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Civil Rights records with James Turner's 7/16/76 letters

10/15/70 ¥m 0'Cooner memo to Jerris Leomard titled James Barl Bay = Couspiresy = Grand Jury
Pile # 144724662 (41=17T=147 stricken through) O.HiB. Rubber stamped in, 0'C, inttialed
sane day. Copies are indicated to these files: Records,Chreno, Twmer, 0'Connor, Murphy,
Gduf-r. Trial File. (What "trial file” with no federal case, 19 zonths after guilty
Mea?

This i3 one of a series of nemos on oconferences with Bud Fensterwald. “ecausc they gave

use seme earlier this in iteself represents deliberste withhelding frem files searched
sarlier,

It begins with refersnce to O'Cenuox's 10/9 conversation, presumeshly with Leonard, of
10/9. If with Bud that memo is not heve,

"Fensterwald said that Bay sssured him thitfthat, there was a oonspireay invelved in the
killing of Dr. King and that Ray hes told him that he will tell the story from 'the
stand,'” Bud thinks Ray may testify before grand jury.

Bed ¥labs about Ray's other owiminal acts being a conspiracy. Where he talks about what
had been published O'Cennor has a note sayiang "Wi8 is confirmed By ocur files” and sheuld
be included, Cheok for complisnce, Has Bud saying dencing lessens eould be "a cover for
an informatoon dreps” that “4ag was shet frem Ray's bedroon. Gardled story on room reatal
sttridbuted to Hud, as is Ray's knowledge that the rifle purchese was designed to attirest
sttantion to Rgy. o

Heve masking described ss"IV attorney's opiaton of Bud's infe, (b)(5)

Bad says Ray told him he was instricted $o be in freat of rooming house at a certain
time 4in the .iustang, that he was at gas station when shooting occurred and "the bundle
of clothes was left behind by hMis confederats, avcording to Rey."

Bud cenneoting of AFK, MLK sssassinstions through hypmotist followd by largs maaking
astrimmted to (b)(5), “ept. atiy's "opinions regarding the possible effect of grand
Juxy Scstinoay.”

Hos Bud taiing the inttiative with a grand jury, 0'Comnor indicatin: it could be Long
Beash, “emphis, New Orleans sleewhere "if overt acts of the conspiracy oocurred there.™
Sems as above, grand jury

Menioa Gallagher to 0'Coonor 10/22/70 File Hes 144~72-662441-157=147 “Telephons Cen~
versation with Nr, Pensterwald,” of 10/21, initialled sane day as typed. fay no grand
Jury interest but Bud persists in 1%, saying he presesd it on Ray, Bud viewed trial as
"asar gertainty,” but not as optimistic "absut the ultimate acquittal.”

sasking attributed to privacy another persen, (b)(7)(C) & (v)(5), atty's opinion.

11/4/70, 0'Cocnorisomard N 14472662, #1=15T=147, "Possidle Jamss Earl Ray Tostimony,"
Bud phoned 11/% from Lii"Ray would never agree to testify...becauss he folt that “ay
believed unshakabdbly that the omly way he oould get out of jail would be to put somcons
else 1in,” w0 could grand jury quostion be kept open until e spoke to Ray again?

Bed %014 him of CTIA and belief asssssications are linked, "asure he emm link™ MiK, RFK,
Wanted to sct up mesting O'Connor, Natt Byrme and Bud decause Byrme has info on man
boaides Sirhan. End page 1, which is marked 2. (Is theve an earlier page?)

The ssocnd pege 2 was typed on a shorter piece of paper or was out off, It is xeroxed
with the preceseding pags showing at the bottom and masiced after the fifth line. This
part relates to Sud's saying"the three killings ave frem & comuen sourde and shat 'things
devetail' in Los Angeles snd Hew Orlesms.” “waking attzibibuted to IJ attorney's advies
and recommendations ebout grand jury

1/25/11, Gallagher to O'Cennew, original, 15 pp, 5-15 masked cntirely, including even
ddstribution copies. Titled MMng esesssination, fils only 14472662 indicated p. 1.
Bg their (Gallagher and "Nr. Queen")é-beur mesting vith Ken Smith 1/13. He is investi-
'm. ressarchar fer CTXA, at Bud's request, )

Truitjar® story bottom p. 2, oen 3 where bottem half is masked., lone of these
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detatls are seowet. Masking continmuss through top half p.4, same (»)(7)(0),(b)(5)
reasons givem. from the boStom of 4, where it begins, all the rest is masked.
¥hy are there sometimes asrbons in the 0'Connor file, sonetimes originale?

6/23/11 Tenatervald-0'Conner enclosing “sorap” attached, heavily masked (b)(7)(C)

Bome of this dmsked information ie pudblic, from a $rial and convietion of the masioed
name, Tarrants, Without cheaking my files I think othef masked n.mes ave of Saumes and
Lynch. However, I'm certain all of this is pudlic. It relates to the Heridan, Mims.
sttenpted bomidng and subsequent shootout that I have in Prame-Up.(or was it edited ous?)
Can this bs part of the Gelber stuff?

Eathy is Kathy Ainesworth.

his seens 1tke a Somerwest report.

