&t. 12, Frederick, #d. 21701
3/6/T1

¥r. Clarenoe k. Kelley, Director
FEI

H&mm' DOC. %55

Dear kr, fglley,

Yobr letter of 2/10/77 reports that eftsr all thiz time you have responded to
1y appeal relating to Warren Commission Document 1347. Bather I should say you are care-
ful to avoild the delay contrived over this sizple reguest for e single record nost :
of which wag alresdy svailsble, t

it is m& colisction that a year or so has elapsed, much more time than your
own backiog « Yoreover, you offered testimony last September in sy C.A.T75~1386
that these rocords had becn gons over Tfor three later requesters withoutl any sciion
‘on my prlor request.

By return mail, under date of 2/11/77, I ment you s check for 331.50 to pay the
cost of xeraxing. To date I havs not raceived-these records.

I would spureciste explanatious, of ithe delay in capying and mailing and of the
delay in acting on both the initial request and ths appeal.

" You have allocated mmmbers to the recuests of oibers. Inu have steaifastly refused
to provide me the numbersof mine, In fact, when I long ago suggested that you number
requeats as they are received you also refused that.

I have represented in court that I have been singled out for speacial stonewal-
1ing., Un the face of 4t this seems to be but the wost recent exammple. I do not want
to be uifair to the FBI, A letter from you sxplaining thesc delays will rake a record,
either way.

Hay 1 pleass have it?

Sinoerely,

Harold seigberg
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