Item 9. Field Office FOIA Denials (Cont.)

Name

Gilbert, Wayne R.
Hawkins, Herbert
Reutter, Bob C.
Coulson, Danny O.
O'Connor, Terry T.
Knowles, Terry Lee
Ball, Douglas A.
Delarosa, Julian W.
Parsons, Charlie J.
Hughes, Thomas A.
Held, Richard Ww.
Brandon, Harry B., III
Pomerantz, Steven L.
Wright, Robert P.
Butler, Robert W.
Gow, W. Douglas

SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SaC,
SAC,
Sac,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

Title

Philadelphia
Phoenix
Pittsburgh
Portland
Richmond
Sacramento
Sacramento
St. Louls
San Antonilo
San Diego
San Francisco
San Juan
Seattle
Springfield
Tampa

Washington, D.C.

Number of Denials

30
1
14
11
8
10
5
6
4
5
45
5
18
15
30
59
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DOJ Compone. . FBI

Freedom of Informatlion Act
Annugl Statistical FReport
(FOIA/AS Report)
Celendar Year 1988

Rejuests Ceunt:

1. Balance cf unprocessed regquests brought forwerd on
January 1 _5526.

2. Number of additional requests received during the current

calendar year 11496,
Totel requests 17022,

Disposition of Requésts:

3. Total number of deterrinztions to provide 211 the records 103

L, Total numter of determirations to provide pzrt of the records.
(When responding to numter € of this report, please remember
that this is also considered & partizl denizi; 1322

5. otal number of deterninations not to provide any of the
records 1655

6. Reguests which were neither granted nor denied but were closed
out for other reascns should be accounted for as follows.

(2} Reguester's fazilure to adecuately identify the
records 1024

(b) Requester's refuszl to pay Ssearch cr reproduction
fees S0R |

(c) Non-possession of records 3479,

(é) Referral to other zgencies or other DQJ compopents Seer |
*Tncludes referrals to/from FBIHO and Filie ices———
(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-

ments

(f) Requests withdrawn 232

(g) Duplicate requests 821 |
(h) FOIA not applicadle to request O .
(i) Other (specify). 1/ _353 .

Total (e) thru (1) only 1965 ,

Total (a) thru (i) 7542

1/ The House Subcommittee on 3overnment Information and Individual
Fights requires that we specify the character of these reguests.
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 6400
Total items 3 thru 7 17022 oy

B. Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denial
) determination.

(a) Exemptions cited 1in 552(b):

Exemption (1) 672
Exemption (2) 468
Exemption (3) 180
Exemption (4) 20
Exemption (5) 83
Exemption (&) 1567
Exemption (7)(A) 318
Exemption (7)(R) 2
Exemption (7)(C) 2854
Exemption (7)(D) 1237
Exemption (7)(E) 731
Exemption (7)(F) 27
Total 7654

2/ The total of items 3. thru 6. plus item 7., 1.e., processed
requests plus unprocessed requests, should egual the "Totzal
requests" reported near the top of page one.

3/ (1) The total "Number of times invoked" should be "consis-
tent with" the combined total of items numbered 4. and 5.
"Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean you must cite at
least as many exemptions a&s denials; you may cite "more" exemp-
tions than denials; but may not cite "less" exemptions than
denials. (2) Generally, the answer given here regarding
Exemption (3) should be the same as that given in 8.(b).
However, when more than one statute has been cited while invok-
ing 552(b)(3), the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) in
B.(2) will be less than the total "Number of times invoked" in
8.(b). Please indicate when this 1s the case. Otherwise, the
figures in 8.(a) and 8.(b) should be the same as to the number
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.
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(b) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exenmption (3):

Statutory citation 4/ Number of times invoked 5/
Fed Rule Crim Proc 6(e) 90
28 U.S.C. § 2510 et seg 16
50 U.S.C. § 402 and 403 (4)(3) 19
28 U.S.C. § 534 41
26 U.S.C. § 6103 9
8 U.S.C. § 1202 (f) 6
18 U.S.C. § 5038

Total _ 18% (More than one

statute cited in two cases)

9. Name and title of each person who is responsible fer the
initlal deniazl of records requested and the number of

instances of participation of each. ‘Last Name first, first
name, middle 1n1t1a1 please.

Number of
Name Title instances
Moschella, Emil P. Chief, FCIPA Section, 1384 (Reguests to
. FRIHQ FRIHQ)

.- (Acting for Director
William 8. Sessions)

The Epecial Agent in Charge (SAC) of each Field Office is
responsible for the initial denial of records by that office.
See attached list re Field. Total of 1593.

Total 2977 .6/

10. Attach a brief statement providing the results of any pro-
ceeding conducted pursuant to subsection (a)(4)(F), along
‘with 2 report of "the disciplinary ection . . . ." (See
5 U.S.C. 552(d)(4).) 1If there has been no such proceeding,
please indicate "N.A." here NA .

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
because it i1s an authorization act or an eppropriation &ct, or
because it is new, attach a copy of the Pudblic Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2),

6/ The fotel "Number of instances" should be equazl to the total
of items numbered 4. and 5. on page one.
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Alford, wayne R.
Brannon, wWilliam D.
Nelson, James W.
Lontor, Charles
Kennedy, Weldon L.
Curless, Joseph V.
Witaker, Allen P.
Ahearn, James F.

Duffy, John L.

Harding, Toby M. (Acting)

Daly, Paul V.
McKenzie, James D.

Dinan, Terrance D.

Griffin, Joseph E.

Brannon, William D.

Ivey, Robert J.

Verinder, Frederick B.

Gillham, Bobby R.
Pence, Robert L.

walteon, Kenneth P.
Helterhoff, Hal N.

Schwein, Richard D.

Glenn, Eugene F.
Duffin, Andrew J.
Ervin, William C.
Taylor, Wayne R.

Pannncqan JIr James
a2g , wX.,

Ll

110 el wi i T

Davenport, Robert B.

Storey. Francis J.

Dilbeck, Delbert N.

Baugh, william E.
wWeller, James P.
Pettus, bon K.

Bretzing, Richard T.
Lawler, Lawrence G.

Carlson, Joel A.
Fallin, william D.
wWells, william E.
Nelson, Lawrence J.

lLawler, Lawrence G.
Jamar, Tpffrpv J.

Hinshaw William L.
McGinley, John C.
Klein, Stanley
O'Connor, John J.
Fox, James M.
Wells, Irvin B.
Hoverson, Ronald A.

SAC, Albany

SAC, Albuquerque
SAC, Albuguerque
SAC, Anchorage
SAC, Atlanta
SAC, Baltimore
SAC, Birmingham
SAC, Boston

SAC, Buffalo
SAC, Butte

SAC, Charlotte
SAC, Chicago
SAC, Cincinnati
SAC, Cleveland
SAC, Cleveland
SAC, Columbiea
SAC, Columbia
SAC, Dallas

SAC, Denver

SAC, Detroit
SAC, Detroit
SAC, El Paso
SAC, Honolulu
SAC, Houston
SAC, Indianapolis

SAC, Jackson
QA Jacksonville

Wi, Do WilV aw s

SAC, Kansas City
SAC, Kansas City
SAC, Knoxville
SAC, Knoxville
SAC, Las Vegas
SAC, Little Rock
SAC, Los Angeles
SAC, Los Angeles
SAC, Louisville
SAC, Memphis
SAC, Miami

SAC, Milwaukee
SAC, Minneapolls
SAC Minneanolis

AL, MILNeQ LD lla

SAC, Mobile

SAC, Newark

SAC, New Haven
SAC, New COrleans
ADIC, New YOrk
SAC, Norfolk

SAC, Oklahoma City



NAME TITLE NUMBER OF DENIALS

O'Hara, Nicholas V. SAC, Omaha 20
Davis, Wayne G. SAC, Philadelphia 39
Hawkins, Herbert H. SAC, Phoenix 8
Gilbert, wayne R. SAC, Pittsburg 22
Gardner, Theodore M. SAC, Portland 29
O'Connor, Terry T. SAC, Richmond 8
Knowles, Terry Lee SAC, Sacramento 27
Helterhoff, Hal N. SAC, St. Louis 1
Delarosa, Julian w. SAC, St. Louis 5
Parsons, Charlie J. SAC, San Antonio 21
Hughes, Thomas A. SAC, San Diego 15
Held, Richard Ww. SAC, San Francisco 91
Brandon, Harry B. SAC, San Juan 19
Dalseg, John W, SAC, Savannah 4
Clancy, william J. SAC, Savannah 4
Tokunaga, Don S. SAC, Seattle 1B
Pomerantz, Steven L. SAC, Seattle 5
wright, Robert P. SAC, Springfield (IL) 20
Butler, Robert w. SAC, Tampa 18
Gow, Douglas W. SAC, Washington

Metropolitan Field
Office 48
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DOJ Compor .C FBI

Privaczy Act
Annual Statistical Report
(PA/LS Report)
Calendar Year 1988

Reguests Count:

1. Bzlance of unprocessed requests brought forward on
January 1 3334 .

2. Number of additionzal reguests received during the current

calendar year 13936.
Total requests 17272,

Disposition of Requests:

3. Total number of determinations to provide all the records 497

4. Total number of determinations to provide pert of the records.
(When responding to number § of this report, please remember
that this is also considered 2 partial denial) 2680,

5. Total number of deterrinztions not to provide any of the
records 492

6. Feguests which were neither granted ncer denied but vere closed
out for other reasons should be accounted for as follows.

(2) Reguester's fallure to adequately identify the
recerds 714 .

{b) Reguester's refuszl to pay search or reproduction
fees 168,

(c) Non-possession of records 6352
(d) Referral to other agencies or other DOJ components 56?

(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-
ments 1187,

(f) Reguests withdrawn _55 .
(g) Duplicate requests _38 .
{(h) Privécy Act not applicable to request. NA |
(1) Other (specify). 1/ _330 .,
Total (e) thru (i) only _1610.

Totzl (a2) thru (i) 09451,

1/ The House Subcommittee on Government Infcrmation and Individual
Rights requires that we specify the character of these requests.



7. Total unprocessed requests on hand es of December 31 4152,
Total items 3. thru 7. 17272, 2/

8. Exemptions relied upon for each denizl end partial denial

determination.

Nurber of times invoked 3/
(2) Exerption 552a(d)(5) 23
(b) Exemption 5522(3)(2) 2610

(c) Exemptions cited in 552a(k):

Exemption (1) 715
Exemption (2) 88
Exemption {3) 0
Exermption (L&) 0
Exemption (5) 514
Exergtion (&) 185
Exerption (7) 0
(é) Exemption 552a(n) 0
{e) Exemptions cited in 552(b):
Exemption (1) 709
Exemption (2) Az
Exemption (3) 295
Exemption (4) U
Exemption (5) LR
Exemption (6) 627

2/ The total of items numbered 3. thru 6. plus item 7., i.e.,
processed plus unprocessed reguests, should equal the "Total

requests” reported near the top of page one.

3/ (1) The total "Number of times invoked" should be "consis-
tent with" the combined total of items numbered 4. and 5.
"Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean you must cite
at least as many exemptions as denials; you may cite "more"
exemptions than denials; but may not cite "less" exemptions. than
denials. (2) Generally, the answers given here regarding
Exemptions 552a(k)(4) and 552(b)(3) should be the same as the
answers given in 8.(f) regarding these statutes. However, when
more than one statute has been cited while invoking 552(b)(3),
the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) in 8.(e) will be
less than the total "Number of times invoked™ for 552(v)(3) in
8.(f). Please indicate when this is the case. Otheérwise, the
figures in B.(e) and B.(f) should be the same &8s toc the number

of times 552(b)(3) has been i
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Exemption (7)(A)} 322
Exemption (7)(B) —10
Exemption (7)(C) . 2843
Exemption (7)(D) A963
Exemption (7)(E) ~437
Exemption (7)(F) 131

{(r) Statute({s) invoked pursuant to Exemption 552a(k)(4)
or 552Tb)(3)

c Parsuant to Number
Statutory’ Pursuznt to Exemp-. Exenption of times
citaticn 4/ tion 552a({k)(4) 5/ 552(b)(3) 5/ invoked

SEE CONTINUATION ON PAGE 4

G. Totazl number of requests for amendments to records 54 .

10. Totel number of determinations to amend the records 2 .,

11, Total number of determinztions to amend the records in part
(This is also considered a partial denial) 33

12. Total number of determinztions not to amend the records 19 .,

13. Reasons for each denilzl and partial denial bf requests to
amend records: £/

Reason Number of times
Records exempt under subsections 52

(j) and (k) of the Privacy Act
Pursuant to 28 C.F.R. § 1696.
Requesters failed to justify
correction/amendment.

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
because it 1s an authorization act or an appropriation act, or
because it is new, attach a2 copy of the Public Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

&/ List by category the rezsons for the denial or partial denial
e.g., "Record exempt by Section (k)(2) of the Privacy Act . . .";
"Record not subject to correction under 28 CFR § 16.51 . . .";
"Requester failed to sufficiently Justify the correction or amend-
ment . . .", etc. In addition, indicate the number of times the
reason for denial or partial denial was cited. (Note: Specifie
exemptions are not appropriate for denying "correction” of
records..)



CONTINUED FROM PAGE 3 - QUESTION (f)

Statutory
Citation 4/

Fed. Rule
of Crim
Proc 6 (e)

28 U.S.C. §
50 U.S.C. §
28 U.S.C. §
26 U.S5.C. §
8 U.S.C. §
18 U.S.C. §

Pursuant to
Pursuant to Exemp- Excemption
tion 852a(k) (4) 5/ 552(b)(3) 5/

*Note Re number of X
times invoked; more
than one statute cited
in some cases.

AEITA .
LO1lU ©

t se
402 and 490
S34
6103
1202 (f)
5038

g
3 (d)(3)

- A - -

Number
of times
invokedx*

187

Loa Tl Sl P13 )
Thwh NN
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DOJ Component FBI

Administrative Manhours, Costs, and Fees
Collected/Assessed; Freedom of Information
(FOI)/Privacy Act (PA) Requests
Czlendar Year 88

Costs will be reported below in two categories, i.e., FOI/PA
Reguests Processing Costs, and Other PA Costs.

FOI/PA REQUESTS PROCESSING COSTS:

Costs should be allocated between the two statutes based upon
the number of reguests identified byv the comdonent &s PA
reguests versus FOIA requests. Regardless of the Act(s) cit

e
by the requester, PA reguests should be identified as an indivigd-

ual's request for records relating to himself or &s & third
party's request for records relating to an individual on that
individuzl's behalf; FCOIA requests should be identified as those
requests for all other agency documents. Exzample of cost
allocation: If 30% of the total requests are PA requests,
attribute 30% of the costs of FOI/PA processing to the PA and
70%Z to the FOIA, Depending on the volume of requests received,
you mzy arrive at -3 reasonable estinate by conducting a total
sSurvey or a ac:.up;,.x.ug of a LJ}JJ.LCLJ p:’x.&uu :.xc&ucu: paymencEa/
reimbursements made to the Office of Privacy and iInformation
Appeals (OPIA) for work done by that office. This information
will be reported by OPIA. PLEASE ROND OFF THE FOLLOWING TO THE NEAREST
MANHOUR AND THE NEAREST DOLLAR.

Total
FOI Privacy FOI/Privacy
Marnhours 283,014 424,521 707,535
Costs of Services 1/ ($3,873,103) §5 809, 653) ($9 682, 756)
Total Costs $5,096,188 £7,644,280 $12,740,468%*
Fees Collected $33,001 $6,380 $39,381
Fees Assessed (DA ) (___NA ) (__ha )

but Uncollected
*DOES NOT INCLUDE PAYMENTS TO DOJ FOR 1988
WHICH TOTALED $1,503,703

1/ Costs of Services are, e.g., salaries, benefits and related
overhead. Include an estimate of costs for personnel who devote
only & part of their time on requests as well as for perscnnel
assigned full time to processing FOIA requests.

2/ Other costs include, e.g., equipment and duplication costs
{including the cost of obtaining and operating additional copying



OTHER PA COSTS:

Puvdarem mavr Aad .
i 4 Vd.ivj ML L.

Processing PA requests to amend or correct records 3/

Manhours 3,948

Costs of Services $40,924

Other Costs ©

Total Costs L7 540,924
Accounting for dissemination of
by Section (c) of the PA)

Manhours

Ccsts of Services

Other Costs

Totzl Costs I/ Information not available.

Prepering Federal Reglister notices of new or modifiegd
record systems NONE

Menhours NA
Costs of Services
ther Costs

To+al Costs 57
Totzl Other PA Costs 40,924

machines); fees and travel to attend training programs; end
purchases of books &nd subscriptions such as Access Reporis.
(Federal Register publication costs for Privacy Act system notices

will be reported dby this office.)

However, include by sepzarate attachment any ¢osts ancurred that
were not directly related to FOI/PA processing, such as contracts
to perform agency work which otherwise would be done by agency
personnel who have been diverted to FOI/PA work, and costs due

to losses in performing proprietary functions such as buying,
selling, leasing or licensing use of agency property, including
agency-owned technology which would otherwlise be made avallable
under the user charge stat ute, etec.

3/ For purposes of dividing costs between re qu ests for records
and requests for correction of records, the Department has :
arbitrarily attributed 97%/3%, reSpectively If your experience
reflects a different division of costs, please report costs which

accurately reflect your experience.

4/ See notes 1 end 2 for cost categories.



Attachment D

DOJ Component FBI

Addendum to Privacy Act Annual Statistical Report
(PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year _ 1988

The following ﬁpplies only -te requests which actually cited the
Privacy Act as a statutory basis for the request.

Statistical Data ’
1. Total number of yequests for access: 5267
2

. Number of reguests wholly or partially granted: 1464

-

3. Number of reguests totally denied: 236

4. Numbers of requests for which no record was found: 2394

Numbers (5), (6), and (7) will be answered separately by
the Office of Information and Privacy

8. Number of requests to amend records in system: 2

9. Number of amendment requests wholly or partially

granted: 1
- - = =3 __ ) _ a b
10. Number of amendment reguests totally denied: 1

Note: We realize that requests are not necessarily processed in
the year of receipt and that the number of access and amendment
requests received, which cited the Privacy Act, may not
necessarily be consistent with the total number reported as
processed in items 2, 3, and 4 above, for example. Where such is
the case, please indicate this with an appropriate footnote.



11. Number of amendment requests for which no record was found:
0

Y
D

Numbe . (13), and (14) will
o

rs (1l2) 14) e
the Office of information and Privacy.

L

15. Did you deny an individual access to his or her records in a
system of records on.any basis other than a Privacy Act
exemption, i.e., (j) or (k)? NO If the answer is

yes, describe and provide the legal justification for the
denial on a separate attachment.

Numbers (16) and {17) will be answvered separately by the

Civil Division.

Matching Programs (See definition of a matching program in OMB's
revised Matching Guidelines (47 FR 21656, May 19, 1982)).

As Matching Agency:

How many matching programs did you participate in as a "matching"
agency during the year? MNONE If you participated in

more than one, provzde the following information for each
matching program on a geparate attachment:

When was the match initiated (month and year)?

What was the name of the system of records from which records
were disclosed to the matching agency in order to conduct the
match, and what was the purpose for the match?

On what date(s) were any natching reports requlred by the
Matching Guidelines published in the Federal Register
and provided to OMB and the Congress?

As Source Agency:

How many matching programs did you participate in as a "source
agency" during the year? If you participated in
more than one, provide the following information for each

matching program on a geparate attachment:

When was the match initiated (month and year)?




What was the name of the system of records from which records
were disclosed to the matching agency in order to conduct the
match, and what was the purpose for the match?

Provide the Federal Register publication date for the routine
which permits release of records to the matching agency?

For each new matching program initiated during the calendar year
covered by this report, you must also attach a completed “Agency
Computer Checklist" indicating whether you participated as a
source or as a matching agency. A copy of the checklist is
attached. (Please refer to the Justice Management Division's
earlier memorandum to you on this subject dated June 4, 1984.)

Debt Collection Act of 1982 (P.1., 97-365); see OMB guidelines
(48 FR 15556, April 11, 19831)

Have you published (b)(12) notices in the Federal Register? If
50, on what date?

Have you published any additional routine uses for debt
collection purposes? If so, on what date?
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Freedom of Inferxation . .

Annuzl) Statisticzl Report
(FOIA/AS Report)
Calendzr Year 87

Rejuests Ccunt:

l. BEBzlance cf unprocessed requests brought forwerd on
January 1 4671%,

2. Rumber of additionzl requests received during the current
calendar yezr 9,029,
Totzl recuests 13,700

Disposition ©f Regquests:

3. Totzl number ol detercinztions to provide gll) the recoxrds 140

L. Total nucbher of determirations to provide pert of the records.
(When responding to nurmter € of this report, please remexber
that this is also considered a partizl denial) 1,402 )

5. Totzl number of determinations not to provide any of the
records 99%4 .

6. Recuests which were neilther granted nor denied tut were closed
cut for other reaszons should be accounted for as follows

- (2) Requester's failure to adeguately identify the
Tecorcs _ 745 .

