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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

--------------------------------------

HAROLD WEISBERG,
Plaintiff,
V. ; Civil Actiom No. 75-1996
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, ‘

DEFENDANT

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

AFFIDAVIT

My name is Harold Weisberg. I reside at 7627 Old Receiver Road (Route
12), Frederick, Maryland. I am the plaintiff in this case.

1. I have read defendant's Meﬁorandum in Opposition, mailed to my
counsel January 22, 1980, and the accompanying affidavit of FBI SA Martin Wood,
with its exhibits.

2. Both are unfactual, untruthful, deceptive and misleading, hold repre-~
sentations that are outright lies (some of which are and are intended to be
personally defamatory of me) and are a continuation of the deliberate misrepre-
sentations that have so drawn out this long case, effectuated noncompliance with
the Act, wearied the Court and denied the people, me among them, rights supposedly
assured by the Act.

3. Many untruths can be stated in very few words, particularly when
uttered by those who have every reason to expect that they will be immune, that
their careers can thereby be advanced, or that holding their jobs may require it.

4. Disproving untruths, particularly when those who state them have in
the past been immune in similar offenses, when the Court has not expunged them and
shows signs of having been influenced by them, requires much greater length. This
is what accounts for the length of this affidavit and the large number of attachments.

5. As I have from the first in this long, tiring and expensive case, I
not only state that defendant's representations to the Court are unfaithful, I

undertake to prove this point by painful point, with proofs from defendant's own



files.

6. The nature of these proofs is such that there is no reasonable doubt
about the intent to be untruthful, deceptive and misleading.

7. I have a decade of personal experience in FOIA matters and with
defendants in them. My experience includes an extensive study, a study of a mag-
nitude of which I know no equal. Based on my experience, particularly as a
requester/plaintiff, I state again that as long as false, misleading and deceptive
representations, whether by counsel or under oath, are accepted by courts; and as
long as there is immunity for those who make them; FOIA cases will be long and
drawn out, the Act will be negated, and plaintiffs will face a Hobson's choice,
between accepting a denial of legislated rights and being wasted in point-by-point
refutations of all unfaithful representations lest on any one, as within my experi-
ence is not uncommon, the defendant prevails. This means an enormous waste for
the plaintiff, of all the time, money and effort invested in attempting to obtain
public information. It means the denial of his rights.

8. In what follows I address each unfaithful representation, beginning
with the Wood affidavit, then in the Memorandum in Opposition, in the order in
which each is made. 1In each case, to the degree time and my capabilities permit,
I provide copies of FBI and court records to establish that these misrepresenta-
tions were not accidental, that those who made them did know or should have known
better, other than is represented to the Court.

9. To encapsulate defendant's misrepresentations and noncompliance, the
public information in question is, for the most part, photographs. I was assured
in writing by the FBI that I would receive photographic copies of all relevant

photographs. Yet in not a single instance, despite the contrary representations

of both defendant's Memorandum and the Wood affidavit, did I receive any photograph.

These photographs and other records were to have been provided under the Stipulation.
10. In a minority of instances, inadequate and incomplete xeroxes were

substituted without my assent being asked. None of the other records in question

was provided. The Wood affidavit concludes with acknowledgment of withholding of

a map that is included in the records required to have been provided by November 1,

1977, under the Stipulation. Wood now provides a totally useless and unintelligible



xerox reduction of this map. (See his Exhibit H.) The Memorandum concludes with
still another violation of the oft-violated Stipulation, still another of the end-
less refusals to consider appeals under the Stipulation, which required prompt
consideration of them.

11. Contrary to the nasty personal indulgences of Department counsel,
from the outset I kept the FBI fully informed about violation of the Stipulation
and about missing records. My letter;:§¥Zmpt and detailed. They were totally
ignored, by the FBI and by all Department counsel. From the first and constantly
thereafter the defendant was aware of violation of the Stipulation and of improper
withholdings.

12. In my earlier relevant affidavit, excerpts of which are included in
Appendix II, I stated that the affidavit of Douglas Mitchell, attesting to compli-
ance with regard to these items, was unfactual. The Wood affidavit now admits
this in providing the above-mentioned Exhibit H.

13. The affidavit of Quinlan J. Shea, Jr., accompanying and based on the
Mitchell and other affidavits, likewise is thereby unfactual, as it also is for
other reasons specified in my earlier affidavit.

