To Quiz Shes frow “arold Wedsberg, ro PA snd wnmet JIX requests and 10/2/718
appezls

ésy&ammla&mlmas@!mwamﬁﬂm; It therefore
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stertdd assigning to esash of my apreals.

Tour letter of Hsreh 31,1978, in snswer to mine of five months sarlier, includes
a maréial list,
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By personel cireumetances, I asked for expedited sroceasing, v

I am aware, of course, %&ymhﬂamwm.xhwﬂammmt
meﬁ&mmhimlﬂm%mmo&.miaxqmtuefim.Ithm%-
:ammthatmuzz.mtmﬁumxgmmtmxwﬁram
statuz report,

It iz my recollection that I provided many specific leads, gven apeeifying vhare
withheld recodds would de found. This wes quite some time age. I resell no develop-
ments since them. I received no added recovds.

Iﬁmmﬁmﬁmamqummmmmm
Wﬁtﬁ;ﬁmiﬂ%&.&a%mﬁhm&%ﬂm
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aud dendinl) of my richts under PA,
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response. That sposal was 45 advance of disclosure.

If not by then certainly by mow Ns. Robinson hes learned of sous of the (mis)
vsed made of what I regard as deliberate fadrisstion intended for uiterior/ politiecsl
purposes, MMMQMMQmwﬁWhtwtmmms

Asmummmm~mummammw—
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haveaade clear froa the first. Given the opinion in your seoond paragrash, that 5o ene
’*San&aﬂaﬁm‘sﬁ:mﬁthmhmmwﬁw.*i&gtﬁtbmmmh
nﬁe%htm&w:)%t&hm%ﬁ&mmmmb}ﬁmlm
mﬂ)mmﬂwmmaz)rw»mm. (Flease besr in wming that
while this includes the FEI it also includes other components. )



Bearing on what I =rote you omxlier with vegard to YIE records and the faot I
meither asked for nor referred t4 BURKIN file I refer ¥ou to the list you attached
to your 3/31/78 letter. Towr #139 refers to the 4/18/75 (soven-part roquest.” Your
#135%a~c is the 12/23/75 "28-Part Reguest.” Neither here nor elsevhere is thers any
HORETE reference. 4nd 55 parts 4o not equal ene KURKIE,

Subgequent o the promises made by the Department in 0.4, 77-21%5 1 appealed a
nusber of denials. I asked for records mede available to others and sppealed their
denisl. Zxpscting thut the Uepartment would keep the prosdise 1%t made to a fodewal
$idge T bave beon patiomt about ¥hese ummet recuceds and apsesls that have not been
aoted upon.

~ do not recall any sppeels nusbers being assimmed o nay of these metters.

By nov I have no reszsen to believs that the T2I is sofns to conply. It has not
kept 1ts word to you and/I 4id believe your word.

In soue sonths 1% has not even providsd scknovledgonment of receipt of letters,
You may recell that 1% would not aven make an aprointment for me to sxssine the
photographs 1% had roleaasd 80 I could request copies of those T want for ny s,
Tot it requires the meking of an appointment for sush mirposesn, (This led =e tarequest
& sopy of all phategraphs, 4 roguest not yot acknowledged. I believs I sppealed the
desial, If X did net, this in thet appesl.) |

in shors wo have & lauless FUI amd o officisl in the Dapartment willing to
updertaks to lsad 1% to couply with the law,

dmozg my sliecmatives is the fillng of & separate suii for sach reguest not
soeplied with, This {3 sn aldernetive I would mesh orefer not to sxersise, But ¥
de wuot cespMence with ny iaforzationd requesh sad I balieve that when some of those
heve beon ignorad ~ with high-level authorisstior for thdsz sontempt for the Aok -
for sore thas I0 years it is not undessonsble of e %0 exyect and ask for prompt action
BOWe



