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Should the Commission pe rmi t the private plaintif fs in 
ag;Jins t Te .lw s Gulf Sulphur Coo and its officinls en inspect t hose d ocu­
iTf ,,, t s ~~h j.ch th~ Co=ission h8 S been di r ected to produce for i nspection 
by t he de icndnr:ts in the above action? 

Dur i " g a bearing on Oetelle!: 25 , 1965. the cou ';:: t dir ec t e d t he 
COIreI.~ s sivn ~ D produce cel" t:rin doc u!llCnts £ 0 :1." ill s pe c t Jon hy t he dere!l:i<J<lt s 
in t he a bov e <letion pln:sU!l ll t to defendant s 0 l'Z!O tio!! unGer RuJ.i:! 3 1; Df t he 
Fe deral Rules of Ci 'Jil P :ro t~edu J:e o Earl i e r , it \~ i, l! be t'i~ c<J l led > t h e 
Commission a u tho:cl.zed thill Office to produce t.he :;", docurneats if so order. J , 
wi t h the exception o f :>taff 1f£n;or<lnda t o the Co=i ss ion . ~/ \')h il ~ \; (! 

have not yet had a def in itive ruli.n.g from t he c.our t as to t he s e mel:) 't::,,~O! 

to t he CO!llllli.sG ion , we a ,,(! p!'epare d to pr.oduce th~ r enl.>ini!:g do::u!rent s 
bi:!ginning F i7iday . NOV€moe l: 26 , 

Al t h ou[;h the ccur t has no t cxpr c t;o ly o r.dered the Commission to 
pr o uuce the se S<lm:6 dOClments f o r inspection by the p-r.i.V;JtC' plaintif fs, 
severa l. of the private pl<.!irttiffs' attor neys have x:eques t ed pe r.ul i ss :'ol' t c 
i nspect the dOCUlnents . !.: inc e c cfeuu::mt s \~i 1l. be pe u ci t ted t J copy the 
docu.me n ts <.! nd ruakc whateve r u sc of t hem t he y wish . we be U .eve chat I 

hn rm cou ld c ome I rmA perrui tt inlj illapec t i on by l h e private plainti. f f s ' ~,d , 

indeed . the COlJF.li ss i on c ould be criti<.: i :wd [or !:efusing t o d o ,,0 0 On tn, 
other h<.1nd o i n o rder t o pn!vent t he c r:l t. icislII ( by defe dall ~ s ) tha t ,_h e 
Commission is encouraging priva te lit:lgal ts to sue Tel' ,-\(, nU , _,0 Iol C'U .O 

not pe nnit t l e priva te plH i.~tiffs to in s pect t ile hunJ:reds of UUG01 i citc 
l e t t ers ,,!'. huv e received f r oU! me mbe rs of ti c i llvesring public i.n CO'1U~ . t! all 

~vi t h this as:.' t i on 0 

DF 
r-fJ 

------...-~-~-... ------"'----- - .---- -_._------ .-
'!:... j the Cou~iss iou also autho~ized t h i s Office to produce ~()" :i.m) p(!.('t~ ,n 

by t he pr ivate pa lt i es the investigative transcriptG of dc !!:.:;nda nt,· ' 
t es timo ny if Ot;dere,i t.o do so by t he c ou!" t , Thi s qUBst i.on h a s 0 '_ 

yet been pl:"e s en ted :::0 the cour t . DOL ha ve de fendan t s a s ked £: 0 i ns'j-.!," 
t hese t.:<:r:lscrip t s, !!enc e these t t·,msc r.ipl: S ate not ,among the docu~n ' " 
f o!: (i'h i ch iltl tho·.c;j.:.lat:l,on to p roduc e i s s Ol.lr;ht i.n thi S Iilen·:orandu ffi . 


