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Halhington. DeCe Cert. NO-&S%
Dear lir. Levi,

This is my appeal from all the denials of all the FOLA/PA requests I've made !
going back %o 1970,

It is also a requeet that if belatedly youdo something abput unprofessional
conduct my complaint about which remains after more than a manth without oven ack-
nowledgemant,

In addition I ask that I be provided with the numbers assigned to all my FOIa/
PA requests. The Department has not acted on my sarlier request that 1 be given a list
mdmidnnﬁﬁutionofdlofﬂnuththannothuwhdw.

The public yiotyumtthmnquntlmhmdlodinthoomrinwhiohthoy
are received., As {t relates to me this is false. You cashed my 1970 check and years
latexr, Mithout compliance, gave part of what I asked for to another. The Departuent
was reuinded of this in court long encugh ago %o have conplied with this request. 1t
has not. My requests of last year remain te be complied with. The Department even
pretendud not to have received some when I asked. I had to triek it into adrission.
Itfmmth.neomlhavononuontoupwtyonwinendthuhﬂmmruhioh
you preside I do what I omn %o make you witting,

In the course of a falsely-sworn and deceptive affidavit filed in CoAsT5=1996, }
fodmldintrictcourtinvuhtnetan.M&Mwimdmmmnmt
defamed me by what 1 regard as misuse of the proges:es of the court. The defamation
mumnmmtmmwumurmummarmpm
boomoil’hodidutlwouldabuuth..ﬂum“m:ndmmus.andIbonm
they were to deceive the court, they were lied about in court by AUSA John Dugan, who
f&lulytoldﬂnoourtthatm.uﬂdnghthromhrpmuu.lnfuctithﬂn
first time within my extensive experiones. in any even, the names masked are not
seoret and never have been, Over the 13 years for which it has been possible I have n:ver
sought out any one of these supposedly apprehensive FAl agents, never phonod any one ef
them, nover spoken to any eme exaspt on offieial invitation and then only in the presence
of counsel. This record limus the grossness and the deliberatensss of the defauation.

Thompurpoaourndhythomunngetthnnnuhtodntordiamry.Thn
defamation of me is clearly a cover fer thate I believe it is & further unprofessional
sct for “r, Dugan and #r. ¥iseman not to have gomplied with the instructions of the court

) 1o justify all thess maskings. They have had at least four nonths.

Imlbochdvhcnlrudthhwmﬁenh:thatdﬁdmt.Iwrotal‘lr.ﬁuun
iunediately by certificd mail. The receipt itself was inordinately delayed. Mr. Wiseman
bas not responded. I ssked that he either Juatify this foul aharge or retract it so that
mdotu-ﬁuotubopnnrv«lmmmudaafuoom.Imuktuoofyou.

When mere than enough time for response passed I wrote Ar, Aalley s0 he would be
informed and asked that he forward my protest as a oomplaint to your Office of Profes=—
sional Responsibility. Mr. Eelley’s delayed response gives no indication of the aontents
of ny letter and did not acimowledge this complaint or report forwarding it to the OFR, I
then wrote him again and repeated this request. Secause he has not informed me of having
dnnathillmukyouthntyounnctacucnmitbythoutovhomyouhauo-tondbly
éven this duty.(long bofore Mr, Kolley claimed to have 1ied only because he was lied to
or not informed I started sending him certified letters so he would be informed, I have
also written you and Mr, Tyler abou. misoonduot in this and other cases. I recall no
meaningful regponse but I do recall anothar defanation by Mr. Shes that I challenged
without response. I msk that this alse be a complaint to your OFR.) Unless you oause
this to be done promptly you will have established that your OFR is a cover-up not a
oleansr-up.
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