Hr. Quinlan ¢. Shea,J7. Rt, 12, “redevick, Md. 2170
Chief, ma Toit &/10/76 -

Department of Justice
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Deay Mp, Shea,
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appeals without even acknowledgement from you.
Gne of Xihe requests to which there has been no yeaponse is for a list of the

sequance numbers on these requests, which would also provide a list of the requests.
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Iwﬁﬁmimmﬁwmumnmnm. If the Depart~

ment had lived within the law and had complied with its own regulations this time-
consuming review would not have been necessary.

mmmumaam p due diligence in good faith by your
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response - not even ackng me aiw despite the cashing of acooRpAny-
MMMMIMuiMsMaMMWM 1% 18 not the
only sush case.

In vesponse to what I ¢ rdued as a grosaly insulting snd emntively insccurate
W%mkw%:ﬁamimwk%%&m
Mﬁh%h&hﬁu.m&#mtmmmrﬁ#nﬁikz&&mt
mewmmmmammmmmm

With regard 40 C.A.75-1996, in which %p, Lesar yepressnts me, he is sbout to leave
the cowntry. Tour ssaistant, “r. Richard Rogers, wrote Er. lesar wnder date of “wly 1.
If there are % bs any com ;.’ﬂmuﬁnp&hmiw%minﬁmmw
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For the record end in contrast to contrary officlsl repvessntations, I note that
m&.m* letter opens with s reference to "your veosnt letter,® it tummas out
that "recent” means s full half year. More than asother month has psssed.You have been
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is in faot denied.” This is an swbigwity that says nothing sbout records not provided for
your review; in this csmse sultitudinous records. So I ask how you can function in an ap-
mhumamwﬁﬂthMMidmmmemhm
liaitation you impose in your Pebruary 19 letier, vage 2, penultimste paragraph 'MM
farprocossing to both the Crisdnal Division and the Federsl Burean of “nve: o
gnly. These are not the ouly Pivisions from which response is required. xtmm
been to your knowledge because it long was publie knowledge, mmply reportsd in the press,
that literally thousands of refevant doowments were them with the Civil Rights Bivision,
which had its own continuous involvement in this matter from thenoutset.




Tou say of your Febzuary 19 letter that its vacuous denials sre "for the record,®
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wore unaware of 1t you have since bocome aware. You bave processed and given me proof
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roquest from CBS. {mmmmﬁmwmﬁrmaﬁammm.
which was some tiue later than mine sand ou this besis alone processed cut of order.)
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theless remained allent. I did ask for a writtenm spology and I do want it included in
m%iﬂnkﬂéﬁeaﬁnﬁmmmidﬁmhﬁmﬁnamw
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me without basis. This official abuse has zlready become vicious when lawywrs whe have
no pemwenal knowledge make similsr defamatory statements under court imnumity. I do not
have to assuse bad faith on thedr part, slthough I am not unaware of the offieial die-
mofwmmmymwcum,mmmmumm.

Were this not %o me so grim a matter I'd be amuped that six months sfter the matter
wes befors a federsl court your Mr. RoglFS/I could treat hiz lotter that under the law
wam six montha late as "a demial” and eonld "bring an action.” He asked for "sympethétic
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Barold Weisberg



