BES’"R T OF COLUMBEA

unsel w the Mayes

VIA ULS. MAIL

Washington, DC 2

Re: Freedom of Information Act Appeal

This letter ﬂspm‘ds to your administrative appeal 10 the Mayor under the District of
Ereadom of Informatdon Act {the “ROIA™), D.C. Official Code, 2001 Ed. §2-331 &1
seq.. dated May 7, 2067, 2nd 1 received in this office on May 10, 2007 (the “Aq ppeal .

In an ipitial zcawsi 1ot ;:: District of Columbia Metropolitan :*r‘wce Dcpanme.m

{(“MPD™, dated Novem 10, 2006, vou sought access i@ and gopies of the following:

3 All Automated Speednnd Red-Ligi it Enforcement ticke “'c%i;z,t,iut»:a;; tssued from
Jjapuary 1, 2005 '*1*0““ November $. 2006 for the vehicles with Maryiand
license plates MGOM 303 and AEY 02G; and

2. All Automated bpe&t Enforcement tickets/citations issued f1om Tune 1, 20086

throtgh Novermber 9, 2006 with respect 1o the camera io¢ cated at the 4700
hiock of MacAznthar Blvd., NW

WPD responded o your BOIA request by letier daied april 23, 2007. MPD partialt
denied vour réquest. They rs;u%d to-provide automated speed enforcement tickels 7 1y an
sxemption found in D.C. O‘ ficial Code, 2001 Ed. § 2- 53 2¥3y(C) which Ncmr‘l dizcloging
informaiion compiled for law n,bme'z‘en’ purposes i x:cui constitute an unwarranied
invasion of p&ftm*:u prvacy. Yyour Amﬁd argues thet: (1) ¥ MPD mischaracterized the original
FOIA request: (2} MPD crrfm.t\.m relied op an -’*"emrvom at doas not apply beceuse

“information cannot be privae if i1 pe
deny & FOLA reguest hased on privacy if that inform ation can safely he redacted.
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ertains to a public entity...”: and {3} WPD cannot lawiy

s Appeul 1o MPD with 2 request for a respanse. dP‘i_; :vs:fm
the “MPD’s Response @ A;;‘a g
s Response io Appeal was & 20Dy of a letigrto y
e 4700 block of MacArthur Bivd
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g cited for “red light camera” vidlations are protact ed from disclosure

More :mpmzamx \fIf’z} indicawa tiat r-i;h antomated traffic enforcement program 15 4 em,mc}
by @ third party vendor, and, copies o1 Q1 itations issued as part of that prograi are not maintained
either by "viPD or the vendor. Our inquiry ot appeal may end here, as an agenty js not ohligatad
(o craate or retain documents; FOIA only cbligates them to prow__ atcess to those which they,

in facy, have uf@?ﬁ:ﬁ and retained. Kissinger v. Reporters Committer for Freedom of the Press,

445 1.5, 136, 190'S. Ci. 960, 63 L. Ed.2d 267 (1980}

MPD's efforts o heip you obtzin these records extenc beyond their requirements wdar
FOIA. Therefore, given that MPD does not mainiai o the requasied records, and that MPD has
offered to assist you in obtaining those records from 2 third perty. your Appeal i3 hereby
DISMISSED.
However, you are also free under the FOLA ¢ commence a cx ;;sctﬁan against the

District 6f Columbia gavernment af any fime in the District of Columbia Supedor Court, without |
awaiting further action from MPD.

Andrew T. Richardson, JIL Esg.
Deputy General Counsel, EOM

Y
&0 Ronald B. Harris. Esq o
Deputy Geveral Counsel, FOIA Officer y

Metropolitan Police Department
Ronatd-harris@de.gov




