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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR “I'HIE DISTRICT OFF COLUMBLA

HAROLD WELSBERG, z t
Plaintitf, .

Vs ; Civil Action 75-1996

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Delendant.

.........................................

AFFLDAV LT

My name is Harold Weisberg. | reside at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland.
I am the plaintiff (n thils casc.

L. The August LL, 1978, allldavit ol SA Norace . Beckwlth reached me by
mail on Saturday, August 12. | was Lhen engaged upon other work, Including what
I had to complete and take into Qﬁz\und mail to meet a prior cowmitment. After
completing this other work and making the mailing, | made a hasty cxamination of
the first few paragraphs of SA Beckwith's 68-page affidavit, scanned the tops of
the attachments withoul removing the rubber bands that hold them together, and
then started to read the affidavit. After reading the Flrst seven pages and
skimnming the clghth, | sought Lo consalt with counsel on the prepavat fon of an
affidavit in response. My counsel was nol avallable by phone. | Lherefore began
this affidavit at quarter to 10 p.m. Saturday night (n rhe hope that | mlght be i
able to find a notary sgometime on Sunday and be able to provide this aflidavit on
Monday prior to the scheduled calendar call

2. Although this affldavit 1s limited Lo parts of the First seven pages
and a little of cthe ecighth, from previous exper icnce wlith such aflidavits as that
of Horace P. Beckwith uuq from prior cixpevience with his ukliduvLL§, L believe
that what 1 state is true of rthe cotire alfidavit.

3. Despite his seeking to plve a contrary fmpresslon, SA Beckwith's
affidavit is not made only on first-person knowledge. From his affidavit it is
not possible to know whether he states anything other than ay name is of first-
person knowledge.

4. In his affidavit SA Bechkwith swears lalsely. He mlsrepresents, evades,

seeks to decelve and mislead and dilstorts.
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5. With respect to at leasl some of this, SA Beckwith should have known
he was swearing falsely. Thls ls shown by my LExhibit L. xhibit 1 i1s
Pages 19-23 and the related exhibits of the affidavit I provided in response to
affidavies dncluding one by SA Beckwlth In G.A. 77-0692. That affidavic 1w
dated June 4, 1978, or two months prior to SA Beckwith's Instant affidavit. The
affidavit from which Exhlbit | is taken was glven to the Civil Division of the
Department of Justice. The Civil Division of the Department of Justice therefore
had knowledyge of the Lalslity of SA Beckwith's Lnstant affldavit prior to
filing 1t. It is to fllustrate this as well as- to save time thac I provid; these
pages from my prlor affidavit. My prior afllidavit proved the representations of
SA Beckwith to be false before SA Beckwith exccuted his instant affidavit. There
has been no response to my June 4 alfldavic.

6. On page 6 SA Beckwith sLatés that "All releasable porcions of these
documents along with inventory worksheets, which Pist and describe every document

contalned in the files have been lurnlshed to plalnciff." (tmphasis added)

7. Alphabetically, the Atlanta Field Oflice files Qru [irst in my filing
of the records I received. Atlanta Is also Lhe office relating to whose records
SA Beckwith filed his affidavit in C.A. 77-0692, in responsc Lo which I filed the
affidavic from which Exhibit | is taken. Attached as Exhibit 2 are the worksheets
for the first Voluwme of these Atlanla records.

8. Although in his allidavit of August 1L, 1978, SA Beckwlth states that

the inventory worksheets "list and describe cvery document contalned in the files,"

the worksheets show thalt this is lalse. For che first Volume only 26 of the
EEEEEEEE&J{QQ)SEFL“lS are llsted. More than /5% percent of the Serials are not
listed or mentioned 1in any way.

9. lxhibit I shows that the worksheet cntries made with regard to the
Atlanta records provided to me in this Inslant cause are also false. Exhibit 1
also shows that SA Beckwlth swore lalsely in C.A. 77-0692 with regard to the
ldentical records relatlog to which | recelved a crooked count Ln the workéheets.
(They hide the fact that 27 ol Lhu.29 pages are withheld.)

10. 1t likewise is lalse to attest that ) have been provided-with "all
releasable portions"” ol all records. What 1s within the public domain was and

remaing withheld even after | provided prool ol this.




11. In his customary semautlcdl pilding ol lllies, SA Beckwith states
(at page 2 (4)) that "lun order to provide a more complete response to each item
appearing on the list, plaintiff's actual letters were reviewed and analyzed."

12.  If there was such a review, then a convenlent 1llustratlon of the
falsity of the affirmation 1s the case of Raul ksquivel. (See also paragraphs
50-51) I select this because 1t relates Lo withholding from New Orleans files
and because the New Orleans affldavit ol SA Clitioird I, Anderson ls attached to
the Beckwlth alfldavit as Exhibit WW. More Chan a year agao L sceant the 181
photocopies of pages from my own book and from the New Orleans phone directory to
prove that the identical information relating Lo Raul Lsquivel and withheld by
the FBL was withln the public domaln. Whother or not my "actuul loltors were
reviewed and analyzed," vto this day the IMBE has relused to provide thils and other
withheld public domaln information.

13.  In Paragraph (2) SA Beckwith represents that a "list" is "included"
in my counsel's letter of November 3, 1977. There are other misrepresentations
relating to cthis "lisc" and its limitations and purposes. Actually, it 1s a
series of brief notes made by a college student to accommodate the Civil Division.
The list is merely a selection made by the student, wlith the agreement of the
Civil Division, to provide it with some illustrations relating to noncompliance.
It was forwarded with Mr. Lesar's letter.

14.  Long betore SA Beckwith executed his August L1 affidavit, 1 completed
a memorandum of more than 200 pages for the Civil Division. Therc is no reference
to this in SA Beckwith's affidavit. The second part of this memorandum is based
on my unanswered letters to the FBL.

15, 1t is misleading to represent, as SA Beckwith does (ar Paragraph (4)),
that this student's "list constitutes a compilation of issues contained in
plaintiff's correspondence with the FBT regarding the Murkin matter.” It also
is not "regarding the Murkin watcer."

lb.  As of che time of the student's work | had not located most of my
letters to the FBI and my notes.

17. To represent that there is direct quotation from my letters, as is

accomplished by such headlings as "LETTER OF DECEMBER 20, 1976," is to mislead.




SA Beckwith's quotation is from the student's shorchand paraphrasing.

18. The first two iltems under this headlng serve to illustrate SA Beckwlth's
persisting misrepresentations. ltem 1. 1s a relcerence to a speech by former
‘Memphis District Attorney CGeneral Phil M. Cannle.  SA Beckwlth does not state che
essence, that in this speech DA Canale showed Memphis police photographs, those
SA Beckwith represents had to be kept confidentlal. Nor does SA Beckwith inform
the Court that among the pictures DA Canale displayed are those not included in
the crime-scene pictures ultimately pr@vidud to me and the ildentlcal medilcal
photographs that remain denied Lo me. - ltem 2. staLes that some of the police
plctures are already public records. This came aboul from public uses to which
SA Beckwith does not refer but about which I reminded the FBI. One such public
use was by the Department in the extradition of James Earl Ray.

19. Wich regard to item 4. on page 3, SA Beckwith's effort to mislead
the Court is not accidental. It relates to "Ray's 'personal records,' missing
serials. 7(C) public domain." What SA Beckwith states following this is; I
believe, knowingly misleading, irrelevant and immaterial because T provided a
walver from James Larl Ray. There thus was no basis for any withholding
attributable to 7(C).

