LEEN

bear kr. Richardaon, S i

Your Department's regulations ooncerning requests for "public information", as X
remcaber thegy require response within 10 days, This is the 15th day sinoce on July 28
I appealed to you, under the law, from Mr. Archidald Con's denial to me of copies of
¥hat which had already been relessed and publicdzed.

Tour Department has a conaistent reqord of rejeoting my requests for public infore
mation. One about which I have dane nothing, was for a press releese; Thres I have
taken to court, the first of these resulting in s suznary judgement againat your
Bepartment, In the third Jour Departwent was forced %o oertify to the court of appeals
that your predecessaor is a liar, With your addrees to the Bar associa$ion in mnd, 1
shall address that one, to determine whether you made & delaysd Fourth of July specah,

Vhat Ix seck is not only not secret, it was published internatignally. Mr. Oox,
whether or not he was right to refuse ny request, violated the published directives of
your Deperiment, directives controlling the responsss of all egencien, in not Formpding
ny requess to you,

Because the nwed of a writer is for Anformation with all the specd posalidlie and
becausa the requirement of the law in response iz for promptoess, to save you time and
~% tae nope that you will comply with the law and your own regudations without furthap
welay I repeat my request, It is for copies of the relesmmed pages only of the grande
Jury testimony of &k, Howard Hunt in the Watergate uatter. I also asked when and wheve
{ could examinc khe adiressbooks taken under ssarch warrant from those ocavioded and
for an ouks for coples of any pages I might want. Theze slso were relsased, Son: Vasen
Ware reprcduced in facaimiles They were introduced into evidencw, and thia, by the way,
is the second time the: Department has rofumed me evidence intwoduced in oouwd,

In the third of my #¢0.I. cazss, no one of which should ever have had to 0 to
court becauss I have been careful 10t to seex what is properly withheld (and 41 you
doubt my aincerity in this I can show you exoisions I made in what was releassd and
should nct have been befors 1 published it) there wus fadse swsaring by your Yupartment,
I believe this conatituted perjury and its subornaticn, There was a dalibermte mim-
representation to the court, a deliberats deception. Yet later in this sams sult your
Department alleged to the court that the courts, in gonarsl, aPe without bagis for
a2sesaing oo >al matters invoived in suits of this nature. vo, I an asking you to
mgke a personal .:vestigation and, in the spirit of your speach, to do whai you promised
%o do in suci cases., when I asked Mre Mitchell whose record in such matters iz no Iunger
secrel who pross:ites the prosecutor in time I £0% a non-response from Mr, Ruckelaubgus,
who was chief of the division I believe committasd the orises,

barlier, on receiving reports that FAI agents were interfering with uy rights,
including under the Mrst ~méncaent, and fefaming me, I asked Mr, 'itchell about this,
I repeated my request, without answer, Soms ysars have passed, but 1f you reall meant
what you told tie Bar, you will, as I ask again, look into this.

Sincerely,

Hareld Wolsberg



