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there ms been neither. 1 believo that 1 am far past the point where there is any 
reasonable question about intent. I believe there is an overwhelming and 1 believe quite 
diagraceful record ef s intent to withhold impprperly as there is of disorimination, I 
will be adding more to the record I've already given you on thia. Hot as much as I can 
because naling notes of all is an impes.ibility. when they were ridiculous or when J wae 
more than ususlly angered + did aske note. 

i have tried to be tolerant in the Appe that this would iaprove, «hst I teok to be 
your premise. The oposite is your aid the Bureau's practise. ne of the @tamaple I will 
be giving you is the obliteration of the name of ths “emphis progecuter when the Aicld 
Jffice reported what happened in open court. another is the withholdins of the neme of 
& hotel when that also is known, Another in «hich it ig impossible: to be fully specific 
if i a: to do anything else at all 18 the almost total sbeence of attachaents that are 
specified as being attached. 

in truth I have gone to what for me 1s enormous treuble and expanse to aveld the 
ne:d for goiny back to the judge. Yhen it was apparent with the firat seotion that there 
was extensive non-compliance bp unjustified withholdings I started xeroxing a separate 
set so that < could go over them and f£11 in the blanks for people who will use these 
recoria in the future. This is a practical iupossibility. But you are perfectly welcome 
to see for yourself that . did begin thie project end do have theee extra xeroxes to 
themselves. 1 have no other need for them. I do nave 2 gabolarly need for the records 
4 obtain from you to be preserved exactly as 1 obtain then from yous Not for ae, for others 

You are w aware of the other offers 1 have made to as:ist you in this. They pre« 
date your assigfent to thia case. They include getting young frieade to anke ea card file 
of all the indexes of 211 the published books ani the index already made of the evidontlaby 
hearing of cetober 1574. You ssid that your people were now usin, the indexes in the beoks 
themaeives, including mine, ani you have no need for this. 40 need? You have just given me 
records in which you withhold what + published years age, the casea of the late Willie 
Somersett and Kathy Ainaworth., In adcition Someraett was the subject of recent xiktatbuns 
articles in Aiami Magazine and several qack Andersen columns Kathy Ainsworth was the .ubject 
of long, definitive and ayndicated news stories. This was also the subject of considerable 
scandal that was embarrassing to the Ful. it obtained from private sources the fucds used 
that lead to these news stories. I ax not criticizing the Bureau in thia. Hather am I quite 
aynpathetic to the problem it facei in ettemeting to orevent certain intent to murder. In 
this one o. the surdereérs lost her life. 1 am oriticising the ithholding. There is ne 
basis fer it. All the namez are public. More than these reports contein also is publics 
They contain nothing not public. 3 why go to all the trouble and expense te withhold? 
And how meaningful is the review that does not eliminate this unjustifiable withholding? 

This, in turn, raises other questions, not werely of intent. There ie a real question 
of competence. here is also a question om attitude oi the anayli sts. it is more than 
apparent that they begin with the intent withholats, not to mace available what can 
be mad¢ availabie. where to a suall degree recently an effort haa been made to correct 
this by writing in what was withheld it has been entirely inadequate and is iliegible. 
Sut when in the last Beetion i vent over, late last night, they withheld the nawze of the 
prosecutor ag stated above and the names of oc lected public officials mentioned only in 
terms of thedr holding the offices to which they wera elected I think that after all this 
time theve is ai the very least sou: thing serioucl, and aubstantizlly «rong aad that there 
is the official intent that thie hipsen on‘ that it be perpetuated. I do not accept thia. 