20.  Next SA Beckwith has "5. Deletion ol Jerry Ray's name.'" Of this he
says nothing. there is not even a pro Forma denial. Nor 1s there any effort to
skirt around this continued withholding with idrrelevancies.

21.  SA Beckwith does nol represent on personal knowledge that "No attempt
has been made to withhold" and that ”Léglcal locatlons for missing attachments
have been searched." Perhaps this accounts For his providing the affidavit in
place of those FBL SAs with whom Mr. Lesar and | discussed such withholdings.
Those SAs relbused to secarch other files | specillced.

22, SA Beckwith's representations with regard to the withholding of FBI
names adds arrogance to lalse BwWear . Mlret he adnltyg that these names were
wlthheld throughout 8Y entire secttous, wany thousands of pages. He then pontifi-
cates that "if plainciff can show cause why he needs the information ... those
pages will be reprocessed."

23. My reading of the Act and of its legislative history is‘that it 1is

none of the FBI's business why | want any record. SA Beckwith also presents
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himself as the requester at this poing Iy pretending to represent lor me what 1
regard as of "substantive nature." While | belicve that why I want any information
and what 1 any uselulness T scee in it s none ol SA Beckwith's husiness, T have

no reluctance Ly stating that the veasons velate Lo hlstorlcal Lmportance, to

the FBL's execution ol Incomplete und.lnurcurulu reports, to its providing of

false affidavits and to 1llegal acts.” ‘The larter is a practice with which SA
Beckwith reportedly has personal Pami liariey.

240 WLth regard to showling cause, (I (hig were necessary, It was done
twlce on high authority prior o the proceastng ol any MURKIN records. .The Firat
was when | presented the Court with a policy statement by FBI Direcror Kelley
Stating that the names of agents would not be withheld in historical cases. The
second was an Order by this Court. “The fguL Is that when I repeated the sense
of this Order to the FBI's FOLA agents, they relused to obey 1. lLater 1 learned
that AUSA John Dugan sent the Department the Lranscript of that calendar call
and informed it of the Order. “Then and throughout most of the processing and in
another case quiLe recently che FBI played the same arbltrary and capricious games
in withholding FBI names. Now SA Beckwlth protests the cost ol undoing what the
FBI did in deliberate and knowlng violatlon of this Court's Order and of the
Director's pollcy.

25.  In the wore recent case Che FBL processced about hall ol its large
Dallas file on "The Assassination ol President Kennedy" wicthout withholding any
FBI names. Lt then abruptly withheld wose ol (hem. [ next processed the
Dallas "Oswald"™ Ij]¢ without withholding a siugle FBL nawe.  ALL ol thils Incon-
siscency In withholding was by the same apgents and thoa o period ol aboul one month.

26 SA Beckwliith pretends ro Find tustt b icatton tor withholding o record
because he claims “there 18 no conncct fon with the assussinatlion of Dr. King.”
Were this the FBI's standard, Lhen most of Lhe records o the MURKIN file would
not exist becausc by lar the greatest pare ol (e are not coonecred with the
crime.  They are connected with the MBI investipation.

27. It 1s the FBL that prevailed upon the Court (o permit it to provide
me with the MURKIN records, which [ did nol ask |op. This caused a long and
continuing delay. [t wasted my time by forclng me to read and initially also to

pay for records I had not sought.
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28.  Despite SA Beckwith's withhiolding ol the name involved from the
Court, Ll state that the withheld ruv;rd is relevant.  Related records were
provided by the FBI and by the Department .

29.  The corpse of a murdered criminal named Dunaway was found In the
trunk of a car at the Atlanta airport. The suspect "Galt" abandoned his car in
Atlanta. Prior to the identification of James Farl Ray, 1t was belleved that
Dunaway was connected with the crime, hence the investigation. Morever, all of

this Is within the publice domaln, an M. Lemar and 1 Il ormed the BT Lo carly

1976.

30.  SA Beckwith has nol qualilled himscell as an expert on the subject
matter of the request or the relcvant records. e therefore is not qualified to
issue such ex calhudra pronouncements as has “no connection with the crime. "

31. Withholdings in his attachments repeat and perpetuate the unjustified
withholdings I appealed. le continued to withhold (he public domain even after
15
the FBI was informed and given prool that the withheld tnformation iw within the
public domain. In this T belleve the Intent Lo mislead Che Court Is apparent,
although with the usual fldelity to Orwall all ol Lhis and more are described by
&AL/
SA Beckwith as "maximum disclosure,” andyonly the most "limited cxercise of the
privacy exemption.” As one example, the PBI contllinues to withhold the names of
those Burcau ol Prison officlals who supcrvisced the dinscallation of 24-hour
electronic surveillance of Ray and his counscl cven after processing the newspaper
stories that provide thelr names. (s Exhibit 1) This Is represented as how
an historical case [s processed in accord wilh Lhe Altorney General's guidelines,
guldelines [n which the Attorney General sald he would rather be sued lor
disclosure Lhan withhold unnccessarily.
20 Whithe o no pofot adibcrining what b cucompassed by 2. 'Lour
requests, duted  back to 1969, Withholding Intormatton from 4/15/ 7% request,
SA Beckwilth vepresents lalscely that "all records pertalning to the assassination
of Dr. King ... on well as recolds purtalning o' the Ray lamily were provided.
At no point does SA Beckwlth state that he has personal knowledge enabling him
to attest as he has. In his rulvrunug Lo the Ray Tamily, SA Beckwlith is carﬁfgl
to omit the "all" trom his descriplion of the records provided. In fact, the FBI

has restcricted Ttsell o the ﬂnh[vr‘uﬂv ol Trs own contriving, the MURKIN Files.
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It has not provided records frow its files on the members of Ray's [amily.

13, "he entire FBL leadquarters Murlin f1le," SA Beckwith states (at
page 6), consists "of 91 Sections and four Scclions of public source information."
SA Beckwlth makes no relercnce tooany subseet Tons. These do exlst In fleld
of fice MURKLN Tiles. Perhaps FRLIQ 1s an cxceplion, bul throughout this long
case 1 recall no I'BL representation that there are no Subs in FBIHQ files.

Y. SA Bockwlth next makes geoeral relorence to the indices of the Memphils
Fleld OLfdee but apaln only o the context ol ihits artibtetaltty, "the Murkin
investigation.” In this | bolicve Lhere is intent to deceive and miglcad this
Court.

35, In the John Kennedy assassination the Dallas Field OffFfice, which
occupled a position and excercisced o responsibility similar to that of the Memphis
Field Office in Lhe King assassination, has an entirely separate series of

indices for that case. [t has secret Files not reflected in FBLHQ records until

a need arosc. 1L has special [iles on the authors of books. ‘The subject index
alone is ol lorty linear tect ol cards - all keptoa lght secret and oot reported

in the Warrcen Commission investigatioo.

16. In the processing ol the MURKIN records, the IFBI agents slipped up
and Let me have a lengthy Chicapo teletype itemlzing the most extensive f[lles
related ro Dr. King. L oasked the agents abont this and asked them for similar
inventories lrom other Ficld olbices. | was lied to. | was told no such
inventories had been provided by any other Liceld office.