THE WOOD AFFIDAVIT

14. Wood admits that all the items in question in my Motion for an
Order axe within the Stipulation. (Paragraph 3) He also admits that all material
within the Stipulation was required to be sent to FBIHQ "for processing and
release to plaintiff." 1Ignoring the sworn and undisputed evidence in this case,
he then swears falsely, that '"Several of the items which were too large or imprac-
tical to reproduce were not sent to FBIHQ." These "were listed in an enclosure
to a letter from former FBI Director Kelley" to me, dated September 14, 1977.
(Wood Exhibit A.)

1) Photographs.

15. Wood's Exhibit A establishes that most of the items in question are
and are described as photographs. It is false to attest that it is "impractical
to reproduce" photographs. It is false to represent that any of these photographs,
which almost without exception are small pictures of people, 'were too large or

impractical to reproduce."



16. Nowhere in his affidavit does Wood state that I received a single
photograph under the Stipulation or in response to Director Kelley's offer. In
fact, I did not receive a single photograph.

17. Director Kelley's letter states that 'these items have not been
copied by the various field offices, and have not been sent to FBI Headquarters."
No later létter informed me that these items had been sent to Washington.

18. As exhibits relevant to later Paragraphs reflect, this statement in
Directpr Kelley's letter was not truthful at the time it was made.

19. In some but not all instances, xeroxes of some photographs are in
the field office records provided. However, even in the unacceptable form of
xeroxes, I have not received all the items required to have been provided under
the Stipulation, offered in Director Kelley's letter, and asked for again in my
letter of September 17, 1977. (Wood Exhibit B)

20. Wood's intent to deceive and mislead the Court and to continue to
deny me the information requested - in perpetuated violation of the Stipulation -
is included in his Paragraphs 4, 6, 7, 8 and 9. These Paragraphs represent that
I was provided with what I requested when, in fact and to Wood's knowledge, I was
not. Not having been provided a single photograph is only one proof of this.

21. Moreover, Wood and Department counsel were on notice of this from
my prior affidavits, particularly those in response to defendant's earlier Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment. In the earlier Motion, Wood's Exhibits A and B were
used as exhibits in the Mitchell affidavit. From the information I provided
earlier, the misrepresentation cannot be accidental.

2) Birmingham Records - Still Withheld.

The Birmingham records (Wood's Paragraph 5) are an exception to the photo-

graphic nature of the records to have been provided. With regard to these he
stated what is false and what he knew in advance would be false because, aside
from the information I had provided, it was truthfully represented in his presence
by my counsel in court: I have not received what I requested from the Birmingham
list. Yet Wood swears that I received them, that they were "included in that

release." They were withheld "in that release." This is proven by his Exhibit C,

which reflects that all three records were withheld under claim of "b3 (17USC 101).



23. The intent to deceive and mislead the Court is clear because there
are no other BiIrmingham items involved; because Wood did not state the truth, that
they had been withheld under spurious copyright claim; and because he did state
that they are "included in that release' when to his knowledge and that of Depart-
ment counsel they were excluded. Tricky formulations do not avoid misrepresenta-—
tion.

3) Atlanta.Records — Still Withheld.

24. Of the nonphotographic items, two are Atlanta office records.

Wood's obfuscations relating to these items (Paragraph 9) are the longest portion
of his affidavit. He concludes by providing other than what one of these items
is, "enlarged copies'of a map of Atlanta. It is now beyond question that this
was never provided and is another violation of the Stipulation.

25. Wood begins this section with an Orwellian description of total
official silence in response to my many communications, including ignored appeals:
"Based on our communications with plaintiff" (emphasis added) I was not "advised
of the status of the remaining three items ..." A correct and accurate representa-
tion, one not intended to deceive or mislead, would be '""Based on our communications
from plaintiff," followed by the honest admission that all my communications were
ignored, although the Stipulation required consideration of them beginning Novem-
ber 1, 1977. However, a truthful representation would comstitute still another
proof of violation of the Stipulation. Here '"status" relating to '"the remaining
three items'" is doublegoodspeak for '"they were withheld." Wood provides ome, a
map, reduced to meaninglessness, achieved with such perfection that I could not
make out the names of streets with the use of a 10-power engraver's lens.