In turn this leads to what ths judge has already said ia this case and what the new 
ttorney General has issued as a policy statement on FOIA. ne has said that all that can 
safely be released is to be releasnd. This also is the clear intent of the Act. After that 
statement is publishec in the vashington pap-era you confront ms with all these unjustifiable 
withholdings? It i9 stonewalling and it is wrong. fhe judge spoke to the fact that Ray hase 
been convicted and has long been i: jail and to the faat that it Was not necessary to with-
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While io sone tances 1 an aware that those whose t.eining includes an emphasis 

on secrecy, whether a6¢t not it is necescary, way have difficulty with the exact language 
of the investigatory-file exemption(you never quote it verbatim) 1 believe that especdally 
in an historical case of this nature and in the light of the etatemcnts by the judge and 
the Atterney General there is neither need nor sanction for those withhel/ings I'l. list. 
They do not invelwe secret informants or processes and in virtually no case what wee not 
available from any other source. In a large number of instances the information was made 
available in earlier Sections and Seriala. In no case is there a real privacy iesue, and 
the word you alwayea omit ie “unwarranted.” You have been trying to rewrite this exeaption 
through se again. Hot only wili I opvose this on the district court level, as I will, but 

+ urge you to reo: the appeals court's decision in my So. 7>-20el. i believes it states 
what can be expected 0: that court. lou aight also want to ask John Kilty what sem: of 
the judges actwally acid in oral argumente. . 

in general 1 believe that in all thi. time | have not received a single record that 
was withheld an’ referred to either the Department or any other agency. Afte: more than 
eight months I think thers has bewn ample time, pertécularly because sous make ne claim 
tem a backlog. 

In Section 63, Serial 4675 ~ thia appearea to withhold the .,ublic un. the released, 
the ease of obtaining papers in “Yaneda. One example is long interviews with Benny 
Edmondeon, released. 

4794, th: withhodRings relating to Raymond Curtia continue. 4326 is not the only 
released Serial relating to hie awn efforts to end any question of privacy, one that in 
reality never existec, He sought the “ohngon Publishing So. ani ite Ebony magazine out. 
They brought thie to the Sureau’s attention. Curtés, by name and with abundant lies, 
became # major character in George AcKilian's be.k on Jamea ar] “ay, indexed and with you 
supposedly usin, that index. dithiwla'dhis can be aseribed to the misuse of these secords 
in the OPH report. 

in Section 64 -our snalygkete are still withholding hic name. In some cases 14 was 
then written in. Thie is but onc of many illastratione of the intent, the competence or 
tthe analysts or both, Anu this aonthe after it was disclosed in earlier Serials, not 
just ic public of the o:tenaiwe promotional efforts, including coast-to-coast TV with 
regard to “clidllan's book. True also in other Serials, many. 

It is true of other known and release+hames in these and following Sections as it 
was in earlier Sections. 

In 4845 the nmes of SO ee reg ee ne nked carlton are not naskete 

public, published, too. If there wer mas any propriety in classifying thia recerd 
secret 1 believe the requirements of the Exgeutive Order were not met in releasing it. 

4746 1§ « 47=page dew Orleans report. ¢ deals «ith Charles sieis and the phone 
Calla. All names in the index are withheld éxcept that of “ay ani Dr. Ming. 1 do question 
thie and any need for it. (I'll bs interest-d in secing if after this enormous effort to 
trace a cali from Texas the Bureau even checked the right State. ) 

£2 Section 65, Serial 4551 obliterates the number of the advertise: temporary post 
office vox the say brothers took ‘or fund soliéitationa. Hot only did they give it up 
nine years age, thet they publiched the number for raisin. funds is in the released Serials. 
Yet someone went to ali the trouble to withhold and it was supported on ap cal review. 