{b) Reguester's refusal to pay sezrch or reprocuction
fees 497 ,

(c) Non-possession of records 2,508,
(@) Referral to other esgenciles or other DOJ components 362
tesr

{This includes referrals to/from FBIHQ and Field Off

(e) Reguester's refusal to comply with other recuire-
ments 398 .

(f) Requests withdrawn 225 .

(g) Duplicate reqguests 656

(k) POIi not appliceblie to request N/A -

(1) Other (specify). 1/ _247
Total (e) thru (1) only 1526 .

Total (2) ¢hru (1) 5,638

[

1/ The House Subcommittee cn Zovernment Information and Individ

fights requires thzt we specify the character of ithese “ecuests.
*This figure 1ncorporates adjustments to our data subsequerit to
report preparation in the prior calendar year.
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 5.526,

Total items 3 thru 713.700 o/

8. Exemptigns rel;gd upon for ezch denial and partial denial
determination.
Nurter of times invoked 3/
(a) Exexptions cited in 532(b): , i
Exemption (1) 576
Eae*“ 1on (2) 177
Exemption (&) 19
Exemrtion (5) 84
Exemption (&) 1,088
Exemption (7)(A) 307
Exemption (7)(E) 1
Exemztion (7)(C) 2,257
- .
Exempiion (1)(D) 20
LXELST10n 7 JiL) 184
Exerztion (7)(F) 19
Total 6;315

-+

2/ The total of items 3. thru 6. plus 4tem 7., i.e., processed
requests plus unprocessed requests, should egqual the "Total
reguests” reported near the top of page one.

3/ (1) The totel "Numter of times invorecd" shculd be "consis-
tent with" the combined totazl of items numbered 4. and 5.
"Consistent with" should be interpreteé to mean you must cite 2t
least as many ererptions es denia‘s, you mazy cite "more" exemp-
tions than denials; but may not cite ¥less™ exemptions than
denials. (2) Generally, the answer given here regarding
Exemption (3) should be the same a2s thzat given 1in 8.(d)
Fowever, when more thzn one stztute ras been cited while invok-
ing 552(b)(3), the "Number of times fnvciked" for 552(b)(3) in
8. (a) “will De less than the total "Numbe» of times invoked" in
B8.(b). Please indicate when this is the case. therwise, the
figures in B8.(a) and 8.(b) should be the same 2t to the number

el times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.
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{b) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exempiion (3):

Statutory citation 4/ Nurter of times invoked 5/
Rule 6(e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc B4
18 USC § 2511 et segq. 20
S0 USC § 503 and 403(qg) 18
26 USC § 6103 42
28 USC § 534 70

Totezl 234

9. Name 2nd tltle of eazch person who is resronsible for the
initial denial of records requested gnd the numter of
instances of perticipation of each. Last Nam i i
name, middle initial please e first, first

ML W4l 1l & -l e o XA -

Kumber of
Nzme Title instances
William H. Webster Director
William S. Sessions Director (All Headquarters Regquests)
‘Emil P. Moschella, Section Chief of the FOIPA Section acted for the
Ny raceEmr 1 -
araadaCLLOl 1337

The Special Agent in Charge (SAC) of each FBI Field Office is responsible
for the initial denial of records by that office (See Attached)

Field Total 999

Total 2-396 _6_/

10. Attach a brief statement providing the results of any pro-
ceeding conducted pursuant to subsection (a)(4)(F), along
‘with a report of "the disciplinary sction . . . ." (See
5 U.S.C. 552(&)(4).) 1If there has been no such proceeding,
please indicate "NIN.A." here N.A. .

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
because it 1s an authorization act or an eprropriation act, or
because it 1s new, attach 2 copy of the Pudblie lLaw.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

6/ The total "Number of instances"™ should be equal to the total
of items numbered 4. and 5. on page one.



Name

Wayne R. Alford
Char;es Lontor
William D. Brannon
Weldon L. Kennedy
Joseph A. Krahling
Cecil E. Moses
Allen P. Whitaker
James F. Ahearn
John L. Duffy
Toby M. Harding

Paul V. Daly

Terence D. Dinan

Joseph E. Griffin, Jr.

Robert J. Ivey
Bobby R. Gillham
Robert L. Pence
Kenneth P. Walton
Richard D. Schwei
Eugene F. Glenn
Andrew J. Duffin
William C. Ervin

Wayne R. Taylor

Title

SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

Albany, NY
Anchorage, AK

Albuguergue, NM

Atlanta

Acting SAC, Alexandria, VA

SAC,

Baltimore, MD
Birmingham, AL
Birmingham, AL
Boston, MA

Buffalo, NY

Acting SAC, Butte, MT

SAC,

Charlotte, NC

Cha o s
wild \-u\ju r

IL
Cincinnati, OH
Cleveland, OH
Columbia, SC
Dallas, TX
Denver, CO
Detreoit, MI

El Paso, TX
Honolulu, HI
Houston, TX
Indianapolis, IN

Jackson, MS

Number of

Denials

32

11

'Y
F-S

20

26

21

W

- I ]




Name

James Casnassola, Jr.
Robért B. Davenport
Delbert N. Dilbeck
James P. Weller

Don K. Pettus
Richard T. Bretzing
Joel A. Carlson
William D. Fallin
William E. Wells
Lawrence J. Nelson
Lawrence G. Lawler
William L. Hinshaw
John C. McGinley
Stanley Klein

John J. O'Cennor

Thomas L. Sheer

Lee M. Quick
Irvin B. Wells
Ronald A. Hoverson
Nicholas V. O'Hara
Wayne G. Davis
Herbert H. Hawkins

Wayne R. Gilbert

Title

SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

Jacksonville, FL
Kansas City, MO
Knoxville, TN
Las Vegas, NV
Little Rock, AR
Los Angeles, CA
Louisville, KY
Memphis, TN
Miami, FL
Milwaukee, WI
Minneapolis, MN
Mobile, AL
Newark, RJ

New Haven, CT

New Orleans, LA

Assistant Director In
Charge, New York, NY

SAC,
SAC,
Sac,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

Norfolk, VA
Norfolk, VA
Oklahoma City, OK
Omaha, RE
Philadelphia, PA
Phoenix, AZ

Pittsburgh, PA

!

Number of

Denials

59

10
77
19
24

22
14
18

117

19
33
41
12



Name

Theodore M. Gardner
Terry T. O'Connor
Terry L. Knowles
Hal N. Helterhoff
Robert M. Bryant
Charlie J. Parsons
Thomas A. Hughes
Richard W. Held
James C. Esposito
Andrew J. Duffin
John W. Dalseg
Don 5. Tokunaga
Robert P. Wright

Robert W. Butler

Douglas W. Gow

Title

SAC, Portland, OR
SAC, Richmond, Va
SAC, Sacremento, CA

SAC, St. Louis, MO

SAC, Salt Lake City, UT

SAC, San Antonio, TX

SAC, San Diego, CA

SAC, San Francisco, CA

SAC, San Juan, PR
SAC, Savannah, GA
SAC, Savannah, GA
SAC, Seattle, WA
ngfie
SAC, Springfield, IL
SAC, Tampa, FL

SAC, wWashington, DC

Field Total

Number of

Denials

22

[[8)



Privacy Act ")
Annual Statistical Re_.ort
~ (PA/LS Report)
Calendar Year 87

Requests Count:

1. Bzlance of unprocessed requests brought forward on
January 12,569*.

2. Nunmber of additional requests received during the current

calendar yearl]l, 460.
Total recuests 14,029

Disposition of Requests:

3. Total number of determinations to provide a2l) the records 513

4. Totzl number of determinaztions to provide par: of the records.
(WVnen responding to number 8 of this report, rlezse remember
that this is also considered a partisl denizl) 2,431.

5. Total number of determinations not to provide any of the
records 418 . .

€. Reqguests which were neither granteé ner denied but vere closed
out for other reasons should be accounted for ez follows.,

(a) Requester's failure to adequately identify the
records .

(b) Reguester's refusal to pay search or reproduction
fees 127 .

{c) Non-possession of records 4,856,
(@) Referral to other agencies or other D0OJ corocnents 483

(This includes referrals to/from FBIHQ and Field Offtroesy’

(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other reguire-
ments 941 |

(f) Requests withdrawn _41 .,
(g) Duplicate requests _27
(n) Priv-acy Act not applicable to request. N-24
(1) Other (specify). 1/ 180 |
Totzl (e) thru (1) only 1,169,

Total (a) thru (1) 7,333,

1/ The House Subcommittee on Government Infermztion and Individual

Rights requires that we specify the chzracter of these requests.

*This figures incorporates adjustments to our data subseguent to report
preparation in the prior calendar vyear.



-2 - }

7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of Decemder 31 3,334
Total items 3. thru 7.14.029 2/

8. Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partizl denizl
determination.

Number of times invoked 3/

(2) Exemption 5522(é)(5) 0.
() Exemption 552z(3)(2) €57
(c¢) Exemptions cited in 552a(k):
152
Exerption (1)
Exemption (2) 39
Exemztion (3) 0
Exemption (4) 0
Exemption (5) ) 422
Exemption (6) 196
Exemption (7) 0
(@) Exermption 552z(n) 0
(e) Exemptions cited in 5352(b):
Exemption (1) 513
Exemption (2) 605
Exemption (3) 333
Exemption (4) —_3
Exemption (5) 115
Exenption (6) - __ 525

2/ The total of items numdered 3. thru 6. plus iten 7., i.e.,
processed plus unprocessed recuests, should equal the "Total
recuests"” reported nezar the top of page one.

3/ (1) The total "Number of times invoked" should te "consis-
tent with" the combinsd totzl of items numbered 4., anéd 5.
"Consistent with" shoulc be interpreted to mean you must cite
2t least as many exempilions as denials; you may cite "more"
exemptions than denizls; but may not cite "less™ exemptions. than
denials. (2) Generally, the answers given here regz=din ng
Exemptions 552a(k)(u) and 552(b)(3) should be the szme as the
answers given in (f) regard*ng these statutes. However, when
more than one stztute has been cited while 1nvox1ng Z(DJ(?)
the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) 4in 8B8.(e) will be
less thien the total "Number of times invoked" for 552(p)(3) in

B.(f). Please indiczte when this is the case. Otherwise, the
Tigures in 8.(e) and B.(f) should be the same as to the number

i & 4 W ey wm Wl - (=L =—FIl] o oA d N A il b d

of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.



Exey, .lon

(7)(A)
Exemptiion (7)(B) 5
Exemption (7)(C) 2,326
Exemption (7)(D) 1,711
Exemption (7)(E) 350
Exenption (7)(F) 81

(f) Statute(s) invoked pursuznt to Ixemption 552a(k) (&)
or 55z(p)(3):

Fursuant to Nurmte
Statutory Pu“sua“* to Exero- Exempcion of times
citatien 4/ ion 552a{k;(~=) 3/ 552(r)(3) 5/ 4invoked
Rule 6(e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc. X —I7s
18 USC § 2511 et seqg. X 14
28 DSC & 534 X 139
50 USC & 402, 403(qg) X 15
26 USC § €103 X 40
9. Totel nurber of recuests for gmendments to records 62 .

10. Totzl nurber of dezerzinations tc amenéd the records 3

11, To;a number of desermineticrns to amens the recorés in va-t
(This 4s 2l1lso ccnsidered g partial dentgl) 36

12. Totel number of determinztions no:t <o amens the records 23

13. Reasons for each denizl and partizl deniazl of regues:is to
emend records: 6/

Feason Number ¢f timace

Record exempt by (j)&(k) of the Privacy Act
and not subject to the correction/amendment
under Title 28, CFR 16.96. 59

Requester failed to sufficiently justify

co

endment.

L/ If the stztute cannot be found in the Uniteé States Code
because it is an authorization act or an appropriation act, or
becazuse it is new, attach 2 copy of the Public Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

6/ List by category the reasons for the denia’ or partizl denial,
®.g., "Record exempt by Section (k)(2) of the Privacy Act . . .";
"Record not subject to correc ion under 28 CFR € 16.51 . . .";
“Recuestsr failed to sufficiently Justify the correction or amende
ment . . .", etc. In addiction, indicate the nunber of times the
reason for denial or partizl denial was cited. (Note: Specific
exemptions are not aprrogrizte for denying "corrsction" of

records..)



FBI

DOJ Component
)

Admi. .strative Manhours, Costs, ard Fees
Collected/tssessed; Freedom of Inlormation
(FOI)/Privacy Act (PA) Requests

Czlendar Year

Costs will be reported below in two categories, i.e., FOI/PA
Reguests Processing Costs, and Other PA Costs.

FOI/PA REQUESTS PRCCESSING COSTS:

Costs should be ellocated between the two statutes based upon

the number of reguests identified bv the cormdonent as PA
requests versus FOIA reguests. Regardless ol the Act(s) cited

by the reguester, PA requests should be ldentified as an individ-
ual's request for records relating to himsel?f or 2s 2 thirg
party's request for records relating to an individual on that
individuzal's behalfl; FOIA reguests should be identified &s those
requests for &8ll other &gency documents. Ezxzmple of cost

eV T mmmdd oo T 2N -~ T Q-ka *adbnl wmamiaete sva DA wmamiacte
'“‘&ULCUJ-U l " s - Ve o e d ‘CUHCDUQ =d v 451 ‘:\ih:;‘ia’

attridbute 305 of the costs of FOI/PA processing to the FPA end
702 to the FOIA. Depending on the volume of requests received,
you mey arrive at & rezsonagble estimate by conducting & total
survey or a sampling of & typicel period. Exclude paymentis/
reimbursements made to the Office of Privacy and Information
Appeals (OFIA) for work done by that office. This information
will be reported by OFIA.

J.U d.&
FOI Privacy FOI/Privacy
Mzrhours 283,850 425,775 . 709,625
Costs of Services 1/ (3,622,203 ) (5.433,305) (9,055,508 )
Other Costs 2/ (1,143,854) (1,715,781) . (2,859,635 )
Total Costs 3 -iLZEELEEZ 7,149,086 11,915,143
Fees Collected 17,531 26,296 43,827
Fees Assessed (_N/A ) ( N/A ) ( N/A )

but Uncollected

1/ Costs of Services are, e.g., salaries, benefits and related
overhead. Include an estima»e of costs for personnel who devote
P SN ) SRR QN

only a part of their time on requests as well as for personnel

assigned full time to processing FOIA requests.

2/ Other costs include, e.g., equipment and duplication costs
Tincluding the cost of obtaining and operating additional copying

3/ This figure does not include payments to DOJ which totaled
$1,402,500 for CY 1987.




Processing PA requests to amend or correct records 3/

Manhours 4,020

Costs of Services 42,555
Other Costs 0

Total Costs §/42,555

Recnuntine for dissenination of records {repouired

T e Vo LS W amsd - e e e e e S W oEmwas W o oW e e

by Section (c) of the PA)

Mzanhours
Costs of Services

Other Costs
Total Costs &/ (INFORMATION NOT AVAILABLE)

erzl Register notices of new or modified
s

Manhours 170

Costs of Services 4007
ther Costs 0

Total Costs L/ 4007

Total Other PA Costs 46,562

machines); fees and travel to attend training programs; end
purchases of books and subscriptions such as Access Repcre
(Federzl Register publication costs for Privacy Act system notices
will be reported by this office.)
However, include by separate attachment any costs ancurred that
were not directly relzted to FOI/PA processing, such 2s contracts
to perform 2gency work which otherwise would be done by agency
personnel who have been diverted to FOI/PA work, anc costs due
to losses in performing proprletary functions such as buying,

- selling, leasing or licensing use of agency property, incluéing
agency-owned technology which would otherwlise be made available

under the user charge statute, etc.

3/ For purposes of dividing costs between requests for records
and requests for correction of records, the Department has
arbitrarily attributed 975%/3%, respectively. If your experience
reflects a different divisicn of costs, please report ccsts which
accurately reflect ycur experience.

4/ See notes 1 end 2 for cost categories.



Attachment D

DOJ Component FBI

Addendum to Privacy Act Annual Statistical Report
(PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year _ 87

The following applies only to requests which actually cited the
Privacy Act as a statutory basis for the request.

Statistical Data

1. Total number of requests for access: 3,802

2. Number of reguests wholly or partially granted: 1,215

3. Number of requests totally denied: 143

4. Numbers of reguests for which no record was found: 1428

Numbers (5), (6), and (7) will be answered separately by
the Office of Information and Privacy

2 & .

equests to amend records in system: 8

Hiy
N

8. Number o

9. Number of amendment reguests wholly or partially
granted: 5

10, Number of amendment requests totally denied: 3

Note: We realize that requests are not necessarily processed in
the year of receipt and that the number of access and amendment
requests received, which cited the Privacy Act, may not
necessarily be consistent with the total number reported as
processed in items 2, 3, and 4 above, for example., Where such is
the case, please indicate this with an appropriate footnote.



11. Number of amendment regquests for which no record was
found: * 0

Numbers {12}, (13), and (14) will be answered separatelyv by
the Office of Information and Privacy.

15. pid you deny an individual access to his or her recerds in a
system of records on anv basis other thar a Privacy Acs
exempticn, i.e. (3) or (k)? No 1f the answer is
yes, describe and provide the legal justification for the
denial on a separate attachment.

Numbers (16) and (17) will be answered separatelyv by the
Civil Division,

Mat*ching Programs (See definition of a matching procram in OMB's
revisea Matching Guidelines (47 FR 21656, May 19, 19B82)).

#How many matching programs did you participate in as a matching
.agency during the year One

How many as a scurce agency? None

On what date(s) were any matching reports reguired by the Match-
ing Guidelines published in the Federal Recister and provided to
OMB and the Congress? February 20, 1587

If vyou answered any of the above gquestions, you must also attach
a completed "Agency Computer Match Checklist" for each program

indicating whether you participated as a source or as a matching
agency. A copv of the checklist is attached. (Please refer to

our earlier memorandum to you on this subject dated June ¢,

1984.)

Debt Collection Act of 1982 (P.L. 97-365):; see OMB guidelines
(48 FR 15556, April 11, 198B3)

Have you published (b) (12) notices in the Federal Register? 1IZ£
80, on what date? Yo

Have you published any additional routine uses for debt col-
lection purposes?  If so, on what date? No

* This question was not asked last year; however, according to
revised Circular A-130, it may be asked this year.
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. . N ' revailillelly
3::: L ' LOJ Compur.at FBI

Freedom of Information Act
Annual Statistical Report.
(FOIA/AS Report)
" Calendar Year 86

Hejuests Count:

1. Balance of unprogessed reguests brought forward on
January 1 3590 .

2. NRumber of additional requests received during the current

calendar year Ag07 -
Totzl reguests 12197.

Disposition of Requests:

3. Totazl number ol determinations to provide gll the records 112 .

4. Total nunber of determinations to provide pirt of the records.
(When responding to nurter £ of this report, please remember
that this is also considered a partisl denial) 1438 ‘)

5. Totzl number of determinations not to provide any of the
recorés 928 .

£. Rezuests which were neilther granted nor deniec tut were closed
put for other rezsons should be accounted for as follows.

(2) Reguester's fzilure to adeguately 1dentify the
recorés 353 -

(b) Reguester's refusal to pay search or repreduction
fees 502 .

(¢) Non-possession of records 21394 .
(d) Referrzl to other zgenclies or other DOJ components 3 .

(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-~
ments 441 . '

(r) Requesés withérawn 273 .

(g) Duplicate reguests 601 .

(rn) FOIA not applicablie to reguest _N/A .

(1) Other (specify). 1/ _225 .
Total (e) thru (1) onldy 1540 -
Total (a) thru (i) 5103 .

1/ The House Subcommittee ¢n Jovernment Information and Incividuzl
Fights requires that we specily the character of these reguests.

* d 3 .
E?é:_fzg;ri represents an adjusted balance from that figure reported as the
ing balance in 1985 due to an enhancement in our reporting abilities.



5 (Attachment A, Page 2)
7. Total.unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 4528 -
Totzl items 3 thru 7 12197. 2/

8. Exemptions relied upen for each denial and partial denial
determination.

Numter of times invoked 3/

(a) Exemptions cited in 532(b):

Exemption (1) 574
Exemption (2) 546
Exemption (3) 213
Exemption (&) —2d
Exenption (5) -—R0
Exemption (£) 286,
Exemption (7)(4) ~A04
Exemption {7)(R) —1
Exemption (7)(C) 2003
Exemption (7)(D) 1166
Exemption (7)(E) 258
Exerpction (7)(F) 12

Totel 5935

2/ The total of items 3. thru 6. plus item 7., i.e., processed
requests plus unprocessed requests, should egual the "Totzl
requests"” reported near the top of page one.

