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Uffice of public affalirs

Veparte:nt of IJtate

fashington, L.o. 20520

Uear s. Sanie, de ning assasaication reeoriss Ces. 751986 - appeal

in his letter dated July 26, 1976, with which &=, Allem soCreight of the FEI
forsarded precessed copies of Fil records that had beon referred to thw Department
of State, hr. Helredght told »: 0 sdirese any guostions o you.

After peadlng the yecords provided ay firet question l= why those records relating
to thw extredition of Jamea iarl Ray ware nst provided by the Department of State in
regponss o my FOl4 request or in complicnce after i filed C.ie 71570, in which the
Doparteant of State was & nawed detendant. it is my recolleotion that the Dopartment
dld not provide a single rocerd in that came,

This, of course, leade to my wondering when I will hear fres the lepartment in
responas to xzy PA #nd FOlA roqueste with whish 1t hed mot complied. & boliowve that I
have appealed all of thess, If by any chance 1 have not spoealed any onc, them this
is that apoeel, intendsd to cover all requests.

A ned executive order on clas:ification bas been prosulgatec. Jt has new standards
{or classificetion and review. I bulievs it would be aprrowriste for these new standards
to be observed with regard to thoge records withheld freo ne on cluimed natianal security
growsti and becauwsc @ the passing of time with some of thes L now ask this.

Froo: the mecomds provided it would aprosr that aliest no imbassies reapoudes at the
tize of the King asssssinetion heisues virtually me resords have beon provided in ree-
potise to the FEI's reguast rsflected in such records as ir. HoCreizht's Dooumsat 4. If
there are any other aush rocords 1 weuld ap-reciate oomles of them,

Docusont & ie the london Embssey'z ceble stating with regard to s statement
issuad by che Attorngy “onoral that the texi has bees yreceived bty phone nnd “oene
firee 1to accuracy.” 4y recellection 1: that there was factusl inaecurasy in this
ptatement and { sk for eny records rolewent to oy reocollection,

Bocuments 17 and 19 apsesr to be ldemtical. Hoth withhold the same snd other fin-
forsation rolsting to one who "gtated that he fdd administered a longthy peychological
interview and test to “awmes Earl Ray while he was a jpriseper in Hissouri.” Clais 1s
zade to (B)(7)(L). 1 velieve this to be inapyrepriate becaus® wnlest th: parson whose
nose is withheld is & faker it is public knowledge that the test was administered and
by whome I believe this information is in records reloased by the FEI and in a masber
of bucks sud newspuper articles. The inforvation waz rcleased contemporanssusly to the
press, 1 boliewe my recolisction that the persen adminletering the test was interviewved
by reportera. + cliave that i quoted news sccounts in my own beok. But were this not
true, L believe that under bistorical case standards this information should not be
withhald. 1 ask for unexparggbted coples and any other relevant infoarmation. in this
regard 1 omdl to your atvention and Er. KoCreightbs that there is currenil; considerside
Journslistic atiention to vhat wo: losked Dy soms offi-iul that is related to paycho-
logical ftest in the ‘ssouri jatl. The story, atiribubted tc one Eysra' report that
reached the Al and wes witbheld by it, is that there wes a sesxeh for a paey, Hr.
byers' word "mge® (I bolievs the rading was obsessive-conpulsive.)

By 6 carven copy i also appesl to the Departmant of Justles.
-JWYQ”.

Haveld weisbery





