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darhington, D.C. 20535 liest, 7,054

Desr “r. NoGredght,

1t gertainly was fhoughtfvl o you Lo write me sftar o nene thres uonths (to the
asy, That Ls; and %o include ¢ precicus Bon=agGue s

“ue bave a levge uanbor of ruquects sicilup Yo YOuTEe In view ol 4hds, sove delay
ia saldug o finsd reupoiss V6 sour request vgy be mntdcdpated.”

i gouw had nel erxmiadned L% ELght have censluded DY thros wonthe e simoady
i ';mii‘-,')’c'i

Lovever, 1'd asquclafe an waplanatio: oo sour eXplanativo. By tded is Jduited by
pn irebility to think FEL/FOIA-PA, { chereiore 886 00 eonuection butween the number of
raguests Lwhiol 4 nobs you 4o nct dcsaribs an idantienl) and delaye (You zuter oall it
Maaveidable delaye IF voun ean find toe T'q idke to knoy why it conld niet bo avwuided, )

i T owers ko take your 1otiar lite ailys as oxparisnce nes taugnt me not to do with
Pl ¥ole letbers, 1'd b plosas bo know of * a lurge nunber of roguests for the recomis ;
roloting to the release of the welossnd JOF saeageination yeoords al) written pricr to

the fivat o these rolsases.

If I wers i toge DB FO0I4 lelbtars literslly 1'a gxpest that ay letéer of thres

i I .
wontha pgo and the regneete in it were rergonsded e 1 order of ree2irts iz A3 wihnt
your Broneh snd the Derevtment hove =unen be with some fracueney, ‘

Tou agk re t0 "bs pusured thet we axe meking overy effort $o arocaps Jour request
prompidye” I wonld iike vo bt sbie o geevat Uin gEsuTence, Yerhops an exslenation of

the reascus for this “unavoidable delsy™ panld help hoth py "patienne and underatonding”
if not py paticnce, surely wy underatanding. &4 =ovd beginning polnt waht be un explanation
of the “wnrvoidebly delay” in doing what is vaguired i€ you eannot compiy within the
atatutory fime, oxpluin bofore e el U129 eRilres.

I8 you had porhmse T'A nst hewa filed Cotte 730244 & wonth ago. Y to pui thim

anothsy uay, after pors than 490 times the time nevpd fted Yor rouponiau,

HhL1o you wwe maleing wsxplanationg, 1 you w0, you wdgut wasi to emenbicy Lhat woen

you did not reupond wy counsel uswed £or adeitionanl anforzation under date of Janunry 28,
& month laber sou provided sosefihing less then o mespoice, ofler bhis inetent enuse nad
beun filade & len: ovardisulc sorson sREht LT Yhed you pmeovided no dntoma tien ot
ali, You Cid provide bDut a siagae recsad and 1Y doun todb provads She iaforastion roiuested,
Bl 4t a6 o faut sl A0 wes o secoid ana LV odEn Zruvideds

¥ hsve eoms to sppreciate thet 4o the FBI ctaticties orovideg whnt 1t yegsurde as an
answey toxd nll tionge Bhsther ae o palllative or & poprdiiic statictics is fhe iI's
way of geyiog &% Gid a thoroush a0be Thus in She Birg assapeination, = gpubiect in which T
hawve tonnidsrable Snserentf, as & buliave FOU Gl¢ sWaley & owm 10 baiiove \aus ail ne
world vith me) that 4t <o of oo censeyuanec that the FDI, fo gits & conveniont $1lvatration,
did not swab the barrel of the rifls aliegedly waed fo kill Dre fing, to determine whother
or net it hat beon fired recently. Hor did 3+ obfain specimens for couprrison w took
Tivinge Not %hat it 242 not 4n the end fire that rifle, ¥as it not snowgh thet i sealbed
the barrel of the rifle it had alroady esteblished could not heve beun fired to dvtersine,
if you will erongs e expreseion, vhether or not it hud been irsd rocentlye The anawer
lics in the steticticn. Theee tabuiste gll the san-hours, padd and wipatd, spent in
inveatigating every known irrelevancy, every nut comamication, even all the reporis knoun
in advance to bhe false and baseless,




I 1 an oot dmpresaed by the factaal inforsadion that 7 have bhaon nble to rsad I
muat vonfeas thet the efT:cacy of yeur asoporific is over heluwinge 1% 18 a modern marvel
of Flii police science, Hove rou fnought of withnelding 1% &n the fiture widsr the elsim
of LpT)in)?

The: sueahtion xy covnsel agked, dn your oun Tovaniction, hes e de with "detailing
the ezsenditure of move than 1,000 in prousssing costoe” 41 your sowmel Jid not inform
you the dnane eworessed i lotoess Lo soeokag Y 2ol ety in Cowan T ieltiDe 48 of
1/16/83 your sounsel wee nov sbie to provide this information.