3/ (1) The totzl "Numter of times invoked"™ should be "consis-
tent with" the combined total of items numbered 4. and 5.
"Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean you must cite at
least &s many exemptions &s denials; you may cite "more" exemp-
tions than denlals; but may not cite "less" exemptions than
denials. (2) Generally, the answer given here regarding
Exemption (3) shoulé be the same as that given in 8.(b).
Fowever, when meore thzn one statute has been cited while invok-
ing 552(b)(3), the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) in
8.(2) will be less than the total "Number of times invoked" irn
8.(b). Please indicate when this is the case. Otherwise, the
figures in 8.(a) and 8.(b) should be the same as to the number
el times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.




e 1Y)
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(Attachment A, Page 3)

e -3-

(b) Statute(s) invoked pursﬁant.to Exenption (3):

Statutory citztion L/ Number of times invoked 5/
1. Rule 6{(e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc. 54
2, . 18 USC 2511 et seq. 46
3. 2B USC 534 22
4. 50 USC 402 & 403(g) 75
5. 26 USC 6103 10
6. 17 usc 101 3
7. B8 USC 1202(f) 3
Totzal 213
9. Nazme gngd title of each person who is responsible for the
initial denial of records requested and the number of
instances of participation of each. Last Name first, first
name, middle initial please.
' ' Nuzber of
Name Title Anstenctes
William H. Webster Director . - All Headquarters
N Reguests

"The Section Chief of the FOIPA Sectionacted for the Director.

‘James K. Hall Section Chief 227
Marvin E. Lewis Acting Section Chief 160
Emil P. Moschella Section Chief 1284

The igecial Agent in Charge (SAC) of each FBI Field Office is responsible

for

10.

e anitial denial of records by that office (See attached).

Total 2366 _§

Attach a briefl statement providing the results of any pro-
teeding conducted pursuant to subsection (2)(4)(F), along
‘with a report of "the disciplinary action . . . ." (See

5 U.S5.C. §52(d){(4).) If there has beern mo such proceeding,
pleazse indlicate "N.A." here .

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
because it 1s an authorization act or an appropriation act, or
because it i1s new, attach a copy of the Public Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

6/ The total "Number of instances” should be equal to the total
of 4tems numbered L. and 5. on page one.



NAME
Paul V. Daly
Wayne R. Alford

William D. Barnon

o~ e s

Joseph A. Krahling

Lawrence J. Nelson

Dana E. Caro
Joseph V. Corless

Cecil E. Moses

James W. Greenleaf

James F. Ahearn

Phillip D. Smith
John L. Duffy

Toby M. Harding
Robert L. Pence

Edward D. Gegarty
Michael D. Wilson

Terence D. Dinan
Joseph E. Griffin
Robert J. Ivey

Bobby R. Gillham

William A. Gavin
Robert L. Pence

Kenneth P. Walton

Raymond P. Yelchak

Eugene F. Glenn

(Attachment A, Page 4)

TITLE
SAC, Albany, NY

SAC, Albuguerque, NM

[~3.Yal AT o marm = A o i
ML, MAlTAGIUI 1A, VA

Acting SAC, Alexandria, VA
SAC, Anchorage AK

SAC, Baltimore, MD
n

SAC, Birmingham, AL

SAC, Boston, MA

SAC, Buffaleo, NY

Acting SAC, Butte, MT
SAC, Charlotte, NC

SAC, Chicago, 1L
Acting SAC, Chicago, IL

SAC, Cincinnati, OH
SAC, Cleveland, OH
SAC, Columbia, SC
SAC, Dallas, TX

SAC, Denver, CO

SAC, Detroit, MI
SAC, El1 Paso, TX

SAC, Honolulu, HA

15

[l ]

g o

18

=N

L]
wo N &

O

24



NAME

Douglas W. Gow
William C. Ervin

Roger T. Castonguay

James Cagnassola, Jr.

Robert B. Davenport
William Y. Doran

John J. Schreiber
James P. Weller

Don K. Pettus
Richard T. Bretzing
Joel A. Carlson
William D. Fallin

Ernest H. Woodby
Lawrence J. Nelson

Josehp V. Corless
William E. Wells

Lawrence G. Lawler
Delbert C. Toohey
John C. McGinley

Alonzo L. Lacey, Jr.
Stancey Klein

Edmund J. Pistey
John J. O'Connor

John L. Hogan
Thomas L. Sheer

John C. Wagner

(Attachment A, Page 5)

TITLE

SAC, Houston, TX

SAC, Indianapolis, IN

SAC, Jackson, MS

SAC, Jacksonville, FL

SAC, Kansas City, MO
SAC, Knoxville, TN

SAC, Las Vegas, RV
L]

SAC, Little Rock, AK
SAC, Los Angeles, CA
SAC, Louisville, KY
SAC, Memphis, TN

SAC, Milwaukee, WI

SAC, Miami, FL

SAC, Minneapolis, MN
SAC, Mobile, AL
SAC, Newark, NJ

SAC, New Haven, CN

SAC, New Orleans, LA

Ass't Director in Charge,

New York, NY
[}

SAC, Norfolk, VA

NUMBER OF

DENIALS

10

st ~J [ ] o 0

W b

36

17
20
13

18

23



NAME

Ronald A. Hoverson
Wayne G. Davis
James F. Ahearn

Walter A. Weiner
Wayne R. Gilbert

Theodore M. Gardner
Herbert H. Hawkins,

Allen H, McCreight
Terry T. O'Connor

Terry Lee Knowles
Mac N. Helaritoff
Robert M. Bryant
John W. Dalseg

Gary L. Penrith
Thomas A. Hughes

Richard W. BHeld
James C. Esposito
Adrew J. Duffin

Allen P. Whittaker
Don S. Tokunaga

Joseph E. Ondrula
Thomas F. Jones

Robert W. Butler

Dana E. Caro
Dan Coulson

Jr.

TITLE

SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

BAC,

SAC,

Oklahoma City,

(Attachment A, Page 6)

OK

Philadelphia, PA

Omaha,

NB

Pittsburgh, PA
"

Portland, OR

Phoenix, AZ

Richmond, VA
"

Sacramento,

St.

CA

Louis, MO

Salt Lake City, UT

San

San

San

San

Antonio, TX

Diego, CA

Francisco, CA

Juan, PR

Savannah, GA

Seattle, WA

Springfield, IL

Tampa, FL

SAC, Washington Field
Acting SAC, Washington Field

NUMBER OF

DENIALS

2

2

16

12
11

~ O whkh wun

28

32

N W [=)] bt
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- Attzchment B

~ DOJ Compo:..nt FBI

Privacy Act
Annual Statisticzl Report
(PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year _ 86

Requests Count:

1.

2.

Bzlance o‘ unprocessed recuests brought foerward on

January 1 1939

Number of additionzl recuests received during the current

calendar year 9460 -
Total reguests 11399 .

Disposition of Requests:

3.
y,

(o4

Totzal number of determinations to provide all the records 49g

Totzal number of determinations to provide part of the records.
(When responding to number 8 of this report, please remember
that this 1s also considered a partiel denial) 2470 .

Total number of determinations not to provide any of the
records 409 .

Fecuests which were nelther granted ner denied but were c¢losed

put for other rezscns should be ac*ou:ted for as follows.

(a) Reguester's failure tc adeguately identify the
receords 622 ., _

(b) Reguester's refuszl to pay search or reproduction
fees 154 .

Fald Mawm moasweosnos domam am e

\<) “UI]"‘JU::;ﬁbD.LUJ Vid 4 CLCVL W 38“& -

(d) Referrazl to other ggencies or other DCJ components 3 .
(e} Reguester's refusal to comply with other regquire-

ments 722 .
(f) Reguests withdrawn _g5 .

{(g) Duplicate requests 39 .

(h) Privacy Act not applicable to reqguest. N/A ,
(1) Other (specify). 1/ 122 |

Totzal (e) thru (1) only 965

Tetal (a2} thru

L

i

S

18

1/ The House Subcommitiee on Government Infermation and Individual
Rights requires that we specify the character of these reguests.

*This figure represents an adjusted balance from that figure reported as the
closing balance in 1985 due to an enhancement in our reporting abilities.



- 2= (At -’hnent B, Page 2)

7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 2494 .
Total items 3. thru 7.23399 . 2/

8. Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denizal
determination.

Number of times invoked 3/

(2) Exemption 552a(a)(5) 3
(b) Exemption 552a(J3)(2) _10RS
(c) Exemptions cited in 552a(k):
Exemption (1) - : 162
Exemption (2) ‘ 48
Exemption (3) 0
Exemption (4) —_—n
Exemption (5) —369
Exemption (6) 172
Exerption (7) -—n
(a) Exemption 552z2(n) 0
(e) Exemptions cited in 5352(b):
Exemption (1) 260
Exemption (2)
Exemption (3) 208
Exemption (4) —
Exenption (5) 200
Exemption (6) S02

2/ The total of items numbered 3. thru 6., plus iten 7., 1.e.,
processed plus unprocessed requests, should equal the "Total
reguests" reported near the top of page one.

3/ (1) The total "Number of times invoked" should te "consis-
tent with" the combined total of items numbered 4. end 5.
"Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean you must cite
at least as many exemptions a&s denials; you may cite "more"
exemptions than denials; but may not cite "less" exemptions than
denials. (2) Generally, the enswers given here regarding
Exemptions 552a(k)(4) and 552(b)(3) should be the szme as the
answers given in 8.(f) regarding these statutes. However, when
more than one statute has been cited while invoking 552(b)(3),
the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) 4n 8.(e) will be
less than the total "Number of times invoked" for 532(p){(3) in
8.(f). Please indicate when this i1s the case. Otherwise, the
figures in 8.(e) and B.(f) should be the same as to the number
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.
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Exemption (7)(A) - _368
Exemption (7}(B) —e
Exemption (7)(C) 4412
Exemption (7)(D) _l676
Exemption (7)(E)} 37l
Exemption (7)(F) —48

(f) Stztute(s) invoked pursuant to Exemption S552a(k)(4)
or 552{b}(3):

Pursuant to Numper

Statutory Pursuant to Exemp- Exempticon of times

citation 4/ tion 552a(k)(4) 5/ 552(v)(3) 5/ 4invoked
Rule 6{e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc. X 75
18 USC Sec. 2511 et seq. X 73
28 USC Sec. 534 X 37
8 USC Sec. 503B X 5
0 USC Sec. 402, 403(g) 3 13

26 USC Sec. fl0Xpta1 number of requests for amendments to ‘records 41 .

10. Totzl number of determinaztions to amend the records ¢ .

11. Total number of determinztions to amend the records in rart
(This 1s also considered 2 partial denizl) 25 .

12, Total nuther of determinetions net to amend the recordés 16

13. Reasons for each denizl end partial dernial of reguests to
apamAd Mananser K/
Cmild e dd e e e b W d koD e A
Rezson Number of times
Record exempt by (j) & (k) of the Privacy 41

Act and not subject to correction and/or
amendment under Title 28, CFR 16.96.

Requester failed to sufficiently justify correction
and/or amendment. .

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
because it i1s an authorlzation act or an appropriation act, or
because it is new, attach 2 copy of the Public Law.

2/ Supra note 3, item (2). -
g/ List by category the reasons for the denial or partial denial,

e.g2., "Record exempt by Section (k)(2) of the Privacy Act . . .";
"Record not subjlect to correction under 28 CFR § 16.51 . . .":
"Requester failed to sufficiently Justify the correction or amend-
ment . . .", etc. In additior, indicate the number of times the
reascn for denial or partizl denial was cited. (Note: Specific
exemptions are not appropriate for denying "correction" of

records..)



DOJ Compc ”“P FEBI

Admunistrztive Marnhours, Costs, and Fees
Collected/Lssessed; Freedom of Infeormation
(FOI)/Privacy Act (PA) Regquestis
Czlendar Year 86

Costs will be reported below in two categories, i.e., FOI/FA
Recuests Processing Costs, and Other PA Costs.

FOI/PA REQUESTS PRCCESSING COSTS:

Costs should be allocated between the two statutes based upon
the number of requests identified by the component as PA
reguests versus FOIA requests. Regardless of the Act(s) cited
by the reguester, PA requests should be laentiflied as an indivigd-
ual's request for records relating to himsell or 2s & third
party's request for records relazting to an individual on that
individual's behalf; FOIA requests should be identified as those
requests for all gt.hg; agency documents. Exzmple of cost
allocation If 307 of the total requests are PA requests,
attribute 30% of the costs of FOI/PA processing to the FA and
70% to the FOIA. Depending on the volume of requests received,
you may arrive at a reasonable estimate by conducting a total
survey or a samnpling of a typiczl period. Exclude payments/
reimbursements made to the Office of Privacy and Information
Appezals (OFIA) for work done by that office. This information
will be reported by OPIA.

Total
FOI Privacy FOI/Privacy

Manhours 290,358 435,537__ 125,895

Costs of Services 1/ 3704526.Q0 .5556790.00 9261316.00

Other Costs 2/ 1080447.00Q 1620671.00 - -2701118.00 _
'T‘h 1 Cns+e 2/ AT AATIY AN mMymEmAarY AN VAIALSCAADTA AN
Fees Collected 1674976 —3992.00 —20746.,7C

Fees Assessed (__N/A ) (_ _N/A ) (_ N/a )

but Uncollected

1/ Costs of Services are, e.g., salaries, benefits and related
overhead. Include an estimate of costs for personnel who devote
only a part of their time on requests as well as for personnel

assigned full time to processing FOIA requests,

2/ Other costs include, e.g., equipment and duplication costs
Tincluding the cost of obtaining and operating additional copying

3/ This figure does not include payments to DOJ which totaled
$1,338,070 for CY 1986.
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OTHER PA COSTS:

Privacy Act:

Processing PA requests to amend or correct records 3/

Manhours
Costs of Services 34235

Other Costs

Total Costs ﬁ& 34235
Accounting for disserination of records (required
by Section (¢) of the PA)

Manhours __
Costs of Services

Other Costs (Information not available)
Total Costs &

Preraring Feleral Register notices of new or modified
record systems

Manhours 20

Costs of Services 700
Other Costs N/A
Totazl Costs 57 200

Totzl Dther PA Costs 34935

machines); fees and travel to attend training programs; end
purchases of books and subscriptions such as Access Reports.
(Federazl Register publication costs for Privacy Act sysiem notices
will be reported by this office.)

However, include by separate attachment any costs ancurred that
were not directly related to FOI/PA processing, such 2s contracts
to perform agency work which otherwise would be done by agency
personnel who have been diverted to FOI/PA work, and cests due

to losses in performing proprietary functions such as buying,
selling, leasing or licensing use of egency property, including
ggency-owned technology which would otherwlise be made available

under the user charge statute, etc.

3/ For purposes of dividing costs between requests for records

and repueste for ecorraction ~n rerords the Department has
Giliud 4 W -wii e Py Wwiiw -y

arbitrarily attridbuted 97./3 reSpecyively. If your experience
reflects a different civision of costs, please report ccsts wh-ch
accurately reflect your experience.

4/ See notes 1 end 2 for cost categories.
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DOJ Component _gpy

Addendum to Privacy Act Annual Statistical Report
{(PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year 1985

The following applies only to reguests which actually cited the
Privacy Act as a statutory basis for the request.

Statistical Data

1. Total number ©f requests for access: 3561

2. Nomber of reguests wholly or partially granted: 1151

3. Number of requests totally denied: 151

4. Numbers of regquests for which no record was found: }52)

Numbers (5), (6), and (7) will be answered separately by the
Office of Information ané Privacy

8. Number of reguests to amend records in system: 4

9. Number of amendment requests wholly or partially
granted: 4

10. Number of amendment requests totally denied: 0

Note: We realize that regquests are not necessarily processed in
the year of receipt and that the number of access and amendment
requests received in 1984, which cited the Privacy Act, may not
necessarily be consistent with the total number reported as
processed in items 2, 3 and 4 above, for example. Where such is
the case, please indicate this with an appropriate footnote.
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11. Number of amendment reguests for which no record was
found: * None

Numbers (12), (13), and {(14) will be answered separately by
the Office of Information and Privacy.

15. Did you deny an individual access to his or her records in a
system of records on anv basis other than a Privacy Act
exemption, i.e. (j) or (k)? If the answer is
yes, describe and provide the legal justification for the
denial on a separate attachment. See answer to #13, Privacy Act

Report, Attachment B.
Numbers (16) and (17) will be answered separately by the
Civil Division.

Matching Programs (See definition of a2 matching program in OMB's
revised Matching Guidelines (47 FR 21656, May 19, 1982)).

How many matching programs did you participate in as a matching
agency during 19852 1

How many as a source agency?

On what date(s) were any matching reports recuired by the Match-
ing Guidelines published in the Federal Register and provided to
OMB and the Congress?

If you answered any of the above guestions, you must also attach
a completed "Agency Computer Match Checklist" for each program
indicating whether you participated as a source or as a matching
agency. A copy of the checklist is attached. (Please refer to
our earlier memorandum to you on this subject dated June 4,
1984.)

Debt Collection Act of 1982 (P.L. 97-365); see OMB guidelines
(48 FR 15556, April 11, 1983) :

Have you published (b) (12) notices in the Federal Register? 1If
so, on what date? No

Have you published any additional routine uses for debt col-
lection purposes? 1f so, on what date?

* This question was not asked last year; however, according to
revised Circular A-130, it may be asked this year.

**As reported in the 1984 Report dated 2/1/85, the actual computer run
for this matching program was not completed until 2/4/86. Since this was
pPreviously reported the checklist is not completed again.
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DOJ Component FBI

Freedom of Information Act
Annual Statistical Report
(FOIA/AS Report)

Czlendar Year _1o8s

Rejuests Count:

1., Balance of unprocessed requests brought forward on

2.

January 1 2,681.

Number of additional requests received during the current

calendar year 6,739.
Total requests 9,420.

Disposition of Requests:

Total number of determinations to provide 211 the records _112 .
Total number of determinations to provide part of the records.
(When responding to number 8 of this report, please remember
that this is also consicdered & partial denial) 1,219 )

Total number of determinations not to provide any of the
Requests which were neither granted nor denied but were closed

out for other reasons shouléd be accounted for as follows.

(2) Requester's failure to adeguately identlfy the
(b) Requester's refusal to pay search or reproduction

(¢) Non-possession of records 2,145.
(d) Feferral to other agencles or éther DOJ compeonents N/A .

(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-

(h) FOIA not applicable to request N/A .

Total (e) thru (1) only 1,723 .

Total (a) thru (1) 4,561 -

3.
4,
5.
recerds 277 .
6.
records 240 .
fees 453 .
ments 864 .
() Requesés withdrawn 195 .
(g) Duplicate requests 489 _.
(1) Other (specify). 1/ 175 .
1/

The House Subcommittes on Government Information and Individual

Rights requires that we specify the character of these reguests.
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 3,251.
Total items 3 thru 79,420 . 2/

B. Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denial
determination.

Number of times invoked 3/

(a) Exemptions cited in 552(b):

Exemption (1) 560
Exempticon §2) 485
Exemption (3) 202
" Exemption (4) 22
Exemption (5) 70
Exemption (6) 220
Exemption (7)(A) 224

Exemption (7)(B) i
Exemption (7)(C) 1320
Exemption (7)(D) 1056
Exemption (7)(E) 254
Fwvamrntdamm {T7Y/DT)Y 1
bl kWL AN J L) £l
Total 4424

2/ The total of items 2. thru 6. plus item 7., L.e., b7
regquests plus unprocessed requests, should equal the "To

requests” reported near the top of page one.

™

ot O
]
I (b

3/ (1) The total "Number of times invoked" should be "consis-
tent with" the combined total of items numbered 4. and 5.
"Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean you must cite at
least as many exemptions as denials; you may cite "more" exemp-
tions than denials; but may not cite "less" exemptions than
denials. (2) Generally, the answer given here regarding
Exemption (3) should be the same as that given in 8.(b).
However, when more than one statute has been cited while invok-
ing 552(b)(3), the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b){(3) in
B.(2) will be less than the tot2l "Number of times invoked™ in
8.(b). Please indicate when this is the case. Otherwise, the
figures in 8.(a) and 8.(b) should be the same as to the number

of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.
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(b) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exenption (3):

Statutory citation 4/ Nurber of times invoked 5/
1. Rule 6(e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc. 57
2. 18 USC 2511 et seq. 50
3. 28 USC 534 48
4. 50 USC 402, 403(qg) 33
5. 26 USC 6103 11
6. 18 USC 5038 1
7. 8 USC 3771
8. i? usc iﬂl o i
Total 202
9. Name and title of each person who 1s responsible for the
initizl denizl of records requested and the number of
instances of participation of each. Last Name first, first
name, middle initial please.
. Number of
Name Title instances
William H. Webster Director ' -All Headgquarters
. Requests
James K. Hall Section Chief "Mr. Hall acted
Freedom of Information/ for william H.
Privacy Acts Section Webster
Records Management
Division
The Special Agent in Charge (SAC) of an FBI Field Office is
responsible for the initial denial of records by that office
(See attached).