26. The first of these three Atlanta officé items is a computer printout
of the passenger list of a Delta Air Lines flight from Atlanta on which a passenger
ticketed for Chicago left the plane at Memphis and did not return to it. Relating
to this, at a time when I was forced to pay for all the records, I did not state
that I did not want any of it. Rather did I limit myself, not knowing how many
feet of computer printout I would have to pay for. While I said I did not want

all of it, I did make clear my interest in all records relating to that passenger,

whose identificaltion should appear on that printout. Wood, who neither has nor



claims personal knowledge, states that '"The FBI interpreted this to mean that
plaintiff did not want the computer printout itself but wanted the results of
any investigation stemming from the names and addresses in the printout." Wood
does not state thag I was ever asked if this was a correct "interpretation,'" and
I was not asked. Then, with great ardunnecessary indirection, without personal
knowledge, and limited further only to conjecture, Wood states that "'Investigative
material regarding any leads generated by the names on this printout would have
been included in the investigative files which were processed and released to
plaintiff." (Emphasis added) There is no basis for his assumption. It is based
on known fallacies, that all relevant records are filed under MURKIN and that
this missing passenger lived in the territory of ome of the eight field offices
listed in the Stipulation. If the passenger who wasted part of his ticket came
from New York or Philadelphia or any other city not within the territory ofAthese
eight field offices; there is no reason to presume that whatever Wood may mean
by "investigative material" regarding any leads would have been provided.

27. With regard to the second of these Atlanta records (''maps - news-—

"several items of evidence"), Wood tries to suggest that, rather than

papers' and
being in Atlanta, to be inventoried there in 1977, they had been sent to the FBI
Lab in 1968 and were not returned. Rather than undertaking to explain how Atlanta
could inventory records it had not had for nine years, Wood repeats a secondhand
explanation already challenged without response, the Mitchell affidavit attached
to defendant's earlier Motion for Partial Summary Judgment. Mitchell concluded
that those records were at FBIHQ and not in Atlanta. No search is reported.

There was no response to my communications. It is merely assumed that Atlanta
did not have what it inventoried. This is neither reasonable nor likely.

28. Normal FBI practice is to make and file copies. There is no state-
ment from Atlanta representing that it does not have these records, copies or
originals.

29. Wood does not attach any copies of "our communications with
plaintiff" relating to Atlanta office records nor does he state which of the
multiple sets of them he allegedly consulted or from which he copied his Exhibit

A, the Kelley letter with attachment. While this Wood copy of the Kelley letter



appears to be identical with the copy provided to me under discovery, the copy
of the attachment is not identical. On the discovery copy (Exhibit 1), opposite
the Atlanta listings, is what Wood withheld from the Court in the copy he pro-
vided: the word "denied" appears twice. While it is not certain that "denied"
is intended to refer to all items, which is a possible interpretation, there is a
line drawn from one "denied" to the Delta computer item and there are check marks
opposite the maps and newspapers and enlarged maps items.

30. Similarly, checks appear opposite the three Birmingham items referred
to above.

31. Neither of these copies bears any Central Records serial number.
Neither reflécts in any way having been obtained from Central Records.

| 32. These notations and marks, referred to in Paragraph 29 above, are

of importance. They reflect the need for searches of the files of the various
FBI components. They also suggest the FBI's real reasons for refusing such
searches - they can prove dishonesty and withholdings.

y) The i elley List Versas the Under/ysng fcords.
33. Both copies of the Kelley letter bear the notationm "Return to

Gehle - 6982." The initials of the person who dictated the letter are "krg."
Keith Gehle was involved in the processing of the records in this case. While
Wood neither has nor claims personal knowledge, Gehle, clearly, does have personal
knowledge. However, the affidavit is by Wood, not Gehle. This is safer when the
affidavit is misleading, deceptive, intended to be both, and is falsely sworn.

34. That the false swearing is deliberate is disclosed by a further, if
necessarily hasty, check of the discovery copies of those records allegedly con-
sulted by Wood.

35. The September 14, 1977, Kelley letter to me contains deliberate
lies. Those same deliberate lies are now repeated under oath to this Court, as
I specify below.

36. As provided, these discovery copies are in neither chronological
nor reverse chronological order. I therefore refer to them in the order in which
I received them, from the top down.

37. Exhibit 2 states that those records listed as withheld in the

attachment to the Kelley letter were sent to FBIHQ by Los Angeles under date of



September 29, 1977. 1In neither this nor any other case was I informed. Los
Angeles heard from FBIHQ on August 10, 1977, about this matter.

38. Exhibit 3 states that Chicago forwarded the withheld photographs
on September 28, 1977.

39. Exhibit 4 states that New Orleans did likewise under date of
September 25, 1977.

40. Exhibit 5, also from Chicago, refers to having heard from FBIHQ on
August 10 and 12. Exhibit 3 refers to an August 31 airtel and a phone call from
FBIHQ of September 28.

41. Exhibit 6, from Birmingham on August 30, while representing that
the three still withheld records are "impractical" for copying, described records
that are readily copied. Each is smaller than letter-size paper. No reference
to copyright is included and no copyright exemption is claimed. Birmingham, too,
heard from FBIHQ August 10, 1977.