Tuds story is largely &f not eatéwhly publis through the Byron Wateen and mother effort
taken up by Riek Gregory after they weat public and then investigated hy the Atlante
police

8/26/71 Gallagher to File, Sudbjeot, Wayne Chastain, Jr., File 14-4'-?2-662. 3 pp. 8l
masiced unde: privacy. Gaeen in on 8/24 meeting Chastain asised for. “e said what he
said "mostly" reported to FRI in 1969. Where ave yelevant FHI files from Fewphis F.0.,
not only from “elley's promise but such specifics as other suspects?
The masking on p, 1 ia yidioulous, spuricus because it as all been published vepeatedly,
inql by Chastain. Of what oan be detected shrough the mssicing the first name is
Walter "Vack" Toungbtlood, the second VWalter Buford. Younghlood is known to FRI. IJ and
XA, mong Sederal agenedes. The inference here is that he was a suspeet.
2 bas reforence to ayrests other suapecte.

on Py 3 even inoludes the number but at that point no masicing is indicated,
Hore even a nickname is mesioed.d0 is Russell X, Thempecn, Semavides. In addition %o
other sources that ave pudlic, all of this is in Gerold Frank's book. What is not hexe
and may be part of the masking on p. ' of 2, where even the paragraph number is nasked,
is the sllegation of Younghlood's OXA and Castee conneetions,
The larger nasking oould conSein indicatioms of other records,
uwnder the number 3. there 45 a "B" but ne "A."
If this 15 the couplete memo-and it ends rather abruptly if it is - the first paragraph
on the first pages refers to the “other infermation awailable to us,” one would think
relevant to this story. Is it anyvhere provided? Vith Chastein's series of artioles on
this published es seme waz by “resmk, no record in any file of smy component?

11/9/72 Fensterward %o 0'Conner with twe enclesures not provided or explained as missing.
W«cm a file other than Ofvil Rights, but illegible. Pile Nos, 144~72-6663
444190,

Is 1% possible, from oontext, that the entire section masking on p, 1 had %0 be under
privaey? Why not just mask name is that is the ouly purpose in the mesicing? The bottom
wiich is the final part of a masked paragreph olearly refeores to the Dremexr shooting

of Wallacs and in the centext of mere on OTIA,

3/20/14, 0*Comnor %o Pottinger, 11/19 aonference with Fensterwald, 144«72-662, octMurphy,
Allen, Gardner,liorn. Masking on 1at 2 of 3 pp.
"his client, lNr. Ray, would make no statement publioly or privately, before a grand jumy
or atherwise regarding Mis complieity (adc) or his accomplices (sie) inm the shooting of
Dr. King.® layer's ewaluation of this? And &8 it wiy Ray insisted on taidng the stand?
"He made available to @8 & number of "new "leads « - seme of which will havo to be Garew
fally explored.” Same of vhat "are being cheok™ follow.Not attached. Provided odbewhere?
1 subomatic versus stick abift in Mustan@. (New 2 yrs after Prame-Up?)
2, manking sfter Xavier Von foss.
4. if tzus, would disclose Ray in contact with a Virgindsn while in Iisben. Hasiced.
5« 3illy and fachwally incerrect.
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In fuot, this has the effeat of connesting Ray with Feres.)

.waummnmmm.mmmmmummwm

Ray hed. Not The forsulation leaves the nmuber of benk robberies unstated.
The further information promise alsh is to be oursued.

2/22/74, Stephon Hown %0 The Piles on “Ing avs. 14472662, This 15 Horn's memo on the
ssme mesting as above, 8. 4t is an osiginal, do distridution indioated,

It says %he purpose was for ‘ensterwald to Jwesent what he "asoertained or developsd
cesdurdng the course of his repressutation of James Earl Sey.* All"vwithin the freme~

work &F a conspirway theory of the aseassination,”

Horn 1is% 22 podnts in the order in which Bud raised them. his mesns he hads notes not
provided,
1. i» voh here with Jess than » line masked for beth privecy, when wvon Koee
ie named, asd (»)(5), which wouldchave to be limited to the evaluation of von Kess
o as & nut or semsthing 1ike that: Thet IV wanted the FEI to iaweetimbe von Koss
is not casieed, ner the sugzestion of a Sirhan eenuection, Vhose privecy?
2. Bud theoxigses the danoing stuldio was"s contact point."
With these to be check, whare are the reports en the results, other suspscis?
4. "Nay prodably made s trip from Los Angeles to Xllimois..." Clear bresch Ms
responsibilitios $o Ray and me,
5. The lengest entyy, entirely sasked, Perzprivacy caly? Not likely,
. "The backs found in the posssssion of Ray when arrested oould conoeivably
contain a code.” (Vhen the charge is surder cne?)
&lsz&knmmmdﬁa
10, If the masking here could de for privacy reascms \nome arc ghvem on this page),
the anly possidle meaning 42 a Bud offord to conneot Ray with the Vallace sheoting
and & conspiracy, which would make hin guilty - and Bud Ma lawyer,
13. Jas station story,.
16,17 npaks the name "Reoul” vhioh was 00 sany multi-adllions of timsef
Mves dosoriptien of Raoul snd kis criminal s Itien. After comneoting Bay
20, ¥What is sasked bhere I published two years eardier, Tho first, the name of

Gharles Stein, was pudlished in syndication by louis _omax, Thes the Eaguivel
nesicing, The factusl error is ;robably Horn's, ldke the nusber being in N.0,

3/30/74 Horn mamo to 0'Cenner, "Rewiew of the James Barl Rey 7ile." So they have s Vames
Eazl Ray £11¢" not provided! OCiRegeris, Chawae,Pottinger, 0'Ceaner, Allm, NarjhyJiess.
MWV%/?«MM)::&M'WMhm“
sshosguent %0 our meeting vith Mo, Yemsterwald and to soguaint you with sone of the

noxe inportant faote."

Here 1s the first reforence $0 ny nawst®seme of the conspivacy evidemes imtroduced by
Fenstervald,iedobeng,ot 2al.” Thay have not provided sny infor or yecsnds on me ond this
is covered sepurately dy my JOIA/PA sequest of Octeber, nine menihe ago.
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Bow interpretation of what Dod allegedly said is not in Hom's nemo on what 5wl
said, it i3 a varfant of vhat I wrote, Sasis for thic is sbsent in the records provided
and ia relevant to my request. “et’s forget, except for ouwr own smmsement, whet W

oslls "rebuttal” and their expectation that a wamted man 1s going to advertise himself
ia & pomno Tila,

The trip to MmmxiugeX New Orloanst All the masking here is public and there is no basie
for sny masking, Whether or not sscusite. Or-sven in some arses reasonable, It also diew
closes repords ou interviews net attzched and not published, like Rey's alleged anger
when the mother did not go with him. Even the City, New Orleens, is masiked separately.