Total 1,496 6/

10. Attach 8 brief statement providing the results of any pro-
ceeding conducted pursuant to subsection (a)(4)(F), along
'with a report of "the disciplinary action . . . ." (See

5 U.S.C. 552(d)(4).) 1If there has been no such proceeding,
please indicate "N.A."™ here .

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
Because it is an authorization act or an appropriation act, or
because it is new, attach a copy of the Public Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

6/ The total "Number of instances" should be equal to the totel
of items numbered 4. and 5. on page one.

hJ
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NAME

James K. Hall

Paul V. Daly

Joel A. Carlson
William D. Branon

John J. O'Connor

John J. Burke
Weldon L. Kennedy

Dana E. Caro

Cicil E. Moses
James W. Greenleaf
Phillip D. Smith
William D. Fallin
Robert L. Pence
Edward D. Hegarty
Terence D. Dinan
Joseph E. Griffin
Robert J. Ivey

Thomas C. Kelly
Bobby R. Gillham

Wayne G. Davis
Kenneth P. Walton

(Attachment A, Page 4)

TITLE

Section Chief, FOIPA Section
Records Management Division
FBI Headquarters

SAC,

SAC,
SAC,

SAC,
SAC,

SAC,
SAaC,

SAC,

SAC,

Albany, New York

Albuquerque, New Mexico
Albuquergque, New Mexico

Alexandria, Virginia
Anchorage, Alaska

Atlanta, Georgia
Atlanta, Georgia

Baltimore, Maryland
Birmingham, Alabama
Boston, Massachusetts

Buffalo, New York

Charlotte, North Carclina

Chicago, Illinois
Cincinnati, ©Ohio

Cleveland, Ohio

Columbia, South Carolina

Dallas, Texas
Dallas, Texas

Denver, Colorado

Detroit, Michigan
Detroit, Michigan

El Paso, Texas

Honolulu, Hawaii

[P

(=)
{4

12

14

12

N =

=0 o

=]



NAME

W. Douglas Gow

John C. McGinley
Charles E. Kurz

Roger T. Castonguay

lawrence G. Lawler
James Cagnassola, Jr.

William Y. Doran
John J. Schreiber
James T. Blasingame
Richard T. Bretzing

Joel A. Carlson
James H. Yelvington

William J. Beavers
Joseph V. Corless
Hernest Woodby
Richard H. Blay
Dan L. Anderson
Lawrence G. Lawler

Delbert C. Toohey

James Cagnassola, Jr.
John C. McGinley

Alonzeo L. Lacey, Jr.
Edmund J. Pistey

Iee F, laster
John L. Hogan

SAC,

SAC,
SAC,

’
o
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TITLE

Houston, Texas

Indianapolis, Indiana
Indianapolis, Indiana

Jackson, Mississippi

Jacksonville, Florida
Jacksonville, Florida

Knoxville, Tennessee
Las Vegas, Nevada
Little Rock, Arkansas
Los Angeles, California

Louisville, Kentucky
Louisville, Kentucky

Memphis, Tennessee
Miami, Florida
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
Minneapolis, Minnesota
Minneapolis, Minnesota
Minneapolis, Minnesota

Mobile, Alabama

Newark, New Jersey
Newark, New Jersey

New Haven, Connecticut
New Orleans, Loujisiana

New York, New York
New York, New York

NUMBER OF

DENIALS

= NY

W o

[3,]

17

W

14

[\

A e
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NAML

John C. Wagner

Anthony E. Daniels
Ronald A. Hoverson

James F. Ahearn

John L. Hcgan
Wayne G. Davis

Herbert H. Hawkins, Jr.

Walter A. Weiner
Theodore M. Gardner
Allen H. McCreight
Raymond P. Yelchak
Glenn L. Young

Terry L. Knowles

John W. Dalseg

Gary L. Penrith
Scott A. Nelson
Robert S. Gast, II
Raymond A. Mislock
Richard W. Held

James C. Esposito
Richard W. Held

Bobby R. Gillham
Andrew J. Duffin

Allen P. Whitaker
Joseph E. Ondrula
Robert W. Butler

Norman A. Zigrossi

!
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Norfolk, Virginia

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

Omaha, Nebraska

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Phoenix, Arizona
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
Portland, Oregon
Richmond, Virginia
Sacramento, California
St. Louis, Missouri

Salt Lake City, Utah
T

San Diego, California

San Francisco, California
San Francisco, California
San Francisco, California
San Francisco, California

San Juan, Puerto Rico
San Juan, Puerto Rico

Savannah, Georgia
Savannah, Georgia

Seattle, Washington
Springfield, Illinois
Tampa, Florida

Washington, D.C.

N o;

16



Attachment B
DOJ Componer ! FBI

Privacy Act
Annuzl Statistical Report
(PA/AS Report )
Calencéar Year 1985

1. Balance of unprocessed reguests brought forward on
January 1 2,093 -

2. Numdber of additional requests received during the current

calendar year g, 767 .
Total requests 10,860

Disposition of Requests:

w

. Total number of determinatioris to provide 2ll the records 387 .

=

- e bk A a4 - -— e Y-

cor
(when responéing to number 8 of this report, please remembe
that this is 2l1s0 considered a partial denia1)2,5g3 .

Met+a) number of determinztions to provide part of the records
pa ;_

5. Total number of determinations not to provide any of the
records 347 . i

6. Requests which were neither granted nor denied but were closed
out for other reascns should be accounted for as follows.

{2) Requester's failure to adeguately 1dent1fy the
records g15 .

(b) Requester's refusal to pay search or reproduction
fees 236 .

(c) Non-possession of records 3,609.
{d) Referral to other agencies or other DOJ components N/A_ .

(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-
ments 725 .

' (f) Reguests withdrawn 74 ,
(g) Duplicate requests 26
(h) Privacy Act not applicable to request. ﬁgA »

(1) Other (specify). 1/ ~ 97 .

1/ The House Subcommittee on Government Information and Individual
Rights requires that we specify the character of these requests.
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of Decexber 31 2,241.
Total items 3. thru 7.10,860. 2/

8., Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partlal denial

determination.

Number of times invoked 3/
(a) Exemption 552a(d)(5) . ' _;_lﬁ_
(b) Exexption 552a(J)(2) 2418

(¢) Exemptions cited in 552a(k):

"Exemption (1) 155
Exemption {2) 45
Exemption (3)
Exemption (4) N
Exemption (5) . —458
Exemption (6) —179
Exemption (7) -1
(8) Exemption 552a(n) —
{e) Exemptions cited in 552{(b)
Exemption (1) 521
Exemption (2) -599
Exemption (3) 280
Exemption (4) e
Exemption (5) — 24
Exemption (6) —=<70

2/ The total of items numbered 3. thru 6. plus iten 7., i.e.,
processed plus unprocessed requests, should equal the "Total
reguests” reported near the top of page one.

/- (1) The total "Number of times invoked" should te "consis-
tent with™ the combined total of items numbered 4. end 5.
"Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean ycu must cite

t least as many exemptions as denials: you may eite "morae"
EXém‘pﬁlc‘JﬁS than denials; but may not cite "less" exemptions. than
denials. (2) Generally, the answers given here regarding
Exemptions 552a(k)(4) and 552(b)(3) should be the same as the
answers given in 8.(f) regarding these statutes. However, when
more than one statute has been cited while invoking 552(b)(3), .
the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) in 8.(e) will be
less than the total "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) in
8.(f). Please indicate when this is the case. Otherwise, the
figures in 8. (e) and 8.(f) should be the same as to the number
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.
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Exemption (7)(A) 381
Exemption (7)(B) —l
Exemption (7)(C) 2161
Exemption (7)(D) 1600
Exemption (7)(E) 493
Exemption (7)(F) 34

(f) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exemption 552a(k){4)
or 552(b)(3):

Pursuant to Number
Statutory Pursuant to Exemp- Exemption of times
citation 4/ tion 552a(k)(4) 5/ 552(b)(3) 5/ invoked
Rule 6(e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc. = ———

18 USC Sec. 2511 et seq. 84

28 USC Sec. 534

18 Bge gse: 3638 §§ i

26 USC Seqy 6lfdiay number of requests for amendments to

. 10. Total number of determinations to amend the records 5

11. Total number of determinations to amend the records n_par
(This 4is also considered a partial denial) 32

12. Total number of determinztions not to amend the records 28

13, Rnasens for each denial and partial denial ¢r requests to
amend records: 6/
Reason : Number of times

Record exempt by (j){2) of the Privacy 60

Act and not subject to Correction/Amepdment
under Title 28, CFR 16.96

Requester failed to sufficiently justify
Correction/Amendment

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
because it is an authorization act or an aonropriation act, or
- because it is new, attach a2 copy of the Public Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2). -

6/ 1ist by category the reasons for the denial or partial denial,
e.g., "Record exempt by Section (k)(2) of the Privacy Act . . .";
"Record not subject to correction under 28 CFR § 16.51 . . .";
"Requester failed to sufficiently Justify the correction or amend-
ment . . .", etc. In additicen, indicate the number of times the
reason for denial or partial denial was cited. (Note: Specific
exemptions are not appropriate for denying “"correction™ of
records..)



DOJ Component , FBI

Adminis.rative Marhours, Costs, ana Fees
Collected/issessed; Freedom of Information
(FOI1)/Privacy Act (PA) Requests
Czlendar Year 85

Costs will be reported below in two categories, i.e., FOI/PA
Reguests Processing Costs, and Other PA Costs.

FOI/PA REQUESTS PROCESSING COSTS:

Costs should be allocated between the two statutes based upon
the number of requests identified by the component &s PA
requests versus FOIA requests. Regzrdless of the Act(s) cited
by the regquester, PA requests should be identified as an individ-
uel's request for records relating to himself or as a third
party's request for records relating to an individuzal on that
individual's behalf; FOIA requests should be identified &s those
requests for all other agency documents. Example of cost
allocation: If 30% of the total requests are PA reguests,
attribute 30% of the costs of FOI/PA processing to the PA and
70% to the FOIA. Depending on the volume of requests received,
you may arrive a2t & reasonable estimate by conducting a total
survey or a sanpling of a typical period. Exclude payments/
reimbursements made to the 0ffice of Privacy and Inlformation
Appeals (OPIA) for work done by that office. This information

will be reported by OFPIA.

Total
FOI Privacy " "FOI/Privacy
Manhours 353,756 - 450,236 803,992
S RSTEU Y (M8 s Gl
Total Closts 5,431,712 6,913,090 12,344,802 3/
Fees Collected N/A . N/AL 57,888
fees Assessed ( N/A ) ( n/A ) { n/a )

but Uncollected

1/ Costs of Services are, e.g., saiaries; benefits and related
overhead. Include an estimate of costs for personnel who devote

assigned full time to processing FOIA requests.

2/ Other costs include, e.g., equipment and duplicetion costs
Tincluding the cost of obtaining and operating additional copying

3/ This figure does not include payments to DOJ which totaled
$1,140,250 for CY 1985.
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Processing PA requests to amend or correct records 3/

Manhours 4,305

Costs of Services 43,818
Other Costs

Total Costs I/ 43,818

Manhours
Costs of Services

Other Costs Information not available
Total Costs & ‘

s By

reraring Federal Register notices of new or modified

et ome
J USHIB

T
d
Manhours 40

Costs of Services 1,280
Other Costs wW/A

Total Costs 4 ,280

Total Other PA Costs _45,098

machines); fees and travel to attend training programs; and
purchases of books and subscriptions such as "Access Reports.
(Federal Register publication costs for Privacy Act system notices
will be reported by this office.)

However, include by separate attachment any costs aincurred that
were not directly related to FOI/PA processing, such as contracts
to perform agency work which otherwise would be done by agency
personnel who have been diverted to FOI/PA work, and costs due
to losses in performing proprietary functions such as buying,
selling, leasing or licensing use of agency property, including
agency-owned technology which would ctherwise be made available

under the user charge statute, etec.

3/ For purposes of dividing costs between requests for records

and requests for correction of records, the Department has

arbitrarily attributed 97%/3%, respectively. If your experience
. reflects a different division of costs, please report costs which

accurately reflect your experience.

4/ See notes 1 &nd 2 for cost categories.




Attachment D

DOJ Component FBI

Addendum to Privacy Act Annual Statistical Report
(PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year 19856

The following applies only to requests which actually cited the
Privacy Act as a statutory basis for the request.

Statistical Data

1. Total number of requests for access: 4,011

2. Number of requests wholly or partially granted: 1,051

3. Number of requests totally denied: 78

4. Numbers of requests for which no record was found: _ 9g3

Number (5), (6), and (7) will be answered separately by the
Office of Information and Privacy

B. Number of regquests to amend records in system: 8

-
.

Number of amendment requests wholly or partially granted:

Note: We realize that requests are not necessarily processed in
the year of receipt and that the number of access and amendment
requests received in 1984, which cited the Privacy Act, may not
necessarily be consistent with the total number reported as
processed in items 2, 3 and 4 above, for example, Where such is
the case, please indicate this with an appropriate footnote.
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. Numbers (11), (12), and (13) will be answered separately by
the Office of Information and Privacy

14. Did you deny an individual access to his or her records in
a system of records on any basis other than a Privacy Act
exemption, i.e. (j) or {(k)? No If the answer is yes,
describe and provide the legal justification for the denial
on a separate attachment.

Numbers (15), and (16) will be answered separately by the
Civil Division,

Matching Programs (See definition of a matching program in OMB's
revised Matching Guidelines (47 FR 21656, May 19, 1982)).

How many matching programs did you participate in as a matching
agency during 19852 1

How many as a source agency? None

On what date(s) were any matching reports required by the
Matching Guidelines published in the Federal Register and
provided to OME and the Congress? 5/8/85

If you answered any of the above questions, you must also attach
a completed "Agency Computer Match Checklist" for each program
indicating whether you participated as a source or as a matching
agency. A copy of the checklist is attached., (Please refer to
our earlier memorandum to you on this subject dated June 4,
1984).

Debt Collection Act of 1982 (P.L. 97-365); -see OMB guidelines
(4B FR 15556, April 11, 1983)

Have you published (b) (12) notices in the Federal Register? 1If

80, on what date? No

Have you published any additional routine uses for debt
collection purposes? If so, on what date? No
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for e , : -} Attachment A

DOJ Compone: FBI

+

Freedom or Information Act
Annual Statistical Report .
(FOIA/AS Report) .
Cazlendar Year 1984 .
- Requests Count:

1. Balance of unprocessed requests brought forward on
January 1 2,996.

2. Number of additional requests received during the current

calendar year 6,018,
Total requests9,014 .

Disposition of Requests:

3. Total number of determinations to provide 2ll the records 124 .

4. Total number of determinations to provide part of the records.
(When responding to number 8 of this report, please remember

- that this 1s also considered a partial denial) 1,264 )

5. Total number of determinations not to provide any of the
. records 390 .

6. HRequests which were neither granted nor denied but were closed
out for other reasons should bhe accounted for as follows.

(a) Requester's failure to adeguzately identify the
records 369 .

(b) Requester's refusal to pay search or reproduction
fees 498 .

(c) Non-possession of records 2,075.
(d) Referral to other zgencies or other DOJ components N/A .

(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-
ments 814 .

(f) Requesés withdrawn 182
(g) Duplicate requests 503 .
(h) FOIA not applicable to reqﬁest.Eéﬁ__.
(1) Other (specify). 1/ 114 .

\-éztal (e)/yhru (1) only 1,613 .

ru (1) 4,555

_..f‘pr-\_"
AT

1/ The House Subcommittee on Govefnment Information and Individuallg
Rights requires that we specify the character of these requests. vt
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kJ . .

7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 2,681..
Total items 3 thru 7 9,014. 2/

8. Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denizl
deftermination.

Number of times invoked 3/

(a) Exemptions cited in 552(b):

Exemption (1) 558
Exemption (2) 350
Exemption (3) 180

" Exemption (4) 11
Exemption (5) 13
Exemption (6) 164
Exemption (7)(A) 283
Exemption (7)(B) 2
Exemption (7)(C) 1,262
Exemption (7)(D) 953
Exemption (7)(E) 229
Exemption (7)(F) 9

- Total 4,074

2/ The total of items 3. thru 6. plus item 7., 1.e., processed
requests plus unprocessed requests, should equal the "Total
reguests" reported near the top of page one.

3/ (1) The total "Number of times invoked” should be "consis-
tent with" the combined total of items numbered 4. and 5.
"Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean you must cite at
least as many exemptions as denizls; you may cite "more" exemp-
tions than denials; but may not -cite "less" exemptions than
denials. (2) Generally, the answer given here regarding
Exemption (3) should be the same as that given in 8.(b).
however, when more than one statute has been cited while invok-
ing 552(b)(3), the "Humber of times invoked” for 552(b)(3) in
8.(a) will be less than the total "Number of times invoked" in
8.(b). Please indicate when this is the case. Otherwise, the
figures in 8.(a) and 8.(b) should be the same as to the number
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked. . e
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¢

(b) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exenmption (3):

Statutory citation 4/ Number of times invoked 5/

1. Rule 6{e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc. 48
2.. 18 USC 2511 et seq. 59
3. 28 USC 534 37
4. 26 USC 6103 16
5. 50 USC 402, 403{qg) . 18
6. B USC 1202(f) 1l
7. 18 USC 1905 - 1

Total 180

9. Name and title of each person who is responsible for the
initial denial of records requested and the number of
instances of participation of each.

Number of
Name Title instances
William H. Webster Director . All Headquarters
* _ Reguests
James K. Hall Section Chief " Mr. BEBall acted
Freedom of Information/ for William H.
Privacy Acts Section Webster

. Records Management Division

The Special Agent in Charge (SAC) of an FBI Field Office is
ponsible for the initial denial of records by that office

—dmmhad)
A uiwtdiwlitvid 7 o

res
{f O~
[ =1~

Total 1,654 6/

10. Attach a brief statement providing the results of any pro-
ceeding conducted pursuant to subsection (a)(H)(F), along
‘with a report of "the disciplinary action . . . .%® {See
5 U.S.C. 552(d)(4).) 1If there has been no such proceeding,

please indicate "N.A." here N.A. .

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States cOde
because it 1s an authorization act or an appropriation act, or
because 1t is new, attach a copy of the Public Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

§/ The total “Number of instances" should be equal to the total
of items numbered 4. and 5. on page one.




NAME

James K. Hall

Paul V. Daly

Joel A. Carlson
John J. O'Connor
Lawrence J. Nelson
Lawrence K. York
Dana E. Caro

Cecil E. Moses
James W. Greenleaf
Philip D. Smith
William D. Fallin
Robert L. Pence
Edward D. Hagarty
Terence D. Dinan
Joseph E. Griffin
Robert J. Ivey
Thomas C. Kelly
William A. Gavin
Wayne G. Davis
Ronald A. Hoverson
William C. Ervin
G. Douglas Gow

John C. McGinley

(Atte Jament A, page 4)

TITLE

Section Chief, FOIPA Section
Records Management Division
FBI Headquarters

Sac,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC.
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SaC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

Albany, New York
Albugquergque, New Mexico
Alexandria, Virginia
Anchorage, Alaska
Atlanta, Georgia
Baltimore, Maryland
Birmingham. Alabama
Boston, Massachusetts

Buffalo, New York

Butte, Montana

Charlotte, North Carolina

Chicago, Illineis
Cininnati, Ohio
Cleveland, Ohio
Columbia, Séuth Carolina
Dallas, Texas

Denver, Colorado
Detroit, Michigan

El Paso, Texas

Honolulu, Hawaii
Houston, Texas

Indianapolis, Indiana

NUMBER GF

DENIALS

1299

Ww wnw N U oo W

19

17
12
18
15

10



NAME

Weldon L. Kennedy
lawrence G. Lawler
Robert B. Davenport

William Y. Doran

James T. Blasingame
Richard T. Bretzing
James H. Yelvington
William J. Beavers
Joseph V. Corless
H. Ernest Woodby
Richard H. Blay

Maurice J. Stack, Jr.
Delbert C. Toochey

James Cagnassola, Jr.
Alonzo L. Lacey, Jr.
Edmond J. Pistey

Lee F. laster

Anthony E. Daniels

Herbert H. Hawkins, Jr.
John L. Evans

John L. Hogan

John J. Binchcliffe
Herbert H, Hawkins, Jr.

SAC,
SAC,
SAC,
SAC,

SAC,
sac,

SAC,
SAC,

SAC,

-

}

(Att ‘hment A, page 5)

TITLE

Jackson, Mississippi
Jacksonville, Florida
Kansas City, Missouri
Enoxville, Tennessee
Las Vegas, Nevada
Little Rock, Arkansas
Los Angeles, California
Louisville, Kentucky
Memphis, Tennessee
Miami, Florida
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Minneapolis, Minnesota

Mobile, Alabama
Mcobile, Alabama

Newark, New Jersey
New Haven, Connecticut

New Orleans, Louisiana

ADIC, New York, New York

orfolk. Virainia
NOTIOLK, Virginia

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

Omaha, Nebraska
Omaha, Nebraska

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Phoen

Phoen

»”

o »
7 -

i
i, i

P
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i
i

2

NUMBER OF

DENIALS

16
13

[¥5)

10

23
14
13

10
17
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NAME

Walter A. Weiner

Charles W. Archer
Theodore M. Gardner

Allen H. McCreight
Raymond P. Yelchak
Glenn L. Young
Terry L. Knowles
John W. Dalseg

Norman A. Zigrossi
Gary L. Penrith

Robert S. Gast, II
Richard W. Held
Bobby R. Gillham
Allen P. Whitaker
Joseph E. Ondrula
Robert M. Butler

Theodore M. Gardner
Norman A. Zigrossi

{Attachment
)

TITLE

SAC, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

SAC, Portland, Oregon
SAC, Portland, Oregon

SAC, Richmond, Virginia
SAC, Sacramento, California
SAC, St. Louis, Missouri
SAC, Salt Lake City, Utah
SAC, San Antonio, Texas

SAC, San Diego, California
SAC, San Diego, California

SAC, San Francisco, California
SAC, San Juan, Puerto Rico
SAC, Savannah, Georgia

SAC, Seattle, Washington

SAC, Springfield, Illinois
SAC, Tampa, Florida

SAC, Washington, D.C.
SAC, Washington, D.C.

