8/13/73

venr «ire Hichardson,

Your Uepartment's regulations concerning requests for "public informamtion", as I
renember thegyrequire response within 10 days. This is the 15th day since on July 28
1 appealed to you, under the law, from iir. Archidald Con's denisl to ue of coples of
thiut whichi had already been released gnd publicized.

Your Uepartment has a consistent regoru of rejecting my requests for public infore
mation. Une about which I have done nothing, was for a press release! Thres 1 have
taken to court, the firat of these resulting in a suwnary judgement azainst your
@epartment, In the third your Department was forced to certify to the court of appoals
that your predecessaor is a liar. With your address to the Bar associayion in mind, I
shall address that one, to determine whether you made a delmysc Fourth of July specchs

What 1x seck is not only not secret, it was publi:hed internatignally. ire. Véx,
whether or not he was right to refuse my request, violated the published directives of
your Jepartment, directives controlling the responges ol all agencles, in not forwarding
my request to you.

Because the need of a writer is for information with all the specd posuible and
because th: requirement or the law in response iz for promptness, to save you time and
in the hope that you will coumply with the law and your oun rugudations without further
delay i repeat my requeste It is for voples of the released pages only of the grand-
Jury testimony of i. Howard bunt in the Watergate uatter. I also askec when anc where
1 could examin: hbe aduressbouks taken under search warrant from those convicted and
for an o«ke for coples of any pages I might want, Thesc also were releaseds Soue pages
were reproduced in racsimile, They were introduced into svi.cnce, and this, by the way,
is the second time the Department has rufused me evidence intpoduced in court,

In the third of my reUsl. cases, no one of wiich shoulc ever nave had to go to
court becsuse I have been careful not to seek what is properly withheld (and ir you
doubt my sincerity iu this L can show you excisions 1 made in what was released and
should not have been belfore L published it) there wus fakse swearing by your UVepartment,
i believe this constituted perjury ani ite subornation, There was & deliberate nis-
representation to the court, a deliberate deception., Yet later in thisc same sult your
LVepartment alleged to the court that the courts, in general, ate without baais for
assessing technical matters invo.ved in sults or this nature #0y 1 & asldng you to
make a personal investigation and, in the spirit of your speech, to do what you promised
to do in such cases. iwhen I asked ilr, ritchell whose record in such netters is no longer
secret who prosscutes the prosecutor in time I got a non-responge from iir. Huckelshaus,
who was chief of the division I believe comitted the crines.

tarlier, on receiving reports that ISl agents were intertering with ny rights,
including under the ¥First amendment, and fefamin: me, I asked iire Iditchell about this.
i repeated my request, without answer. some years have paessed, but if you reall meant
what you told tiw sar, you will, as I ask again, look into this.

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