47,  omitted from the highly touled release ol heavily expurgated FBIHQ
records relating Lo the Gsanssination ol President Kennedy were records I have
since obtalned trom the iles ol (he Dallas Field ofbtee. (Exhiblc 3A and 3B)
These records tnelode what Ghoatd Yave been prov bded Brow FILHO) MURKIN records
and did not recelve.  FBLIQ sent dircetlives to vach and every one ol Lts 5Y
field offfees ad to all Tus Lepal Attache ol lices, a&king»lur an inventory of
all records rvelatling Lo Lhe King and Kennedy assassinat ions.  Ihis was In
connectlion with the creation ol the House Select Commitlee on Assasgslnations.
LExcept Lor the accldent of the single telerype slipping through, thernngaui and
still is total withholding ol a1 Lhesce records.  These records should include

and rom Che ballas Pllustration do inelade L hee direct lves to the field and

T — p— . . B S —— it A B 111



Legat offices, the telulypu responsvy and airtels in amplification.
38. If by any remote poassiblllity the agents processing the

King records were unaware of this ma jor FBI flile-search operation

and inventory preparation, they became aware once I told them and

requested the withheld inventoriea. Not only did the FBI lis then

- even now, after all of this, SA Beckwlth swears that I have been give

"All records pertaining to the assassination of Dr. King" while he
seeks to hide from this ‘“ourt the existence of these inventories
and other relevant records. When as of this moment the directives
on making these Inventories and the coples of the inwentories
remain withheld, it 1s to swear falsely to swear that "every
document contained in the files" has "been furnished to plaintiff.”

39. The Dallas inventory dlsclosea that the field offices
are the memory holes for FBIHQ. FBIHQ directed Dallas to let 1t
know of all clandeatine tapes and btranscriptas thoeroeof aﬁd other
similer records, all of whlch remain totally withheld from me in
this instant cause and are astated not to be in FBIHQ files.

LO. Relevant to this 1s SA Beckwlith's cuteness in selecting
the shorthand of the student for a caption without disclosing to
the Court that the astudoent was referring to an WBI file desoription,
"Records of Harold Welsberg relating to overthrow of Government"
and "Records of oontents of Harold Weiaberg 's garbage." (Page 7)
0f these 3A Buckwlith states no more than what 1s a deliberate
evasion and a conscious misrepresentation, "they are not pertinent
to the Murkin investigation and are not within the scope of the

litigation.”
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1. At no point in any of my requests did I use the desig-
ngtion "MURKIN." There are Items of my request which include
survelllances - of me, of Mr. Lesar and of others. There is no
possibility of doubt that there were such survelllances. Some
records are available and some are indlcated in other records about
which the fleld offices made false responses to the request. From
en agency other than the FBI I have records of the collection and
search of my garbage. I diéoussed this with the FBI FOIA agents.
They have stonewalled since, as SA Beckwith now stonewalls in
referring mo to tho appeuls offlce a year after my appeal and more
than a year after I provided the FBI with disproof of the fabrica-
tions relating to my wife and me. I belleve that if the processing
agents had not belleved these fabrications and had not belisved
they would embarrass me, those records also would have been withheld.
From the time of my providing of this proof until now the FBI is
in total noncompliance and 1s totally nonresponsive with regard to
that PA request.of 1975. I have provided 1t with detalls relating
to existing and withheld files and where they are or should be.

42. The request Items seeking information on the surveil-
lances are not frivolous or whimsical. They are based on certain
knowledge obtalned by both Mr. Lesar and me. These Items cannot
be complied with from MURKIN filesa, as SA Beclawith knows. His non
sequlitur has as 1ts purpose perpetuating the withhbldings and a
deliberate effort to deceive and mlislead this court.

43. The point at which I had to suspend reading of the.
Beckwith affidavit in order to hope to have my affidevit prepared
and exeoutsed in gime to deliver 1t on Mgnday, August 1ll, is at

page 8} /fhe part on the names used as illustrations of withhold-
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ings, James C. Hardin and Blackie Austin. Of this SA Beckwith,
8t111l pretending that all information is indexed in FBIHQ @ental
Files or does not exist and cannot be retrieved, says "it is not
possible to make an accurate search." $A Beokwith has to know this
is false. He has to know that to locate all the records on each
person the proper field offlce indlces have to be consulted, not
FBIHQ Central Files indices. For James C. Hardin, these field
offices begin with Atlanta, where a James C., Hardin was an informer.
and must include New Orleans and Los Angeles.

Lly. When I persisted in seeking information relating to-
Hardin, the FBI FOIA agents verbally informed me of other records
8t1ll not provided. These records have to do with ths identifica-
tion of the particular James C. Hardin who was in contact with
James Earl Rgr. When Ray was an escapes, on the lam and under
aliases, a James C. Hardin, twice to the FBI's knowledge, phoned
Ray in Los Angeles, twilice left phone numbers for Ray to call and
then appeared at Ray's Los Angelss hotel in person - all
immediately before Dr. King was killed. |

L5. This is disclosed in FBI records I have. Resulting
field offlce investigations are withheld. 1In fact, I have been
denied a James C. Hardin phiotograph after I detected 1ts existence
in FBI files and asked for it.

LW6. The importance of any contaot with Raj when he was on
the lam and lmmedlately before Dr. King was killed cannot be exag-
gerated. The importance 18 greatly magnifised if the James C. Hardin
who was in touch with Ray 1s the same James C, Hardin who was an

FBI informer for this would associate an EBI informer with the
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assassination of Dr. King. SA Beckwith is not truthful in his
representation that "it is not possible to make an accurate search,"
47. From a skimming of the remaining bulk of the Beckwith
affidavit I am confident that what 1s true of the first few pages
is true of all of it and that this is so transparent that I can
expose it ad 1ib, without prior reading or any preparation. It is
particularly true of such false representations as the foregoing
relating to James C. Hardin, which SA Beckwith appliea to others.
UB. Exhibit WW of the Beckwith affidavit is the September
T, 1977, affidavit of SA Cliffofd H. Anderaon of the New Orleans
Fleld Office. This is not a first-person affidavit. SA Anderson
does not attest that he personally made the search., The-SA who made
the search did not provide any affidavit based on peraonél knowledge:
Déspite this disqualifioation 1t 1s still possible to allege that
the Anderson affidavit is not truthful. It represents that what
was provided under the stipulations is "all records and exhibits

pertaining to the assassination of Dr. King and filed under ...

'MURKIN.'" (Emphasis added)

49. 1In a prior affidavit I show how instructions teletyped
by FBI Office of Legal Counsel SA Charles Matthews limited the field
office search to the "main" flle and to a single Sub. Attached as
Exhibits LA and 4B are this teletype and its airtel 1n response.

New Orleans excluded all but "maln" files and some Sub 1A feoorde,
as the Anderson affidavit does not state or even reflect. I
obtained these records under my PA request of the New Orleans field
Office. If this is compared with the Memphis Field Office records,
then there can be as many as 17 added Subs ﬁot searched, for I know

of 17 additional Memphis Subs, all designated "MURKIN."
11
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50. Moreover, MURKIN files alone do not make compliance
possible. An example of continued withholding from New Orleans
files 1s the aforementionsd case of Raul Esquivel. Ray had a
telephone number that led to Raul Esquivel. Esquivel's home number
is included in what is withheld although it is a publishad number,
The FBI investigated the whereabouts of Raul Esquivel~when Ray was
not in New Orleana. It has provided no reports on any investigation
of the whereabouts of Raul Esquivel for the times Ray was in New
Orleans, particularly not for the time Ray accidentally gave another
his own handwritten notation.or an Esquivel phone number.

51. (As I recall the records, civil rights complaints had
been lodged against Esquivel, a state trooper.)

52. Attachment B to the Beckwith affidavit is the August 19,
1977, affidavit of Memphis Field Office SA Burl F. Johnson. It
does not attest to firat-person search and it also is limited, as
my information request 1s not, to "MURKIN." SA Johnson does little
more than swear thﬁt Memphls files were shipped to Washington. If
these faots are not enough to disqualify his affidavit, then I be-
lieve that the continued withholding of the aforementioned HQ
directives for a complete inventory to be provided as well as copies
of these inventorles of the mailn files in the case, those of the
Office of Origin, totally disqualiry SA Johnson and his affidavit
and raise serious questlons about still another effort to misrepre-
sent to this Court, to seek to decelve and mislead it and to deny
me my rights under the Act.