A: page 6)

NUMBER OF
DENIALS

15
54
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’ DOJ Compor -~ }  FBI

L - . Privacy Act
Annual Statistical Report
(PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year 1984

Requests Count:

a.

2.

Balance of unprocessed reguests brought forward on
January 1 2,735

Number of additional regquests received during the current

calendar year 9,174
Total requests 11,909

Disposition of Reguestis:

3.
4,

Total number of determinations to provide all the records 438 .
Total number of determinations to provide part of the records.
(When responding to number 8 of this report, please remember
that this is also considered a partial denial)2z,917 .

Total number of determlnations not to provide any of the
records 451 . .

Requests which were neither granted nor denied but were closed
out for other reasons should be accounted for as follows.

(a) Reguester's fallure to adeguately identify the
records 744

(b) Reguester's refusal to pay search or reproduction
fees 225 ,

(¢) Non-possession of records4,456 .
(d) Referral to other agencies or other DOJ components N/A .

(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-
ments 419 .

() Requests withdrawn 70 .

(g) Duplicate requests 46 .

(n) Privecy Act not applicable to request._N/A ,

(1) Other (specify). 1/ *Jﬁi_.
Total (e) thru (1) only 585 .
Total (a) thru (1) 6,010.

1/ The House Subcommittee on Government Information and Individual
Rights requires that we specify the character or these requests.;;;-
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 2,093
Total items 3. thru 7.11,909. 2/

8. Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denial
determination.

Number of times invoked 3/
(a) Exemption 552a(d)(5) . c e

(b) Exemption 552a(J)(2) 1,527
(c) Exemptions cited in.552a(k): i
) "Exemption (1) ) 71
_ Exemption (2) 10
. ' Exemption (3)
- Exemption (4) 1
. Exemption (5) . 361
: Exemption (6) 152
Exemption (7) )
_‘ {d) Exemption 552a(n)
(e) Exemptions cited in 552(b): )
Exemption (1) 362
Exemption (2) 314

[

Exemption (3) . 14

Exemption (U4) 2
Exemption (5) 42
Exemption (6) 84

2/ The total of items numbered 3. thru 6. plus item 7., i.e.,
processed plus unprocessed requests, should equal the "Total
requests"” reported near the top of page one.

3/ (1) The total "Number of times invoked™ should te "consis-
tent with" the combined total of items numbered Y, and 5.

. "Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean you must cite

. 8t least as many exemptions as denials; you may cite "more"
exemptions than denials; but may not cite “less™ exemptions. than
denials. (2) Generally, the answers given here regarding
Exenmptions 552a(k)(4) and 552(b)(3) should be the same as the
enswers given in B.(f) regarding these statutes. However, when
more than one statute has been cited while invoking 552(b)(3),
the "Number of times invoked™ for 552(b)(3) in 8.(e) will be
] less than the total "Number of times 4invoked" for 552(b)(3) in

8.(f). Please indicate when this is the case. Otherwise, the .
figures in 8.(e) and B.(f) should be the same as to the number %r:
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked. PO

e e e g TR St e g e S
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Exemption (7)(A) 222
Exemption (7)(B) 2
Exemption (7)(C) 1,258
Exemption (7)(D) 1,008
Exemption (7)(E) 234
Exemption (7)(F) 19

{(f) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exemption 552a(k) (L)
or 552(bJ(3): )

Pursuant to Number
Statutory Pursuant to Exemp- Exemption of times
citation L/ tion 552a(k)(4) 5/ 552(b)(3) 5/ invoked
Rule 6(e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc. X Y A
18 USC 2511 et segq. X 53
26 USC 6103 X 3
28 USC X 29
0 USC 403 X ]
%8 usc X 2.

5038 9. Total number of requests for amendments to records §s .

10. Total number of determinations . to amend the records 7

11, Total number of determinations to amend the records in part
(This is also considered a partial denial) 48 .

12. Total number of determinations not to amend the records 30

13. Reasons for each denizl and partial denizi of requests to
amend records: §/

Rezson . Number of times
Record exempt by (j)(2) of the Privacy 78

Act and not subject to Correction/Amendment
under Title 28, CFR 16.9¢

Requester failed to sufficiently justify
Correction/Amendment :

4/ If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
because 1t is an authorization act or an appropriation act, or
because 1t is new, attach a2 copy of the Public Law,

5/ Supra note 3, item (2). -

6/ List by category the reasons for the denial or partial denial,
e.g., "Record exempt by Section (k)(2) of the Privacy Act . . .";
"Record not subject to correction under 28 CFR § 16.49(¢a) . . .";
"Requester falled to sufficiently Justify the correction or amend-
ment . . .", etec. 1In addition, indicate the number of times the ... .
reason for denial or partial denial was cited. (Note: Specific ..
exempgio?s are not appropriate for denying "correction" of .. .-
records.- : : . e
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se ‘ DOJ Compon.. ,_ FBI

~—

Administrative Manhours, Costs, and Fees
Collected/Assessed; Freedom of Information
(FOI)/Privacy Act (PA) Requests
Czlendar Year 1984

-Costs will be reported below in two categories, i1.e., FOI/PA
Requests Processing Costs, and Other PA Costs.

FOI/PA REQUESTS PROCESSING COSTS:

Costs should be allocated between the two statutes based upon
the number of requests identified by the component as PA
requests versus FOIA requests. Regardless of the Act(s) cited
by the reguester, PA requests should be ldentified as an individ-
ual's request for records relating to himself or as a third
party's request for records relating to an individuzl on that
individual's behalf; FOIA reguests should be identified as those
requests for all other agency documents. Example of cost
allocation: If 305 of the total requests are PA requests,
atiribute 30%7 of the costs of FOI/PA processing to the P4 and
70% to the FOIA. Depending on the volume of requests received,
You may arrive at a2 reasonable estimate by conducting a total
survey or a sampling of a typical period. Exclude payments/
reimbursements made to the Office of Privacy and Information
Appeals (OPIA) for work done by that office. This information
will be reported by OPIA.

Total

FOI Privacy - FOI/Privacy

Manhours 331,876 497,815 829,691

Costs of Services )/ (4,234,523) (6,351,783 ) (10,586,306,

Other Costs 2/ {__599,688) (_899,532) (C1,355,270)
Total Costs 4,834,211 > 7,251,315 12,085,526 3/

Fees Collected 32,987 16,994 49,981

Fees Assessed (__n/a ) (_n/a ) (N )

but Uncellected

1 ts of Services are, e.g., salaries, benefits and relateqd
overhead. Include an estimate of costs for personnel who devote
only a part of their time on requests as well as for personnel
assigned full time to processing FOIA requests.

2/ Other costs include, e.g., equipment and duplicetion costs
Tincluding the cost of obtaining and operating additional copyling

3/ This figure does not include payments to DOJ which totaled = = *'
$1,135,323 for CY 1984. : . s
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OTHER PA COSTS:

Privacy Act:

Processing PA requests to amend or correct records 3/

Manhours 5,795

Costs of Services 37,895.46
Other Costs 2,475

Total Costs ¥/ 40,740.92

Accounting for dissemination of records (required
by Section (c¢) of the PA)

Manhours

Costs of Services o ]
Other Costs — Information not available

Total Costs L/

Preraring Federal Reglster notices of new or modified
record systems

Manhours 140
Costs of Services 2,482.80
Other Costs N/A

- Total Costs 4/ 2,482.80

ITotal Other PA Costs43,223.7.

machines); fees and travel to attend training programs; and
purchases of books and subscriptions ‘'such as Access Reports.
(Federal Register publication costs for Privacy Act system notices
will be reported by the Office of Administrative Counsel.)
However, include by separate attachment any costs incurred that
were not directly related to FOI/PA processing, such as contracts
to perform agency work which otherwise would be done by agency
personnel who have been diverted to FOI/PA work, and costs due

to losses in performing proprietary functions such as buying,
selling, leasing or licensing use of agency property, including
agency-owned technology which would otherwlse be made available
under the user charge statute, etc.

3/ For purposes of dividing costs between requests for records
and requests for correction of records, the Department has
arbitrarily attributed 97%/3%, respectively. If your experience
reflects a different division of costs, please report costs which
accurately reflect your experience.

L/ See notes 1 a2nd 2 for cost categories.
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DOJ Component Fei

Addendum to Privacy Act Annual Statistical Report
(PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year 1964

The following applies only to requests which actually cited the
Privacy Act as a statutory basis for the request.

Statistical Data

1. 7Total number of requests for access: 3,742

2. Number of requests wholly or partially granted: N/A

3. Humber of requests totally denied: N/A

N/
N/A

a4 1mhaoare Af vamia
W Nl Vbt Yo b e Y s

Number (5}, (6), and (7) will be answered separately by the
Office of Information and Privacy

8. Number of reqguests to amend records in system: 7

9. Number of amendment requests wholly or partially granted: ;5;

Note: We realize that reguests are not necessarily processed in
the year of receipt and that the number of access and amendment

requests received in 1984, which cited the Privacy Act, may not

necessarily be consistent with the total number reported as

processed in items 2, 3 and 4 above, for example, Where such is
ndicate thig with an appropriate footnote,

e
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10. Number of amendment requests totally denied: - 2 .

Numbers (11), (12), and (13) will be answered separately by
the Office of Information and Privacy

14. D»Did you deny an individual access to his or her records in
a system of records on any basis other than a Privacy Act
exemption, i.e. (j) or (k)? No If the answer is yes,
describe and provide the legal justification for the denial
on a separate attachment.

Numbers (15), and (16} will be answered separately by the
Civil Division.

Matching nggréms _(See definition of a matching program in OMB's
revised Matching Guidelines (47 FR 21656, May 19, 1982)).

How many matching programs did you participate in as a matching
agency during 1984? 0

How many as a source agency? Q

On what date(s) were any matching reports reguired by the
Matching Guidelines published in the Federal Register and
provided to OMB and the Congress? N/A

If you answered any of the above questions, you must also attach
a completed "Agency Computer Match Checklist™ for each program
indicating whether you partlcxpated as a source or as a matching
agency. A copy of the checklist is attached. (Please refer to
our earlier memorandum to you on this subject dated June 4,
1984).

Debt Collection Act of 1982 (P.L. 97- 365). see OMB guidelines
(48 FR 15556, April 11, 1983)

Have you published (b) (12) notices in the Federal Register? If
80, on what date? __ Not published

Have you published any additional routine uses for debt
collection purposes? 1f so, on what date? _Natpublished

The FBI does not use nor plans to use private debt collection services.
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FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT AND PRIVACY ACT
ANNUAL STATISTICAL REPORT

CALENDAR YEAR 1983
PACES =3




/ DOJ Compene ) FBI  , ;
\ ]

‘ ~ _.Freedom of Information Av.’
Annuzl ‘Statisticel Report .
(FOIA/AS Report)
Celender Yezr 1983 - \

Rejuests Count:

1. Balance of unprocessed requests brought :owward on
Januery 1 3,722 _

2. NRumber of additional requests received curing the curreﬂt

calendar year 6,037,
tel reguests 9,759

Disposition of Requests: . : : ) | 'Qﬁmiﬂ-f

-

3. Totazl number of deterninations to provide 211 the records 144 .

L. Toital number 6f determinations to provide pert of the records.
(Yhen responding to nucter 8 of this report, pleese remember
that this is also considered a partizl denizl) (160 _.)

5. Totel number of determinations not to provide any of the
records 40% .

6. Requests which were nefther granted nor denied but were closed
out for other reasons should dbe accounted for as follows.

- (a) Requester’s fzilure to adeguately identify the
- records 237 .

(b) Reguester's refusal to pz2y search or reprcduction

fees Bl4 .
Sis

{c) Non-possession of records _2,37Q
(4) Referral to other sgencies or other DOJ coxponents N/A |

(e¢) Requester's refusal to corply with other requireQ
ments _ 870 .

a v P

{f) Requests withérz

- N |
- i3

".1

(g) Dupl cate requests 345- 342 .,
(h) ?OEA not eppliceble to request __N/A - .-
(1) Other (specify).';j';lgg;. .
; Total (e) thru (1) only 1,629.
. - ) Total (a) .hru (1) 5,050,

)7 -0 — T

é/ The Eouse Subgormittee on Sovernment Ir’o“mation ané Individuzl
Fights requires thzt we specily the character of these requests.

These closings include cases returned from postal service for
addressee unknown, previously released material, etc.

L o YT Y W

ENCLOSUKE .
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand 2s of Dzcember 31 2,996 .

Totzl items 3 thru 7 9,750, 2/

8. Exenmptions relied upon for each denial and partial'denial
determination. . :

_ Humbter of times invoked 3/ @ -
(a) Exerptions cited in 552(b): :

Exexption (1) 568
Exemption (2) 317
Exemption (3) 152
Exemption (&) 15
Exemption (5) — 45
Exemption (6) 116
Exemption (7)(A) . 247 .
Exemption (7)(B) T
Exemption E?;EC% 1,171
Exenmption (7)(D i
Exerption (7)(E) —23l
Exermption (7)(F) iO
Totel 3783

2/ The total of items 3. thru 6. plus item 7., i.e., processed
requests plus unprocessed requests, should equal the "Total
recuests™ reported near the top of rege one.
3/ (1) The tctal "lumter of tifes invoked"” should be "consis-
tent with" the combined total of itezs nurmbered 4, and §.
"Consistent with" should be interpreted to mean you must ciste 2t
lezast a5 many exermptions 2s denials; you mey cite "more™ exemp-
ions than denizls; but may not cite "less" exemptions than
éenials. (2) Generally, the egnswer given here regarding
Exemption (3) should be the same 2s that given in B.(b).
Eowever, when more than one stztute has been ciieé while invok-
ing 552(b)(3), the "Nurzber of tines invoked" for 552(b)(3) in
8.{2) will be less than the total "Number of tirmes invoked” in
8.(b). Please indicate when this is the cgse. therwise, the
figures in 8.(a) 2nd 8.(b) should be the saze &s to the numder
el times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.



Tl 2 . vk tadalalliCiliLy Ay pUaABT 27

LR T - 3".;3??“"',)) ““”"%E%?igfgfﬁfif;

(v) sfatuté(s) invoked pursuant %o Sxezption (3):

Statutory citation &/ Nunher of times invoked §/

1. Rule 6(e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc. : 42 .

2. - 1B USC 2511 et seq. - 62 - "I -,

3. 26 USC €103 . + 12 - '

4. 2B USC 534 : 29

5. S0 USC 402, 403g 16 - .

6. 8 USC 1202F - R L Tl TR

7. 17 UsC 101 . ' _ 1 i
TOTAL 163"

9. Name 2nd title of each person who is responsible for the . ...
initizl denial of records reguested and the number or o
instances of participetion of each. ~ . . . .z oo
) Number of
Name Title ) insteances

William H. Webster Director All Headquarters
. °  Requests :
James K. Ball Section Chief . Mr. Hall acted

Freedom of Information/ for William H..
Privacy Acts Section Webster
Records Management Division

-

The Special Agent in Charge (SAC)} of an FBI Field Office is

responsible, for the initial denial of records by that office (See attached

Total 1,569 . 6/

10. Attach a briefl statement providing the results or any pro-
ceeding conducted pursuant to subsection (a)(4)(F), alon;
‘with a report of "the disciplinery action . . . ." (Seé
S U.S.C. 552(d)(4).) 1If there has been no such proceedins.
please indicate "N.A."™ here _N/A .

L/ If the statute cannot be found in the Ln*ted States coae -
Pecause it is an authorization act or an appropriation act, or
because it is new, attach a copy of the Pub’ic Law. -~

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

6/ The totesl "Number of instances” shculd be egual to the total
of items numbered &, and 5. on pege one.

*I€ should be noted that more than i
11l different times when exemption ‘b)(B?nsagtggggieg?s cited



Paul V. Daly

Joel A. Carlson
John J. O'Connor
Lawrence J. Nelson
Lawrence K. York
Dana E. Caro

Cicil E. Moses

James W, Greenleaf

e e s B s

Philip D. Smith
William D. Fallin
Robert L. Pence
Edward D. Hagarty
Terence D. Dinan
Joseph E. Griffin
Gary Owen Watt
Thomas C. Kelly
Wayne G. Davis
Ronald A. Hoverson
William C. Ervin
Homer R. Hauer

W. Douglas Gow
John E. Guido

(Attachi ht A, page 4}
T

4
-

Cambinn NPhiaf BATDA Card s Aan
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Records Management Division

FBI Headgquarters

SAC, Albany, New York
SAC, Albugquerque, New Mexico
SAC, Alexandria, Virginia
8AC, Anchorage, Alaska

SAC, Atlanta, Georgia

SAC, Baltimore, Maryland

SAC, Birmingham, Alabama

SAC, Buffalo, New York

SAC, Butte Montana

SAC, Charlotte, North Carolina

SAC, Chicago, Illinois

SAC, Cincinnati, Ohio

SAC, Cleveland, Ohio

SAC, Columbia, South C#rolina
SAC, Dallas, Texas

SAC, Denver, Colorado

SAC, De%?éit. Michigan

SAC, El1 Paso, Texas

SAC, Honolulu, Hawaii

SAC, Houston, Texas

SAC, Bouston, Texas
Acting SAC, Houston, Texas

NUMBER OF

DENIALS

[
ot
[
ot

o = U O Wwn = N

~
(=}

n o

11

16

T
W & N

bt et ) i W



.. ) ¢ | (Attachmer. JA, page 5)
. . .

NAME TITLE NUMBER OF
DENIALS
John C. McGinley SAC, Indianapolis, Indiana 1
Weldon L. Kennedy SAC, Jackson, Mississippi 3
Lawrence G. Lawler BAC, Jacksonville, Florida 9
Robert B. Davenport SAC, Kansas City, Missouri 3
W. Douglas Gow SAC, Knoxville, Tennessee 1
William Y. Doran SAC, Knoxville, Tennessee 1
Joseph Yablonsky SAC, Las Vegas, Nevada 0
James T. Blasingame SAC, Little Rock, Arkansas 1
Richard T. Bretzing SAC, Los Angeles, California 21
James H. Yelvington SAC, Louisville, Kentucky 2
William J. Beavers SAC, Memphis, Tennessee 2
Joseph V. Corless SAC, Miami, Florida 4
B. Ernest Woodby SAC, Milwaukee, Wisconsin 6
Richard H. Blay SAC, Minneapolis, Minnesota 8
Maurice J. Stack, Jr. SAC, Mobile, Alabama 6
James Cagnassola, Jr. SAC, Newark, New Jersey 7
Alonzo L. Lacey, Jr. SAC, New Haven, Connecticut 4
Edmond J. Pistey SAC, New Orleans, Louisiané 6
Lee F. Laster ADIC, New York, New York 70
John C. Wagner SAC, Ngr{?}k, Virginia 2
C. Edwin Enright i SAC, Okléhoma City, Oklahoma 1l
Berbert H. Bawkins, Jr. SAC, Omaha, Nebraska 15
John L. Bogan SAC, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 18
John J. BHinchcliffe SAC, Phoenix, Arizona 4

Walter A. Weiner SAC, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 5

¥
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{Att., “ment A, page 6)

—

NAME TITLE | NUMBER_OF

DENIALS
William E. Baker SAC, Portland, Oregon 6
Allen H. McCreight SAC, Richmond, Virginia 2

Glenn 1. Young SAC, St. Louis, Missouri _ 4 )
Terry L. Knowles SAC, Salt Lake City, Utah 2
| John W. Dalseg SAC, San Antonio, Texas 5
Norman A. Zigrossi SAC, San Diego, California 3
Robert S. Gast SAC, San Francisco, California 50
Richard W. Held SAC, San Juan, Puerto Rico 2
Bobby R. Gillham SAC, Savannah, Georgia 1
Allen P. Whitaker SAC, Seattle, Washington, 8
Joseph E. Ondrula SAC, Springfield, Illinois 4
Robert M. Butler SAC, Tampa, Florida 19

Theodore M. Gardner SAC, Washington, D. C. 11



.- L DOJ Comprtht FBI

- Privacy Act ’
Annual Statistical Report.
(PA/LS Report)
Calender Year 83 : . .

