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§ - Bt. 12, Fredewiock, Kd. 21701
1/ 26/71

Hr. Leon Ulman, DAAG
Office of Legal Csumsel
Depariment of Jusidce
Yashingtonr, D.0. 20530

Pear ¥r, Ulman,

Your letter stamp dates 32_11;7 20 is wersly the la'he_ﬁ’i: exswple of the mesmisglieossness
of having an Attornsy “Yemeral and having him stabe national policy as it is if the selfe
perpetuating nature of buresucrscies.

You refer %o the penultimate paragraph of my lotiter of June 8. That responds to pne
to me from E. Ross Bucklet, Crimingl, FOI/CRM 239%. In passing I note that these letters
refer to the ubier unconsern of the Depertment for my mroperiy obtained fyrom me the
FBI ané made availsble to the Urimingl Division. &f%er alscst two yeers I #3ill awsit
response relating te it under FUIA/PA. This is to Durther state that rosponses o FOI4
sre not in any way conzistent vhers 1 am $nvelved,

By a earbon of this letter o ¥r. Johneon, who cen forwend if as an avpeal if he
persists in withholding this record despite the recent sialements of the Attormey “emeral
on FOIA policy, I am protesting this withbolding and appesl to the Depeartment alse.

There is mach that on the fece of this mekes ne sonse. ¥Why should the Archives seck
Departmental aprroval for a relesse and afier receiviag no sbjection refuse to relesss?
If on its own the Avchives had rosson not io release it required bo cpasultation with
the Oriminal Divisien,

What speeisl arrangesente avs there wiil the ase of "iarren Comsission records by a m
writer,™ umaned? These records either sre or ave not availzble 0 all on the some basis.
Theoretically, that is. I heve found excentions relatisg %o me.

I know of ome excepiion relsting to another, Williesm Henchester, sside from special
$reatment of othor writérs And I kmov of special dendals to wee If any of these happens
$o bo the subject of what is withheld I believs ihe withholding wae improper under any
ciroumsisness and foday flies inte the face of the Altorney Cemersl's own poliey stsitement,

If you ore not aware of 1% Nr. Hanghester snd his cespersislimation of that great
tragedy were specially favored, it being well Emewn that Hr. Manchester's work wonld be
in support of the offieial conclusieis relating to that erime, He was given a voom at tho
Archives in which to work amd was given secess to records denied o others, including me,
I beliove that if this is the subject then the continued withhelding is even more wrong,

I regret very much that official misoonduet mmder FOIA zecuwires suspicion where
suspleion may not be warranied. Given the responsibilitiss of the Depariment and the
Hational Archives in s society such as ours I rgvet in perbicrlar what is now the clear
record of frivelous and pélitlesl misuse of the Lot as » means o7 suppression of what
is smbsrrassing to some officials and of offielsl miscondned

Sinesrely,

Eareld Weisberg



