


Judge June Green untruthfully in representing that it had no records of that description. 
Aside from what you disclosed to me recently reflecting the fact that I am included in 
them you have disclosed to others from whom f obtained copies three other instances of 
my being in such records. 

You do not deny my accuracy, you do not clain any exemption, and you make this 
no more than "a matter of record" and I say again that this does not meet your obliga 
tjons under the laws. 

I also filed appeals relating to the foregoing, Nos. 89-1123 and 1170. Under date 
of January 19, 1990, the appeals office wrote me that it had "consulted" with the FBI 
and the FBI had told it that it did not know what I was talking about. Included in my 
appeal was a letter $o you about those records. With them you did not provide any FOIPA 
number, which the appeals office represented that it needed. I had called this to your 
attention, so the FBI and the ap»eals office both knew this. In addition, I referred 
specifically to the date on which + received those records and that should have elimina- 
ted any question at all, had one existed, as it did not, about which records + was referring 
toe It was, as the FBI knew very well, the records I had just received and that there 
could not be any mistake in this because it had been some time since you had sent me any. 

Because all of this involves the integrity of the PBI and its employess and be~ 
Cause as a practical matter there isn t much 1 can do about your determined dishonesty 
and flagrant violations of tle laws, I want also to undersoosfe the fact that those records 
you sent me more recently should have been provided almost 15 years ago and were not, are 
relevant, were indexed and in response to many requests which the FBI ignored and many 
.@peeals that also were ignored remained withheld. 

_There is another matter in my letter of January 4 about which you are required, if 
you want to abide by your own regulations and the law, which you apprently prefer to by= 
pass, to do more than make a matter of record. It refers to a separate FolAPa request I 
made about three=quarters of a yeur ago. I seek and in it sought information about who 
made the recuest for or under which you are disclosing your selection, which is incom 
plete and prejudicial, of informatkon relating to me. Under date of last July31 you 
told me that you then were searching to couply with that request. You are also rewired 
by your regulation to process any non-project requests, which that certainly is, in the 
order of their receipt. You have that big a backlog? Tye searching to compiy with that 
request is all within your own office. If you were in fact conducting that search, which 
seems to require no more than a few minutes at most, why have you not cornplied after more 
than a half-year and why do you consign that separate request to matters of record? 

For your convenience, I attach copies of my two cited letters. 

“inverely, |, Y 
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