Jim, there iz so much we omn't keep up with overything, but a elip from he LiTimes of
4/8/74 convinces me 4% is & mietske $hat I 233 not gp after those items vefused by the
Office of Special Proseouter first under Cox, zppeal not even acknslwedgsd by tuo AGs.
That story is a synopais of the Bernetein-Hoodward bock from Playboy. These wordst

“ssoshaliowmess of much of the FBI investigation concerning ¥atorgate. They say thas
the FBI did no% bother o ¢heck out the names in the addressbooks of thoce arrested,,.”

I have sent you at least #vo dvafts of proposed letters I would send the cwrrent AG
on thime If you do not soon find time 4o zrespon I go off on my owne I d rather not, but
there &= 2 goad chance this can be productive. Hach time I sent & drafs there was a currently
good woascns How they can jusiify not complying vith thedr» reguladions on vesponse and how
they can justify denying vhat was made publicly available I dou't know, Th: fact is that I
sould fils on non-responsy o appssl alone. Howewer, I an not Jooking for uore sultss 1
am looking for data. Please give me an enswer, HW 4/21/74



