Rt. 8, Froedorick, Md, 21701
7/5/7%
Doy Frs Sussman,

4s soon as I got Dack from Vashingbon this evening I checked the printed vorsion
of Doan's statement against the prepeved, typed text you wefe iind enouch to leave for
me, What I was certain had been omitted wase. I think it may be important,

I% sort of got lost in the drams of Pat Gray destroying ovidence, and everything
pointed to thiz evdence being the real and foke Statelcables. It was nuch more,

What captured my attention when I heard it is the final graf of p. 5 of th. typed
toxte 4t is omitted from the bottom of the Tourth colu=m on Pe 9 of the edition ol %he
Poat that reaches hore,

§mt'a White Housc safe, anong other things, included ' mt&dﬂ? of & personal
nature relating to his wife." What a strange place for this kind of materialst”

- 1 mpde several unsuccessful efforis last yesr to intereet the Post in the other
things destroyed, HMunt's per diems as s consultent and hs travel vouchers. I was no
more successful in goneratin: interest about what might have beon the family relation—
ships about which I'd developed some hunches based on what was publicly lnown,

Almost a year ago I mede formal request under the Freocdon of Information law for
soms cf this information. Jecause it might have been Lmmms, I had to await the
ectable White House stupidity which had the effect of waiving the law. I then sent
the fast my correspondence with John “Yean. (If 1t had followed tie leads on Nixen's
property you'd have had another scoop.) That letter shows Dean’s statement that he had,
in fact, given these records to the PBI. I doubt he could dhen have snticimated the
present situation.

Speaiding of the FOI law, there will be an an bang rehearing on one of my suits
by the U.S.Court of appeals 7/11, the first under this law. I had provailed and the
govertment sought this rehearing. On its own the court decided %o hear new arguments
after initially deciding against it. Hy purpose in going to Weshington today was to dis-
euss this with Fensterwald and a young lawyer who is dedng all the real legal work, Jim
&m We decided on what we will do. I think that when we do 1%, i may be something
you may find newsworthy,

Whatever hap ens, ﬁs&smﬁi&g&t&tb&%&w% it will be precedent,
If I lose in the end, there will be no Freedom of Information law.

1 believe I gave Paul Valentine & oopy of the C.b. decision. If he has i%, I auge
gest s careful reading of footnote 5 plus the Williams affidavit, which tht: wajority
reprinted in full, Williame is an FBI ggent,

i believe this is perjury and its subormation. I also believe the C,A. felt this,
sccounting for that footnote, I am confident there is other perjumy, other subornation,
in ny two eariier suits.

Iaﬁz%hatifmmmmmm you use nothing prier to the ond of the hearing,
The situation of the C.h. impels this.

’i'}aaa names thal figure in this and the othwr suits are Hitchell, Kleindienst, Gray,
kelshaus and other DJ lawyers. We will aliege and prove perjury and its subormation.
13 mm, and against thesc Wabtergaiers. I asked Mitchell o prosecute his eriminal
associates. Ultimatoly, I got e non~responsive-reply from “pr, Clean, Ruckelshaus. In
t&xacraurmofﬁﬁs, I hope it will be possible to lay out a new dnension in Nizonian
mposing on the courts to the entent that it becomes impossible for them
*&e do tmytm* with the govermment, especially on "frecdon of information,®

Sincere
tiarold ﬁs&aberg



