Nr. Jeaes O'Nedll, m Arcidvist 8/1/76

Dear “r. 0'Hedll,

Tour letter stemp dated August 5 came today, vAth attachmenta. I respond without
having had the oprortunity to compure your lstter with the sarlier sues o ths papes
mrovided with eaxlier versions of those rvecowdis in owdsr to obiain clafrifiestions snd
records velevant %o ¥hds appeal and the wishiwlidings and reversel of the withholdtogs.
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being able to appesal Mr, Leisinger's desial of

Jansary 3 of this yesar, The law persita you 20 werking days to jroocess the appesl,

1s more than aeven months. In this long interval I recall ne commnication frem you on
it. There are some agaweiss whioh do hewe heavy leeds of Tequests. I have not heard thet

tion. That sult was filed long before this appeal. You represent the defendant. 34 s, I
belisve, spparamt that other parts of this yequeot DD s

handling POIA requests. The asended law requives good faith and Swe dfligencs olaise
of whioh 1 have presented to pe with wbedosing regularity in these suits. With this
ingazplete explanation I hope you csn undsrstend ay desp Interest in knowing the reasons
if any for this extreordinary deley which you do net address Sn any way.

Particularly beceuse this fz before & cowrt I request all relevent records on the
initial deniale and e appeal, including all records of classifioation and declassd~
fiomtion and withholding and disclosure vhere the yecords were not Touy
lstter is sabignows whare it adiyesees anly osotimaed witholding, of anthoriy,
only the perscn by whom the request was made of you. It does not evex sllege thet Nr.
Vileon is duly qualiffed. It $3, however, limited to vhas you s¥S1l deny me. A5 you sxe
says the Varren Jommdssion lsekad any lagal aunihority %o claasify anythdng msd only after
the faot was it grented authority Yhoat wes 1 0 declagsifioation, JARS is {%s suo-
sogsors Jou rufer %0 a review. ¥y mderstand & 2,0. 11652 i that 1t requives the kesping
of records of thoe nature yeferred %o above.

This 15 net a fxiwlous requent. I haw siciswsd those pages snolosed with your lsttey
anldn 5o case do I find any bests for any withholding - ever.

In this connection, to avodd the laborSous task of & word-hywword comparison and
beoanse 1t may becons relsvant in gourk I also asic far copies of the pages just provided
that show the parts previocusly withheld. -

An beat the vaouum you Iresent me pumits I'll saddress your olains o exemptions in
thedr order of appearsnoe.

¥ith respect to Item 7 you 1ist 13 withholdings, you aite (b)(1) and (3) without
specifying which applies or is claimed to apply to any eas withholding, ¥ith regaxd of
(1)(3) you cite endy 50 U. 5. C. 403(2) with no further explicstion. You cite no exscutive
order. “rom ny reading of thomse pages not withheld it seews at lsest unlikely that theve
i3 a genuine nsbional-scourity isewme have, With the lapes of all theee tids becones
even more improbable, With respect to pagos 56,108 and 110 you cite (b)zs). It ia obvicxa
that the Colesan-Slewson memo is 50t md ssondt be “perstanel or xedical files.” Thave are
controlling decisions on thls axsoption. There have slso boen some riddBovious clsimg to
this exstption. In adiition, you olte authority for this. I do qoestion the apppepriaie-