- foxget t¢ mask "Stein” in the next graf.

" " that “sy had no intention of going to Yew Orleans is that he Lvoke sppointe
%0 go there! But again referenges $o0 meny records not provided.

s S0Pt again all the sasking is public-published frequently. What is particularly in-
feresting ia ¢ he naver mentions the doctor's name, I remember it, without cheoking, as
Kark Proeman. Monerof the basis of any of this 15 attached er provided, Yot they gave mm
Orewdson a copy of that FAI veport, alse Yoreld Frank had one, as I Mmow from Urewisen's
oall to me from “aldf, the night he saw Freezan, who .as epen with hin, Seme of what was
, unicavon that Cvewdgon 444 know is that “ay used his roal neme, If 4iis is & Bob-
Satled dbecripticn of the FEI report that was given to others and is covere.d sspapately
W the request,how could Crewiscn Jave kmown not lomg after 1 left the Jospital? e tald
#e of Civil Righis osatacts be had not $acluded in these records from what you told oe.
m«mmmmum.mwmmmmamtoﬂuorlemummmmc
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what Bud is sedd to have said on all things) as ssying Bay was told to make himeelf oone

th the
Aftor this is the Quinton Davis gum-ehep story that is irrelevant and thmt “remk alome
™he Sndf posatbility is that Lwemi's
The dotatls on pe 6, No matier
have besn Ray. The Fil, to Hom's
» there is here yeference %o "§hg artists ocone
essption of Rey” smd we have mo way of khowing which ove where we axe told there was
)

; wore Svusp it lesves no basis for Ray's scchanging a ,J50«06 for a 243,
Eon sireteheas so haxd be says on the samo pege that "the evidence™ Ray was at these gun
shopa if "overwhieming” ani then everwhalas imeelf in the middle of the same page By

2 graf's masiked as attornay's“opiuioms regarding fey's gm purchase,”

References tv Byewer and Reeves follow, In neither cass doos Heaxrn say nedther ideatified,
Eore they say that the FBI is the souros on the arrest of the sasked name, *oungblood,
They 4o say axrest. The man was arvested as a suspect, whether or not soneone later



Bottom @. 8 quotes "the witnesues around and "::elw"ﬁind/aa agreeing that the shot, from
atatements not attached or provided, "came from the ares of the back of 422 1/2 South
Hain Street, though ome  not identified] says 4t caw: frou ihe busheSee." Horn hore
daizcloses detaliled knowledge of the tertian and eclevationsc. Hg then offers what here

is not withheld under (7)(C), an opinion,"almost impos iblc to pinpoini the bushes or

the window as the exact spot" fro- the motel.

Pe Ui"Wedsborg's theory | There has to here: been no eleronce to the fact of oy naving
published & book or iis sources) that the fact that “ing was bent over the balcony
accounts for the path of the buliet in his body is not in go.ord with the evidence,”
what poison %o have kicking around in countless official flles!

it is not my "theory.” It s in fact what I quote ddrectly from the court transcript,
the testinouy of the medical examiner. I adso publis in facsimile won. of th  aubtopsy
proctocol, including body charts. If wing were not bent over the shot had_to have cove
froz the moon. Yr a satbellite.fith the slleged source of the shot only 4% above the
victim, has anyon: clse another explanation of ho. “ng was hit in the right mandible
by & bullet a frag:nl ol which came to resk undsr his left scapula? (Therc here is no
mention of the wounds, beiter for kisinforming superiors, there laso having been on
not iunedistely visible to those at the scena, )

Hext et this late dute Stephers is taken for real and presente. that way. Although
Horn admits Stephens' "aocounts...vary" and although Stephens sluost imeuiately said
Ray is not the man he claims to have seen, Horn says "He gives a falr description which
fits ray." With »hiu back to Stephens yet." Jowers having been earlier quot d, what he
gaid about Stophene' extreme drunkenness, even [or Stechens, is rot wentloned,

o sources ar given or attsched, The extrmity of the falsification appears to be continuous,
In what follows, and herc used only in part’ the three in Uanipe's "all sald...left the
seene in a whito Mustang," None sai¢ this and Vanipe told me he nel hor nsw any car nor
ever told anyone he had. Las Yayne was with me, Mid-ipril this year, so it des: not
depend on your recoliection from 1971,

Fascinationg the last sentonce on p.Y about iarold varters"Later he teld Percy Foreman
that he coulnd't swoar $o it," that is, standing "vight next to the assas:in." How do
they know what anyonc told Forsman when Poreman used none of thia in cout?

Bottom 10y top i1 wichheld under (b)(5) as "opinions &nd advice." Is noi that the purpose
of the entire long wemo (14ppe)? Can this be apslied sslectively? (As also with me?)

11, bottom:" here was no indication that these cartridges hed veem been loaded,”False.

The marks arc on the military roundse T FBI ruports show this, -

12, ~ustand broadensts"...there is no mention of thi: ivcident in our files, Irank
gives a8 good explanation.ee” What kind of file do they have” Thia was onc o the sarly and
lingoring sensaticns, widely published anui broadcast. Frank's "good explanation” oi &
erive of whica the police :llegedly had procf resulte. in meither charge nor trial and
is denied by the "teenaged" against whom there also was no FCC action,

"Both Fensterwald and Wolsberg have st ongly urged that thers were twc “ustangs. They o’fer
as support the fact that Hay originally purchased a fustang with an autcmatic transrio-
aion,"etc., Top 13"Both Fensterwald and Welsberg ave mistaken,” followed by nwrodited
quotation of apjarontly P31 roports on the filiing~station attendants.