42. Exhibit 7, from New Orleans on August 29, refers to having heard
from FBIHQ on August 10 and 12, 1977. It lists '"Those 1-A Exhibits which cannot
be xeroxed." What is listed consists only of photographs, which can be and have
been xeroxed.

43. It cannot be believed so many field offices invented the same
crude lie, that easily xeroxed records could not be xeroxed. It is significant
that this widespread lie followed communications from FBIHQ the day the Stipula-
tion was signed and two days earlier.

%) The Atlanta Cover-up.

44, Exhibit 8 is pages 1, 15 and 16 of the l7-page Atlanta airtel of
August 25, 1977. It lists each record provided to FBIHQ separately, by volume.
Page 15 confirms my apprehension about the cost of xeroxing the entire Delta
printout when I was interested in a single passenger only. Rather than stating
that the information was not provided because of a copying problem, or what Wood
now infers, that the information was provided, it represents that the information
was actually withheld under (b)(7)(D) claim. This page also does not state that
the second withheld Atlanta item was not xeroxed because it could not be done.

'"Maps - newspapers' can be xeroxed.



45. 1In the FBIHQ list attached to the Kelley letter, this item, Serial
1B2, is described as "maps - newspapers,' no more. But there is much more,
according to the Atlanta list, "... items of physical evidence, including bed
linen, cigarette butts, maps, a saw, newspapers, etc and are not being xeroxed."
(sic)

46. Several marginal marks are not comprehensible, although one may be
a question mark. The words 'maps'" and '"mewspapers" aze underscored by hand, with
arrows leading to the bottom in a way that on other FBI records indicates a con—
tinuation. There is no continuation here.

47. It just happens that the Atlanta office did a black bag job on
James Earl Ray and some of these items were taken illegally in it. Of the under-
scored items I am certain. Bearing on the dependability of an FBI affidavit,
FBIHQ demanded an affidavit stating that there had been ﬁo black bag job. The
Special Agent in Charge dutifully prbvided it. However, he knew better because the
agent who did the joP, named Burgess as I recall, reported on it to the SAC. I
have that record.

48. Contrary to both the Wood and Mitchell explanations of the with-
holding of 1B4 (page 16), which includes enlarged copies, in the plural, of an
Atlanta area map, there is a marginal FBIHQ note reading, "Can't you do it?"
(Emphasis in original)

49. On page 15 there are two claims to (7)(D). Both are initialed
with the initials of the former FOIA supervisor in this case, John A. Hartingh.
(Gehle worked under him.) The writing on page 16 also appears to be Hartingh's.
He was the supervisor at the time of the Kelley letter and the Stipulation. It
is he who proposed the Stipulation. It appears that he knew the Kelley letter and
its attachment were untruthful and disguised the Serial in which the yield of the
black bag job is hidden. He also knew, as anyone in the FBI who read this Atlanta
airtel knew, that the withheld map existed in duplicate enlargements. Copies
could have been provided at any time.

50. This prevaricated matter of Serial 1B2, the contents of which were
never described or provided to me, bears heavily on the credence that can be

placed in Mitchell's affidavits.



51. The Atlanta map taken in the black bag job is alleged to have four
places marked on it, including the home and church of Dr. King. I know of no
other reason for the FBI to enlarge a map of Atlanta nor of any other reason to
withhold it.

b) Washington Field Office Withholdings.

52. While the information withheld in Exhibit 9, the Washington Field
Office airtel of August 24, does not relate to the items listed in Director
Kelley's letter, it is relevant to noncompliance with the Stipulation. The tape
provided by David and Shirley Gaines and any investigation that followed, or
records indicating that there was no investigation, are relevant and are withheld
despite my many requests of the FBI and a number of appeals to Mr. Shea. The
claim that a tape is ''mon-documentary evidence and is not forwarded" for that reason
is spurious. It is inconsistent with FBI, including Washington Field Office,
practice. A large number of Kennedy assassination tapes were sent to FBIHQ.
They are filed as '"enclosures behind files'" or EBFs. This Washington Field Office
withholding followed my informing the FBI that I knew all about the Gaines tape

matter. (This office also heard from FBIHQ on August 10, 1977.)

7) Los Angeles Withholding.

53. Exhibit 10 is a handwritten note that precedes the Los Angeles air-
tel of August 18. It indicates that Los Angeles was to send all items in ("all
of it") and that according to my counsel I would "want at least some of the

photos." This is dated five days before the Kelley letter.