53. From long prior experience I belisve, as I have informed
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this Court, chat as long as there 1is no punishment for false,
misleading, deceptive and misrepresentatlive affidavits, they will
continue to be used to prolong this case and deny ocompliance. The
FBI continues to be unwilling to permit any careful and thorough

examination of 1ts record and performance when Dr. King was killed.

Lt e

LD WETISBERG

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Before me this [ 4  day of August 1978 deponent Harold
Welsberg has appeared and signed this affidavit, first having

sworn that the statements made therein are true.

My commission expires ;)“é/[ 7 [Q Sﬁ —

Loy A

NOTARY
FREDERICK COUNTY, MA
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91. I have copies of many thousands of pages of FBI records that have

~~ alWways been readily available at the National Archives. I have not seen a single
- one of these records that was made available on the orders of Director Hoover that
"e1im1nated the name of a single source or any one that withheld the symbol of an

- informant. It was not until after the enactment of FOIA, much more after the 1974

amendments became effective, that I began to receive FBI records with these kinds
of withholdings.

92. Until after the Act was amended I do not recall the withholding of a
single FBI name. Then it became genera] practice. I also do not know of a single

report of any harm befalling any of the many hundreds of FBI agents whose names were

© not withheld.

93. Another form of source withholding in this instant cause is misrepresented
by the Department in affidavits and by counsel. What is sought is the withholding

of what can provide independent assessment of the OPR report and the disclosure of

~ evidence that can tend to undermine, if not in fact disprove, .the official explanation

of the King assassination. This particular source is police reports, from Atlanta .
and from Memphis. In neither case is there any Departmental evidence showing thatl
the content of the reports is not public domain. In fact, some of the content of
what is withheld together with some of the actual pages of what is withheld was
disclosed to me by the FBI in C.A. 75-1996. There is Tittle 1ikelihood that any
substantial information in the Memphis police reports is not public knowledge, largely
because it was made public by Memphis authorities.

94. From extensive prior experience with FBI avoidance of first-person
affidavits and from prior personal experience with SA Horace P. Beckwith in FOLA
matters, my attention was immediately attracted to his providing of an affidavit
attesting to a search in this instant cause that he did not make. In the past it
has been my consistent experience with the FBI that one of its means of withholding
what might otherwise not be withheld is by the tactic' of havihg an agent without
personal knowledge execute the affidavit attesting to the search. My prior experience

in all cases is that careful checking of nonfirst-person affidavits shows they

represent what would be false swearing if executed by one of firsthand knowledge.

95. My attention to SA Beckwith's affidavit was further attracted by
typical FBI semantics commonly used to provide a cover for secondhand and dubious
Statements to justify withholding under (b)(7)(D). In SA Beckwith's affidavit one

formulation is, "I spec1f1ca1}y‘requested a review of the material furnished the
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FBI by the Atlanta, Georgia, Police Department: I was informed that 29 pages were
received ... These documents are included in the FBI file on the‘assassination of
Dr. King and are specifically located in Atlanta file number 44-2336, Serial 1215."
(Paragraph 2, emphasis added) Mr. Beckwith does not state that he knows what
"material” was "furnished" by the Atlanta police department. If he was "informed
that 29 pages were received," he does not state that no more than 29 pages were
furnished.

97. My attention was further attracted to these formulations because, as
SA Beckwith should have known, these records should also be "specifically located"
inmy own files as a result of C.A. 75-1996 and under stipulations sought by the FBI
in that case. These stipulations required that I be provided with copies of all
nonexempt FBI At]anta field office MURKIN records not already provided from FBIHQ
files. SA Beckwith provided a nonf1rst—person affidavit regarding compliance with
these stipulations.

98. Still without claim to first-person knowledge, SA Beckwith States, "I
was informed" that "the police department transmitted these documents to thé FBI in
confidence for investigative assistance during the investigation of Dr. King's
assassination." (Paragraph 2)

99. The language of footnote 17 (Memorandum, page 12, citing footnote 21 of
the Motion, page 17), together with the avoidance of any description of the content
of these 29 pages, led me to make the careful check that was possible in this case.
While 1 do not have most of the records withheld frbm Mr. Lesar in this instant cause,
what SA Beckwith refers to clearly is required to have been provided to me in C.A.
75-1996.

100. My first discovery is that "the" King assassination file in Atlanta is
not 44-2336. It is 44-2386. While this‘might be attributed to human error, SA
Beckwith's other misstatements are not easily explained as human error.

101.  Serial 1215 is in Volume 9 of the Atlanta FBI records. The FOIA
Processing worksheets for Serial 1215 and a check of the Serial itself, both provided
Lo me in C.A. 75-1996, do not reflect that th1s Serial is of the 29 pages, a]though
it is. These worksheets also represent that no part of Serial 1215 was withheld from
- me.

102. It a]sd is apparent to me from checking my own files that SA Beckwith
could have provided a different and a first-person affidavit relating to the Atlanta

;gz‘police department records from his own Personal knowledge of FOIA procedures of the
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FBI and from his personal involvemnent in C.A. 75-1996. A1l field office records
provided to me in C.A. 75-1996 were sent to FBIHQ where they were processed FBIHQ
has copies of what it processed for me. The records I cite in the immediately
following paragraphs are all records that exist within SA Beckwith's FOIA unit.

They are not only as he and the Motion and the Memorandum represent, in the Atlanta
Field Office.

103.  "Not Recorded" Atlanta Serial of which two copies were sent to FBIHQ
is particularly relevant. The copy attached as Exhibit 12 was provided to me under
the stipulations in C.A. 75-1996. This August 4, 1976, "Airtel" from the SAC,
Atlanta, to FBIHQ reports the providing of copies of all volumes of its MURKIN file
only, "namely Atlanta 44-2386," to members of the OPR task force. It enclqsed
"five copies of an LHM plus one xerox of 29 pages of material" from the Atlanta
police. "During this review," the Atlanta SAC reported, “Task Force Memher James

. Walker ... requested a Xerox copy of two serials in this file, namely 44-2386-
1214 and 1215, which consisted of 29 pages of material ... relative to people who
in the past had threatened the 1ife of MARTIN LUTHER KING. A Xerox copy of this

material was furnished to Mr. WALKER." (Other records relevant to the King
assassination are not included in MURKIN. )

104. The Letterhead Memofandum attached to this "Airtel" reflects only a

limited Task Force inquiry in Atlanta. It does not reflect a serious effort by the

Task Force to meet the obligations seemingly imposed upon 1t by the Attorney
General. This can provide motive for some of the withho]dings in this instant
cause. Atlanta was one of the areas of most active investigation in the King
L assassination because of the presence of James Earl Ray in that city and because
,ﬁ%" . he abandoned an automobile there. Atlanta also is the city in which Dr. King lived
| and where his office and church were located.

b 105.  The 29 pages are of two Serials, not the sinquSeria] represented by
. ¥ SA Beckwith.

bw 1

106.  The worksheets are a 1ist of the records provided together with all
-claims to any exemptions. The relevant worksheet page is attached as Exhibit 13.

[t shows that each of these Serials, as provided to me, is of but a single bage and
“‘that each of the Serials was provided to me without any withholding. The obliterated
:]:ventry under “Exemptidns used" after Serial 1215 may .indicate that at one point a
claim to exemptibn had been made. This is borne out by markings I see on Serial 1215.

