Rt. 8, Frederick, ¥d. 21701

2/21/75
Bditor, Hew York Times

With all the respect due former Uregon Congressmen Charles O.Mr,
his is not "the first test in the nation of the recently amended Freddon
of Information Aet.”{New York Times 2/21/75)

More than a day earlier my lawyer, Jim Lesar, refiled the suit that

ras instrumental in persuading the Congress that these amendments were needed

and to. ove*ri&e Progident Ford's veto of them. (Congressional Record 5/30/T4,

~ |Pe 8 9336, "...0verride the cowrt decisions in the court of appeals on the
Weisberg agamst United States.eos")

In the earlier 30-&-2301.?9’ on ﬂ?}'}ﬂﬂl Jﬁﬂﬁoﬁnnamr a@mm Conw-
cluded that the ’Frestom of Informetion” law $forfends against this appellsat's
proposed further inquiry into the assassinetion of President Kennedy.” (United
States Vourt of Appeals for the District of Columbia, Ho. 71~1026, p. 26.)

Properly the Congress did override this novel view of the Fikst imwonde
ment and President Ford's attempt to perpetuate it.

If the results of the entirely non-secret testing processes 1 sought
confirmed what is attributed to them as evidence in the JFX assassination,
E:naaymeinhiarightminﬂbeﬁevemymuldmtbawklicisadasﬂéely
goverpament could asprrange?

Because of this gignificance of my earlier suit in the intent of the
Cangress and because of the reflection of the will of both Houses on this
in the conference report, I bekieve this new shit, which in time was the
Tirst filed, should aiso be regarded as "the first test" of the amended
1awe.

1 suggest that how the Yppariment of Justice responds will tell
the countyry its and the Ford administretionk attitude toward beth free—
dom of informgtion and living within the law.

Sincerely,

Bayold Weisberg




