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SUITE 301 1345 E STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20004 TELEPHONE 638-8263

October - 22, 1975

Dear Friend:

The records of the American Civil Liberties Union
Fund of the National Capital Area show that you were
among those arrested Tuesday, May 4, 1971, the second
day of the so-called "Maydav" demonstrations. The ACLU
Fund records also show that, following your arrest, you
signed a statement authorizing suit to be filed on your
behalf to redress the invasion of your rights which
occurred during that arrest.

On June 20, 19275, a damages suit was filed on behalf
of you and some 74 other persons who were also arrested o:
May 4, 1971. That case is entitled Ream v. Wilson, and I
enclose for your information a copy O0f the complaint. '

It was necessary to file that suit immediately with-
out being able to contact the plaintiffs again before
filing, because, in the judgment of the volunteer lawyers
handling the case, only one day was left in which such a
suit could)be filed before it became barred forever by th:
statute of limitations. This l-day deadline came about
because on the preceding day, June 19, 1975, the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia denied
us the right to maintain Knable v. Wilson, our damages
suit for those unlawfully arrested at the Justice Departme:
on May 4, 1971, as a class action on behalf of all person
wrongfully arrested on that day. The Court ruled that
Knable could only be maintained on behalf of the 40 plain
tiffs specifically named in that complaint. Therefore,
to protect the rights of the 75 additional persons who ha
authorized suit to be filed, it was necessary to file a
new complaint in their behalf the following day. -

Our purpose in writing is to advise you of the filin
of the suit and to send you a copy of the complaint. A
.second purpose is to secure an updated address and teleph
number from you. We therefore ask that you fill out and
return the enclosed form. '



You will note that the form also contains a place for
you to indicate whether or not you wish to remain a plaintiff
in the Ream case. Please check one box or the other. Wé
recognize that a considerable amount of time has passed since
the 1971 arrests and that some persons may no longer wish to
be a party to such a suit. That is entirely up to each
plaintiff. We would encourage you to maintain the action,
because such gross violations of rights should not escape
reparation.

We also want to indicate to you what your participation
in the lawsuit is likely to involve, based on our experience
with the other "Mayday" damage suits which have been filed.
The Government attorneys will almost certainly seek to dismiss
the case on legal grounds and therefore win it without a trial.
We cannot be sure how those efforts will come out. 'There is a
chance of the District Govermment escaping liability because it
supposedly was not given notice of the claims within 6 months -
as required by statute. One judge has so ruled in Knable. It
is possible to end up with judgments against government officials
who cannot afford to pay. But this is not a foregone conclusion;
we will appeal the Knable ruling.

The Government attorneys will alsc serve two quite lengthy
sets of written interrogatories (i.e., written questions) on
each plaintiff, and these will have to be answered by you, in
writing, under oath. They may additionally seek to question
each plaintiff in Washington, D.C., orally for a period of one
or two hours, sometime in advance of the trial. Because we
have a very limited budget which is already strained, we cannot
pay for the costs of the individual plaintiffs to come to :
Washington for their oral examinations. Therefore, each plain-
tiff will have to bear that cost, although we will try to seek
an alternative solution for any plaintiff who lives a- substantial
distance from Washington and is simply unable to afford the trlp

If the Government's pretrial efforts to dismiss the compla;r
fail, we believe the case will go to trial in approximately one
year. We also believe there is a good possibility that a jury
will award substantial damages to each of the named plaintiffs
who remain in the case.until trial. While we intend to ask
$20,000 in damages for each plaintiff, that is merely a "safe"
figure; the verdicts are more likely to range between $2,000
and $10,000.
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One last word. These cases have severely strained our
volunteer lawyers. We think we can manage them. But if you
have a lawyer of your own, we will gladly turn the case over
to her/him. 1Indeed, if we find we cannot manage the huge
caseload, we may be forced to refer the cases to private!
attorneys. But we would only take such a step as a last re-
sort, and if we did, we would refer the cases to good attorneys
and would seek an arrangement where the fee was simply a portios
(something between 33% and 40% is standard) of any amount
recovered. .

Please be sure to fill out and return the enclosed form
as soon as possible. We must have your current address and
telephone number, as well as an indication whether you wish to
pursue the case.

Sincerely,

futed | Tompla_

Ralph J. Temple