- ‘These markings indicate that prior to review all the names, together with all the
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information following them were obliterated. Serial 1215, as provided ta me rather
than as described by SA Beckwith, is attached as Exhibit 14. Serial 1214 as provided

to me and as described in the worksheet is attached as Exhibit 15. Serial 1212

' (attdched as Exhibit 16) establishes the origin of Serial 1215 and provides

identification of the person who signed it. (The worksheets do not account for

Serial 1213. It was not provided to me.)

107.  Whatever explains the factual inaccuracy in SA Beckwith's affidavit

it is beyond question that:

29 pages of Atlanta police records are involved; the OPR had copies of these
records as well as of any notes Mr. Walker may have made; after searches in
both Atlanta and FBIHQ, although several sets of duplicate copies of these
29 pages are in the FBI's files at both places, not 29 but 2 pages only were
provided to me; and the FBI, despite the stipulations and its assurances to
the court in C.A. 75-1996, withheld 27 of these 29 pages and then provided

a worksheet falsely representing that between them Serials 1214 and 1215
total only two pages rather than 29.

108. These facts raise substantial questions of FBI honesty and of FBI

intentions relating to compliance and noncompliance.

109. Serials 1214 and 1215 as p}ovided to me are information furnished by

the Atlanta police. Serial 1212 establishes the identification of the police

sergeant who signed Serial 1215. This is precisely the information represented in
the Memorandum and the attached affidavits as requiring withholding from Mr. Lesar,

yet it was not withheld from me. Mr. Metcalfe's representations (at page 14) are:
“... release of this information would seriously inhibit the FBI's relationship
with its confidential sources and with other Taw enforcement personnel.”
(Emphasis in original) ,
"Accordingly, defendant respectfully urges that the Court should allaw
defendan$7to preserve the confidentiality of these local law enforcement
records. ‘" (Emphasis added)

110.  If Mr. Metcalfe was led into these representations to this Court by
his trust in what he was told by the FBI, they nonetheless are representations the
falsity of which was known to the FBI when it misled Mr. Metcalfe, if it misled him.

111.  The plain and simple truth is that this is not the only case in which
the FBI has provided me with information from local police. It knows better than

its representations on this matter. - The Depart ment also knows better because the

| ‘Department was involved in the release of other such records from other local

~police. Theseother local police records relate to the King assassination, to the

assassination of President Kennedy and to ancillary investigations in both cases.

The FBI reading room, the National Archives and the:Library of Congress all make

| publicly available records provided by local police.

112. Specifically with regard to Serial 1215 and generally with regard to
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similar records of local police, the “confidentiality" alleged by the Department
does not exist. SA Beckwith's representation (at page 2), “provided in confidence
with the clear understanding that the FBI would insure their confidentiality," is
-not a truthful representation. Both quotations represent what within my FOIA
experience is a new effort to withhold what under the 1974 amendments to the Act
should not be withheld. This is not to state that there never isany such
confidentiality. It is to state that in this particular instance and many others
like it there is not and there never was the confidentiality represented to this
Court.

113. Mr. Metcalfe and SA Beckwith both were involved in my C.A. 75-1996,
together with a number of other FBI agents and Civil Division lawyers. In C.A.
75-1996 I was provided with hundreds of pages of local police reports. I wa® also
provided with many pages of records from other local authorities, like prisans,
depart ments of corrections and sheriffs. The FBI's stipulations in C.A. 75-1996

provided for giving me hundreds of pages of Memphis Police Department records.

114, Examination of Serial 1215 as provided to me also bears heavily on ‘

the fidelity of representations made to this Court in this instant cause on privacy.
A1l those whose names are provided are alleged to have threatened Dr. King. This
is also true of many other pages of FBI records provided to me.

115. The May 10, 1978, affidavit of James F. Walker makes no reference to
these Atlanta Police Department records. Exhibit 12 identifies Mr. Walker as the
member of the OPR staff who obtained copies of those records from the FBI Atlanta
Field Office.

116.  Although my suit for King assassination records was filed before the
OPR reinvestigation was established and prior to the August 4, 1976, "airtel" by the
Atlanta SAC (Exhibit 12), neither the Walker affidavit nor the "airtel" forwarding
these 29 pages to FBIHQ alleges any restrictioﬁs on them or any confjdentia]ity
;.attaching to them. | |

117, Mr. Walker does repeat the self-serving statements of the affidavit
jbf Mr. Stanton with regard to the Memphis police department records.

118. Mr. Walker's representation of the OPR's mission (in Paragrapﬁ 1) is
“... review of Department of Justice and Federal Bureau of Investigation files
relative to Dr. King." A "review" of "files relative to Dr. King" is not the

_ announced purpose of the OPR's review. This phrasing omits half of the OPR's task

and understates the other half to avoid the inherent and explicit criticisms of the
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' I

‘-V) SUBJECT: MARTIN LUTHER KING, JRr,
. . - CR

s

Re Atlanta nitel to FBIHQ and Birmingham, 8/3/76. o

As pointed out 1in referenced Atlanta nitel, . on
" the morning of 8/2/76, five members of the Task Force of .
the Office of Professi 41 Responsibility (OPR), Department o
of Justice, arrived in‘ We—At)anta FBI Office to review AN
Atlanta's file on the MURKIN lnvestigation, All the volumes
of this file, namely Atlanta 442386, were made available to
Ly ~ the Task Force members for their review. During this review,
ey Task Force member JAMES WALKER, on 8/3/76, requested a Xexox
Copy of two serials in this file, namely 44-2386-1214 and
1215, which consisted of 29 pages of material furnished to
the Atlanta FB) Office in April, 1968, relative to people
who in the past had threatened the life of MARTIN LUTHER
KING. A Xerox co y of this material was furnished to Mr
WALKER. Atlanta 1is enclosing one copy of this mategial
for FBIHQ with this airtel, ' e

' W
In addition, as shown in referenced Atla#ﬂaAﬁfn '%ﬂﬂ; %

the Task Force members also interviewed SA 0. RICUARD 7
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AT 44-4685 . : . -
9) ase back in 1968, The results of this interview are set

forth in the enclosed LHM, _ |
. , i {
- The Task Force made no other requests and t:hey '
departed the Atlanta FBI Office for Birmingham on the . |
early afternoon of 8/3/76 | i
s * [
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T CSCARTMENT op JUSTiICcE

e FEDERAL BUREAY 0F1NV£STICAT10N
‘ Atlanta, Georgig
;Qﬁxbdj ¢ Rafer 1o August 3, g 6
S ASSASSINATION OF DOCTOR MARTIN
e LUTHER KING, JRr.

On August 3, 1976, s ecial Agent 0. Richarq ,
; Hamiltop was interviewed in the Atlantg, Georgia, Office
i of the Federal Burea, of Investigation (FBI) by foup”
5 - attorneyg from the u.s. Department of Justice, SA
: Hami)ton was interv1ewed regarding the above-captioned
4 matter Inasmuch as the case had been assigned tgq him at
s me., 4

...-...-..-...._u..--.-.

of the Fp7, It is the Property of the FBY and j4 loaned to . a

OUr agency; j and {itg contents are NoL to he distributed‘ .
outside. youy agency, ,




55 ASSASSINATION OF DOCTOR
i %ﬁRTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

ead had been covered on his copy of the lead card. '
amilton explained that various agents were responsible
for conducting neighborhood investigations, contacting
or maintaining liaison with local police, and to con=-
| ducting other pertinent phases of the investigation.
He explained the captioned case was the riority inves-
‘ tigation in the Atlanta Office at that tgme and that
' almost every agent was assigned to working on some phase
- of the investigation., F
, The attorneys inquired as to how the FBI developed
information that Ray, then known as Eric Starvo Galt, was
reslding in a rooming house on l4th Street. Hamilton noted
that this investigation occurred more than eight years ago,
g that he has not since reviewed the file and a%though he was
not exactly sure, according to his best recollection the
investigation reflected an individual in the apartment area
ﬂ where Ray parked a Mustang automobile saw Ray park it and
f get in a taxicab. According to Hamilton's best recollection,
the ensuing investigation b{ the FBI through taxicab com=
panies ref% <

ected Ray was taken to the l4th Street address.