54. Exhibit 11 is pages 3 and 4 of this airtel. Check marks appear
alongside the names of a number of persons who figure importantly in the FBI's
investigation. These are the "items marked in airtel'" (in Exhibit 10) that Los
Angeles was to send to FBIHQ prior to the time of Kelley's letter to me stating
the opposite, the untruth now repeated under oath. With one exception, all these
marks are after the names. The one exception, a blacker mark, is before the name
of J. C. Hardin. The Los Angeles office proved its explanation of its original
withhodling, that photographs 'are not documents and consequently could not be

"

xeroxed and forwarded to the Bureau,'" to be false by providing some xeroxes of

pictures.
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55. Exhibit 12 is the Memphis airtel of July 13. While no item of
withheld information from the Memphis office is listed. in the Kelley letter,
Exhibit 12 bears heavily on the untruthfulness of the FBI's representations and
on deliberate noncompliance. It also reflects that the FBI had an inventory it
could have included in the large shipment of Memphis records that in itself
violated the Stipulation and was more than I could handle physically.

56. On the first page there is indication that Memphis had had other
relevant records. The "13 boxes" referred to on page 1 are those "currently
available to the Memphis Office.'" What happened to those not "currently available"
or that any had been destroyed is not stated. (I added the marks on this page
when I first saw it.)

%) The Department Waived Privacy in This Case.

57. The penultimate paragraph on the last page refers to the case as
current. This is contrary to Wood's representations in his nonfirst-person
affidavit relating to the Memphis index. It confirms my affidavit relating to
that index. An index to an active case is not destroyed.

58. Exhibit 13 is page 3 of a longer FBI Legal Counsel to Department
Civil Division memo of May 16, 1978. It pertains to a request by James Earl Ray.
Because the bottom of the last page, as provided, appears to be masked and no
page number appears anywhere on that page, I cannot be certain that this record
is of four pages only. When I first saw this record, I placed the marginal lines
opposite the passage that includes what is contrary to the FBI's representations
in this case, to which it refers: 'The DOJ waived privacy rights against public
interest and decided the documents concerning the death of Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., should be available to the public. The entire release of documents from the
file consisting of 44,873 pages is available to the public .

59. Although FBI Legal Counsel states that the Department ''waived
privacy rights" in this instant cause, there was and continues to be withholding
of a great amount of information that nofonly was waived but in addition was in
the public domain at the time of withholding. This record indicates other false
representations to this Court continuously from the very outset of this case.

60. From the foregoing copies of the FBI's own records, it is apparent

11



that the FBI's present representations to this Court relating to these records

are of knowing untruthfulness.
9) Records Described as Relessed ARE Sty Nithheld
61. All the items marked in red by Wood on the attachment to his affi-

davit were not withheld from FBIHQ by the field offices at the time that letter
was written, which is what he states. All were not unsuitable for reproduction,
which also is what he states. Not one was not suitable for reproduction. His
explanation of the Delta printout withholding and the subsequent investigation
is inconsistent with the truth in Exhibit 8. His explanation attributed to
Mitchell's sworn-to guess also is inconsistent with the truth in Exhibit 8.
Records within the Stipulation, offered to me and then not provided when I asked
for them, are marked as ''denied."

62. Undaunted by his false affirmation that these records could not be
copied, Wood simultaneously swears that all were copied and provided, particu-
larly the photographs. In his Paragraphs 6, 7 and 8 he swears that 'The inventory
worksheets for these documents reflect that the items specifically requested by

Mr. Weisberg ... were included in that release." He apparently expected that
neither the Court nor I would examine the worksheets he attached because they

reflect extensive withholdings, especially of pictures. Withholding is the oppo-

site of ''release." His ostensible kindness in providing the worksheets is
explained in his Paragraph 10 as ''mot only for the Court's assistance in deter-
mining that the FBI did respond to plaintiff's letter (sic), but also to assist
plaintiff in locating the material in the voluminous amount of records which he
has been provided."

63. His purpose, as will become clear below, was not to "assist'" the
Court but to mislead it. Apparently carried away by De;artment counsel's false
representation to the Court, that I was provided with these worksheets in six
large volumes, or Wood's or other misrepresentation to Department counsel in this
regard, Wood may not have known that his worksheets provided no assistance to me.
Worksheets were provided to me along with the related Sections only. As the
Department and FBI know, I have preserved the records as:-provided and have pre-

pared them for university accessioning. I need only go to the file folders that

are marked with the field office Section identification. In each I will find the

12



records provided for each separate section and the related worksheets. A more
credible explanation of what Wood attributes to his and the FBI's interest in
"assisting'" me is the hope that having the copies of the worksheets he attached
might deter my making an independent search.

