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April 1, 1992

Georg and Dorothy Gl seth
3244 66th Avenue S.W, #23
A ynpi a, Washi ngt on 98502

Dear M. and Ms. G| seth:

This is in response to your Freedom of |Information Act
(FO A) appeal dated May 24, 1991 requesting HUD s case file on
Wlliams v. Laurel Park Estates, HUD Case No. 10-90-0216-1. On
April 24, 1991 you requested the case file in the WIlians case
and in Kenp v. Laurel Park Estates, HUD Case No. 10-90-0215-1,
compil ed under Title VIII of the Cvil R ghts Act of 1968,
42 U. S.C. 3601. Richard L. Bauer, Regional Adninistrator,
Seattle Regional Ofice, in aletter to you dated May 10, 1991,
rel eased information gathered as a result of the investigation of
the conplaint in Kenp v. Laurel Park Estates. However, M. Bauer
deni ed your request for the case file in Wllians v. Laurel Park
Est at es under Exenption 7(A),(B),(C of the FOA 5 U S. C
552(b) (7) (A). (B), (0.

| have determined to affirmthe initial denial.
Exenption 7(A) of the FO A protects from di scl osure:

records or information conpiled for |aw
enf orcement purposes, but only to the
extent that the production of such | aw
enforcement records or information (A)
coul d reasonably be expected to interfere
wi th enforcenent proceedings ....

The Department is conducting an investigation (Glseth v.
Bockhorst, HUD Case No. 10-91-0088-1), into a conplaint brought
in connection with the WIllians case. The materials that you
have requested are part of an ongoing investigation conducted
under Title VIII by the Departnent in connection wth possible
violations of law Premature disclosure of these docunents which
contai n evidence not otherw se publicly available would interfere
with the Departnment's investigation and subsequent conciliation
or enforcenent activities. Therefore, release of the information
at this time would interfere with ongoi ng enforcenent
proceedi ngs. Therefore, | have deternmined to affirmthe
wi t hhol ding of this information under Exenption 7(A). See Center
for National Policy Review on Race and Urban |ssues v.

Wei nberger, 502 F.2d 370 (D.C. GCr. 1974).



In addition, the Privacy Act of 1974, at 5 U. S.C
552a(k) (2), exenpts certain investigatory records from mandatory
di scl osure. The records you have requested are contained in a

system of records which is exenpt under subsection (k)(2). See
Privacy Act |ssuances, 1989 Conpil ation, HUD Dept.-15, Equal
Qpportuni ty Housi ng Conpl ai nts.

You have the right to judicial review of this determ nation
under 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(4).

Very sincerely yours,

C.H Albright, Jr.
Princi pal Deputy General Counsel

cc: Yvette Magruder
John Vander nol en, Regi onal Counsel



