Ted Kaczynski’s Letter to Steven
Lapham

February 19, 2003



Dear Mr. Lapham:
I would like to have the return of the property seized from me by the government.
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I would Iike. 1o
of 'Hj‘c

-De;'n-.f' M. Lapham :

have tThe veTurn
Praper‘fy seized From me 5?. +the
governwmenT. I believe tThat Quin

Denv:r _ka.s
been in conTaceT wiTh

you abouT 'H\is, bwT
I have decided To hawdle The

matTev
Pe_-.r;an_ag”_», rather than tThrough My Denvir.
I have neT 'Fiv\ishecf Moy fegq’ veseavch

this Su‘o‘jﬁ'c‘h. (HS you neo douwbT vealize
Tthe JimitaTions

own

en my access T J'Ej'nl'
make it impossible for me. 7o
reseavch quickl}-.) Bur at presen
it appears +hat:

Whea The

m.gg_‘r!'u';d*s

Ca.-rvr awnT

qoverw menT Adoes: nor need, or
no lvhﬁff\" HE‘?JS, Seized ProPETTf for Evid’GMTJd:rr
ovdinarily must reTurn the

properTy To The pevson

seized- E-ﬂ-) . S.

pwr peses , T

trom whow 1T was

v- MacTinson, 809 F.2d

’
1364, 1369 (9t Cir. HR?), This

15 True eyen
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it The property was "seized legally. Id. Moveouer,
if ke govevrnment w'is'r.es e veTain tThe
Prapev'h” it bears The burdeﬁ ;

of demonsTrating

that 71 has a féﬂ'i‘ru'ma'?'e veason To Jdo  Se. Id’.
ProperTy thar has been The ih-sTg-ume'n'f'q_.-';T?,

of a cvrime wmusT HEUEFTHE!’ES_S be vreTuvrned o

“rhg Persa“ ‘FI"GM whom ;lT " ldar s SPIEEJJ 'Hﬂllés.s

toas sulojenf Te a FDrFEITuu-.-. stafute. U. S, v

Faveell, 606 F.24 1341, 1344-47 (D.C. Civ. 1979).
If the governmeénT wishes o retain the properTy
Puvsuant To sTaTute , it~ musT  institure
appropriate forfeituve prdceed‘r‘njs- E-g-'U-S- V.
“Wilsow , 540 ' F.2d 1100, l1o4 (D.C. Cir. |976).

You Cawn eithe, 'a:aw-rﬁnge with me inForma”y

The retuvn of My P"'I'DP‘E"T}") er yow Can
‘wait uatil T file « ‘wmotion for the vetdrn
of My propfr'l'"-?, The choice is vours -
If you wouwld Jilke To hidndle Fhe
. waT Ter ir.'Furma”y) Thea 1 offer the Following:
Practically all of my propérty. held by
The government Falls inTo one of +hree

Ca'ﬁ'gori es .

1. pFUPErTy other Than Fivearms agnd

ammunition Tthar i\czs meT even ﬂrguébiy lﬂéen
“'f‘i‘l.f_‘ IV\STI"'MI‘VI_.EHTQ“T?-' aF @ Cyivme,

b Pfulger*r:r T'ha‘l’ — s The gﬂvefﬂMEﬁT
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m‘ugh‘r wish To arque == may have been the
instrumentaliTy  of o <rime and may be subject
1o Some ¥arFi'iT‘urel STaTute.

3 Firea_rm.s and ammuniTion .

I Sl..t_jj*es'f:_ 'T'_i*m'f we  prompTiy. m_a-ke
arvargemeats F_r.:r return ef all _oF the propevty
in cateqory 1. The other two caTegories
Moy  preseat Prufofems ‘ﬂmfr will cc«sflll.a.s
Some Time and effort To work out F’uss}[:f}.
we wi”l have o fi'l‘rj-a“f“e the issues. OFf Course,
it wmay be thar the govermmenr will not
consider 1T worth . the Treouble ;t woulf
take To have any a.”ege?‘ instrumeantalities
of Crime in my case ForFeited. In thar
event The ifems in category 2 can. be
returned To me q}aﬂ_zr with Those in ca‘i"egary i

Categovy 3 = The fivearms and ammunition

— May P(‘ESE“T & Thurn}; Prob’em since

]
convicTed felons ave. Pf‘di‘ltb:;-rf{j frowm
FoSiEssi ng Fireavms eve ConsTvrueTi ""'f'-"j)"‘ E'ﬁ’)

U-S. wv. Rﬂﬁe_r.sJ 4 | F-Ed_’ 25 (ls+ Civ. I4),

1+ 1 had +the Firearms senT Te a person

A?‘signa'l‘ecf " l.ﬂ':; me, The 5overﬂme@?‘ mlﬁh'r
wish 5 argue  That 1 would hen have
Constructive  pPossession eof Them, which 1 of

Courze wouwld dispute. I Suggest we leqys
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this '-!Proh}em To be worked ' out, ewd possibly
|i‘fi3a"f'ed‘J aFter the other propert, has been
veturned 1o wme.

Howwef, ‘even with vegard to the caTegary 1
property , Twe gquestions arise, namely : Who
wi ll pey the cosT ef 511.'Ppin3 The " property 7
ﬁn.ﬂ) +: what address showld Fh e praper'r:,' be
51{.";";.@;{1 .

Obviously 1 can't veceive wmost of this
prepevty here at the prison, and it cana'r
be vetTuvrned To the Pfar'e where 7 wes
Gv‘igq‘na”nr seized because Theve is ne

there o veceive TT- So I will have T

on €

l[l1d'.|.|l'l.'=_"

it shipped To some person who will Take

Cka,r-.ae " oF i T Fur' me . I ;\ave naT yef
decided whe that persen will be, bur T
assume That Fhatr will be

& maTt e, of
indiFFerence To the gu;u'ernmen‘i'. .

I have not veT Found w casze thar
explicitly addresses the question of shipping
costs, ‘but all of *The cases l've seen:
emphasize The ‘governwment's fESPoni:biFi?"}, =
veturn the property and ' none suggest
that anyowne but the goverament Should
pay The SL\IPPF.\? CosTs, So iT seems
clear That those costs are borne by

The qoverameanT.
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leok forwavd to veceiving your reply.

SI' ncerefr YOouvs,

cct Quin bfh'@”‘\-"
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