"Two Fustange" did not originate wit: cithor cie uf us. +% was in the sarly asa contdnulng
news scaounts, ‘his, whdle it is only perd of what I .rote, in ny writing is nol given as
my own work but is stiributed to cited public sources. However, th: meally significant
part of thi: anc what has ic be in the FBI reports not ucntioned- what wy own luterrogations
of FBI witnesses co firmed and 1 believe has been substantiated in the evidintiary hoearinge
is that there was & second white car, it was Hay'. mnd it mover was wherc the Fil saide The
errors ir the nowe accountz ceze frou tho lylug in the ofiicial accounts. Ihs car reported
where 3he ufficial accounts have Ray's, .splte the suporassed ofiicial records saying
the opiozite, was not a lustung, ae the official acounts had it and the press got froc Bhed,
Consigtent withtk this iz fom's lie sbout Lanipe's ideéntification. Ur, what a clas.dic
example o1 the doception frow helow of all idgher of'iviales V- il contriving or a record
Fhene hihor afinsiale wanta. Aosin. no sentinn of mw booy snd no auotation. onlv {nane
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bocke (Rxcept that Bad gave them a copy of it. ‘
mu:wmup.mmmummt.mmuuntmm'mm

" fingerptints on the (six map, There were, I think, four. Thay cite Frank instesd of the

mmmmmmmmmummm'sm}n 0N &hy Bap 6xoapt a meanings
1ses ono, As I vemember my source, several years before framk's book, Lt was the papers.
However, roferwing to my book, whiesh Horn elearly has read, would also have directed
those above Hoom to the sorfous prodlens 1 phupointed and Fesnk did net. How, for ome
mﬂohﬁom‘umwm,manﬂhrmidpmmmwadv oo An

mmm.mmmmawwumwmuuu

whitt hie writed without questions, m,mwmmh'w

mwﬁwmuww

Ve . | mﬂm"&mﬂaﬂnmwmupﬁmﬂsmﬁ%w

read Look? ind it sin't mentioned in the Fresdmen FBI repord?

P WMhmwmmrame%M
d40es not say that masking would have resulted in a violatiem

?é

p

t;; explanstion

of the privacy of mMﬂM;‘I‘-:mthWtﬂwhﬂﬁmybynﬂ. 1tve not
to

® here soen 8 single legitinate case,

‘ader (7) murmwammwwmmmmm'umww

that "Weisberg again sesames this men was & cowecnspdrater,” I only published
seurdes on this man's finding of an eavelope addrcased ta fay "Mmt lef% 4o a phone
booth,” Howevur, the sacurmay ¢f the incident is here confirmed, (In no case, despite

his » does Horn attribute faotusl error to ns,) |

B)&fmwmﬁnmu‘um qwmhth‘,am'ltmm
dhlctouwnt:wmnthm as 7ade by the surder weapoa." Tuds is, in
fact, an enormous understajessnt of wha PBI repoxts sy

'AWumeu.mwmmmuumwunmmu
'mtmmamw:mu.mnnwmugnrmto AL again

witruthfully and dedeptively, 3¢ Jooates both oanfe suagtly »s 1 4o in Freme-Up.
11/28/776 nemo from Pettingsr %o Thirndurgh) Seef 4G Cpininel) 4s misied exoept the

- . mabjeot, which hidos even what that subjeat m*‘u;/m ‘rvestigation,” This ohu!y

3

& reference Yo what is Mdden to this point, this was another, the third known, ine

investigation of the FEI's conduct v “ing, not just the assassinstion. Evea
mwrmsnutappon.itumomuutemmt}nmmma K
or. an gntire booke The sssking is 8o cemplets it mxlx excludes cven the -

MM 4 18 mmawumhuhmmumh-mahamm

§i

mmum'utmsmmm »
. the explanatbion of mw.ngmammuwmuman{mm. "tht

Sovertigation,” (Pottingar's than wass menths eld, yet this 1is the first reference
u)wmmmamhmmwawmm«muh

disonesdom of W nmummdmmm@ﬁmcma
mmum(b)?( £).¥

Mtyuhumaumd. lthMWwwm.W‘
-omtral, was Pottinger “oompiling" this fer "law enforoement purposes.” He
was detexmining vhether to recomnsnd to the A that thege de an investigatien
sondust. But even this ie further liadted by the them limifed excmption,
~gxteny that the prodwotion of sush Pecowds would," with (E) then requiring
uamm.mmwmuma' .
uuutmmfmouummmfnmm«mczmﬁm%m
ther the capadllily or the functien vequired iy this emesmption?
nmmumtmmxmm‘mm«-mmmmwm
mmmwmmannmbmm.&umnmmw.)
Wrmm:muthedu'ufmmmmqwuw~
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12/4/75 * SPECIAL® from Pottinger to Jim Tarner,Bob Furphy,Bll Gaxdner, Prenic Allen and

M!em.tmmtmmmsthisoomingrmnom'smam(aakformﬁwstmm.

with mo notatioas, if any, masked), on the subject"Martin Luther Xing, Jre”

¥iile it may not be certain, it does appear that s page not provided is bent ower, in

the upper left-hand comsr,

mumwmwuwnwmmmnmadwmmmm.m

very large letters.

No%e tte subject does not include even a suggestion of any investigation. It is Xing.

Period.

fiote these ocincidences:

The day we filed the Complaint, 11/28, was & Friday.

manmmmntz/&

It happens that 11/28 vas a Pridsy and 12/1 is the [ixst wezicing JaX ihaxsalime,

mmmmmmumnmmmmmnmum

wmawmwmnmwmmﬁmcwmaw

igre is the explanation of the masing, whish is 100% except for the sboves .

mmu:«mwumm(wmwzmmmmmmmgm

assassination; doousent deleted pursusnt so seetion (b)(7)(E)."