Beginning with 4853 there ar: references to memes not provided here, references to 
Ray's correspondence about counsel when the correspondence alao ia not here-and it unas 
provided to the FRI. The exemption claimed for th:se interceptions is 7(D). 1 doubt it 
ger be applied but in any event thy fact anc the method of this are all public, in the court 
records. Jim and I established th: whole machine, complete with the order on how May's 
rights wodld be violated and who ‘in the Da's office would do the xeroxing. We obtained 
saxples of these 1 interceptions with all counsel and even wit the judge. I believe 
that on this addi 8 any aaeh withholding ean t be justified and is unnecessary,



4899 ond later Serials withheld the neme o! the Late Wkllie Somereett. Ky om publication 

of this ratter goes bask to 1967. +t was nore extensive in esrly 1971. Jack Meleen a4 

extensive writing for the Los angeles Times syndicate about Kathy Adneworth, Tarrante, her 

pertuer in the ovine in which she wos killed, and we both published all the other names 

4n these Secials. There is no quention about rAvacy and there is ao sesret souree, That 

he was ap PSL informer I also published, ar have others. It was mont recently in several 

iseues of Miani Magnaine. I'm suave the F.0. gent these. 

4874 withholds tho nemes of llay'e guaris. They ore sli in the court r-comés. Al the 

loge were also put into the recon! in 1974. But I doubt there wae either nesd or sanction 

to withheld.Aleo in 4902, Suction 66, the name withholding. sleo 4926. 

The yarecorded after 4886 is not the first or the lest total uithhelding of what 

was supplied by the ROAP, wio loter , that is in later Serials, agreed for all of thio te 

be available for the expected trinl. 7(2)(D) aps-dmvated. © believe there is ne need end 

provably no right to this total «ithbolding each and every such rocord. 

In several serials at thie point 7(G) end (D) are invoked to withhold what it doss 

does not nect the requirencate ef the exesption. Examples 4890,4992, 4098. ine
 

of the withholdings is related te interne] bickering, 

In Section 66 all ef Serial 4919 ie withheld. Ho exemption ie claimed, What had teen 

written under “Renbien” was erase. 

4960, although the «orkaheetp indicate ac withheiding Shere is wi thho.ding. 

4982 is one of the many cases of missing attacheents. Nis ane is the final Scotland 

Yard report on Say's activities in Britain. One ef the aparent reasons is that the 

ayatexatic vielation of “ay's tights, Lccluding, to privacy of consultstion of counsel, 

began here. Exbaumesament is not an exenpticn. it ir precluded in the legislative histery. 

Thia alee ecours later, in Memphis, agsing with withholding although it is all in the 

his name is written back in it is sonetines iliegible, mostly due to the care in 

waking poor meron copies. Aside f'ron this the wgste of time acd money has scoumlated inte 

a qm. First yeu pay pogple te do wreng and withheld what should net be 

Bvevything withheld en the ‘irst page 4987 hes been released, + believe many tinss. 

(It may interest you to know that of three docters sontioned in 5001 the ane whe 

was Bay's An-jeil phyaieien just Nappened to be the brother@in-lew of ene of the prossouters. 

Tour agente managed Kot to tehl Vashiagten thie.) 

Wilides Len Motel in Henphis the tine of the assassination, then they used phoney 1.) 

ent these reports oo state is uithboliias the yamneg iD. restiy ite Pitt ase of the hovel 

or in any way necessary? This eonalating wi ; finaliy ineludes the nase of the hotel.



ey thu day, Of vl tae games is sedker, ag i recaiie 1 cecal. one onlye 

WEth regard of Someraett, who oppearn d= these Serlals alse, I forgo: that after an 

axtreordinary length of tia: and after I obtained it from the Aebbives the FAT 444 sell me 

a coor of CD PAT dr vhieh Ae Sewees. Ft wae withhelé for core than five vears after I 
recuretely publichead what wee withhold in 1971. 

weetiun ugi in Serdal 9105 rour people setuaily ovliterated the qumes oi ulay blair, 
hogs book ap.eaiGa in 1$0G, and of the aan who ran the bertendin. sehoul Kay attended. 

udder subpouua. Ths Hofean mace he ost extensive public usé oi -hat it obteine: from 
hin as s0cn a: it obtained it. tat your people ai this late date are taking gpvermacnt 
thine ahi Mine ond seeking 6 watlhela thie? lan they eoubiy ve trusted with auyiudug if 
hey atu capable 9g. tiie’ “esddes euiUh cal’ 6 aame was released often in the sarlier 
Seetions. anu when tugy cde do tha wao can’ believe that undeing what they do is ce:tein? 

i heve cited cases in «rich it was not undone. There are others. 