Hamilton assured them this may not be the way it occurred

s but these were the facts as he recalled them. One of the
Ly attorneys indicated that information is not reflected in
‘the file. -
The attorneys asked Hamilton what the-FBI did ;
i - with the Mustang which was used by Ray. Hamilton advised NN
1 -« them the FBI in Atlanta turned the Mustanf over to Memphis, "y
4 Tennessee, Police officers, who returned it to Memphis. i

The attorneys asked whether the Memphis Police drove it :
3 back or tooK it in a van, to which Hamilton replied theg '
W) oo drove 1t to Memphis. The attorneys raised a question that

3 ' since it was not used in the trial of Ray, why the car was

. turned over to the Memphis Police. Hamilton replied that |
ﬁii"' " Ray was tried by the State of Tennessee, and that they ¥
" ' requested the Mustang be released to them in the event it |
4 should be used as evidence, and this was done.

. The attorneys asked Hamilton 1if it ever became a , .
> roblem in his mind or a question to the FBI as to how Ray ,
Yived from day to day since he was an escaped prisoner. y

=g

.“" ot . . _ 2 _




ASSASSINATION'OF DOCTOR
TIN LUTHER KING, JR,
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» Pointed oyf that Ray has an extensive | .
lon record for robbery, burglary, and -~
many fugitives finance their living -
S and burglarieg, One of the '
attorneys aske LE Ru committed numerous robberijes, -

and then the attorney askeq what

is regarding the offense of
robbery, Hami ton advised hj

that Ray had
while 1in hj

€ was not bersonally
“igation conducted by other field officeg
ay's source of income, :

Quiry of theq as to
{ S Source of income, the
replied that‘it wWas possible that Rag had been gaid by

by the FRI in Atlanta
that no such
€ lnvestigation in Atlanta,

evidence was develope
i fd d, it would have

and that if such ey
€en thoroughly investigated

intervieyw lasted from g
mately 12:20 pM
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‘ April 1.6, 1968

UREf MARTLIN LUCHER KING IR,
CHLT0: LT. WAYRE SPIVA

FROM: SECURITY SOUAD

LT,

(WB HAVE BEEN REQUIESTED TO FURNISI YOUR OFFICE WITH THE NAMES OF PERSONS IO IN
THE PAST HAVE TIRSATEIED TIE LIFE OF MARTIN LUDIER KIRG JR. GiliCK 10 SER IF

o ERICGALT COULD JAVE 1uilN ASSOCIATED  WLTIL ANY OF THEM, AND ANY OTILR INFORAAT] O}

- THAN COULD BE PERTIHEIY TO THEZ INVESTLGATION, :

JESSE KOLGORE, PRiNILD, 1,y 7 ’

MAORCD I TiOWE, TUJIGA, CALIF,

M.L THOMPSOMIGIL -

BILL WILLIANS, MEW ORLEANS / '

ADRA N JAMIS JIAINZIPERG @ROMALD L, STEVES @ RONALD LEOM STHVENS (56

¢ LoC BLAYLOCK, WINOWA, MIss, — — 7w . Tl Caa

i SSTEPHEN LANE  ~ )

- RJOSIPH GAYITILY )

e -

8506
ra=0o

MR, Cilzl? 4 -
HARLES BRITTIN, COVINA, CALIY,
[FRAICIS X, LAY, = )
QILLIAM D. MALLEY, W )
TLLIAD FIAROLD TYAMISON, SAN ANTOMYO ST., "SOUTH GATR, CALIF.
VT ekid

¥ TC SP:'-:'XTER
(J'AHF WILLIAM COLE @CATIISH

JACK MAYNARD .RAY, “M 34 DOR* 3.8..3]
EORGRE MCLLANR W37 ke
TH WMARRINGION CF, 812 QUINTAMA PL, qunIlmN, D.C
WILLIAM THOMAS JACORS , SALVATION ARMY, KANSAS OITY " ) <

*JIM JOHINSON, wNATIONAL KiUTGHTS OF 170K

£ ALFiED SHARFFER A%{ 27, 546" * Blonde, HAUDE, TRNAS

g

UDAVID LANIDSDZY, RELUASED FROM HMENARD , TLL, (PRUISUALBY MSNTAL INS’[‘ITU‘Ré A
% W. T VRN i - A T A v @ i 5 oo -
: RESP,
- SGT. R,B HOORE
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) o OBA PPt (40 CIny 101-11.4 }."I.‘ e '1'" ; A
. UNITED STATES GOQRNMENT . P28 b, ' L EXEP?_I_B/_‘E_,_
< Memorandum S e

' 35 1‘,‘ s coid
- PRRANS E
‘o .i BAC, ATLANTA (44-2386) DATE:  4/25/68 ;.. F
. -,,.' '," x ’-"-.;"l,.‘:,; o 7 ' 1, . .J‘I . '.:-‘ql. . ]
ROM %4 SA CHARLES T, HAYNES NSRS
"?ﬂ'l‘ ¢ " .‘ "" L ‘ ¥ i ::‘l"' o ! “.".‘_.“‘ : |
:8UBJECT: MURKIN . " B R
SN TP . -‘ . o | - Vo ::» - " ;'\ 3‘;‘2«}: S
Roeurmemo 4/24/68, with lead to attempt to develop = - *

' any information from the Atlanta Police Department regarding .
the possibility of subject's being involved 1n any "fracaa””
with any Nogro in the area during his presence in Atlanta, i .

Det. Sgt, ROBERT B, MOORE, Atlanta Police Depart- i |

ment, advised on #4/24/68 that matters involving difficulty
between white and Negro individuals are normally called to
i his attention for informational purposes; howevor, an arrest
LT report would not necessarily be made on all arrests, there- .

+ fore, the most satisfactory approach would be to contact the W,
superior officers in charge of each watch ag well as a parti-
cular officor covering the 14th and Peachtree Stroet aresn,

On 4/25/68, Sgt. MOORE advised that he had contacted
the logical officers in a position to have knowledge of any ;
: arrests involving a white man of the subject's description -
S with a Negro individual anywhere in the,Peachtreeuldth Street
i area during the approximate period.of 3/24/68 through 4/11/68,
| and no one recalled any incident which could be considered

pertinent to this matter, | o
;,I" l ,’ ) . ‘ ) r |

,\ ar‘::[‘ UR . ; . oo |
T
Eov G

R . . oy N

T ‘ : Lo

g - |

i @— Atlanta 44"238 : |

CTH:mot ‘ : SEARCHED...,oaccp.. INOERED .. uruss] [
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FM DALLAS (89-43) (1) " Sl
TO DIRECTOR (62-117290) PRIORITY

BT

EF T O

ATTN:  GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION, CLVIL RIGHTS SECTION,

CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT.

SE SELECT COMMITTLEL ON ASSASS51INATIONS.

RE BUREAU {'ELETYPE TO ALL SACS, JANUARY 6, 1977.