This happens to be the enly such mems from Pot t0 his ataff. The number of sdiressess

Just happend to be exactly that reported hy the as woxidng on the FEI's misoon-

duct, not “investigatory procedures." ,

mmmhammfm“wamwnauﬂw.mimewm

S0 bear other information that cennot e encompassed by this exemption, cvem if wmlid,

Fo other files from which we ocould zequest relevamt recordse or seek discovorys
mm.mawumwmtmwmry

N

mmmuMammtmfmepﬂwmhmM
wwudewtm.uu&"mm:W'
umm-mwmmawnmdmmmmv to that there aust
um*m:wmemmwmumummuﬁmwm
"sub only to the extemt that the prodwsidon of such records would (E)disclose investigative
mmm,*dmwmmmmm.mmmm
rmmmaeetnmmumm.us.nammmm.mmm
.mwmt«ammmammamamwmuwm
finds we have been defravied,

In this ens and the ebe before it the applicability of the ewemptiocn is cleaxly impoe-
n&hbe‘,mmmmhmhmmumwma,mtmthtm
mmmmmnmmammu&mwmmm'
publicmmﬂn&nocwmuﬁw“mmthnnahnrqewmt
mt.wiﬁammefmmmﬂw‘emmﬂomwmh :
Mogeover, they do have an *Inves. iles"(see "o, 15) and aliow no copy to it up to this
podnt and dncluding these records In particular. Also #16

12/18/75 Pottinger to AG (carbén, dated 12/17/75) Res_Martin Luther Xing Assassinatdcs
because of Fhilip W, Buchsn's forvarding a request for a re-investigation frem Dick Orege
ory snd Ralph Abemathy with two names “allegedly in possession of evidence of & comspiy.
ao3.” Heither Buchemn's letter nor the Gregery-Abernathy request are attached,

CCé to Records, Chwemo,Pottinger, Turner, DAG,Kurphy, Gardner, Horn. We have no coples
from most of these. This adds the DAGAs office to those of which complinmce negative.
Kgaktng after opening graf claimed privacy is ridiculous. Gregery and Abernathy made it
all public, as it h.d besn long before they becoms interested. It is not probably that
the two "individuals” and mot the cenvioted cpriminals Vateen and Andrews. There is the

sasking of one name in tho final graf. The 1t "Yataon" pe:Tectly. pver, both
went public on their omn, Vatses with a c-m' lmmoked Wy bir:thur. wﬁgmm% to une




this story as a means of springing him from jail, "CLiff" Apdvews om and with CBS IV,
vhich was working on a "King" Speoial aired shortly after this memo. There was no

privacy to protect and everyone in Justice knowing anyone about these stories has %u
know 1%, How nonesecret the atery had been is proven iu the maskec parte of #4, the

memo on the meeting vith Kem Smith, 1/25/71. Horeover, as the memo says, there was

also an Aflanta police investigation the results of which were nade public, again loaving
no privacyj and the Atlanta police asked ™the Department to favestigate further” dut

in ths words of the memo "supplied no sound reasons for doing #0." Iu the abeemco of

a prior Yepartmsutal investigation, no indication of whioh exists in these records,

there was enough in the Atlantas repory, which I have, to justify resolving thosd dobis,
oven if it oconcluded as I had about 1971 that there was no counsctcon with the King ase
sassination. Extensive cother ariminality is reportsd oredidly by ene involved and after
telling the original story comvicted, Wateen.

Thay forget to assk Andrews’ name, Pe2yline 51"We are familiar with C.H.Andrews' comapir=
acy allegations" via the story he told “ivingston, here eutirely inacourately represe
ented 28 "he and twe other individuals had killed Dre King..."

Distriat Atiormey Gemeral Hugh Stanton of Hemphis and he in turn advised the ¥BRI."
This 15 olearly withing the Complaint and has not been supplied by the Dopartaent or the
FBI and was in the “emphis Field Office when it wa: searched. It is another "suspect®
and it is a recoad of one in the files prior to the swearing in thiz case that there
were no other suspects. Buspects msans omly those sensidered suspect in any way bty any

Calgary, Alberta,” where he wac in jail, Interesting question, I think, if why they
ot ask the FEI to do it. The yeport of this interviev not supplied, if covered.A
footmete says they received infommation fyem Bed on this, They fimd it relevant by suphly-

ing other Bud records, including Baith, but thay do not prowide any record on this.
Masicing follows, deletion explanation in margin, (b)(5), at:omey's opinien. This meme
prior to this alresdy includes "attorney*s opinion and has & footnote on 1%, If the oplaiem
is that & convicted gon man is a con man how is that exempt] Or a recommendation to do
Bothing more, how is that exempt? Bwen if 1t has to do with “regory ani Abernathy, how
is that exempt?