Requests Count:

1. Balance of unprocessed reqguests brought forward on
January 1 2,963. o

2. Nunmder of additionzl reguests received during the current . ..
calendar year 9,232, i
Totel reguests 12,195.
Disposition of Regquests: o
3. Total numder of determinztions to provide 211 the records 455
L. Total number of determinztions to provide part of the records.
(¥nen responding to nusber B of this report, plezse remember
that this 1s also considered a partial denial) 2,835

5. Total number of detercinations not to provide any of the’
records 521 .

.6. Regquests which were neither granted nor denied but were closed
out for other reasons should be gccounted for 2s follows.

(2) Reguester's fallure to 2dequately identify the
- records 662 . : .

(b) Requester's refuszl to pay search or reproduction
fees 259 ,

(c) Non-possession of records 4,087. _
{d) Referrzl to other agencies or other DOJ components N/A . -

(e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-
ments 455 ., A :

(f) Requests withdrawn‘_lgg;.
(g) Duplicate requests iﬁj:_.
(h) Privécy Act not spplicazble to request._
(1) Other (specify). 1/ _ 41 .
f Total (e) thru (1) only 641 .
Total (a2) thru (4)5,649 .,

1/ The House Subcomnittee on Government Infcrzation and Individual
Rights requires that we specify the chzracter of these reguests.

These closings include returns from the postal service for
addressee unknown, material previously released, etc.
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Rt T Exemption (1) . RASCCE
. Exemption (2) - - f*t‘_;; - LT e
- Exemption (3) e i e s
L Exemption (&) .- - ~ S
Exemption s 5) . C L
Exemption (6) SR
Exemption 2

Sxemption 552a(n)
Exemptions cited 1n 552(b)°'

A . Exemption (1)

- . Exemption (2)
T Exexption {3)
L - Exemption (&)
- Exexnption (5)
Yy Exenption (6)

e '2/ The totel of 1te=s nunbered 3. thru 6. plus iten 1.. 1 e..
A processed plus unprocessed requests, should equal the '"ottl L
- requests” reported near the top of page one. S
. 3/ (1) The totel "Numder of tines invoked" should be *consis-
T - tent with™ the combined totel of ftems numdered X, end S,

R "Consistent with"” should be interpreted to mezn you must cite
T 2t lezst as rmany exempiions as deniels; you may cite "more®
PR exenptions then denials; but cay not cite "less™ exemptions. than
denizls. (2) Generally, the ensvers given here reganding

R Exemptions 552a(k&(h) and 552(d)(3) should be the sane 23 the
;- answers given 4n 8.(f ) !!Qrg_rgf_!!e thesse statuntas I!m.-.\r.n whan

more than one statute has “been cited while invoki ng 552(b5(3),
the "Number of times invokeld™ for 552(b)(3) in 8.(e) wil) be
Jess than the total "Humber of times invoked®™ for 552(b)(3) in
* 8.(f). Please indiczte when this is the case. Othervise, the
figures in 8.(e) and B.(f) should de the same 23 to the rucber

‘ of times 552(b)(3) has dbeen invoked.

#In accordance with the Attorney General's guidelines, Privacy Act requests
hich are exempt from mandatory disclosure under Exemption 552a(3j}(2) are
rocessed for release pursuant to the FOIA. Exemptlon 552a(j)(2) is cited by
he FBI_pursuant _to this procedure. .. S




Rule 6(e) Fed. Rules of Crim. Proc..
18 USC 2511 et seq. - X
26 USC 6103 X
28 LSC 534 g ii

30 Bt £B3q

SRR i . - Xattachment B, page 3)

.‘) -
l.:r {; . . 3 - _‘, .
Exemption (7)(A) - 212
Exernpiion (7)(B) —
Exemption (7)(C) 1266
Exemption (7)(D) A016
Exemption (7)(E) 303
Exemption (7)(F) ?
(r) Staggg,fs) invoked pursuant to Exenption 5522 (%) (&)
.. or 33 aH3): BT
Fursuant to Nunmbey
Statutory Pursuant to Exemp=- Exemption of times
citation &/ tion 552a(k)(4) 5/ 552(b)(3) 5/ invoked
X 47

44
11

Total number of requests for amendments to records 74 .

10. Totel nuzber of determninations to amend the records 4 ;

1l. Total number of determinztions to emend the records in pvaert
(This is 2lso considered a partial deniel) 37 .

12. Total nunber of deterrinations not to 2mend the records _ 33 .

13. Reasons for each denigel and partial densiel of requests to
amend records: £/ :

Rezson . Rumber of ti=mes
Record exempt by (3j)(2) of the Privacy 70
Act and not subject to Correction/Amendment ..

under Title 28, CFR 16.96

Requester failed to sufficiently justify
Correction/Amendment. -

4/ IL the statute cz2nnot be found in the Urfted States Code
because it is an authorization act or an epyrepriation 2ct, or
- beczuse 1t is new, attach 2 copy ¢f the Publie Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2). - .

6/ List by category the rezsons for the denizl or partizl deniel,
e.g., "Record exempt by Section (k)(2) of the Privacy Act . . .";
"Record not subject to correction under 28 CF2 § 16.49(2) . . .";
"Reguester failed to sulficiently justify the correction or smené-
ment . . .", etc. In addition, indicate the nunber of times the
rezson for denizl or partial denizl was cited. (Note: Specific
exemptio?s are not appropriate for denying "correction" of
records.. .
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. L . <y Cometa J_‘._-_'_...__
Adr.. strative Manhours, Costs .nd Fees "' =7
Collected/Assessed; Freedon of Informatien -~ .- . .

(FOI)/Privacy Act (PA) Requests . _ - -3l .

Celendar Year 1983 ' O

- PR -

- -

" Costs will be reported below in two categories, i.e., FOI/PA - -

Requests Processing Costs, and Other PA Costs. . . - . ---

i merma o ol e
- - e . - P

- - T

FOI/PA REQUEST:, PROCESSING COSTS: <~ - 7'~ o mrsiieie = -messnn -

. e
Costs should be 2llocated between the tuwo

ad
the nurber of reguests identified by the ccmponent as PA -
requests versus FOIA requests. BRe ergiess o7 the Act(s) cited
by the recuester, PA requests shou§3 be ldentilied as &n individ-
Val's request Jor records relating to himself or 2s & third -7 -
party's reguest for records releting to an indivicdual on that
individual's behalf; FOIA requests should be identified es those
requests for all other pgency documents. Exzmple of ecost - - -
allocation: If 30% of the total requests ere PA requests,
attribute 30% of the costs of FOI/FA processing to the PA and -
70% to the FOIA. Depending on the volume of requests recelved,
you may arrive at a reassonsble estirate by conducting & total
survey or & sampling of & typiczl period. Exclude payments/ =
reirzburserents pade to the Office of Privacy 2nd Inforrmation
Appeals (OPIA) for work done by that office. This information
will be reported by OPIA. :

o
A

)
c

. ’ Total

- FOI Privecy - FOIl/Frivacy

Mzrnhours 327,717 469,226 796,943
Costs of Services 1/ (4,333,992) (5,985,036 ) (10,319,028)
Other Costs 2/ {_515,375) (_714,089) - (_1,229,464)
Totzl Costs 4,849,377 6,699,125 11,548,492
Fees Collected 20,447 10,554 - 31,401
Fees Assessed ( N/A ) ( NA ) ( N/A )

but Unccllected

1/ Costs of Services are, e.g., saiaries; benefits and related
overhead. Include gn esticzte of costs for personnel who devote

P L
only a pert of their time on requests as well as for personnel

2ssigned full time to processing FOIA requests.

2 ’ -
2/ Other costs include, e.g., equipment and duplication costs
Tincluding the cost of obtaining and operating additionzl copying

-
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OTEZR PA COSTS: ] )

Frivacy Act:

Processing PA regquests to axend or correﬁ: records 3/

Fanhours 6,184
Costs of Sesvices 30,984

the,” Costs -
Toti. Costs ﬁ? 34,530 ‘
Accounting fcr éisserninztion cf records (required
by Section {(¢) of the PA)

Manhours :
Costs of Services _ . oo
Other Costs @ - Information not available

Totzl Costs &

Preparing Federzl Repister notices of new or modifled -
record systems

Manhours €
Costs of Services $30

Other Costs ;45
Totel Costs &/ _s3¢0
.  Total Other PA Costs $34. 56(

rachines); fees and travel to attend training programs; and
purchazses of books and subscriptions such as Access Reports.
(Federzl Register publication costs for Privacy Act system notices
will be reported by the Office of Administrative Counsel.)
However, include by separate attachnent any costs incurred that
were not directly relzted to FOI/PA processing, such s contracts
to perfornm egency work which otherwise would be done by zgency
personnel who heve heen diverted to FOI/PA work, &nd costs due

to losses in perforzing preprietary functions such as buying,
selling, lezsingz or licensing use of agency property, including
sgsncy~-owned technology which would otherwise be made availeble
under the user charge statute, ete.

3/ For purposes of divicding costs between rejuests for records
2nd requests for correction of records, the Department has
arbitrerily etiriduted 97%/3%, respectively. If your experience
reflects a different éivision of costs, pleazse report costs which
gccurately reflect your experience.

4/ See notes 1 2nd 2 for cost categories.



L | * Attachment p -
D0J Component FBI

Addendum to Privacy Act Annual Statistical Report
(PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year 1983

IP pplies only to requests which a:tually Cited the Privacy
Ac o

e
ry basis for thp request,

The number of rquﬁ;ts for access to records in your :ystem(s) of
records: 3,490 J

The number of requests for amendment of records in your system(s) of
records: 12

The number of access requests that were denied in whole or {n
part: 1,326 2/

The number of amendment requests that were denied-}n whole or 1in
part: 11

Th figure is an
c ect

estimated annual projectlon based upon
ed during par

is
oll t of 1983,

¥ I

HiN
[1 I [ I,

ted

This figure is ah estlﬁate based upon the ratio of PA
request denied in whole or in part to PA request received.
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_ DOJ Component ) Fal

reedom of Information Ac.
Annuz] Statistical Report ¢
(FOIA/AS Report)
Celendar Year 1982

Rejuests Count:

1. Balence ¢ unprocessed reguests brought Jerwerd on
January 1 3,633.

2. Nunmber of additiona;.requests received during the current
celendar year B,490.
Totel requests 12123.

!

Disposition of Requests:

3. Tota2l number of deterninztions to provide 211 the records 258 ,

4. Totzal nurber of determinations to provide part of the records.
(wvhen responding to number 8 of this report, please remember
that this is alsoc considered a partial denigl) 1,323.)

5. Tciel number cof deterninations not to provide any of the
records _ 357 . :

6. Reguests which were neither granted nor denied but were closed
cut for other rezsont tshould be accounteé for as follows.

(2) Reguester's failure to adecuztely icentify the
reccris 309 .

texr's refusel to pay tezrch ¢ rerrccducition

() Fecues
faps 473

(c) Non-possession cof records 3,786.

(d) Referrzl to other zgencies or other DOJ components NA |
FBI does not close reguests based upon this catagory.

(o) EFeguester's refustel to comrly with ciher reguire-

rents 952 .

equeste witnirawrn _276 .

o
L

(g) Duplicate reguests _238B .
(h) FOZ# rot aypiicatle to reguest .
(1) Other (specify). )}/ ___ .
Total (e) thru (1) only 1.466.

s ;o
D,V34

ru

Total

P
[+ ]
~
[
_—
Pulle
art

1/ Tre Kouse Subcomnittee orn Government Information and Individual
Figrnts reguires that we specify the character of these reguests.

*Figure includes 378 reopened requests. Reopened requestis were
not included in this report for prior years.
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 4.151,
Total items 3 thru 732 123. 2/

B. Exemptions relied upon for each deniagl and partial denial
determination.

Number of times Invoked 3/

(a) Exemptions cited in 552(b):

Exemption (1) 584
Exemption (2) 330
Exemption (3) 159
Exemption (4) 14
Exemption (5) 57
Exemption (6) 122
Exemption (7)(A) 228
Exemption (7)(B) 5
Exemption (1)(C) Lze0
Exemption (7)(D) 1,034
Exemption (7)(E) 216
Exempticn (7)(F) 12

2/ The total of items 3. thru 6. plus item 7., i.e., processed
recuests plus unprocessed requests, should equal the "Totel
recuests” reported near the top of pege one.

3/ (1) The total "Nuxbter of times invoked" should be "consis-
tent with" the combined total of items numbered 4. and 5.
"Consistent with™ should be interpreted to meen you must cite at
lezst as many exemptions a&s denials; you may cite "more" exemp-
tions than denials; but mey not cite "less" exemptions than
denials. (2) Generally, the answer given here regarding
Exemption (3) should be the game as that given in B.(b).
However, when more than one statute has been cited while Invok-
ing 552(b)(3), the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) in
8.(a) will be less than the total "Number of times 4invoked" in
8.(v). Please indicate when this is the case. Otherwise, the
figures in 8.(a) and 8.(b) should be the same a&s to the number
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.
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(b) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exexption (3):

Statutory citetion 4/ Number of times invoked 5/
1. Rule 6(e) Fed., Rules of Crim. Proc. 47
2. .18 USC 2511 et seq. 56
3. 26 USC 6103 17
4. 28 USC 534 22
5. 50 USC 402, 403g, 403(Q) (3) 15
6. B USC 1202F 2
Total _159

g. Name and title of each person who is responsible for the
initial denial of records requested and the number of
instances of participation of each.

. Number of
Nane Title instances
William H. Webster Director . All Headquarters
. ) Recruests
James K. Hall Section Chief . Mr. Hall acted
Freedom of Information/ for William H.
Privacy Acts Section Webster
Records Management Division
The Special Agent in Charge (SAC) of an FBI Field Office is
responsible for the initial denial of records by that office (See sttached

Total _ 1,680 6/

10. Attach a brief statement providing the results of any pro-
ceeding conducted pursuant to subsection (a)(4)(F), along .
‘'with & report of "the disciplinary action . . . ." (See
5 U.S.C. 552(d)(4).) If there has been no such proceeding,
please indicate "N.A."™ here _ NA |

L/ If the statute cannot be found 4n the United States Code
Pecause it is an authorization act or an appropriation act, or

because it is new, attach a copy of the Public lLaw.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

6/ The fotal "Number of instances” should be equal to the total
of 4tems numdbered 4. and 5. on page one. ;



T Cho DOJ Component __/ FRI

Privacy Act
Annuel Statisticel Report
(PA/AS Report)
Caelencar Year ;004

Requests Count:

3. Balance of unprocessed requests dbrought ferwerd on
- vJenuary 1 4,.407.
2. Nu=ber of additionz2) regquests received cduring the gurrent

-—

= Tcalendar yearlp, 623." Totel reguestsic n3n

Disposition of Requests:

3. Total nunber of determinations to provide gll the records _sg3 .

4. Totel number of deiterminetions to provide part of the records.
(¥nern responéing to nurmber 6 of this report, please remember
that this is also considered a partiel denial) 3,153.

5. Totel nurder of determinzticns not to provide any of the
records _41% . o

6. Fequests which were neither grantel nor denied dut were closed
cut for other rezsons should be eccounted for as follows.

{(2) FEFequester's failure to aceguztely 3dentify the
recorids 1,086

() Rezuester's refuscl to pay sezrzh or rerroCucticn
fees 244 .,

(¢) Nor-possession of records' 216 °

{¢) EKeferrazl to other 2gencies or other DOJ components NA |
FBI does not close requests based upon this catagory.

{e} PFRecuester's refuszl tc comply with other reguire-
ments 699 .,

() PRezuests wisnirzwn 143

(g) Duplicate reguasts .

" Towmtorm mar

B O FriveEly £.. TS Bppllielae IC TEIUEST, N

(1) Other (specify). 1/ .

1/ The Eouse Sudbcom-ittee on Government Infcraatibn and Indivicuel

Fighzs reguires that we specify the cherzcter of these requests.

*Figure includes 1,105 reopened requests. Reopened requests were not
included@ in this report for prior years.
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7. Total unpr- essed requests on hend as ~f December 31 311"
Total items 3.ithru 7.15 030. 2/

8. Exemptions relied upon for each denizl 2nd partial denial
deterrination.

Nurber cf times invoked 3/

- % (a) Exemption 552a(d)(5)

- — {b) Exexption 552a(J)(2) P
(¢) Exemptions cited in 5352a(k):

!,,

Exemptior (1) 290
Exemption (2) 43
Exexpticn (3) 189
Exemption (&)
Exerption (5) 778
Exemption (6) 157
Exerption (7)

(d) Exermption 552a(n)

(e) Exerptions cited in £52(b):
Exemption (1) 26
Exemption (2) L5
Tyemrtion (2) 189 _
Zxemption (=~ —9 __
Exexction (%) 51
Exerption (6) 142

2/ The total of items numbered 3. thru 6. plus iten 7., i.e.,
processed plus urprocessed reguests, should equal the "Total
reguests™ reported nezr the top of page one. '

3/ (1) The totel "Numdber of times invoked" should te "consis-
tent with" the ccxtired tetal of items numbtered 4. end 5.
"Consistert with" should be interpreted to mean you must cite
at least as mzny exerptions as denilals; you mey cite "more"
exemptions than denials; but may not cite "less"™ exemptions than
deriizls. (2) Generazlly, the answers given here regarding
Exermptions 552a(k)(4) and 552(b)(3) should be the same as the
~answers given in 8.(f) regarding these statutes. However, when
more than one statute has been cited while invoking 552(b)(3),
the "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) in B.(e) will be
less than the total "Number of times invoked" for 552(b)(3) 4in
8.(f). Please Indicate when this is the cese. Otherwise, the
figures in B.(e) and B.(f) should be the same 2s to the number
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked. '

*In accordance with the Attorney General's guidelines, Privacy Act
requests which are exempt from mandatory disclosure under Exemption 5522(j) (2)
are processed for release pursuant to the FOIA. Exemption 552a(j) (2} is
citec by the FEI pursuant to this procedure.




50 USC 40%? 403(6)(3)
ot

-3 -
Exemption (7)(A) 231
Exemption (7)(B) —_—
Exemption (7)(C) 2,019
Exemption {7)(D) 1,635
Exemption (7)(E) 428
- Exemption (7)(F) —_—
(r) Statute(s) invoked pursuent to Exemption 552e&{k) (&)
N T 552(bJ(3):
Pursuant to Number
Stetutory Pursuant to Exemp- Exemption of times
eitation hl tion 552a(k)(4) S/ £552{b)}(3) 5/ dnvoked
Rule &(e) Fed. Rules of " Crim. Proc. X 53
18 USC 2511 et seq. X B4
26 USC 6103 X 1l
28 USC 534 § 19
X 11

1 number of requests for amendments to records 73 .,

310. Total number of determinations to eamend the records 15 |

1l. Total number of determinations to amend the records in par
(This is &lso considered & partial denizl) _29 .

12. Total number of determinations not to amend the records _a3 .

13. Reasons for each deniel and partiel denizl 6f reqguests to
enend recerés: €/

Reason Number of times

-

Record exempt by (j) (2) of the Privacy
Act and not subject to Correction/Amendment 62
under Title 28, CFR 16.96 - ‘

Requestor failed to sufficiently justify

Correction/Amendment.
L/ 1If the statute cannot be found in the United States Code
Pecause it 1s an authorization act or an appropriation act, or
because it is new, attach & copy of the Public Law.

5/ Supra note 3, item (2).

6/ List by category the reasons for the denial or partial denial,
€.g., "Record exempt by Section (k)(2) of the Privacy Act . . .";
"Record not subject to correction under 28 CFR § 16.49(a) . A
“Renuester failed to suffﬂciant]v Justify the correction or Amend-
ment . . .", etc. In addition, indicate the number of times the
reason for denial or partiel deniel was cited. (Note: Specific
exemptio?s are net appropriate for denying "correction" of
records



R 7 ¢ DOJ Coémponen ) FBI

Administrative Marhours, Costs, and Fees
Collected/Assessed; Freedom of Infcrmation
(FOI)/Privecy Act (PA) Reguests
Celendar Year 1982

Costs will be reported below in two categories, i.e., POI/PR
A!pquests Processing Costs, and Other PA Costs.

FOI/PA REQUESTS PROCESSING COSTS: < .-

‘Costs should de allocated between the two stztutes besed upon
the nutbder of recuests identified bv the co-nonent 2s PA
reguests versus FOIA requests. BRe Tercless of ihe Act(s) cited
by the recuester, PA requests shoulc be icentiflied as an individ-
vEl's request Jor records relating to himself or as a third
sEriy's rejuest for records relzting to &n Indivicuel on that
dndividuel's behalfl; FOIA requests should be identified as those

requests for all other agency documents Exzmple of cost
PN PR TH AAF AP s Sk maniiae cema DPF eoa racd e
BldWe Bl bellise & b oW e Wi I-JJC va‘ul- Jchucavu Bt a0 N JU\‘HF&&B,

<tribute 30% of the costs of FOI/PA processing to the PA and
705 to the FCIA. Depending on the volume of requests received,
you may arrive 2t 2 rezsonetle estimzte by conducting a total
survey or & sanpling of & tyrpical pericc. ZIxclude payments/
reinbursements made to the Office of Privacy end information
Arpeals (OFik) for work done bty that office. This information
will be reroried by OFIA.

