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The victory is more basic, more important and more anti-Government corruption and
misrepresentation then I'd expected. The focus is onw what I had expected, bhy. what sur-
priged Yim and me (Bud not available) is that the majority ignored the point where we
felt that under the law controliing decisions there was no room for doubt at all. "his
leads me to believe what 1 have from the nature of the questioning during the oral’
umtsthatthecouxtmﬂlymtsmtopartuthafmwmm.mmis:pdnt
at which this is to me fairly explicit, if subtle. The nature of the language as addressed
to the spurious invocation of the so-called "investigatory file" exemption is such that
until this is disposed of the government simply flare not use it frivoloualy agein without
begging reversal on apjeal.

The decision holds that just because the FBI says it is an investigatory files
doonntmkaitmmﬁemif1t13tharemwthaallm1ngofhnnifthswhuo
inforflation sued for is to be withheld. “t gous further and saye the FBI presented no
evidence on this and what evidence it did present is neither persuasive nor credibly
and in any event doesn't mee the test. “t is here that it practically invhles me to
g0 :fter tham and orders the lower court on remand to give we the oportunity. Footnote
S Pe Te

In my wnlawyerly, non-lawyer's view_t is decision does mére than affirm the binding
character of the labguage of the state. 't extends it and requires in camera exasdination
of what is alleged to be covered as a last resort. Yr, the government is no longer sole
arbiter and ean t be again unlea this is reversed on appeal to the “upreme Court, I have
all along felt that this would by the govermment's next step regardless of the nature
of the decision because they simple dare not glve me what I seck without destroying the
Warren Report.

The dismaying part deals with the judge ¥im and I mised up wrong. We felt that
Af only one sided with me, he would be that one. He is the one who dissented, Danaher,
Foremer "New Jeal® Senator from Uon:ecticut, later Trumen's apointee to the “nternal
Security Com ission. e is sinply inowedible, drags in all sorts of irrelevancies not
berore the court (raising questions in my mind about with whom he was in touch), and
emlnduinamythatmkas;ﬁnrmtr&tntloukl&aanihr'sbmm

"esethe law, as icdwew to the issue before us, forfends against this applicent's
proposed further inquiry into the asesssination of freaident Kennedy,

"REQUISCAT IN PACE" eaps in originel. Or, I'm not allowed to do my work!

quudingthaoopylhamtolmwhaommmifhawmtnmmormtintﬂ
Bud & Jim decide if they will off'set, which wight be a little cheaper, who I ask to gend
to tmﬂhihsfortlnutomadormw. Ifﬂmlmtaaoopymheounhtitfmthe
Whites or from Jim who will be other there by then, and does phan to see Paul,

If I may be permitted a euphoric moment, I have sued the government four time, that
is, toaddudimﬂm.I}nvaﬁtnhh!‘eﬁm.andthe'lom"int}wfouﬂhmmderﬂmh
circumstances that it is a vietory. IdidgetwhatInnhdbehu.inumtonﬁnﬂ
the government had to offer all I asked for excopt copies for my possession,

The argument ignored is Tirmly established, that even if what is sought is properly
subject b0 withholding, any use waives the right to withhold. There was use, by the WC
and by Jesae Curry,

The entire text of the affidawvit by FBI Agent Willimms that is at best delbberately
deceptive and misleading and misrepresentative is included in the decision. My view is
that 1t is subomed perjury. The first lengthy wemo I did was on this, takdng it apart,
Bud elected to leave that out as Boo hot. Because he Baid this would go to the Supreme
Yourt, I let him have him way. The court here affirms =y judgement,

For e not faudliar, I did the draft of aint t, I
that, and Yim did the ap_nca'l, H’it‘il uy editing, thhn pﬁﬂ:&d pp.' audmm.ﬂm Lt



