
Dear ~uin. 6/16/78 

'l'his is not an appeal. "'t ia tor your info~ion. 

r mad t:1e~e .l'·Jao:rd$ yesterday and p:repe.re,.i this :i.eLll() th.l21 mondng. to file with 
the rec-ords and for v:1.m• s inf'omttion. 

However, once a.gain I believe there is an i.llustration of bad and eoatly policy and 
practise unde:r FOlA. 

Tt.tf!re never wa.s any need to 1d. thhold 81J3' ot these records. 

:.~ if exempt, even if there 'tiaB &ri excu.·,H~ ror refcrrl.ng ti'ism a1·ow1d. 

3ut t :1e .'.lll!Ount of -woi'*- and ooet tu.one mua-t be 00ll!:id.ersbl£,. 

You or o~'alrs ...u '.Jiu ~pa.:rtaent OWl do thei.r own ad.thmetio• i)11t tmleas this is 
quik exc~pti.Ollal J.t must have accumulated• With other su.o.h instl.illcea. into a ve-ry 
large hunk of Goveroment reo.n-sy. 

Froit my experiences it is not at Bll &xceptional. 

l tioli.eve this al.so il.i.ustrates hOlf the macbiner.r ia designed. to perm:tt avoidanoe 
of cro.plisnce on t'.ppeal. If I had not oba'tinec. th@ worksht'Jots an.ri •as not in ~ position 
to go oV'..!r t hem and list all ~i thbol<linp' • there vould b& no lffl3 of knowing that these 
r (icordo ha~ been wi thheltl. 

I f the r ecords thi;rosel ves are not before the appee.la authority the appeals authorJ."7 
lw.i:: nc '.Acy of kno~vi.ug they war~ rl th.liela smd no va.y of acting eithf!r wa,r on. thu w1 th
h.olding. 