3 N - R e e L T T s ypea 3 - Yegn toes 23 o ~ppls W0 .21 . =
The aenorendu o peovaded suss O x84 oanderghac: S word Mostadl? oo Bw

gu was reaansde LTin wWad a deperturs D ine FAI's platlsiticcl uprromck. it in fogt
contedng uo otatistier, T doas guy hat the Tanteza inelded teox dnto nocomnd Peachiss

reatas’ ros wr 2onierss

IF rou repiod wry sy wackings Tor Cony oouprdne the ndmn dees 20l g0 sixte. 47 the
raven of bhe axdoting machines 1o nedd sven &F theee psohlnes ars nod used Jovy o alngle
eapy thot aleo da et Lmidostal, Snd 17 5 large nusbar s the alalmux pumbzr of ooides
prioy o any added charge for couler therealtar, ihls alse iz not dudloeted,

sy ey expovienzza I hrxe expeated wore explicly scetistice {row

ke g der ol gioetistios. T woild ost, howewer, have expected the requasted records,
those vequired Tor ths 1 ratica of ikds one sent we through sy 2omasel. T8 have vesponded
groply et siraigidferusydly sould disdnish the muan~heure required and thus the eutire
toraat U the gtatistics operation.

une cost Yuetow ped incluaed. €hizx momp aoesitien, ia Ytbhe addiftional vrocessing
thst wili be secesmary as g oresult of the spproziuptoly 60 recuestg of various RCOPHeee”
for tuose or pome bl dnosa TOCOTIS.

Bugabae your s s bhowosbtfal asd essdde-cte an 1 noted 1o vesponddsw, Af I eay
¢uli your l=tfer that, in & nmeve thyeos montha, L would 3ike %o sybend serme pongideration
to you. Your eownsel save diametricslly opsosite aesurmmees to the o8 In CoAJTI=2155,
I do not have the trvasseriot therevore cannot give 4t 6o you verosfin, fah I amaure you

- s fay s P
RS 2) of g EAg A

tha represeniation A

s gl

Thie repo does not «ey 2o uh Closs 9 hadf of $hwre 50 roquasts 2re froew xa, soing
back 2 decade and n 1ittis pore in zees Cases. sould you b kind anowh to let me know
when L asy srpsed gy vast of thie "addivional peoveesing fiut will be nacessury? Un &
chwonslaghiosl waske, I prosaico.

riziaz FOIA. rojusnta for

In rafuring € o regnent for Yeny doctwemt listins ec
materisle nn President Sonsdy

e fzesapsivetion ha eite

or ' Thi 1) e terials contzined in
seagitive racomipg rush au oo mad o wegdonl £iles, thy dienlosure of whioh would
goaSitate ¢ clewrly uanmsrrunted avasion of sonal svivesy,®

I he some conecen for wy "personal privaay.® § slmo regnrded £ febrications
about me as “clesrly uswsyranteds™ ¥hen 1 ob'sined » Pew of fhvie recorde fyon your
Ypanoh 1 wrate pod poeovided eorvontions, dLooloding veoerds T 103 net basn provideds I
received ng veopomase Trarmafior, and peier Y6 ay D = b lottor, wy cowsel alass wrole
and gointed out that I do have righis. droluding wder the frivacy aet o $f be rsosived
any response I an not aware of it, But I an aunre of the diaclosure of "a alasrly mwwar-
ranted invasion of paracasl privecy,” my wife's and nine, from the voluntary \by the FEL)
disclosnras of fie fabriesticus sod distortiouns %’unqu&mtiomd Ta0t,

4

-

So 40 you wouid plesse add oas more ezplanation I'd like very much to koo how there
is & "clsarly wvavraubed invesdon of persensl privacy” in movViding me wili “any docu=
wout Listing or suacciizing «ULA requeats” and is notin wint you have relossefd about me
without having rasponded to my letfars or that of &y oowesll.irivacy for u ilst bub ool

for twe people, :mving nefther a iaw degree noer an FBI alucation 1 4o nob waderstand this,

Sincerely, 5. 4 Yelsberg




CAT3-0249 Government$s ANSWER m 3/18/78

T heve hust received tnese end have skimmed them, without comparing them with the
language or text of theE compleinto

1 recognize that therc are some stereotypes, some stilted formalities that are
engaged in and are accepted, Howsver, T believe that in this case they can be ridiculed
effectively, how effectively depending on what kind of judge Oberdorfer is.

It seems to me that there ought be a good chance these people wil comply prior to
thé status calle The matter is before Shea, he said, and he is considering it. He favors
it, more or less. He now kntws that in the King case they have given me workshcetse
They h ave glso fiven me records relating to the processing of what records were relcased
in earlier case. From these alone I do not see where they have a leg to stand one

So I raise the question of making soume kind of response in which we inform the court
that there is nothing unusual about either the request for or the suppiying of the
records soughte

Tf we do this effectively 1 think it will expose the spurioﬁéness of thee entire
thing andperhaps lead to some criticims Tor the non-compliance that can be usefuvl
in other cases.

The claim that the court lacks jurisdiction under (a)(4)(B) is bewildering, even if
a stereotype. It is the provision that bestows jurisdiction on the destrict court. I think
the rest of 4 is also helpful.

If it time to make representations about the claim to false end inepplicable defenses
just to waste the two of us? like "The Complaint fails to state a ¢lsim upon which
pelief can be granted.”

If this mears by the court it can order the providing oi the records soughte The
Aet is for this purpose. &nd they do not clain that what I seek is not "pecords' or
public information under the Act. “here Exhibit 2 says as muche




