| moves the Court for summary judgment in his favor with respect to |

'~ on the MURKIN investigation prepared for the Director of the FBI.

{ to other agencies.

. which it still has not.
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MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Comes now the plaintiff, by and through his attorney, and

| i
the following records: f

1. BAll records of the Civil Rights Uhit of the General In- ?
vestigative Division of the FBI, including the twice-daily reporté

J

2. All records in the MURKIN files which have been referred:

3. The four volumves of "Sub G" of the Memphis MURKIN files

which the FBI promised to deliver to plaintiff last November but

This motion is made pursuant to Rule 56 of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure. In support of this motion, plaintiff submits
a memorandum of points and authorities and a statement of mate-

rial facts as to which he contends there is no genuine issue.
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'CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this 25 Z" day of April, '

1978, mailed a copy of the foregoing Motion for Partial Summary

! Judgment to Betsy Ginsberg, Attorney, Information and Privacy

{i Section, Civil Division, U.S. Department of Justice, Washington,

D.C. 20530.
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Civil Action No. 75-1996
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|
STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS AS TO |
WHICH THERE IS NO GENUINE ISSUE |

In support of his motion for partial summary judgment, and i
in conformity with Local Rule 1-9(h), plaintiff submits herewith %
a statement of.materiél facts as to which he contends there is §
no genuine issue: |

1. The Civil Rights Unit of the General Investigative Divi-
sion of the FBI genefated records>pertaining to the assassination;
of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., including the twice~daily reports
on the MURKIN investigation which were prepared for the Director
of the FBI.

2. These twice-daily reports and other Civil Rights Unit
records pertaining to the King assassination have not been given

to plaintiff. The defendant, however, has made no claim of

exemption for such records.

3. A number of records in the MURKIN files have been re-

-

farvad +o other agencies for action. Although no claim of exemp-
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' attention of the defendant, he has still not received these miss-

i

copies. Although plaintiff has repeatedly brought this to the

ing volumes.

S H. LESAR
910 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Attorney for Plaintiff
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Plaintiff has moved for summary judgment with respect to
three kinds of records. The first category is comprised of the
records of the Civil Rights Unit of the General Investigative D1v1-

ision of the FBI. In 1977 the Office of Professional Responisibil-

1ty of the Department of Justice issued a report on the FBI's
harassment of Dr. Klng and its investigation into his assassina-

gtion. Appendix B to this report, the "Shaheen Report", contains

i .
|2 summary of an interview of a Mr. Richard E. Long. This inter-
!

fview (see Attachment 1) reveals that the Civil Rights Unit played
;an important part in the investigation of Dr. King's assassination,
[including the preparation of twice-daily reports on the MURKIN in-|
gvestigation for the Director of the FBI. These reports have not
Ebeen given plaintiff, yet they are clearly within the scope of his

| request. Unless these and 6ther Civil Rights Unit records fall

' within one of the nine narrow exemptions to the Freedom of Infor-

mation Act's requirement of compulsory disclosure, they must be
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tinue to be withheld from plaintiff, even though plaintiff has re-

%peatedly demanded that they be released. Unless the defendant can

iFreedom of Information Act's exemptions, these records also must
Ebe disclosed.

j Finally, pléintiff asks that this Court award him summary
ijudgment with respect to the four vdlumes of "Sub G".of the Mem-

%phis MURKIN files which it promised to provide him last November.

Plaintiff has repeatedly raised this issue with the FBI and with

‘defendant's attorneys. Although there is no claim of exemption
‘and the FBI in fact promised to give them to him, plaintiff has

-still not received them. Apparently it takes a court order to

i
1
i
i
§
)

i
+

.iaccomplish this simple uncontested matter.

| For the reasons set forth above, plaintiff requests that the
'Court grant him summary judgment with respect to these records.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES H. LESAR
910 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Attorney for Plaintiff

édemonstrate that these records fall within the scope of one of the.




Interview of Richard E. Long

" the incoming teletypes with him. Long and Bill Martindale would then

ATTACHMENT 1

C.A. 75-1996

. .,

Mr. Richard E. Long was interviewed at his office on December
30, 1976 by James R. rieckhefer. Mr. Long was the Headquarter's
Supervisor for the MURKII, investigation in 1968, pperating from the
civil Rights Unit of the General Investigative Division. Mr. Long -
is presently Assistant Director of the Finance and Persoanel Division -
of the FBI. : :

Long advised that he was assigned the MURKING investigation
because he had geographical responsibility for the Merphis Field
Office. On April 5, 1958, he and the Chief of the Civil Rights
Section, Clem McCowan,went to see Assistant Director Alex Resen
regarding the investigation. Rosen inquired as to how Long would
maintain & "tickler system."” Long at a later time explained to Rosen
how his tickler system would be formed and utilized. Long stated that
he rainteined the system with approximately 35 key classification.
This system was retained in addition to the MURKIN file.
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two daily reports, one in the morning (9:00 am.) and cne in the
efternoon (1:00 pm.). He was assisted in these reports by Sugervisor
Frank Hadson and Dick Bates of the Civil Rights Unit who would read

Tong stated that each day there were prepared for the Director (

prepare the memo for the Director. The memo would be forwarded to
McGowan for signature,Athen to James Malley, then to Rosen, and then
to Deloach. These were only reports of the current investigation and
did not contain recommendations, said Long.

Iong said that Deloach would offer many suggestions. If a matter L. ik
of importance was received, DeLoach would be called by telepaoce. :
Iong advised that there were no limitations or restrictions on the
investigation. However, thls case was handled in a somewhet different
manner because Headquarters had responsibility for the conduct of the
case. GCenerally, the oftfice of origin'(Memphis) had this responsibility

and would provide Headquarters with up-to-date reports on a case. _ o &i$¢
Long sald that he was instructed to use all manpower he felt ' 7“??:
necessary to complete a full investigation of the assassinaticn. :;%?
- ' . : % 21
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long related a story told him by Rosen regarding the search of - -..gg:;
fingerprint fugitive tiles. . Rosen said that the Director believed, RO

B e e in the investipation, that the assassin was & - BN



fugitive and recommended a search of appropriate files. Since the
thumb print taken from an Atlanta map Tound at Galt's vacated room
in Atlanta had a unique "ulner loop" and was a very clear print,
this was used in the search of the fugitive files. The first 100
Jackets of the file contained Ray's identity, and the other finger-
prints obtained during the 1nvestigation matched the Ray file.

Regarding the directives from Héadquarters, Long advised that
they were standard procedure in a major case. He stressed that
because of the importance of the case shorter deadlines were enforced.
Agaln, Lorg added this was a massive investigation without restrictions.
Long believes this was a complete, highly responsible and successful
investigation by the FBI. Until Ray was apprehended, there was 24
hour supervision at FBI Headquarters.

Long stated that he was not really awvare of the investigation
by the Domestic Intelligence Division on Dr. King. He could rnot
recall any contact with Division 5 and did not know that there were
two agents from the Domestic Intelligence Division reading incoming
teletypes. Although it is a possibility that this was being done if
it was done it was without his knowledge.

Iong stressed that the FBI was very concerned with Ray's source
of funds, and believes that Ray committed some type of crime to
finance himself. ILong believes that Ray was a strong racist and

‘used the example of Ray not attending a softball game at the Missduri

state Penitentiary if blacks were even in attendance. Long explained
that the Ray family was interviewed numerous times, but stated the
Bureau was uncertain as to the veracity of any family members.
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