+iis on 5109 they aleo orlwinel.y withiela tne name of ~onald weod. abi said above 
aveut Rag is true of him. in advition, wore is true, the extensive atzention lock ani iabe 
in hic public ep curane:-n gave the Voods. tet after mere thun a war the withholding of 
nanos includfug thom: o! the Footle an. their associates, all public, has not been relieved 
in the very first -ecords I wae yiven. There remaing the claim to 7 (G} and (2) relating to 
the weli~publicdieed neces cf the Sectland Yard Chic! Inovectar and sorgeant, both also in 
“he conrt records. I svenone theae weve also apctfed to Meee aa the "PY cogent. Vhea the 
aere “ritish nomos “er oithheld in $9110 aladr te (C) only wee node. Thovs simply eannet 
be ony coed feith here. Thor te ne @titgenece at all. “None of thie is not widely publics 

  

21i4 meskes the napes of sguite already released. ihey aru apy ii ib: court records 
an dhjg cage, too. 

S116 your peuple ordginelly masked the nase of the alten “hief of volice on a privacy 
cali vheo Samy ecation of him it only in conn ction «ith his offieial position. 

Stic witaheics uameg the FEY released last year. 
Rec, TO} ont; de clafo ¢ yet ieforcation r lating te seopie i. the Elan 4 wt thheld, 

Thies ls te gay theres is ao claim to 7(C), whether or not ML) is eo reorlate to the reat 
oF het La iiodele » and whether L$ need be withheld if sp ropricte. 

Disi~ 4% this late date for the newest of analyste the name of the sheriff was origingally 
withb-ld b. thom. iow this 1s Mesphis ana thet sheriff's nese was intersationaliy and 
eiten:ively publicigec. Can there ever have been any honest and rational reason for or 
excuse for withholding it? I'm getting again at the mind sct of these people to whom this 
responaibidity has becm tracted » act only on thir case but the others to which theyfbh 
be assigned. 

St42 referg tc what ds cot attuched here and is only parily provided later, intereeption 
of coucenications of say's the Fil itself later says are privileged. Gspies of what the ¢al 
hed are only cartly crovided later. Se for the future your analyste and you can know qin 
and 1 é4é obtain the actual orders for these Violations of say's rigntee They are public, 
ap evidence in th: evidentiary hearings. It is Foliey Statement ¥ 14. The xevoxing all 
yas to be done by aduinistrative l.4. "busty" Lloyd ghodes. in fact some was done by e 
Rationsl academy graduate £,.iutchinson, whore oune your onelyste alao masked. Lasvector 
Biliy “with was in charge. He made soce of the interceptions an: deliveries to te DA. Hae 
ani all other uames involves in this sre paulie. “e an! the Shoriff both testified in 1974. 
HE itis of dat reat to the turtsu, in os iusteuce the Keuplde report errs. It vas ret 
Yokn but cerry “ay who @ade the epcroach to the racist lewye: J.BeStoner when th: other 
racist lawyer “enes would de nothing alout the projuddetal peblicdity (netarally, he was 
paid frov it) that “ay coosi ered Utbblous. Tis also should bs i cicetion thet no 
withhelcing of this asture is justified. The 1 terceptioss of all the mall asi oth r formes 
of communication, the use of [V end audio yharveilianoe are ali publics 1t was the result 
of the reoomecndations of others whose namen were uusked, federal experts.