Totel
FOI Privecy FOI/Privecy

Marhours 373097 515230 ExK327

Costs of Services 1/ §4409667 ) § 6089539 ) (_$10499206 )

Other Costs 2/ € 759559 ) ¢1048570 ) (_SIBDBSES ¥ )
Tcee) Costs $ 5169266 . $ 7138509 $12307775 **
Fees Collectec 816,203 $14,.006 $30,209

Fees Assessed (Not Avajlable (Not Available f£lot Available

but Unceollected

1/ Costs of Serv tes are, e.g., salaries- benefits anéd related
©verhead. Include an estinmzte of costs fo“ personnel who devote

only & part of their time on requesis as well as for persunne;
assigned full time to processing FOIA reQuests.

2/ Other costs include, e.g., equipment and duplication costs
Tincluding the cost of obtaining and operating additional eopying

* _ Payments/reimbursements made to OPTA were not excluded fram this figure in
this report last year. ]
** ¥BI &es not maintain cost allocation records ﬁmrFDIAaui!RA. Costs are

allocated based upon percentages of cases closed.
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OTXEZR PA COSTS:

Privacy Act:
Processing PA requests to amend or correct records 3/ -

. Manhours 6,209
— Costs of Services $30,257
Other Costs %4,325 .
- — Totel Costs 8/ £34,652

Accounting for dissemination of records (required
by Section (c) of the PA)

Manhours

Costs of Services .
Other Costs ~— (INFORMATION NOT AVAILABLE)

Total Costs §

Preparing Federal Register notices of new or modified
record systems

Fznhours <25
Costs of Services $625
Other Costs 825

Totel Costs L/ _$650

mechines); fees and travel to attend training programs; and
Turchases of books and subscriptions such 2t Access Feperis.
(Federal Register publication costs for Privacy Act system notices
will be reported by the Office of Administrative Counsel.)
However, include by separate attachment any costs incurred that
were not directly related to FOI/PA processing, such as coniracts
to perform agency work which otherwise woulcd be done by egency
perscnnel who have been diverted to FOI/FA work, and costs due
to losses in performing proprietary functions such as buying,

- selling, leasing or licensing use of agency property, including
agency-owned technology which would otherwise be made availabdle
‘under the user charge statute, etc.

3/ For purposes of dividing costs between requests for records
and requests for correction of records, the Department has
arbitrarily attributed 97%/3%, respectively. If your experience

. reflects a different division of costs, please report costs which
accurately reflect your experience.

4/ See notes 1 and 2 for cost categories.



- . b ’
‘. n

. ' ‘Attachment D
{b)}{3) Exemption Guidelines .

The (b){3) exexption was substentially ameﬁded in 1976 (effective
date 1977). Under the new language a statute 1s a {b)(3)
statute only if:

_ ), At specifically prohidbits &isclosure in a
) panner which lezves no discretion on the <.
Governnent's part; or

2. it contains sufficiently specific guidance for
the exercise of such discretion; or

3. 4t sufficiently specifies the types of recoras
to be withheld.

These standards obviously leave considerable room for disagree-
ment 25 to whether or not a particular statute gualifies.
Infortunately, there has been little Judicitl guicdence to date.
You should, however, be prepared to assert a retionale under at
least one of the above-listed criteria for any statute which
you ¢legim o be & (bX{3) statute for inclusion in ¢the annual

report.

Piease note that the exemption includes orly statutes (i.e., a
regulation cannot be the bzsis of a (b)(3) exenmption).

LN
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== =53 .zalance of mmeued nquuts bro NE Torvard on =
January 1 “Pigure not aval e because uproouuﬂ —

,__-'_*—_;g-rcqwau afe F5t Aivided Detween ron .ad Privacy Act.
== - 3 Tumdber of additional requests recelved dur:.n‘m‘nmnt e

—=calendar year_ 6688 -

. S : . Bee u-:nt
“Total Fequests *at 0.

— — ———

‘—"3 Fotal mumber or dctenimtim to , provide a1 the ncom_’”

4. Total number of determinations to provide part of the records.
(WVhen responding to number 8 of this report, please remeaber
that this iz also considered a partial denial) 2113 )

5. Total mmber of determinations not to provide any of the
- Trecoras 382 .

€. -Requests which were neither granted nor denied but were closed
out for other reasons should be accounted for as follows,

.. {a) -Requester' ‘ railnre to adequately identify the
Tecords

(b) Requester's refusal to pay search or reproduction
fees 464,
(c) Mon-possession of records 2259 .

4) Referral to other encies or other DOJ ¢
() Sot availadble as veudo not close cases hoﬁonﬂ&imgory

(e) Requester's refusal to eonply with other require-
wments __772.

{f) Regquests liinﬁ?i‘i‘ﬁ 2715,
(g) Duplicate uquests 206,

- - (h) POIA not applicable to request . 5

(1) ©Other (specify). 2/ . .%
| Totsl (e) thru (1) only 1253 uss
i Total (a) thru (1) 4414,

The Nouse Subcommittee on Goverment ‘ﬁ?féjém Individual

ts requires that we spetify the character of these requests. -
{ucwsuu
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ﬁ_iﬂﬂ Act. - — e

8, :%u-ptiom relied upon for each denul and pnrt.u:l éenia)
== termination.

S - - _— = — —— -- — -Jumber of tm: ulveked 3 - -

gure _
,-—;;tmﬂmmmws ‘3@‘
- - —aot inclode l‘l.g'W'ﬁ —

- r—— ———— —_—— — ——— "—u--————- — »

(l) ‘lxenptiom elteﬁ in ssztb) o e e ==

- - - —e6l
e o 2) -
— = T~ pxemption (3) — &5
txemption ?5'3 13
. _ _Rxemption ) , T
Exemption (6) 199
Exemption (7)(A) 294
Exemption (7)(B) 1
Exemption (7)(C) viz— )
Exemption {7)(D) LI
Exemption (7)(E) 287
-- —Exemption '“(‘F)
gxemption
Exemption 9) Total 568

2/ The total of items 3. thru 6. plus item 7., 1.¢., processed
requesta plus unprocessed requests, should egual the "Total
requests” reported near the top of page one.

%/ {1) The gott 1 ")humber of times invoked"” should be "consis-
nt with" the combined total of items numbered 4. and 5.
Sconsistent with” should be interpreted to mean you must cite at
least as many exemptions &s denials; you may cite "more” exemp-
tions than denials; but may not cite less” exemptions than
@denials. (2) Generally, the answer given bere rcgu-di T
Exemption (3) should be the same as that given in 8.(b). N
Ionur, when more than one .tatute has been cited while invok- .
852(0)(3), the “Number of times invoked”™ for 552(d)(3) 4n
.(a) will be less than the total "Number of times invoked" in
(b) Please indicate when this is the case. Otberwise, the
s in 8.(a) and 8. (b) should be the same as to the mumbder
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked.

|o
",




B e P B
T 5) Btatutels) 3nvoksd pursuant 3o Fnemption {3)i = — = =
o= =~ ———siatutory citation 4/ — Jember of Times 3 B/ =
S ¢ §(e) od. Bules Crim Proc. =~ = ==
R 3 -
T . 3¢ UBC $103,121F - e == =
5- . USC 53‘ — H —:2 _‘""'"—77*-—7«-—-—_:_._ .
-- —@. 80 ©SC 403a, 403 (4] (3) . N _
- —.-38sC 3301 —— e e =2 =TT
U= e e T T yotaY 229 T 5 ¢ =0

9. Name and title of each person who is responsible for the -
—~" Znitial Wenial of records requested and the zumber of .

-  3dnstances of participation of sach. — — - - - .
T — ‘ ~~ —— —-— —gumber of S
Bame Title Anstances 6/
William H. Webster Director All Headquarters
S requests -
James K. Ball Section Chief Mr. Ball acted

Freedom of Information/ for William H.
~ privacy Acts Section - ~Webster
Records Management Division

(Bee attached)

30. Attach a brief statement providing the resulis ©f any pro-
ceeding conducted pursuant to subsection (a)(8)(F), along
with a report of “the @isclplinary action . . . .* (See
& U.S.C. 552(d)(4).) If there has been no such proceeding,

~

aplease Indicate “N.A."dhere ¥ ., - .
. _ ; - - »
- &/ 3Jf the statute cannot be found in the United States Code

cause it is an suthorization act Or an appropriation act, er
Secanse it is new, attach a copy of the Public law. Y
he' total should equal the answer given in 8.(a) adove fTor
ewption (3)." .

§/ Tve total "Rumber of instances” should be equal to the total
©f Stems mumbered 4. and 5. on page one. .
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anuary 1 Pigure mot

-—are-sot 4{vi&sd between FOIA and Privacy Act. . o .

T 2. Fhumber of additional Tequests ﬂcund anrmg the current -—

—Disposition of Requests:

3.
N

" B
.
’

enendu year 10652
!btll reqneuts . :‘t'.‘;;—’“t

pye - -
!
3

PR - - - - ——

Total number of detemimtions to provide El_ the records 557 .

!‘otn mmber of detemimtion!s _to provide gu-t. of tﬁe records.
{When responding to number 8 of this report, ?le”g remexber
that this is also considered a partial denial 6,

Total numbsr of determinations not to provide any of the
records 90,

“Regquests which were neitber granted nor denied dut were closed - -

out for other reasons should de accounted for as follows.

(a) Requester's failure to adeguately 1dent1fy the
records 898

{b) Requester's refusal to pay search or reproduction
feezs 178,

(¢) Non-possession of records 5728
d) Referral to other enci
(&) Siot availadble as we o Bot ¢ o:etla:?seqo ‘LA %?%'me.m,o,,,

(e) Requester's refusal to comply uith other mu.tre-
sents 409

{f) Requests n;t.ma‘-aoi .

(g) Duplicate requeats . N
(b) Privacy Act not applicable to request. — ,”
(1) Other (specify). )/ — . 5

Total (e) thru (1) only S510.
Total (a) thru (1) 7314 . '

The Bouse Subec-nitto.e' on Goverrment Information and Individual
ts requires that we speclify the sharacter of these requests. _

s /7y -4 ~ 23 %ff
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e o _umber of times invoked 3/ —
T ga) Exemption BS2aa)(5) -~ . =3 . . ==
" {v) “Exemption S52a(3)(2) - S L |
-{¢) Ezemptions cited fnS5aalk): -
Exemption (1) = “;; - o
Exemption (2) - - — -
Exemption (3) -
Exemption (&) 526
Exemption (5) 29
Exemption (6) -—
Exemption (7)

___(a) -Ezemption S52a(n)
(e) Exemptions cited in 552(bd):

Exemption (1) g

Exemption (2) ig;

Bxemption (3) 8

Exemption (4) 47

Exemption (5) 203
(6)

Exemption

d4tams nuwhered 3. thru 6. plus item 7., i.e.,

F === o

2’. — ta‘.-l e

_ _processed plus unprocessed requests, sbould equal the *Total

requests”™ reported near the top of page one.

_ (1) The total "Number of times invoked™ should be “consis-
nt with* the combined total -of items pumbered 4. and 5.
wponsistent with® should be interpreted to Wean you must eite
at least as many sxemptions as denials; you Aay cite "more"

- azemptions than denials; but my not cite “less” exemptions than
denisls. (2) Generally, the snawers given here regarding
Rxesptions 552a(k)(4) and 552(b)(3) should be the same as the
answers given in 8.(f) regarding these statutes. Nowvever, when
mors than ons statute has been eited while invoking 552(!:5(3).
the "Numder of times inwvoked” for 552(b)(3) in 8.(e) will be
Jess than the total "Number of times invoked” for 552(b)(3) in
8.(f). Please Indicate when this is the case. Otherwise, the
Tigures in 8.(e) and 8.(f) should be the same as to the mumber
of times 552(b)(3) has been invoked,

oYn witn the Attgrosy Cegezal s guidelises, Privacy Mt
R et Gl B S

-
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et it styative Janhours ,“Desta,Bnd Fees _ - e
=== _ - === _-Dollestel/Assessed; Fre om df Information ———  ——————
e atwmtargear DB — — —— =
—— e e e T e
R —gorts will De T welowdn two categories, 195 POL/PA -~

- T Imsquests Processing Costs,~&nd Other PA Costs. — - ——or—— -
e v ;e BEATESTS BROCESS TR OVEPS ; th —

|

- _-Losts shou

Co T'—-'VLI FR BN VEAS 40 "B S0 Whearer mesw

14 be allocated

' petween the two statutes dased ipon-

" 4he pumber of requests identified by the ¢ onent as PA
requests versus FOIA requests. Regardiess o% the Act(s) eited
ts should D¢ identified 88 &n incivid-_ -

"y _the requester, PA reques
_xal's request Jor records relating to fiimself or 4 & third
y's request for records relating to an individual on that

$naividual's behalf; POIA requests should
_gequests for all other agency doc
Ir 305 of the total requests are
attribute 30% of the costs of FOI/PA processing to the PA and
Depending on the volume of requests recelved,
a reasonable estimate by conducting & total

allocation:
J0% to the POIA.

wan may arrive at

Jwn summy

survey or & sampling of a typical period.
~peinbursements made to the Office of Privacy
Appeals (OPIA) for work done by that office.

will be reported by OPIA.

be identified as those

Exazple of cost

A Teguests,

—— &>
umenes.

Exclude payments/
and Information
T ¥his information

Totsl
01 Privacy POI/Privacy
ﬁ:“fﬁﬁﬁfs £26.517 351,011 877,528 _
Costs of Bervices }_/ 30’350.1-" 5c,°5c22§ - 9,842,037 )
Other Costs 2/ ' ) ’ 7Ied) "m ? )
Total Costs $4,920776 $7,381163 €12,5¢81,93%
Pees Collected $21,534 “T%9,846 — 431,380 -
Fees Assessed (2ot Availsble @ot Availaple @ot Available

put Uncollected

3/ Sostsef Bervices are, €.g., salaries, dbenefits &and related

gurhud. Include an estimate of costs for personnel who devote

enly @& part

ﬁhcr costs include,

of their time on requests &s well a3 for personnel
ml.pca full time to processing FOIA requests. .

e.g., equipment and duplication costs’

ineluding the sost of obtaining and operating additiomal 20pYing

—_——
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- mmosessing PA mequests to amend Or correct records 3/

T e = —
T == '-”-":‘_'17:»%::%::& T ] e = S

_motel Costs X7 834,852 - - =_ "

‘ —Aeeom:uu for Aissemination of records (required )
. _ . _._.___—py 8ection {ec) of the PA) L ~

. , Manhours T T e
- -e— _._Costs of Bervices ____' - S e
. Other Costs -
. _Total Costs ¥/ )
sCost data for dfsséfination of records not maintained,
Preparing Pederal Register notices of new or modified

record systems .

’ : ‘sanhours "85 -
-—Costs of .‘"'_"5;' §625 _. = —_
Other Costs ' :

Total Costs X/ __$650

Total Other PA Costs $35:582

machines); fees and travel to attend tralning programs; and
purchases of books and subscriptions such as Access Reports.
(Pederal Register publication costs for Privacy Act system notices
will be reported by the Office of Administrative Counsel.) _
Bowever, include by separate attachment any sosts incurred that
were not directly reIaEeE to POI/PA processing, such as contracts

to perform agency work which otherwise would be done by agency

personnel who have been diverted to FOI/PA work, and sosts due

to losses in performing proprietary functions such as duying,
__.#elling, leasing or licensing use of agency property, including
- . agency-owned technology which would otherwise be made availadle

- ~mnder the user charge statute, etc.

8/ Wor purposes of dividing costs between requests for records
_and requests for correction of records, the Department bhas
“ardbitrarily attributed 97%/3%, respectively. If your experience

. pefiects a different division of sosts, plesse Teport coste which
= accurately reflect your experisnce. -

&/ See potes 1 and 2 for cost categories.

o f
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oel A. ﬂrlson = ““:'tiac,_il;qu:rq;: ;i;xieo e T — -
avrence mr-_!grk :;nc,mmaa.amm- ey, R —
enneth C. Arnold . _  SAC, Anchorsge, Alaska _ e |
ohn D.. 519’_'91'__ _:__'_'__sac. Atlanta, Georgia i - 4 -

Bward D, 'Mnrt—y —— - BAC, hitinore.”ﬂnr;lmd - — g —
foseph J. Boss, Jr.  BAC, Birmingham, Klabama —8 — — -
avwrence Sarhatt SAC, Boston, Massachusetts 25

milip D. Smith 8AC, Buffalo, Rew York 6

Inbert L. Pence - BAC, Charlotte, North Carolina 1

lnes o. In;r_n;n* _ " SAC, Chicago, Illinois T TR0

Alfred E. Bmith SAC, Cincinnati, Ohio 12

Joseph E. Griffin SAC, Cleveland, Ohio 16

Garry Owen Watt SAC, Columbia, Bouth Carclina 1

Janes E. Decker ' SAC, Dallas, Texas 312

Jack N. Egnor SAC, Denver., Colorado -]

Wayne G. Davis '8AC, Detroit, Michigan 15 '
fonald A. Boverson BAC, El Paso, Texas 3

Willsem C. Brvin SAC, Bonolulu, Wawail 3

Somer R. Naver _ SAC, Bouston, Texas .. 9

.y:nc G. Davis SAC, Indianapolis, Indiana ! 2

Sohn €. MoGinley SAC, Indianapolis, Indiana 7 -

Sohn T. Kelly ° &AC, Jackson, Nississippi 3 ‘"&
favrence G. lavler SAC, Jacksonville, Plorida (3

Ployd I. élutie _ &, Kansas City, Missouri ?




", nouglns Gow ——:nc. !noxv:lllo. Mncuee

Soaeph FERIEALT = —MAC, Las Weges, Beveda =———— =
Mgar _!__:;_:;;_:_:_:__ s, 1os Ang;lcs, cunfo;i:i?
James B. Yelvington ~ —BAC, louisville, Kentucky
®illtam 5.’;;:: == "E=mae; Memphls, Wennesses === 3 o—o—
William E. Nettles, Jr—.- T BAC, Miami, Florida - =
Joseph V. Corless SAC, Miemi, Plorida . T TTmm T T
B. Ernest Woodby SAC, Nilwaukee, Wisconsin T T2 —
Richard H. Blay B BAC, Minneapolis, Minnesota ) 14
Maurice J. Etack, Jr. SAC, Mobile, Alabama 1 o
Bobert J. McCarthy SAC, Hevark, New Jersey _ 14 )
L. Grey Brockman "8AC, New Haven, Connecticut 5
Alonzo L. Lacey, Jr. - BAC, New Haven, Connecticut I D
Bdmund J. Pistey EAC, Nev Orleans, Iouisiana 12
Hal. W. Belterhoff (Acting) SAC, S
New Orleans, Louisiana

lee P. laster ADIC, New York, Mew York as
‘Michael A. Morrow 8AC, Sorfolk, Virginia 1
Tee M. Quick (Acting) SAC, 2

o _lorfolk, Yirginias L i . _
John C. Wagner BAC, Worfolk, Virginia b |
€. Ravin Enright —.-  -4AC, Oklaboma City, Oklahoma S-
Harlan C. Phillips SAC, Omaha, Nebraska 7
Joim L. Bogen | BAC, Philadelphis, Pennsylvanis 16
'Sohn J. Winchcliffe  SAC, Phoenix, Arizona 10 T
Walter A. '.:ln;r \ SAC, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania .
Robert 5. Gast ' SAC, Portland, Oregon
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Iay-ond P Yelchak — — BAC, Bacramento,~Cali fornia = .- ... ;%; .

e tmA—e e . o
Glenn L. Foung — — &C,—lt.‘louh,ﬂuonri e ———— e
John C, ABNY ,ﬁ..,._h.—j?_cp-_j_tn-lntodml - <« 3

Sorman A. Xigrossi - —8AC, San Diego, California 6
William D. Weumann " _GAC, Gan Francisco, California =~ 40 - -

;le:n—u'doll_. Perez  ._ BAC, San Juan, Puerto Rico e S S —
®illian W. Hamilton -—— —SAC, Savannsh, Georgia 1

Allen P. Whitaker BAC, Seattle, Washington 11
Robert B. Davenport BAC, Springfield, Illinocis 4
Boy B. Kiager SAC, Tampa, Florida 7

Theodore M. Gardner -8AC, Washington, D. C. 14
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POJ / ponent FBI

Freedor of Information Act
Annual Statistical Report
(FOIA/AS Report)
Calendar year 1980

ledgpltl Count:
1. Balsnce of unprocessed vequests brought forward on

_ Januvary 1 . Figure pot available becsuse unprocessed
° requests are not divided between FOIA and Privacy Att.

z. Number of additional requests received duriog the current
year 8729.

Total requests - see comnent
at #1

Dispozition of Requests:
3. Total number of determinations to provide all the records 289.

4. Total pumber of determinations to provide part of the records.
(This is also considered a partial denial) 2048.

5. Total number of determinations net to provide any of the
records 462.

6. Requests which were neither granted nor denied but were
closed out for other reasons should be accounted for as feollows.

{a) BRequester's failure to adequately identify the records 537.

{b) Requester's refusal to pay search or reproduction fees 1002.

e —

(c) FRon-possession of records 3406.

