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WASHIEGTON AP - The Justice Department Honday oriticiged the
Government Accounting Office for mak pudblic detailed information

on campaign expenditures by The Commitiee to Re-Rlect the President
bg;ere giving“he report to the department. . .

iTt 18 of particular concern to the department,?® a spokesman sald,

Y4that GAO decided to release detalled information on a cage which
it sent to the degartment‘for possible eriminal prosecution,

§4Discloses of this nature run counter to normal investigative
g:gee%u§o§ ggd may prejudice a potential defendantss righi to a

r trial,

The GAO report was referrsd to the departmentss criminal division
for review and ‘‘appropriate actions?’ the spokesman said.

Jean Weg@mgg@, Ibmog;;tie National Committee chairwoman, said the
reports which cites $%apparent and possibles? violations gf campaign
financing laws in President Nixonss re-election efforts ‘‘leaves
g¥?at questions wanswered,?? : ,

The GAO*s regort adds to what was already knowns & new huge sums
$350, 000 in cash, whose origins are said to be untraceable and
whici some Republican finance officials say was left over from the
1958‘@%m2§;3§," she said

¢¢Tt is perfectly clear ihat the GAO was unable to do more than
serateh the surface of this strange and scandalous buslness.

Vhat we now have is the bare outllines of the largest and possibly
the most corrupt set of fimancial dealings in the history of
American presidential gﬂl&tics."

Maurice Stans, head of Nixonss finance committee, Sunday said the
GAO report was an inaccurates hurry-up Jod done mostly because of
pressure from Democrats, _

The ragert unrbrtunaiely contains serious misrepresentations of
fact and 1s so loosely drawn as to ralse grave questions regarding
itg _obvious hurried and prematur% releagey?s Stans sald,
¢ It should be noted,** the Justice Department spokesman said,
'4that GAOs for whatever reason, deviated from its past practice
by making public its report.ss :
we735ped aug 28