Not those on civil rights, a.turally. It is “security” that required the interes ption 

of ali of Bay's comcunications «ith his lawyere and the judges and others. He did not 

appeal the extraditicn just go he could conspire with the judge and the counsel to break 

out of that jail. With two guards at least always inside the oeli with his, 

5150, Joe Hester's delayed mop rt on the Mexico inforuation, is one in whieh the 

analysts withheld every name mentioned, regardless. “egeriless of what? That they were 

all public and in addition in tis onse hed ali been relessaed. Where they have been written 

in they are often incomprehensible. In one area this refers to records that obviously the 

¥B2 had and you have set provided, 1 cite it not because it weans that much to,pd but as 

bearing on compiiance. This is the part about the cosmereial photographers and in the 

aane area, the pictures Kay is sald to have takeme jione oF this has been dede 

With 5154 1 will loave the iaterpretagion of the exemption oleimec to Jin. My om 

opinion iz that there is no applicable exemption and no need. I believe the ‘real reason for 

this wihholding relates to the groes sisrepresentations of the OPR report, which played 

ell of this and ali of the Curtia fabrications as sstabliched trufth. "his is the origin 

of the canard of the "businesamen's" alleged offer of $100,000 to off Kinge+ believe thie 

le more reasouable than any claim to the interest in ibe privacy of the two people who 

said thece was no truth to whet the GPR says, the woman who ig invoived in nothing end 

the nan who turned kimeelf in ae s parole violator in hie efforte to begin a new life. 

5156 is where the snalyste withheld the name of the prosecuter end what trangpired 

in open court and was incorporated in thet judge's order 

5156 end 5160 are Mr. Hoover's memorandum to 4AG Pollak and the birmingham sirtel 

relating to the interview with Wiliian Bradford Syie, “ay's self-~atyled defender. The 

dates are 9/10 and 9/2/68. Yet there ie no prior rec.rd? I cantt belheve it. In fact 1 dom 

not believe it, as it relates to Washingtgn records alone. 

The FBI sgxax imew in detail of the Bubi(Henos arraqgeaonta over Kay and had copies 

of sone cuestions Baie hed given Kay to afiawer. (I do not asaume that “ay provided this to 

his captors. Yoluntarily ani knowingly, that is.) The copies date to the previous months 

Huje, the sup osed defender and the one who paid Ray's lawyer, expecting to recoup, his 

investacnt frou excluaive literary rights, offered the Fal ali he recedved and 

receive froz Kay and his lawyer, in return for unpublished pictures of Raye 

Lf it de to the FSl's credit; that it raised questions about whether or not vhese 

vere privilgged records, =r. Hoover nonetheless preferred to making a deal wit: Bude 

that he be sefrved with a search % and a grand jury subpoena, by local sutheri ties 

if the Department did net assent. (Huie was served with a grand jury subpoena by the 

local proszecution.The t-ansoript, the first if not the ouly Shelby County grand jury 

transcript, is in the record of the evidentiary hearing. ) 
Regardless: of any coxy “eupiis arrangements, the records i have been provided reculre 

that it be beliewed that when Bwle phoned the FEI with such an offer the Birminghan Field 

Of dee did not oomunicatiee with "Seat of Government” in any wey, either to report or te 

seek guidance frox Headquarters. This is a drean situation in a very weak ond extremely 

sensational case. *t is an offer of every word “ay wrote. ihis came to 20,000 words and 

what could not be pickad up by the microphones and camerad. “ebody was tempted enough 

to ask? and there is ne record ea? any inquiry? 

5165 4s where you protected the privacy of the Wiliitam Lem hotel oy blacking cut 

ite name, this is the seme William Lem Hotel not blocked out going back for nonths. 

And it was ap roved on sxkem review, Last review, neturally enough, by the same office 

froc. which came the OPK «port mentioned above. Curtis and ai. that. 

as 1 have told you, these unjustified 4dthholdings create necdleas ambiguities. 1 do 

not want them to exist without need. If I ae not asking that you go back tc iquare Qne T 

do want clear and dependable recontis fro which there has been no ucnegessary withholding. 

while my belief need not prevail it io that those responsible for this ought be required 

to rectify what they have dome without any sanction or need. Yithout interruption of thie 

already long delayed and inadequate compliance.
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