(d) Referral to other agencies or other DOJ components.
Not available as we do mot close cases based on this
category.

{e) Requester's refusal to comply with other require-~
ments 8130.

(f) Requests withdrawn 719.

(g) Duplicate requests 222.

(h) Other (specify).

Total (e) tbrough (b) emly 1771

Total (a) through (h) 6716.
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 o
Figure not available because unprocessed requests are
pot divided betveen FYOIA and Privacy Act.

Total items 3 through 7 9515. Do«
oot include #7. See #7.

e
8.— Exzemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denial
determination. <.

—_— -

Rumber of times invoked

(a) Ezemptions cited in 552(b):

Exexption (1) 813
Exemption (2) 332
Exemption (3) 207
Exemption (4) 14
Exemption (5) 52
Exemption (6) 208
Exemption (7)(A) 379
Exemption (7)(B) 13
Exemption (7)(C) 1965
Exemption (7)(D) 1493
Exemption (7).(E) 249
Exemption (7)(F) 27

Exemption (8) 2
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(b) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exemption (3):

Statutory ecitation Number of times invoked
i. fule 6{e) Fed. Rules Criw Proc. 22
2. ' 17 USC 101 et seq. 3
3. 18 ©UsC 2511 61
4. _ 26 USC 6103, 7213 16
$5. 28 USC 534 &7 <
6. 50 USC 403g, 403(a)(3) 8

S. Rame and title of each person who is responsible for the
xn;txal denial of tecords requested and the number of

.................. e am ol maaalk e

instances of PIILICIPIL&DH ©I €acu:l

Rame Title Bumber of
Instences
William H. Wedster Director All Headquarters
requests
Thomas H. Bresson Inspector~Deputy Mr. Bressorn and
Assiastant Dirvecter Mr. Flanders both
Records Management Division acted for William H.
David G. Flasonders Inspector-Deputy

Assistant Director
Records Management Division

10. Attach a brief statement providing tbe results of any
proceeding conducted pursuani o aubssctisn {a){43(?),
along with a report of "the disciplivary action ...."
(See 5 U.5.C. $52(d)(4)). 1If there has been mno such proceeding,

please indicate "N.A." here. N.A.



L ~ S B
D0J € "ponent YBI

Privacy Act
Aooual Statistical Report
{PA/AS Report)
Calendar Year 1980

I.%h.nt- Caunt*

1.

W Bw wweasw &

" Balance of unprocessed requests brought forwvard on

_ January 1 . Yigure pmot available because unprocessed

2.

Tequests are pot divided between YOIA and Privacy Att.

Kumber of additional requests received during the current
year 13006.

comment at #}

Disposition of Requests:

3.
‘-

Total number of determipations to provide all the records 605.

Total number of determinations to provide part of the
records. (This is also considered a partial denial) 3580.

Total number of determinations mot to provide any of the
records 300.

Requests vhich wvere neither graoted por denied but were

closed out for other reasons should be accounted for as

follows.

(a) Regueater's failure to adeguately identify the records 1615.

(b) Requester's refusal to pay search or reproduction
fees 430.

(¢) SNon~possession of records 6323.
{d) Referral to other agencies or other DOJ components.
Kot available as we do not close cases based on this

category.

(e) BRequester's refusal to comply with other requirements
483,

(£f) BRequests withdrawvan 247.
(g) Duplicate requests _-

{h) Other (specify).

Total {(e) through (h) only 730.

Total (a) through (L) 9098.
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7. Total unprocessed requests on hand as of December 31 ;.
FPigure pot available because unprocessed requests are
not divided between FOIA and Privacy Act.

Total items 3 through 7 13583,

Does not include #7. See #7
_

8. Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denial
T T determination. o

Nunber of tiwmes invoked

(a) Exemption 552a(d)(5) 3
(b) Exemption 552a(j)(2) 87

(c) Exemptions cited in 552a(k):

Exemption (1) 129
Exemption (2) 36
Exemption (3) 2
Exemption (4) -
Exemption (5) 607
Exemption (6) 29
Exemption (7) -

(d) Exemption 552a(n)

(e) Exewmptions cited in 552 (b):

Exemption (1) 1162
Exemption (2) 436
Exemption (3) 243%
Exemption (&) S
Exemption (5) 48
Exemption (6) 433

*See Mote on #8(f).
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Exemption (7)(a) 195

. Exemption (7)(B) 9

T Exemption (7)(C) 2691

’ Exemption (7)(D) 2083
—_— Exemption (7)(E) 499 ‘.

T Exemption (7)(F) 48

(£f) 1ist of statute(s) invoked pursuant to exemption

552a(k) (%) or 552(b)(3):

Pursuant to Rumber

Statutory Pursuant to Exemp- Exemption of Times
Citation tion 552a(k)(4) $52(b)(3) Iovoked

Rule 6{(e) Fed. Rulies

Crim. Proc. b ¢ 79

8 USC 1202(f) X 1

18 USC 2511 ) ¢ 98

18 USC 2517 p 2

26 USC 6103, 7213 b 4 7

28 DSC 534 X 67

50 USC 402 p 2

50 DSC 403g, 403(d)(3) X 14*
9. Total number of requests for smendments to records 102.

10. Total number of determinations to smend the records 23.

11. Total number of determinstions to amend the records in part
(this is also considered a partial denial) &4.

12. Total number of determinations mot to amend the records 5.

13. Ressons for each denial and partial denial of requests
to amend records:

Reason Wumber of Times

Requester failed to sufficiently 79
justify the correction or amendment.

*Total number of (b){(3) statutes cited exceeds number
listed in B(e) due to situstions in which more than
one statute was applicable to the information withheld.



( . U )) Attachment C
: poJ Co-pox‘i; 731 T

Administrative Manhours, Costs, and Yees
Collected/Assessed; Yreedom of Information
(FO1)/Privacy Act (PA) Requests
Calendar Year 1580

S

Coats will be reported below in two categories, i.e., FOI/PA
lgguect. Processing Costs, and Other PA Costs.

TEPIIIA REQUESTS PROCESSING COSTS: £.

Costs should be allocated between the two statutes based

opon the mumber of requests jidentified by the component &s

PA requests versus FOIA requests. Regardless of the Act(s)
cited by the requester, PA requests should be identified

as ab individual's request for records relating to bimself

or as a third party's request for records relating to an
individual on that individual’s bebalf; FOIA requests should
be identified as those Ttequests for all other agency documents.
Exsmple of cost allocation: If 301 of the total requests

are PA requests, attribute 30 of the costs of FOI/PA processing
tc the PA and 702 to the POIA. Depending on the volume of
requests received, you may arrive at & ressonable estimate

by conducting a total survey or a sampling of a typical period.
Exclude payments/reimbursements made to the Office of Privacy
and Information Appeals (OPIA) for work done by that office.
This information will be reported by OPIA.

Total
POl Privacy PO1/Privacy

Manhours 301,929 570,678 872,667

Costs of Services 1/ €$3,192,785) ($5,950,475) ($§ 9,143,260)

Other Coats 2/ 't's"'T—"rToL 41 Tﬁgsz“"’ﬂs,e 3 1['5_"5'5""'—’)'% 0,994
Total Costs $4,000,126  $7.474,128  $11.474,254
Fees Collected $ 15,169 $ 29,447 $ &4 ,616

Fees Assessed ( svsilable) (Mot available) (Mot availsbd!

but Uncollected

ll Costs of Services are, ¢.g., salaries, benefits and related
overhead. 1Include an estimate of costs for personnel who devote

only a part of their time on requests as well as for personnel Y

assigned full time to processing FOIA requests. "=

- -t - . N _ s K JPURpRE T - -l BT madbs nm maas o

£/ VEINET LOBLE i1BLiIUSE, ®.f., uqu;p.cu& 40U @UPLITELIOD CORLS
including the cost of obraining and operating additional copying

#The cost figures quoted are estimated figures.
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OTHER PA COSTS:

Privacy Act:

Processing PA requests to amend or correct records 3/

Manhours 4,723
_ Cost of Services $49,645

' Other Costs §2,560
- - Total Costs §52,205 <.

Accounting for dissemipation of records (required by
Section (c) of the PA)

=M oW

Manhours
Costs of Services
Other Costs

Total Costs &7 i

*Coat dats for dissemination of records mot maintained.

Preparing Yederal Register motices of nev or modified
record systems

Manhours 22

Costs of Services $625
Other Costs $25

Total Costs 4/ $650

«
L)
(24
| ]
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©
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machines); fees and travel to attend training programs; and
purchases of books and sudscriptions such as Access Reports.
Bovever, include by separate attachment any costs incurred

that were nmot directly relsted to POI/PA processing, such

as contracts to perform agency work which othervise wouild

be done by agency personnel who have been diverted to FOI/PA
work, and costs due to losses in performing proprietary functions
such as buying, selling, leasing, or licensing vse of agency
property, including agency-owned technology which would otherwise
be made available under the user charge statute, etc.

_3/ For purposes of d;vxdxng costs betveen requests for records
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Attachment A
DJ Component FBI
Freedom of Information Act
Annual Statistical Report .
(FOIA/AS Report)
Number of requests received during the year 6244.
As to requests responded to during the year, total

number of initial determinations to comply completely
with a request for records 279.

As to records responded to during the year, total
number of determinations to comply in part with a
reguest for records 1575. (This is also considered
a partial denial.)

As to reguests responded to during the year, total
number of determinations not to comply with a reguest
for records 3B2.

Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial
denial determination.

(Number of times invoked)

(a) Exemptions cited in 552 (b):

Exemption (1) €39

Exemption (2) 297
Exemption (3) 167
Exemption (4) 9
Exemption (5) s

Exemption (6) 131

Exemption (7) (A) 225
Exemption (7)(B) 14

S yr/as

B":w; | LI,
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Exemption (7)(C) 1507
Exemption (7)({(D) 1233
Exemption {7} {(E} 255
- Exemption (7) (F} 36

{b) Statute(s) invoked pursuant to Exemption (3):

Statutory citation (Number of times invoked)
l. PL B6-36, Section 6 39
2. 50 USC 402,4013g,
403{d) {3) 3
3. 18 USC 2510,2517 6
4. 28 USC 534 29
S. 26 USC 6103,7213 13
6. 17 USC 101 1
7. 5 0SC S51 10
8. 18 USC 2511 66

As to requests responded to during the year, total
number of intial reguests which are not accounted
for in items 2, 3 and 4:

(a) Requester’'s fajlure to adegquately identify records 120
{b} Non-possession of records 1256
{c) Refusal to pay search or reproduction fees 606
{(8) Referral to other agencies or other DJ components
Not available

(e) Other (specify)

Withdrawn 235
Pre~processed 133

Total 3436
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X 7. Name and title of each person who is responsible for
: . the initial denial of records requested and the number
2 - of instances of participation of each:
.:'_ g
z ) Number of
< Name Title Instances
%: William H. Webster Director All Headquarters
) reguests
t . David G. Planders Inspector-Deputy
: Assistant Director
i FOIPA Branch

' Records Management Division

_ Special Agent in Charge of Particular Pield Office
< receiving request.
é 8. Total resources expended in complying with the POIA:
: 1

Manhours 236,995

¢ Costs of Services $2,275,552
’ Other Costs $659,068
; Total Costs $2,934,620
i_ 9. Total amount of fees collected for making records available
: under the POIA $14,300. Additional fees assessed
f but uncollected Not available.

¢

E.

[

§A

;

PRI AP

Manhour and cost figures for POIPA Coordinated with Budget
and Accounting Section, Administrative Services Division.
The cost figures quoted are estimated figures.

—— - mmrey -

AT T WA e Ty Ep——— -~

. —— ————————  ——— e ———— e "



Attachment B

DJ Component FBI

Privacy Act

Annual Statistical Report
{PA/AS Report} <.

Total number of requests for access to records received
during the year 12563.

As to requests for access responded to during the
year, total number of initial determinations to comply
completely with a request for records 649.

As to requests for access responded to during the
year, total number of determinations to comply in
part with a reguest for records 3613. (This is also
considered a partial denial.)

As to regquests for access responded to during the
year, total number of determinations not to comply

with a request for records 275.

Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial
denial determination.

(a)
(b)
{c)

{Number of times invoked)

Exemption 552a{d)(5) 3

Exemption 552a(j)(2) 38

Exemptions cited in 552a(k):

Exemption
Exenmption
Exemption
Exemption
Exemption
Exemption
Exemption

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
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(d} Exemntion R'-':'-'.A{h\
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(e) Exemption cited in 552(b):

Exemption (1) 1024 .
Exemption (2) 392
Exemption (3) 247
Exemption (4) 5
Exemption (5) 63
Exemption (6) 432

Exemption (7)(A) 169
Exemption (7) (B) 9
Exemption (7) (C) 2706
Exemption (7) (D) 2252
Exemption (7} (E} 548
Exemption (7)(F) 68

(£) List statute(s) invoked pursuant to exemption
552a{k) (4} or 552(b)(3):

Statutory Number of times invoked
Citation pursuant to Exemption
552(b) (3)
l. PL B6-36, Section 6 48
2. 50 USC 402,4039,
403(4a) (3) 17
3. 18 USC 2510,2517 7
4. 28 USC 534 ) 63
5. 26 USC 6103,7213 ' 1
6. 5 USC 551 13
7. 1B USC 2511 98

6. Total number of requests not responded to because of:

(a) Non-possessxon of records 5541.
(b) Regquester's failure to adeguately identify records 2140.
{c) Refusal to pay search or reproduction fees 238.



10.

11l.

l2.

(d) Referral to other agencies or other DJ
components Not available.
(e) Other (sgecify)

-

Withdrawn 110.
L.

Total number of requests for amendments to records
received during the year $91.

Total numher of determinations to complv completely

A W G B A e & R M 30 e -

with requests for amendments to records 26.

Total number of determinations to comply in part
with requests for amendments to records 41. (This
is also considered a partial denial,)

Total number of determinations not to comply with
requests for amendments to records: 24.

Reasons for each denial and partial denial of requests
for amendment to records:

Number of
Reason Times
Requestor failed to sufficiently 65

justify the correction or amendment

Total resources expended in complying with the Privacy
Act:

Processing Privacy Act Reguests for Records

Manhours 477,248.
Costs of Services $4,548,086
Other Costs $1,338,732
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Processing Privacy Act Reguests to Correct or Amend
Records :

Manhours _ 21,245
Costs of Services $195,944
Other Costs $61,788
£ .
Total amount of fees collected for making records
avajlable under the Privacy Act $30,388. Additional
fees assessed but uncollected Not available.
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Attachment A

Preedom of Information Acﬁj
Annual Statistical Report = .
- — {POIA/AS Report)

1. Number of requests received during the year 5129 .

As to requests responded to during the year, total number
of initial determinations to comply completely with
a request for records 239 R

Acs to racords responded to during the vear.

-t . L 2= - T e & g i A &y

to
of determinations to comply in part wiih a reg
records 1540 . (This 1s also considered a partial
denial.)

4. As to requests responded to during the year, total number
of determinations not to comply with a request for records
267 .

il e M il AUDLIGER |

5. Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denial
determination,

{Number of times invoked)

3

{a}) Exemptions cited in 552(b):
Exemption (1) 516
Exemption (2) 316
Exemption (3) - 138
Exemption (4) 6
Exemption (5) 60
Exemption (6) 209
Exemption (7)(A) 200
Exemption (7) (B) 8
Exemption (7)(C) 1301
Exemption (7) (D) 1093
- Exemption (7)(E) 344
Exemption ) (F) a9

{7)
Exemption (8)
Exemption (9) TV
S/
— - = /77

2/ Figures for requests responded to during the year include
requests handled during the year which were received in
prior years. Pursuant to Department of Justice instructions
the Annual Statistical Report for 1977 reported responses

T snn ovmsmrsam b o o £ oo

only to those requests received in 1577. The total Freedcm
of Information and Privacy,Acts requests handled during
1977 amounted to 21,254. ..
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Statute
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Statutory citation

s) invoked pnr:nanf to ?xnmnfio

(Number of times invoked)

— 1. 5 USC 551 8
2. 5 USC 552a (b) 2
3. 17 vsC 101 2
4. 18 USC 793 1
5. 18 usC 2510, 2517 4
6. 18 USC 2511 77
7. 26 USC 6103, 7213 7
B. 28 USC 534 12
9. 50 USC 403 3

S0 USC 403 (d)(3)
10. Rule {6)(e), FRCP 21
11. PL B6 - 36, Section 6 1

6. As to reguests responded to during the year, tot

of initial requests which are not accounted
2p 3 and 4:

(a) Reqguester's failure to adequately
identify records

(b) Non-possession of records

{c) Refusal to pay search or reproduction

fane
A=

(d) Referral to other agencies
(e) Other (specify)
Withdrawn
Pre-processed
Administrative=’

Total

i .

rF_

.!
100 1N

I—‘
[ |
" C
n 3
=
m o

o]

Number

629
1361

710
Not Available

330
256

£40

3550

2/ Due to the nature of our files we will combine a multiple
request into one request when it is found the requests are

inextricably intertwined. Additionally, due to

number of requests that are completely referred

agencies we do not maintain statistics on these
but count the closings under Administrative.

the limjited

to other

L

referrals

1
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7. NRame and title of each person who is responsible for

the initial denial of records requested and the number
of instances of participation of each:

Number of
Name Title Instances
William B. Webster Director All Headquarters reguests

Thomas H. Bresson Acting Chief,
FOIPA Branch
Records Management Division

Special Agent in Charge of Particular Field Office receiving
reguest

B. Total resources expended in complying with the POIA:

Manhours 215,898
Costs of Services $1,968,197
Other Costs 5394,036

Total Costs3’/$2,362,233

9. Total amount of fees collected for making records available
under the FOIA $31,646.08.

3/ Costs do not include $261,344 in payments to the Department
of Justice for Appeal Services for the POIPA during the

first three gquarters of 1978 plus an estimated $87,115 for

the last gquarter for a total of $348,459.
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sttachment B

DJ Component FBI

Privacy Act
Annual Statistical Report
(PA/AS Report)

£

Total number of requests for access to records received
during the year 14853 .

As to requests for access responded to during the year,
total number of initial determinations to comply completely
with a request for records 631

As to reguests for access responded to during the year,
total number of determinations to comply in part with

a reguest for records 4122 « (This is also considered
a partial denial,)

As to reqguests for access responded to during the year,
total number of determinations not to comply with a
reguest for records 192 .

Exemptions relied upon for each denial and partial denial
determination.

{Number of times invoked)

(a) Exemption 552a (4) (5) 7
(b) Exemption 552a (3j)(2) 3%
{(c) Exemptions cited in 552a (k): .
Exemption (1) ) 129
Exemption (2) 32
Exemption (3) 1l
Exemption (4) 0
Exemption (5) 693
Exemption (6) 23
Exemption (7) 0
{d) Exemption 552a (n) 0
(e) Exemptions cited in 552 (b):
Exemption (1) 1193
Exenption (2) 735
Exemption (3} 225
Exemption (4) 4
Exemption (5) 100
Exenmption (6) [ — *;-332
i~ -

ENCLOSURE'
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6. Total number of reguests not responded to because of:

7.

{(f)

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

10.
11.

(a)
(b)

{c)

Total number of requests for amendments to records received

Exemption
Exemption
Exemption
Exemption
Exemption
Exemption

(7) (A)
(7)(B)
(7)(C)
(7} (D)
(7) (B)
{7)(F)

‘

195
8
3278
2890
951
162

L.

Statute(s) invoked pursuvant to exemption 552a (k) (4)
or 552 (b} (3):

Statuvtory citation

S5 USC 551

S UsC S552a (b)
17 vsC 101

18 USC 793
18 UsC 2510,

18 uUsC 2511

26 USC 6103,

28 USC 534
50 USC 403 g

S0 USC 403 () (3)
Rule (6){e), FRCP

2517

7213

PL 86 - 36, Section 6

non-possession of records

(Number of times invoked)
Pursuant to Exemption 552(b) (3)

6911

11
9
2
b §
7

128
S
28

10

22
1

requester's faflure to adequately identify records

2241

»

Abandoned fees

634

during the year 148
Total number of determinations to comply completely with

requests for amendments to records

57

" g w—
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12.

13.

Total number of determinations to comglz in part with
requests for amendments to records .
(This is also considered a partial aenlai.

Total number of determinations not to comply with requests
for amendments to records 59 .

Exenptions relied upon for each denial and partial denial
of requests for amendments to records:

The information maintained in the FBI central records
system, to the extent it {s subject to exemption pursuant
to Title 5, United States Code, Section 552a (J) (2}

and (k) (2), is exempt from the correction and amendment
provisions of the Privacy Act of 1974. BHowever, it

is the policy of this Bureau to consider each such reguest
on an individual basis in order to reach an equitable
determination consistent with the best interests of

both the individual and the Government.

Total resources expended in complying with the Privacy
Act:

Manhours 622,698

Costs of Services $5,6B5,669

Other Costs $1,137,130

Total Costs $6,822,78%

Total amount of fees collected for making records available
under the Privacy Act $90.069.63 .




