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Editor, 41,4W York 14Z" 

Aith all the respect due former Uregon Conimensman Charles 0.Pouter, 
his is not "the first teat in tho nation of tho recently anondod Pre2dom 
of Information Aot."(Now York Times 2/21/75) 

iloro than a say earlier may lawyer, vita Loaar, railed the auit that 
tees instrumental iu perauading the Uongrese that thee,: ameedments were needed 
and to override President Ford's veto of them. (Congreeeioual honor(' 5/50/74, 
p. 933G, "...override the ()wart docisions in the court of apimals on the 
Weisberg against United 3zales....") 

In the earlier C.A.2301-70, on appeal Judga.A.Donnher actually con-
cluded that the "Freedom of Information" law tforfends aepinat this appellant's 
nropoued further Inquiry into the nenaesination of President Kennedy." (United 
States court of Appeals for tho District of Columbia, No. 71-1026, p. 26.) 

Properly the Corsi ass did override this novel view of the Fkket ►  parch 
went and PreSidont Ford's attempt to perpetuate it. 

If the results of tie entirely non-oocrot tenting processes I nought 
confirmed what is attributed to the as evidence in the JFK sanassinstion, 
can enynne in his right odnd believe they would not be publicized as widely 
as government could arrange? 

Beeauee of this 	nii'iceanoe of my earlier suit in the intint of the 
Uingress and because of the reflection of the will or both houses on this 
in the conference report, I believe this new obit, which in time was the 
first filed, Should also be regarded as "the first test" of the amended 
law. 

I suggest that how the mepartmont of Justice responds will toll 
the country its unit the Ford admdoistrationb attitude toward both free-
dom of information and living within the law. 

Sinoerely, 

Harold t:Ciaborg 


