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¥r. E Ross buckley : 3/16/61
Depesrtnent of Justics

While 1 welcome beluted Sesponse o one of ny lottermI am less then pleased with
sonme of what you sey in your lotter of “5/ 13/81,.

With regard to your items 1647 and 1644 you claim (b){(2) on the invalid basis

that the withheld file mumbers meet the "sclely” test. THey do not and
Smbmmﬁmwmwﬁwmm,wzgwagamw.mmm(b}m)
for a reason not witiin the Aoty “... & candid comsent from a Yepariment attomey,”
1 request that you forward copdes of these rocords to ¥r. Shee Bor hin to muke
an apreal determiration. Yméﬁm ﬁ%mwﬁmz&t&mmmm
trouble and wssted coste So imf wrongfulfend unnecessary
exemptlon, wiich these, I believe, typify. What is the need for withholding a file number,
for example? Particularly in what the Attorney General has dote
cal case. Was there any balancing test? ‘
Tou say you process doowsents in the order in which thefapsear in the file, That is,
of course, ma@ahln.msméemtmw&ismgﬂimmhu&hmﬁmmm
of time now in responding to a 1977 request.
The longer you delay responding to the many matters I have weised over the many
months of this processing the more you make unnecessery trouble fov all mrties.
Sincevely,
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dined to be an historie

Haroid Yeisbery