S0 ve have a mome to the Atterney General reporting on a Whitc House reguest that is not
attached or even really doscribed and entirely omits $he major part of the Gregorye
Absrmathy request by emitiing eny referense to the publig Watsen allegations.ERxfiXamalix
2/10/75 (carbon, dated 2/9/75, Homm %o Nuwphy, *

Laoac. Bard Bax in Kissouxi State Penitenstiary.“The entire twe pages except for this

are nasked, ‘his includes where coples ave filed, the file nwmber other than IV 144=72~ 662,
if any, ot c. the clain is to privesy, “"unwasranved," of course, Now the sniixe memo
oannot be withheld en this ground. The mest that oan b olaimed is the right to mask,
There is nothing new in the allegation and there has been extensive reporting of the
allegation, with public and pudlished sourees ranging from fellow inmates, ane of whem is
a reperter vho wrots a firstepersen stery to the warden and other prison officials, ‘he
allegations were published widely in other ways, including books that veceived extensive
sttention, including en TV, The cladm “"not reasomably scgregable” appears to bde invalid,
pariioularly when they decline to state it is Ray's privacy they seek to protect. If 1t
were not another exemptieon would be of possible aprifeadility, net thie. If it is, there
is no Ray privacy to protect on this =oore, Moreewer, prier to this masking there was new
and extensive attention in Time nagasine’s treatment of thc unpublished HoMillan book dwe
lailrthisym.

me,

T™he next graf reports that two unanmed “at:omeys of this Diviscn interviewed Andrews
in

did

15, 2/1/71, oarvom, dated 1/26/71, W 144=72-662, Leonard to Heover."Asswasiination of Mdriin

‘ Drafted by O'Cenner, adds to the other carbem routings end filisngs " nves.
'fmvhhhnmmtovwﬁnawwmmmxvthym»m.
relovant and called for.
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1o olaim to the applicability of (b)(7)(B) with regard to Hhm it, oither. Instesd
an eocastonal claim to (b)(3) aud ()(7)(C).
part of Paragrephlll as dsintinguished from the total masking
the remainder of the page s viaible in the xeroxing. Fres the context what was
the report or osuuent on it and/or Smith and/or the CTIA, omn

fmpkhuafitan of thoss withheld pages attached te the wemo, els0 entablished that the
attaghment vae a different copy than that supplied, whioh was an original, The attaohe
aent i & earbon ooy AENRRIEE Its wpper right-hand cormer holds the date “January 25,
1971, _y mensuvement of the page-limit lines visible in the xeroxing, it is the identionl
ddatafice fron the top of the page. Haregver, the shine-through in the uppsr leftwhend
comer parmits what was not obliterated by the adding of a pleee or more opagus paper
oeed in masking the fourth page of the Ghllagher memo t0 be read with clavity. It s

attaolment was vemoved from the $ar, when it wa: again put in a typewriter,
The wpper line reads " 1/25-26/T1." 1%,"K, Villdem O'Conner,”
Here 4t shovld be noted that sn the fivet puge of the nemo to Hpover, which is a

earben, in the exnet seme point thexe appeaws *T. 1/26/'71," with the addvessse undsr

1t in eactaly the sane elationshdp ae it "KWilliam O'Cemuoe,™ the addreseses of tiw
Gallagher memo.

Wndor e nost adverse interpeeiation possible it thus scoms that of the attaohed
w(&mwmnmwwmmmuamwwum
w .

¥23/71 lecoard sems to Hoover, prepaxed by 40 (“enics dallagher, thic xerox fzoam the
ooy rowbed to her file) DV 144-T2-662, This carbem, whioh is emether illustration of

the meed for the ypoduction of dupliocnte coples to estadlish cenpiisnes 6 RODCON
Planes, reflect there is an *Inves, file" frem whieh we have not yesedved a singls record,
The amsicing 15 80 alose to total, all dut a single ssatenoe, it is impessible to lmow
whether there were other withheld peages er attscimemts. The claim is that no portions

are segregable mnd to sxemption wmder (8)(7)(C) amt (B), with the same wisguotation of
gimtmm in all olsims to it in this batoh of 32 dpmuments,

|
:
:
]
:
|
|
E

filing snd if my recellcekion is correct, the enly record we have chisined from the
Allem file, owiously, pernits ths demial of other iuforsmtion on the onrbons,

2ot euly the ideatifisaticn of the duplicate files, nis copy does mot evem have
mm"}.’mma-um * o oow .



Of the thwee nucbered pages all of the second and the lower part of the firet, begine
ning in middeentenss, are withheld, The added exgisnation seys that all of what is withe
beld is under “contains infermation about investigatory precedwres,” (b)(7)(8). The same
olain for all is made wnder (1)(5) as "oontains the opdnion of the attorney." o
subjoot seems to be entirely %wo books, aine and ‘ramik's, (There is little

did not walt three years to obtain a copy of my dook when it was invelved in litigation
sgainst them,)

Unlike the cther yecords, O'Conunor's tdtle for this meme i “James Eaxl Rex Sase.”
0'Connor had a sepavede Ray file he madntained in he office from whioh we have not
received a single paper,

The opening sentence refers to the Fenste.wald letter of 2/21/74, not attached, psrhaps
mother vesson for using the original rather than the copy from the Allen file, “t is not
likely that DJ snd/or FBI waited two years to get a copy of the Frank ayeophanay, which

They do not mask the "epinion of the atiowmey” abeut these books, #inding the one that
supports the official scoount “more objective in his appreach.” Objeotivity is determined
hore by the absence of any questioning of the ofrieial acceunt, thus the opinion need

not be maaked,

Where nasicing becemes beosasary, as they oconceive necessity it without reasonsble quems
tion ommnot involved “investigatory precedures™ but is &n whet can be talomn s» o slurring

above and may be undef the sequast relating to other writers that foes way back, to
prior to the filing of this request.X think 1969,) In whet cen ouly be a reference %o
what in distriot court wan C.d.2308=TO 0'Conner says I have an FOIA case “which is bounetng
around in the CGourt of Apprals for the Distriot of Colwshia ~ - you should read it caves

fully, 4f you have not done so, and ask ssmemwmxwesking anyene else working en this made
rumwmﬂmwmm.

