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February 20, 1992

J. Patrick Mensching, Esq.
Barrow, Gaddis, Giffith & Gimm
610 S. Main, Suite 300

Tul sa, Ol ahoma 74119-1248

Dear M. Mensching:

This is in response to your Freedom of |Information Act
appeal , dated May 13, 1991, in which you appeal the denial of
i nformati on pertaining to the Inland Mortgage Corporation, which
was requested by M. Daniel Flick in a letter dated Novenber 20
1990. You stated that the Department ignored M. Flick's
request. However, Gail Lively, Director, Executive Secretariat,
responded to M. Flick in a letter dated February 6, 1991
Ms. Lively granted partial access to the docunents requested and
deni ed access to other docunents under Exenption 5 of the FO A,
whi ch protects the deliberative, decision nmaking process of
gover nnent agenci es by exenpting predecisional materials from
public disclosure.

| understand that the United States Attorney's O fice has,
since your appeal letter, supplied you with copies of the G\NVA
default report and the Ofice of Lender Activities and Land Sal es
Regi stration's Mnitoring Division's Summary of Review, dated
Noverber 26, 1990, both of which were initially denied under
Exemption 5 of the Freedom of Infornmation Act.

| have reviewed the remaini ng docunent, a Mnitoring
Di vision report that was denied under Exenption 5, and have
decided to affirmthe initial denial of that report under
Exemption 7(A) and (D) of the FOA Exenption 7(A) protects
docunents conpiled for |aw enforcenment purposes if their
di scl osure coul d reasonably be expected to interfere with
enf orcement proceedi ngs. The Inspector General is authorized to
undertake | aw enforcenent investigations pursuant to the
| nspector General Act of 1978. Since all docunments relating to
I nl and Mortgage have been conpiled in connection with an on-going
I nspector Ceneral's investigation, they are protected from
di scl osure by Exenption 7(A). | have deternined that disclosure
of this record would prematurely reveal evidence that woul d not
ot herwi se be available to the public, and could inpede the
gathering of additional evidence. National Public Radio v. Bell
431 F. Supp. 509 (D.D.C. 1977); Curran v. Departnent of Justice,
813 F.2d 473 (1st Cir. 1987).

Thi s docunent is also protected under Exenption 7(D), which



protects the nanes of confidential sources, as well as the
content of the material supplied by them To reveal the nanes of
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confidential sources would be contrary to a major purpose of the
exenption, which is to encourage private citizens to furnish
informati on to government agencies. Brant Construction Co. V.
EPA, 778 F.2d 1258 (7th Cr. 1985). Release of the docunment you
requested woul d reveal the nanmes of potential wtnesses. |,
therefore, have determined to affirmthe denial of access to this
i nformation.

Pursuant to 24 C.F.R 15.21, | have determ ned that the
public interest in effective |aw enforcenent and assuring the
protection of confidential sources under Exenption 7(A) and (D)
mlitates against release of the withheld infornmation

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

Very sincerely yours,

C.H Abright, Jr.
Princi pal Deputy General Counse



