
8/13/73 

Aicbardeon, 

Your Department's regulations concerning requests for "public information", as I 
remember the, require response within 10 days. This in the 15th day since on july 28 
I apeealed to you, under the law, from er. Archibald teen's denial to me of copies of 
that which had already been releasmialedeelllaleiga. 

Your Department has a consistent regard of rejecting my requests for public infore 
mation. One about which I have done nothing, wan for a press release! Three 1 have 
taken to court, the first of these resulting 

 
in a summary judgement against your 

department. in the third sour Department was forced to certify to the court of appeals 
that your preeecessaor is a liar. with your address to the Bar aseociajion in mind, I 
shall address that one, to determine whether you made a deleyee i'ourth of ,July speech. 

What Is seek in not only not secret, it was publiehed internatienally. exe 
whether or not he was right to refuse my request, violated the published directives of 
your eepartment, directives controlling the responses of all agencies, in not forwarding 
my request to you. 

because the need of a writer is for information with ell  the speed possible and 
because the requirement of the law in response is for promptneso, to save you time and 
in the hope that you will comply with the law and your oen regulations without farther 
delay I repeat my request. it is for copies of the released pages only of the grande 
jury testimony of e. howard aunt in the Watergete wetter. I also asked when and where 
I could examine the addreesbooks taken under search warrant from those convicted and 
for an o.k. for copies of any pages I might want. These also were released. liome pages 
were reproduced in facsimile. They were introduced into wviLmnee. And this, by the way, 
is the second time the Department has refused me evidence introduced in court. 

In the third of my e.o.I. cases, no one of eeich should ever have had to go to 
court because I have been careful not to seek what is properly withheld and if you 
doubt my sincerity ut this I can show you excisions I nade in what was released and 
should not have been before 1 published it) there was false swearing by your eepartment. I believe this constituted perjury ane its subornation. There was a deliberate mis-
representation to the court, a deliberate deception. Yet later in this same suit your 
Department alleged to the court that the courts, in general, are without basis for 
assessing technical matters invoeved in suits of this nature. eo, 1 ae asking you to 
make a personal investigation and, in the spirit of your epeech, to do what you promised 
to do in such oases. When I asked er, hitohell whose record in each mutters is no longer 
secret who prosecutes the prosecutor in time I got a non-response free hr. huckelshaus, 
who was chief of the division I believe comeitted the crimes. 

earlier, on receiving reports that lea agents were interfering eith ey rights, 
including  under the First :4tionesattnt, and fefamine me, I asked hr. eitchell about this. 
I repeated my request, without answer. nose years have passed, but if you reall meant 
what you told tu bar, you will, as I eels again, look into this. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 