64. 1If Wood had been sincerely interested in assisting either the Court
or me, he would have provided copies of the records he swears were provided.
However, he could not do that, despite the gpeudo-eloquence of the Memorandum in
Opposition, because, as he knew and as Department counsel should have known, all
photographs were not provided in any form, not even as xXeroxes.

65. This hardly'exhausts the evidence of intent to deceive and mislead
and the actual misrepresentations and outright untruths now presented to the
Court in the defendant's newest of a series of successful efforts to draw this
long case out that much longer. Other proofs are in other of the discovery
records and in the field office records as provided rather than as misrepresented
in this Wood affidavit.

/0) What the FBI's "Communications with Plaintiff" Really Shows.

66. If Wood had made as hasty an examination of 'our communications
with plaintiff" (his Paragraph 9) as I have he would have known, at the very
least, that I repeatedly informed the FBI that what he swears was provided had
not been.

67. 1If Department counsel had been less concerned with snide and preju-
dicial untruths, such as "plaintiff has failed to inspect either the documents or
the inventory worksheets and is simply unaware of what he has already received
from the FBI," and a little more concerned about the requirement of Rule 11,
about which in the not distant past the Attorney General cautioned all Department
counsel; a little concerned about the facts and the record in this case, about
which I personally cautioned him more than once when he repeatedly misrepresented
both; and if it is not expecting too much, a little concerned for simple honesty,
common decency and the responsibilities of counsel as an officer of the Court, he
also would have known better and, guided by Rule 11, would not have filed this
or the other Wood affidavits.

68. Not with these points in mind but because, although they are not

13



complete, they are more accessible to me and are less flimsy than my tissue
carbon copies, I checked the incomplete, one-way copies of "our communications
with plaintiff" which were provided by Department counsel under discovery.

69. This incomplete and hasty check shows that I wrote the FBI often
and in considerable detail about precisely what the Motion in Opposition and
the Wood affidavit address. This detail leaves no possibility of any question
about whether I "failed to inspect either the documents or the inventory work-
sheets."

70. This incomplete check of the FBI's own records discloses that in
four different 1977 communications of about 5,000 words, written in a five-day
period, I did go into the fact that the field offices did not provide copies of
the photographs. The entire file is much more extensive. It is detailed, with
careful identification of field office, file, section and serial number, and
with repeated references to the processing worksheets.

71. In these communications I covered much of the records and did not
limit myself to the items in the Kelley letter. Many of my communications are of
considerably greater length than these four. While all four are not clear enough
for satisfactory copying, I provide copies of them because they reflect instant
complaint about noncompliance and noncompliance with the terms of the Stipulation
among other details.

72. On October 24 I wrote Supervisor Hartingh (Exhibit 14) that "Enlarge-
ments of Atlanta and Los Angeles maps are referred to but not included. I am

interested in this and would like them ..."

Only now, in this Wood affidavit,
does the FBI, which has been prating "summary Judgment' all the while, acknowledge
this withholding. (Wood affidavit, Paragraph 9 and Exhibit H)

73. On October 26, 1977 (Exhibit 15), I informed Hartingh that with-
holdings '"extend to published pictures to selective claims for pictures (Rife is
an example) in which some of the same person are withheld and others were re-
leased." I also informed him that '"Speaking of Jerry Ray, his are among the
withheld pictures in 1A."

74. This relates to the Los Angeles records. This and other such

references are to xeroxes of photographs, not to photographs, none of which were
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provided.

75. At this point I also informed him that '"1A75 refers to three pic-—
tures and a negative. I was provided with ome picture o

76. On October 27, 1977 (Exhibit 16), I wrote Hartingh that "There is
the same kind of claim to 7(C) I regard as spurious in many cases, including
with regard to pictures, such as of Stein and Tomaso." (This relates to New Orleans
records withholdings.)

77. Exhibit 17 is among the many records provided by Department counsel
that should have resolved any pretended belief that I did not examine the work-
sheets. It begins, "Again there are large voids iq&he worksheets, totally unex-
plained." The penultimate paragraph reads, "Pictures referred to as attached are
withheld without explanation. This extends to all the Rays, to Walter Rife and
to others whose pictures have been published." (Again, references are to xeroxes
of photographs only, no photographs having been provided.)

78. Civil Division was witting because I informed it repeatedly in
November 1977, when it made no claim to the Stipulation being all-inclusive. 1In
a November 17, 1977, memorandum I delivered at a conference the next day (Exhibit
18, pages missing in the discovery copy), I informed it of motive other than
alleged copyright for the withholding under copyright claim of the uncopyrighted
Birmingham records. Notes I referred to as a "talking paper'" for that conference
(Exhibit 19) conclude with "I have provided many illustrations of unjustified
withholding of pictures under privacy claim ..."

