ire Clarence ielley, Divecter e 12, Frederick, “d. 21701
¥EI /11 /11

th., D.C. m

Dear “y, Lelley,

Sour yenterday s letier $& me states: "Reference 1a made o your Freoden of Informa-
tica~Privacy Acts afieal fer Warren Comuissien Pocument 1347. The decusent you requested
is availadle at thie tims. This release sensists of 315 pages.” for thia, you say, the
oharge is $31.50. liy chock 1s enclesed, Based en recent experienees 1 do request that
.wnmmmumm»mm‘.xem like it to reach me in geod sbaye,

1 alse ask for a statement of the history of tiis and the related request te whigh
I still avait vespensc. This ether and earlier request is for § dud of a3 tape alpsedy
pmu.mu”mmunmrmuw.nunummuumtw.%m -
in public Wy them about 10 years age, as reported in a 1967 beok of mine. Thereafter l
published a net quite cemplete transoript is st1ll sndther beok. Yy initial request of
the FII 1a witheut re.ponse and must be ¢leso to 10 yoars yast dus in heing reapended te,
Snlhnynuutmmnuauiu-mhyinrednungymofitnnu&m
for cospliance with it new. I will pay the cest of dusbing,as a len. record setwesn um
should leave witheut deudt. 4md de:yite all the statistics yeu bave sut out, met slvays
omaistcat statistics, I really ée mot believe you have ay elier FOIL requests sxoept
mrhape seme of wmine, L
“:;mtutdhhuulmtomwﬁwdatod the request to the appeal of ,
of whish you new fer the first time yospond) a statement explaining the inordinate
%1 of your statistios) delay in any respenss, this delay geing ssck te year sefere
last vhen the law says 10 dayes whet apecial eireumstances, if any, ac.ount for this delay;
aud a slatistieal representation of this request. By this statidties) repressntatien I
mesn how maAy requesta were rasponded te ufter it wan received and srier te your letter
of yesteriay. It is, you see, a reguest for a single rocerd, sne that required no special
search, an indeitified, net merely an identifisdle recerd, I therefore see ne reasea for
this censiderable lapss of time. On the ether hand, I cen see a serrelation metweaen this
unsxpected letter frem you smd leaking relating ts ﬂueﬁ:;n Select Cemdttes mm Assassi~
uﬁua.irthnnhm.hthﬁun;. ‘

I am a bis bewlidered My y tollingd/ me a) that Jou are responding te my appeal
and ») that 4% 1s also undsr the *rivacy Act. Until now I was net aware that yiw are the
Departacnt's appealnt officer. Frem the letters 1 have received Wearing your name 1 had
bocn led o beliave that Jou are the yrometer of the busines: af the apisals efficer.
{This is net to say, of ceurse, that he fends te his wusiness.)It will probedly be essior
hrmhnmﬁnt-momt&niamtofmnumllunfuﬂ.lmew »
is ne lenger what it was, it is uy recelieetisn thet I do net appear in CU 1347 and in
fact uy appearunse in it is cless to dmpossivle.

If this san be explained By a suddeng BA interest you or these whe write lsttars fer

Jou have, I'1l e delightei %o ac.cmedate ¥ou with & lezitiuate PA request, again one leng
past the tiwe for cempliance »y even your most tear-jorking statistios. One alse leng past
time for respense under ap.eal. If 4% really goss Back te 1969 when Atterney enerel Hitohell

teld me I'd be hearing from the then Directer, wnder your Birectorship ay réquest fer any
and all files en or relating to ne is ene that is elder than eny under the statiatics you
have had sresented to federsl ceurs in ene of ny FOIA cases. S» if Ysu have sece sp:ocial
interest in PA, why not use thim eve due requast under it far the indulglag of -thet
intereat? Evem I would be a bit happfler 1f yeu ddd.

I bave already inveked ths provisions of the Acts that autherize the romissien of
fees when there is a legitisate basin for it. I encloss this obeek subject te my right
to ask for its return under these provisions of the liv because I am not using this fer
persenal re:sens bt to add te an wnaffieial archive in the yky public interest. Siucersely,
Hareld Weisserg