What this neans 4 that if snd when they =ver zespond on my personal-files request we'll
dave to ask for a ssareh of the files of everyeme working on the “YngwRey case ia Otvil
Rights alous for sny reeevds of any kind, Wiy all his steff of I think six lawyers slome
should read that onse I den't know, There is no moswal relevance exeopt for what the DJ
dnew well enough and no reocerd turned over shows, I did the investigation that led to
e : oircuit and the evidentiary hearing in "The James

|
"%
Z

relsvance in this sntirely sdavcpresentative desoription of that omse.
pamel ruled in my fever snd ordersd a remand in which I would
Ay %o explore the integrity of the FEI's repmwsentations, The
be forfended fyom omrrying my investigation further in the JIX

; for a received an gp hang hehearing which was tainted by aisrepe
80 permeating and corrupting that this partioular case is the first of rour
amending of FOIA,
The record 4in that case 45 large. “asch of the lawyers merely reeding it aost the govern
men '

However, it was neither “bouncing” ner evem beforc the ap.=als cours, to whiech it had
gene three years earlisr. The 7 vesson there was more than ano trip to the appeals
cpurt had notidng to do with me, 4t wes DJ, which uses "bouncing” as a re tation
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the persenal involvements as they influence judgement and the judgement itaelf in thls
;&mmutmm. the issue presmmtly befove this Cowrt in 1996,

sole oladm on py 2 in the custemary misquotation of (b){7)(E).
If as i3 probebly the cne pavegruph en py 5 is all that page, it opend wikth a reference
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tmwmwmmmnwmwwmﬂmwmam
£41es has becn Shovewghly purened.s.”
Mhnnﬂmhmﬂh&ﬂﬂmnﬁ“h“dhﬁhum
mwuwawwmmummmtmm.
ﬂﬂwhn&mfhwmmﬁwmtu
mmzmumwmuummwumnmum
mmmnuﬁnmmﬂ.ammumuum
uwwuwmmmmwma nay taike,” He set a temtative

§

sharwald,
p.tmwﬁwmmmp,'m.m.nmmm7

+/22/76 “outaide Contaot® fors{i6Pice Rpwbein, Obmroh Comuittes, Tiis discloses other
nmmmummumzwmmﬁmum

in a sense 2ot addwessed by what fellews, I8 also amsnet be the goly with
mumwmmwnum«m e
dzﬁo’:ﬂumm&ﬁahhmuminﬁnmlet"tba-nﬂm‘t

Itntmh"mmmtlwmmmhm.ﬁ%It‘hthﬁnm

mommmﬂmwu.mmmﬁmm
«wmwﬁmmmutuwummmm
this relevant. Nanoy Swsesy is & nav name in e

-

1/1/16 Ponsingsr{ly Nurply) to PodeOcSpinmrs, comd ¥0ee, DI, 144TD662, o8 D
gottint Onuyeh Anformation, records. efers *discepeiona” before ehuistees on which
a0 nwmos provided. A

“Our moeting” of 12/4,5" on vbdoh no mems provided and Fotiinger's earlier letter, slss

wwmmmmmm:mummm-

1/13/16 "Outside Contact” fomm re Nurphy's comtaot with “hureh cemzittee's Jee Demnin,
uwmmumnuw"ﬁnmmmmwmmmu
mumm»*w«mnwuaumhmmm

12/18/15 Pottinggr nese for A3, "Subjeet: Atteched “wpart” is not attahed, in
rospense 10 the WWMWMmeang jrovided. ¥o objestien



i€ also not provided."Jeck"Rencrwnda...are evailable” snd not provided. Sec aleo #24.

20 12/4/T5 wowo, Levi to Hoover, Re "Martin luther King, Jr. (Somshov thene people nevew
do use the "I bui tmumuu.umunummm.
this one pat bedng about ™ mttwwmmummtumwmcm

mantw&tumfutmmmvulmiomﬂtmanmmm
soupess ¥o learn. miommmtmhmmmhthw&n
11/24/75 * ® Poptingsr and Thormburgh (Crizinal) "$o review the files relating te
wmmm,uwam“wmmmumm
mumd."xtnuwu'mmwmm“wmgu*m-z
beliove it is of the highest Depertmental priority.*

¥all, afber five of Pottingers’ staff had been on it for about a half yesr, not a Bt
oo smoh "dispateh,” is .

elow does the AC say? is "sure” of Kelley's "cooperation* and he asks “ellay
nwmwwmu"wmmmmmmrumﬁw

indicate to Shorngurgh, from whea we have received nothing since the
abe ruled 4o our faver on the Notlon to Compel of 7/1/76 or in wowe them
in
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vithout yesponss. ¥y appesl had not been mupmind
ammmmmuwxm.-nmmwmm

: request fyom CBS 7V, which had earlier beam
n&m%mmmw.tmnemtwmmsm

11
il
]
]

%

I
¢
i
i
i
i
i
!
i
i

Dosn selensed 4n ene form mey not justify its releese in ano . sue 8 Big difforence
botwecn the affidavi$ of an BRI expers, y nade piic § Namx W & mmmary
Judgmment 1 got in 718470, volunderily] and the disclosure of i

sotunl yew dats and wpon which he formulxted opdndon. (Obviowaly, CB8 aad

Itmmmmmmmmmam.mw»wu



e

are imuaterial Yo those dodisated %o "Civil Rightss*The possihle legal theories | sioc]
mmasmmmm'm*mtwuapoum.n

Boy immediately beiore this memo the AXE AG signed it was Jmown that I was about %o sums
(!un-mneu-erorcastomzmammfmmscwm»aamngum)

sk ssxlier internal “"investigation” by the same ¢ivil liberimtienn, That one also coinoi~
dod wvith mx eariler FOIA action Wy mes Obvicualy ene should heave sufficed if an investis
was the real purpose of the "investigation/® Anquiry Levi told Kelley shout.
That the now one was not for new evidsmce is established by the fact that the records
dalivere: io not yefer to the transaript of the evidentisgpyhoaring and neither Ray's

Yha$ elwe doee the emrmtmmmdfuoumumammrsbynam

the meaning of which cannct be asomrtained in reading them except by those with considers
able extemmnl and desauled knowledge?