79. These notes also refer (at ﬁ) to the falsity of the FBI's claim
that there were no indices, and its silence "when I proved from FO (field office)
records that the FOs do indeed have indexes." Civil Division then and since was
no less silent than the FBI relating to field office indices.

80. I provide the November 10, 1977, memo for the FBI (Exhibit 20)
referred to in my memo to the Civil Division (Exhibit 18, above). At the bottom
of the fourth of its seven pages I informed Hartingh again that the enlarged

Atlanta map had not been provided and the nature of my interest in it. Here I

also refer to official records I had examined that had not been provided.
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/1)  Worksheets Disclose Withholding of What Wood Alleges Was Provided.

8l. Wood and Department counsel appear to have assumed that neither the
Court nor I would check the worksheets he attached to his affidavit. I did, and
I compared them with the underlying records. Incredible as it may seem, given
the expressions of good heart and intent from Wood and Department counsel,
inappropriate rhetoric, intended to belittle the nature of my work and interest,
their own worksheets utte;ly destroy their representations of compliance. The
worksheets alone prove the opposite. Wood and Department counsel represent that
there was "release" to me, despite the cunning preface of "all releasable
material."

82. Ms. Rae Barrett, who has been assisting me on a part-time basis,
has checked each of Wood's items, as Wood interpreted my acceptance of the offer
with the Kelley letter. Her tabulation is attached as Exhibit 21. (See also
Appendix 1)

83. Before explaining Exhibit 21, I repeat that I was to have been
provided with photographs, not xeroxes. This is confirmed by Exﬁibit 22, the
FBI's letter covering the first of the field office releases, those of Memphis.
Toward the end of the middle paragraph on page 2 the FBI confirmed that "Any
photographs located in the course of processing the various field office files
will be made available to you subject to the provisions of'" FOIA. 1I also

reiterate that as of today I have not received a single photograph.

84. Most of the persons photographed are public persons in this case.
All figure in ~“the FBI's investigation enough for the FBI to have obtained
photographs of them, up to six each. All these people are identified, together
with details about their lives, including criminal records, in what is available
to all in the FBI's reading room. The FBI has identified some as prostitutes and
the records in the FBI's reading room refer to them as prostitutes. In terms of
the investigations of the Los Angeles Office, which Ms. Barrett selected to
illustrate, all figure importantly in those investigations. Even iff%ipartment
of Justice had not waived privacy, what is disclosed leaves no privacy to protect.

85. Of the 51 Serials listed by Wood, in 12 instances, or only slightly

more than a fifth of the different items of photographs, the FBI provided xeroxes.
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In 39 instances, or in a little less than four-fifths of the Serials, not even
xeroxes were provided. Of the total number of photographs, not even xeroxes were
provided in well over 80 percent of the cases.

86. This is the opposite of what the Department represents.

87. In addition, xeroxes are not only not acceptable and are not what
was to be provided - they can and they did lead to misidentifications. One,
amply recorded, is Birmingham xeroxes of photographs of a suspect, Dr. Gus Prosch,
whose arrest on firearms charges received extensive national public attention.
The xeroxes provided are almost exact duplicates of photographs taken of me in
New Orleans, even to the background, and particularly with regard to the face.

88. In some instances the FBI claimed not to be able to xerox negatives.
This is false. The falsity is proven by the providing of xeroxes of negatives
from other field office records. However, negatives are intended for copying,
by being printed as photographs, so there was no real problem in providing
photographic copies.

89. I illustrate this with Los Angeles Serial 1A48, where the negative
is of a photograph of James Earl Ray, taken under his Galt alias.

90. In the Serials listed by Wood, photographs not provided in any
form, not even xerox, include those of Jerry Ray, James' brother, and Walter
Terry Rife, James' former crime partner. (Rife and most of the others have been
written about extensively in books and countless newspaper and magazine articles.)

91. With regard to the withholding of Los Angeles 1A31, relating to one
J. C. Hardin, the records of the New Orleans and Atlanta offices, as provided,
are quite deficient. This was the subject of a large number of communicatiomns to
the FBI.

92. A J. C. Hardin phoned Ray when Ray was on the lam in Los Angeles.
Hardin left Atlanta and New Orleans phone numbers for Ray to call. He then showed
up in Los Angeles, looking for Ray at Ray's hotel, at a time when supposedly nobody
at all knew that the escapee Ray was there under the Galt alias. This was imme-
diately prior to the assassination of Dr. King.