RESULTS OF PN _INYVENTORY, DALLAS DIVISION, AS FOLLOWS:

1. ASSASSINATI OF PRESIDENT JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY,

DALLAS, TEXAS5, NOVEMBER 22, 1963, MISCELLANEOUS - INFORMATION

B9-43.
THE DALLAS OPFFICE IS OFFLICE OF ORLGIN IN CAPTIONED CASE.

THIS FLILE CONSISTS OF 122 VOLUMES, INCLUDING NINE VOLUMES ‘

|

WITH MANY INDIVIDUAL SERIALS CONTAINING NUMEHOUS PAGES. THE

(E>~ Dallas
lS:bjwh\ség

(1)

OF NEWSPAPER CLIPPINGS. THE 122 VOLUMES CONTAIN 9930 SERIALS
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(Type in plaintext or codel

DL 89~ 4J.PAGI TWO ’”'““"-“N'”'—"”'"T ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ :“”
ABOVE VOLUMES ARL APPROXlMATELY_l3 LINEAR FEHT IN SI1ZE.
THLS FILE ALSO CONTAINS 301 EXNIBITS WITH MANY INDIVIDUAL
EXHIBLTS CONTAINLNG NUMEIROUS  PHOTOGRALLS AND,OTHhR DOCUMLNTS. ;
THE hXHIBlﬂS ARESAPPROXIMATELY TWO LINEAR FLET IN SIZE.

2. LEE HARVLY 0S SWALD, AKA; INTLERNAL SEQURITY - RUSSIA =~
CUBA. 0O0: DALLAS. BUREAU F1LJ 105824555, DA&LAS F1LE 100-: ‘
10461. | C

‘ l |
!

THE DALLAS OFFICE IS OFFICE OF ORIGIN IT CAPTIONED CASE.

THIS FI1LE CONSISTS OF 105 VOLUMES , INCLQDING S1X VOLUMES
or TRANSLATlONS, THREE VOLUMIES OF INVENTORY WORKSHEETS, AND ONE
VOLUME OF OSWALD WRITINGS. THE 106 VOLUMES QONTAiN 9360
SERIALS, WITH MANY INDIVIDUAL SERIALS CONTAI?ING NUMEROUS

* PAGES. THE ALOVE VOLUMES AR APPROXIMATELY 13 LINEAR FEET INi
|

EXHLBLTS CONTAINING NUMEROUS PHOTOGRAPRILS AND. OTHER DOCUMENTS

i
|
SI2E. THIS FIL) ALSO CONTAINS 498 BXHJBITS,:MANY INDIVIDUAL i
|
THESE EXHIBITS ARE APPROXIMATELY 2% LINBAR FEET IN S1ZE. !
IN ADDITION TO P ABOVE EXHLIBLTSs, AUU{TLONAL BULKY EXHIBITS
CONTAINING NUMLROUS PHOTOGRAPHS AND OTHER DOCUMENTS AS WELL A§

COPIES OF WARIEN COMMISS1ON EXIIDLTS Al LOCATED IN A SECURE

* METAL CABINET WITIH THE TOTAL VOLUME OF ‘T'HESE EXHIBITS BEING

Appiisvaod: Bant e M 1300
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J Transmit thy following 1o .
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L

; ; DL 89-43 PAGE rHRE)E l

’ APPROXIMATELY 15 CUBIC FERT. !

3. MARINA N1KOLALVNA PORTER, AKA, MARINA OSWALD,

v 15-R, 00: DALLAS, BUREAU FILE 105-126032, DALLAS FILE : |

105-1435, | | -
THE DALLAS OFFICE 1§ OFFICE OF ORIGIN IN THIS CASE. THIS

)

FILE CONSISTS OF ONE VOLUME CONTAINING 182 SERIALS. THIS; .il
FILE CONTAINS FOUR EXHIBITS [N Tl SUB A SECTION . | l

4. JACK L. RUBY, AKA; LEE IARVEY OSWALF (DECEASED) -
VICTIM. CR. BUREAU P1LE 44-24016, DALLAS FILE 44-1639. _

THE DALLAS OFFICE CONDUCTED T)5 PRlMARY;SUBSTANTIVE -
INVESTIGAT'1ON IN CAPTLONID C]\SE.. THLIS FILE CONS1ISTS Of‘-94 ;
VOLUMES, INCLUDING SEVEN VOLUMES Op NEWSPAPER CLIPPINGS.
THESE 94 VOLUMES CONTAIN 6444 SERLALS, WITH MANY INDTVIDUAL
SERIALS CONTAINING NUMEROUS PAGES . THEE ABOVE VOLUMES ARE
APPROXIMATELY 11 LINEAR FEET IN SIZE. THIS FILE ALSO CONTAINE
186 EXNIBITS, WITI MANY TNDIVIDUAL EXHIRITSECONTAINING NUMEROUS
PHOTOGRAPIIS AND OTIER DOCUMENTS . THE L‘XHIBI,TS ARE APPROXIMATELY
FIVE LINEAR FEET IN S12p8. ‘

5. THE PRESIDENTS COMMISSION ON ThLE ASSASSINATION OF

Approved: . ; . bant . .
Special Agent m Charge

= GPO: 107h O - 00-09)

e e M Per
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R Moo e ol e *“-‘n'm“’fn",;z;;;;;,’;maaamﬁ*‘““\—:’
1 ' |
: Vu T T ”MM“M‘\‘“~“il‘:’r;'c7ﬁ!}';fé;)_N_N.M:
5 FOUR . TS TTEe sl e L -
ﬁ DL 89-43 PAGE FouR [
| PRESIDENT KENNEDY. BUREAQ FILE 62-109090. DALLAS prog
b2-3588.
- PHE DALLAS OFFLCE SUBMLITTRED ROy Ny COMMUNICATIONS .
] N REVIEW OF TME 26 VOLUMES contarnine THE RESULTS OF HEARINGS
ér BEFORE THE PRESIDENTS CoMMISSION 1s SET FORTH IN TH1S pipp,
| TS REVIEW WAS CONDUCTED By Sag op THE DALLAS OFFICE
PHIS PILE CONSISTS OF TWo voLumss CONTAINING 189 SERIALS.
THE ONLY EXNIBITS IN conngeryon WITH THIS FILE ARE BOOKS
DEALING WITH ) PRESIDENTS COMMLSSION AND 1wo AFFIDAVITS
K FROM SAS OF 4111 gy
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Transmit the following wm . e oo v R B e oo l
4 . (Typa 1n plainte xt or code) j‘
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E (Piacadonca)l |
4 |
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;
:’é
E
| it
f ‘ FOR THE ADDLITIONAL INFORMATION OF ‘111 BUREAU, THE DALLAS
:! OFFICE HAS ESTABLISHED A SPECIAL JOHN . KENNEDY ASSASSINATION
A{ ° ’
< FILES INDICLES CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 40 LINEAR FEET OF
3" BY 5" INDEX CARDS. THESE INDEX CARDS ARE MAINTAINED SEPARATE
: y FROM 1THE GENERAL INDICLS. ALSC ESTABLISHED WAS A SPECIAL
% COMMUNICI\‘I‘JONB INDEX IN THE LARLY MONTIS OF THE JFK ASSASSINATION
INVESTIGATION CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 24 LINEAR FERT OF
J 5 HY 8" INDEX CARDS WHLCH AR ALSO MAINTAINED SEPARATE FROM

THE GENERAL INDICES.

