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Hr. B. Hoss Buckiley 7627 014 Seesiver Hoad
Criminel Mvision Fredericic, Hd, 21701
Department of Justice 4/30/80

Washe, DoUs 20530
Dear ¥Hr. Buckley, ‘

Thank you very much for your letter of the 25th, which came today along with the
records deserived in it,

4s soon as I mmmmmim&mm who was out ills I therefore
wmmawgﬁﬁﬁsmammﬁmamm, pending receipt of all the records
involved,

I would 1ike %o work problens out in adwance so et they can be aveidsed, so that
2ll costs can be redused and so that litigetion con be aveided. It is with this hope
that 1 offered assistance with such problems as what is within the publie domain, The
Dopartment's record of withholding the public dowain has resultedodn considerable wasted
cogts. This can be because you do not have subject asperts svailable 1o yoh.

The immediste csuse of my attempt %o roach fiy, Shes is the fadt that when &
package is toc large %o fit in & rursl mailbox ithe route man is permitted %o deposit
it at the base of the box as long &s he is not reguircd to obtain a receipt. Today
it mained, Fortunately we have s larger than usunl box, and instesd of plasing the
box on the wet rosdway he put it on %op of the box. Also fortunately it was not there
lesg before someone cuaing here saw it and brought it to me. (Oir home ie in a arove
of trees and the length of a football field from the road, We cannot mes the box
from ite) There was no reel decage frem the rein and the damege fyom the nature of
the package was siight. Yov used & ecoond hend box, which is fine, but 4% wss twice
too large and you used no etuliiog, The records wers huld tugether only by a thin
rubber band. 1% is fortunate thet they were not all domaged severely. If the outer
wrapping hsd been wmore damaged in the meil the contents would heve 395.119&@%1:%
the wall because the box itself wes not mealed.

Yhese are inporbant records, I want thes %6 be in good shaps when they are in
the wdversity archive where all my recoxds will be. 1'¢ sporecinte it 47 you could

wake 8 safer psclosge and used a form of meil that reqnires o receipt so that no peckage
comes here during inclesent wenther oy when I am not st hone., Certifted requires
& receipt,

If like the Fil the Yeparinent does pot have a form onwhdeh the records arc
desoribed and claius to exsuption are stated and explained, the list you used ocsn
be accopitable, However, noiatiens on it in pale blue are not suitable for copying on
some mechines, includiog mine, and I an neking these records available o others.
Black is beat if you san use 1%,



There is an jamediate probles with multisle exemptions for s single docusent,
You indtoste these on the list that sxisted. However, you do not do what is practise
within my experience, post the olsin st $he point of withholding. This alditdenal
notation is the only means the requester can have of knowing what you claim when
you claiz mor: then ene exemytion. The problem gets serious with long records.

(It will be quite satisfactory is en the list you sevely meke o note of the
exemption, “% is not necessary fo repest in ezch case that it is under FOLi. That
is wderstoody and you can save that tius,)

Jeveral alleged duplicates are hoted. ¥r, Shes has hold that 4F theve is a
notation of any kind added they are not exact duplicstes, These notations can be
very important to those whose intevests may not coinoide with official purposes.

I note thet with 412, a document pertaining to an unidentified Thomson, the
elain is (B){5)s I take 1t thet this is the late Usorge Themson. ®he year is 1965,

I doubdt very much that there was vending litisetion. :

The {7}{C) claime sre not consisbent with the “Yspartment's 5/5/77 poliey.

almost a quarter &f the records have been referved. If you ave keeping a list of
then I would appresciate copies. Without it msidng s liet is necessary, T'd like
not to waste that time,

We have not moved mince my 1977 reguest. The syes has been given stroet mmbers,
Curs iz on the firet page. Using it saves time for the post office.

Harold scisbevs