he levi &yectives %o Pottinger and Thomburgh have not been suppli=d Ly either or

W anyone slse in ro.ponse. If this is relevant, thaose directives ave more relevant,

12/4/75, “anay Seweay %0 Sob Murphy. (ne subjeot, file number or at:cchmente altbough
mn:twr«mw"mmw(mhm&mmma!fnen.(wm) 144~
xtmmkm'awmuormww@ummmw.ng.'mw
ryeport dedng supplied,

s "Mis latter ad Just axrived” mad is not attached,

Hurphy to oall Femillen and "£ind out by phone if he has anythdng vwortiwhile
.y, if #0, that you should meot with Mun,” B¢ relevent recoxds uttached,

L

of all the FRI FOIA uugt those et Whe meeking at the ¥BI, not DJ, to which lom refere
only tweslvesaon, who lms handied the oase so Dadly flawed 4n 75-226 that it
has Just deen remeanded; and Wissman, who was assigned to tids aase, Another way of lookiang
at this ia one FBI expexrt on imm me in FOIA and his suooessorwio-pe,

(See 21) 12/3/75 Duchen memo %o Levi re Gregory and Abernathy shbgrau
™he attachmonte is not atiached, Bentioned in first seatenoe and noted at bettom but
withheldegnd publio,

E&"
it

E




King's "setal reom situstion" is ef intere:t of Civil Rights when, moording to vhat it

suppiied as Gistinguished fres the yeality not addseesed this was fouwr and a half montde

That there is waexplained and wajustified mesiing on the mcond page is quite visihle,
Par: of the hendeitten file namber, Y44+T2662 froz what is not hidden, is covered

young Mack militents, with provesatewrs. IS was pard of the progran, Civil
Moin' om oenfirmation is withheld in thess files but was given to Puyne and 18
sttached to the 6/90/76 metden in hisk stertss. Here in reality as it wes as a gemersl
practise the 73X worked tagether with the losal peliee in such endesvers, Viat tiis sesns
wm Selpre eperation with the local polios is respensible for
's bedng in on Appdl 4 0 Do Milled there,
This iz, of oowrse, hidden in everything, Eves in Marphy's 1/20/76 "NEGORD OF OUTSIIR
CONTACT™ on Les Pagme's oall, ine' story disclesss that beoalled about this Inwveders
angle whieh 1 over %o Mx eardisr, Mupghey hides this in “he asked about the
Lorraine Hodel axd Inn matter,”
Gopy attached,



28 3/4/, Homn to Files,"Assassination of Markin Luther King,® DJ 144~72+662. “s was
gmmzmwmumnmm,mm«*m%&ehn
¢ Power," The ressoni"Rey ney huve besn putting the enceding lists imcluded
the book t0 aome uae...hw (Hereey) could assist us by showing &s what %o leok for
assumdng the book was aaried or notated in sooe +" They delayed,

29 2 10/26.70, 0'Connor ro Twner on "Fensterwald/ Ray Xatter.® it gpens with reference
hMinnﬁtath:"Mmdunmmmethﬂr regarding the
'W ngttar,

% 4a walled a coincldence that the AG aleo semt O'Comnor Fasntorvald's request Pfor
various msttern in the Sirhan oase.” (Thisuts under Civil R ghis?) pe has one
because Bud never mentioned his com:ittes of the Jrham caseé., Should he have to Yivil
Righta? Is i3 in any way rolevant? So, O'Connor doss the neam if the impreper, "I have
* MWhMMwMWWM,“WMmWMMM.
mpplicd, "Our informstion?" The Civil Rights Memwsiccomx “ivisoon has such f{lee?
it 414 a lawyer had to “abeok out?" Clearly this is & request tc the FEI for an ine
mm:mmwwammmsmmommnomta
0*Cemngx or Civil » o1y imporper,

20 1/28/74, 0'Cennor to Allen, whoss nane is stricken through snd repleased in weiting by
what aproars 40 be that of Jeln Soott. Aeodt is metuloned in the simgle parmgraph byt
ot identifiod,senbment This f2 an griginal desrdng no file oumber 50 shere is alsc no
rmwm“bmmtu.hﬁhﬂtmﬁmdmmmmdwofhm
dade.

* "I an retiruing the Jumes Barl Ray files,” plural in mewo, We have not been given & single
page with this identifica tion or separate file desfgnavion.

Allamilocos is 0 “cheok out the issuse we discuseed...possidility of gramd jury inquiry
of May Wyt a) = ng the filsses" With no oouspirecy censidered? They ape to defey
contmet with Sude “o repurt en oheclout or study of Uiles previded, Wiy else do 1 ¢t ?

3t 1/26.76 Murphy “RECORD OF OUTSIDE CONTACT® with Ooorge Momillan. 1o " .anted to know if
we would de interested in loakingatmphotostats of some cheok and bank atcounts that he has
whioh nay or nsy net help to sxplain how Jawes BEaxl Ray got his money after he oscaped
frem "rdson, MoMillan also wantiud to know Af 'the material would disappear! i7 hc gave
4% %0 usm,..would we help hinz by telling Mim what wo found," MoM told "interccted, Days

*  they'd get bacic, Ho recssd included here, (Cheok earlier documen.s, Ir this is with
t hem, then the quostlon is why was this not with thew?)

32 s Owmn of Civil Richts to Canale, 10/18/68, I will address 1% sejerately. 4t is long,
m.mmmmmmummmmmmum,nma
Sescrdption of various categerdes having to do with ovidence. Llso "a key to the volumes
indomed™ and . Ray chromology.

*  The tmmediate importances of this adivess the daliberateness of the false rep-esente~
tlous nade 1n and to the Court by Dugan (having to do with the imposcilbdlity of checking

E3099 700 M T'R) M 0P Nl &7 and Visoman whe, even 1f they did not