NO KNOWN MATERIAL RELATIVED TO THE MARTIN LUTHER KING,
JR. ASSASSINATLION (MURKLIN) AND THE ABOVE LISTED F1LES
RELATED TO THE JOHUN F. KENNEDY ASSASSINATION HAVE BEEN

DESTROYED UNDER THE DESTRUCTION OF FILES AND RECORDS PROGRAM.
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fPA“E TLO CLEAR

;Iﬁz ASSASSINATICH OF DR, MARILv LUTHER xluc Jﬁ.
@ IRKIND CONTAINED IN Twh' FILES OF YOUR FIELD Drv:cxo

'u

_ TO FAGILITATZ GONPLIANCE YITH THIS STIPULATIOh, -
£r3H RECIPIILT SHOULD CQMDUPT A ZEARCH OF YOURLINDICES‘V

0 ALL nqln FILZS IfE”IIFIAahu WITH BURKIN.. -IH REAFTER, :
AT ANTA, BIRNMINGHAY, LOS- ANGELES , NEY ORLynNS, AUD, JAQHIPGT0ﬂ
‘E;th-sHouLn FORWARD " ro FBING ONE XZROX COPY VACH 0F ALL
‘*;ﬁm TS , INCLUDING Bu &Y EXHIBITS AND 1RA'S «chu NE ETAA
iFOLLoylu G CRITERI A'v

it

(l) ANY DQCUV!ENT In: IHQS.., FIL.
. CH “AS x.OT DIR:ST..D TO, NOR m.C“’I“*D reEcy,. FBI-"’ f"?

—— 4 [t e )

A Ay B
e it it 7
l‘“"'"

fﬁsqr+.,‘.xuun DIVISION (FBIHQ FILIS HAVE GZEY. PRCCEESID

Tesn [y

;ﬁinﬁﬂzszrrLﬁ ARE CURRENTLY 30ING PROCESZED FOR THE f‘j s
JESTER) 5 C2) adt CocusEaT Lii THISE FILTE YHICH HAG 5Tz8
nxrrznlro, CR RECELVED FROYM, F3IHY OR IIIPHIS EUT LiIC:
TALIS A SUZSTANTIVE , PERTITST HOTATION - OTHER THAT A

ol TWISTAATIVE TYPI JIRECTIVE FROMN A SUPTZVISOR.TO AN AGTHT =

RN R

'~I:uOULD-HdTMAPP£AR[ON THE F3IHQ 63 KENPHIS COPY. 3ULKY - .

IL‘I

IBITS OR . 1-A"S, R0UTVER, WHICH CONTAIN wAT"?rAL OTHER' - it dmita 4 o

[} DOCU XIS };;UCH A3 PHYSICAL &VIDEHCE , SMOULD HOT
3E JOPI"D FOR PROCESZING BUT SHOULD 25 LISTID SEPARATLLY
YouR C?ULR‘CJ1WUPLCA;ION TR TR A




?qen THREE CLEAR ‘, R

CHICAGO AND ST. LOULS SHOULD FCRUARD TO FDIHQ-A
X:R0X COPY-EACH OF OULY THOSE Douunhlrs IHCLUQING BULKY
EHISITS AND 105, 18 THs HURKIN FILES wMIcH (1) R
JoH RAY, JERPY RAY 4 JaNES Z4RL RAY, CAROL Prpozn

3ERT. DﬁPP ER 5 AGD UHICH WE REfNO

e
-l
1-4

AMD,"
4 SUBHITTED T0, NOR R%C
o, F3IHQ OR MEHPHIS AND (2) WHICH RELAT

E T0 THOSZ SAMF_Y
KSONS AND HAVE EZEN SUBHITTED T0, 02 fs CZIVED.FROM,

F3IHg-
HOTATICHS AS .

SAUE IACTRUuTIde FOQ BULKY
ITS AND I-A'" AS DFSCRI ED ALOV

Emzmpnls BUT CONTALY (SUSSTANTIVE, PERTINENT
' 135D ABOVE . FOLLOY THE 5

ALLFCOPIHS SUBMITTED €
| 2ULD. BE SE

SULD B cLraRLY LLC11LE R
AT REGISTERED. MAIL , MARKED TO THZ AIIENTIQN OF
J0RLS MANAG ENENT DLVIEION, FREEDOW OF IEFORMATION -PRIVACY
é aﬂnhcu._.f | .;‘“1_ £ S .

JVACJTIIONHLLY anE AGENT IE‘EACH FIZLD DIVISION 5uouLD .
IT AN AFFISavIT WHICH CAN BEZ FILED I co

- (THAT A SEARCH Has BEEN MADE I THS

Y

’RTwATTESTIUG_
FIZLD DIVISICH FOR ALL.
- PERTAINING TO WURKIN I ACCORDAKCE WITH INSTRUCTI e
SHED ABOVE AND CITIHG THoOS

M Sl

£

FILES LOSATED; (2) THAT
2ie. TH’- : URVIW rILuS H VE SEZEN REVIZWZD AHD COPI
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DOCUMENTS CONFORMING TO THE AZoye

-ARDED TO F31IMQ.,

BY SZPARATE €2 “1””ICATIOW, ﬁCH

923
o1

FURNISHED 4 AWPLE AFFIDAVIT DETAILIQG'T!E_ ORMAT

;

: \ *
fliﬁS’UCH AS PRO E ING OF TH E £ DOCUMENTE 1S TO &=

.;‘ VC.J )A.u ‘ 1’ 19 "“\C 0
;%» THAT TYE DocunEuTs,,Toez H?R VITH rd_ A
ARDED.TQLF'IHQ 3Y %UCU"T 31, 1977 8F 49"
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: LEH HARTIRSH , ZXTT
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»1IH, EATEUZI04 4536, FOLPA DRANGH, Falua,
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FDIWov. 70770 e ~ A 75/776
A FBI |

CIRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSWWCA'_Z:'{(i{ZB/;i; é%:f?
[ Teletype (7)) Immediaie (T1 TOP SECRET E 7
() Facsimile : (] Priority [ SECRET :
XXX Airtel : () Routine [) CONFIDENTIAL !
' DOEFTO !
[0 CLEAR :.
Date August 29,1977}
o e e e e e e e e e LT e
TO: Director, FBI o
FROM: SAC, New Orleans (197-1) - C =-
HAROLD WEISBERG s _
v. v

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S‘D‘C‘, D.C.) N
Civil Action Number 75-1996

Re Bureau teletype 8/10/77 and Bureau airtel 8/12/77.
Enclosed under separate cover are one Xerox copy each

of 713 documents, all from the New Orleans MURKIN file, NO 157- ﬁ
10673,

The enclosed documents represent the results of a i
serial-by-serial review of the entire New Orleans MURKIN main ‘.
file and its 1-As. The serials enclosed are only those which i
i (1) were not directed to, or received from, FBIHQ or Memphis, : ¥
(2) those involving FBIHQ and Memphis with substantive permanent g
notations, and (3) 1l-As which can be Xeroxed.

Those 1-A Exhibits which cannot be Xeroxed are listed
as follows:

- Bureau (1, Package)
3 New Orleans
(1, NO 66-2855)

3 (1, NO 157-10673)
- (1, NO 197-1)

L CHA . mbwmwmwM

M ‘
o A0 ¢, T
,,~,I£Z?’ """ 1d be 'JthJ i ‘%;~-~~ _
T, fle shou g g
TAWIMBRR B2 2 s mos: 10 ed o —
I Desuoyes ~ = - ity ma e
-Relaln T T7 ==
L-—-L"'-—. .
- Approved: cmmeeeee . Transmitted _______ — . Per . S

(Number) (T1me?) :
QPO 1 1977 0 - 225-3)V

e —— e e




