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Dear Nr. levi,

This is my appesl from all the denials of all the FOLL/PA requests I've zade

It is also a reguest that if belstedly youdo something soput wiprofessional
conduet my cosplaint about which remaina after morv then a month without even ack-
nowledgenent,

In sddition I ask that I be provided with the nusbers assigned to all my Fola/
P4 requests. The Dsperiment has not acted on my earlier request that I be given s list
and an identificetion of all of those that have not been scted on,

The publie piety is that these requests are handled in the order in whish they
are received. is it relates to me this is false. You cashed my 1970 check and years
later, xithout complisnce, gave part of what I asked for %o another. The Depsrtment
wmrs&*&a&a&ﬁtﬁs&w&l&gmaﬁmhh&wmguﬁﬁ&tﬁamm. i%
has not. By requeste of last year remain %0 b complied with. The Departwsnt even
pretendsd not o have rocedved some when I asked. I hed to trick it into adwission.
if fros the record I have no resson %o expect you will end this lauwlessness over which
you preside I do what I san 4o make you witting.

In the course of a falsely-sworn and deceptive affidavit filed in C.a.75-1996,
federal diatriet court in Washington, PBI Si Thomas Wiseman of the FBI FOIA unit
defamed me by what I regaxd as misuse of the progesses of the court. The defacation
conadsted in sweardng that he had to withhold from me the names of ¥FSI personcel
beonnse Bf he did mot I would sbuse them. Whatever his resl purposes, and I believe
thay were to deceive the court, they were lied abont in court by AUSA John Dugsn, who
falsely told the court that this masking is the regular practise. In foct it is the
first time within my extensive expsrience. in sny even, the nsuwes masked are not
secret and never have been. Uver the 15 years for which it has been possible I have never
sought out any one of these supposedly approhensive FAI sgeats, nover phoned any ons of
them, nover spoken to any ene exvept on offigial invitation and then only in the presence
of counsel. This record lisns the grossness and the delibersteses: of the defssetion.

Zhe one purpose served by the masicing of the names is to deter discowery. The
defamation of me is clearly a cover for that. I believe it is a further waprofessional
act for ®r, Dugan and Sy, ¥isemsn neot to have complied with the instruotions of the sourt
o justify all these saskings. They have hud at lsast four months.

1 vwas shocked when I read this defamation in that affidavit. I wrots br. Wisemsn
iswmedinbely by certifiad meil. The recedpt itsel? ves inordinsdsly delaysd. Hr. Wiseman
bas not responded. I asked that he either justify this foul charge or vetraet it so that
no defemation of me be preserved in the records of a court. I now ask this of you.

Wnen move than enough tiwe for response passed I wrote Hr, Selley so he would be
icTormed and asked that he forward my protest as & vosmplaint to your Office of Profese
sional Responsibility. Sr. Kelley's delayed response gives no indication of the contents
of my letter snd did pot acimowledge this complaint or report forwardisg it to the OFR. I
ther wrote him sgain and repeated this request. Secause he hss not informed me of having
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given this duty.{long befere ir. Kslley slsimed o have lied only because he was lisd $o
or uot informed I started sending him cerdified letters se he would be informed. I have
also written you and Hr. Tyler abou: misconduct §n this and other cases. I recall no
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without response. I ask that this alss de a complaint to your OPR.) Unless you cause
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