government admitied there was no law that couls nave
been enforced. -onetheless, on the basis, there has to be a law, "natural or human®,
wirica dismissed the cases *% is and has for i long time been before the Court of appeals,

wirica is a known government hack, fhis is & pretty raw decision in wlvich he served
as no more than an adjunet of the Deperitment of Justice in its violation of *he law that
idNspirit at least is very ruch invoived in the current stinks, freedon of information.
The first case of which 1 kmov in vhich the same clain to exemption was uade by the governe
ment ig that of Uongressmen Lee Appin for the Peers reporte. Judge Yohn L, Pratt went farthur
that I believe was hecessary in his decigion, ana L believe to reetify the error by oiricea.
~ustead ol just holding that the wrmy was right to invoke the exemplion, kExErkxy Iro: the
Post story of 8/24/72 (L do not have the text of tids decision}, he went out of his way to
define the weaning of the exemption,"whether the files sought to relete to anything that can
falrly be cheracterized as an enforcement proceeding,”

In the hearing before the Cpurt of “ppeals, the federal attorney, under questioning
by & think Judge lDansher admitied that now Lttorney Uencral hleindienst lied in pupers
f 5

iled in that case as in an eavlier one (in which Kleindicnst's personsl arrogance got e

an entirely winecessary summary judgement against the sovernment ). Such is the state
o the wixonisn admindstration of "justice" znd "Justice".

should anyone of whom you kunow be inter.sted*in testing Sirica's dictum, therc are
interesting and wipublished items in wr. lunt's past, some crogsing wine and ally, 1 think,
relevent and not compromising his rights, that 1 would be happy to make available, *his
includes an unanswered reguest for specitic public information I adiressed to the White
iouse under this lawe (You say roeall that ilon 4iegler chided the *inmes ane the rost for
tiig law his government wmacks ane mekes s {utili Vo) Under the stondards oi the
stmindstrative vonferineo, vitieh wre not binding, this coulu be moved to court i ediately,
with sore than applicabiiity of 5 UsSeUe552 claimed. lxcuse tho lastes “est rog
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