93. In the FBI's investigation of this lead, it turned up a number of

al
other leads the results of ,the investigations of which are not included in what
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has been provided.
One

94. /J. C. Hardin in Atlanta was an FBI "symbol informant.'" There is
no known basis for assuming that this person who contacted Ray openly was not the
FBI's own informant. The FBI's verbal response is a nonresponse and an irrele-
vancy. Supervisor Hartingh claimed, from his Washington interpretation of field
office records not provided, that the FBI was never able to determine which J. C.
Hardin contacted Ray. In terms of the FBI's investigation, which is my interest
and that of history, this is irrelevant. In terms of that investigatiom, all the
records Hartingh claimed to cite have not been provided. It is not only this
photograph or even xerox of it that the FBI withholds relating to J. C. Hardin.

95. Following several of my complaints about J. C. Hardin withholdings,
the FBI included non sequiturs in its October 17, 1977, letter accompanying these
Los Angeles records. (Exhibit 23) 1In my reply of the next day (Exhibit 24), in
addition to referring to other photographs not provided and those of J. C. Hardin,
also not provided} I reminded the FBI that positive identification of J. C. Hardin
was separate from compliance by producing all relevant records. I also reminded
the FBI that at the end of that month, under the Stipulation, it was required to
consider my appeals and complaints, which it has not done in any communication
addressed to me. Other Stipulation records still withheld are also referred to.

96. With reference to Los Angeles Serial 1A31, the FBI did not make
(7)(D) claim.

97. 1In referring to Marrell McCullough in Exhibit 23, the FBI states
that '"We have processed all documents relating'" to him and Hardin. That this is
not true is reflected by the fact that much later, in response to a separate
request and appeal, I received other McCullough information.

98. 1In the upper righthand corner of Exhibit 22, at the same point on
a large number of the discovery records and of exhibits to the Wood affidavit, the
name ''Mr. Long' appears. This is the Long of the tickler that was withheld for
so long and then was provided in gutted form. These many FBI records indicate
that this man, directly involved in this litigation, appears never to have been
consulted about his tickler and never to have volunteered any information relating

to its whereabouts until after I directed Mr. Shea to him. By then that unique
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and extremely valuable record had been destroyed.

99. Near Hardin on the Los Angeles list is Charles Stein. There are
supposed to be a negative and five photographs of Stein. Charles Stein became a
public figure because he traveled between Los Angeles and New Orleans with James
Earl Ray and then tried to commercialize this as part of an extensively syndi-
cated investigation by the late Louis Lomax. There is perceptible motive other
than the invalid (7)(C) claim for withholding even xeroxes of these photographs
of Stein: he provided the FBI with a Louisiana phone number Ray called. What the
FBI has provided relating to this is so little it would get flunking grades in a
rip-off, mail-order detectiving course for which there are no prerequisites. My
letters to the FBI and my appeals have all been ignored for years.

100. Copies of the Los Angeles records Ms. Barrett selected (referred
to in Exhibit 21) and my explanation of them are attached in Appendix I. These
Hardin and Stein illustrations are not atypical.

101. The FBI we know in this case, which is not the Efrem Zimbalist FBT,
can't even keep its cooked worksheets straight, as is illustrated by the four
parts of Exhibit 25. Neither Wood nor Department counsél troubled themselves to
make any correction so that the Court would not be misinformed. Instead, they
provided the same page of this Chicago worksheet as part of their Exhibit D. It
states, relating to Serial 52, that the actual pages are three, of which only one
was released. The second page of Exhibit 25 is the FD 340 form for this Serial.
It withholds under "description'" the name of the person of whom it has "2 photos=
2 copies each," Jerry Ray. The only exemption claimed is (7)(D). Pages 3 and &4
of Serial 52 are xeroxes of these photographs of Jerry Ray. With regard to this
Paragraph, the FBI has not made a single truthful and accurate statement except
for the correct identification of Jerry Ray, and that on the worksheet only.

102. Even if the (7)(D) claim was made because of the source of these
photographs, there is no basis for it because the FBI itself disclosed that
source. It is Marjorie Fetters, of Camden, New Jersey. She is a woman Jerry Ray
contacted through a lonely hearts listing. The FBI intercepted his mail at the
Wheeling, Illinois Post Office and promptly, through its Newark office, made Ms.

Fetters a PCI. It had Jerry Ray under surveillance even when he was bedded with
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Ms. Fetters.

103. Pertinent to this, Jerry Ray is included in the surveillance Item
of my December 23, 1975, request. The FBI has not provided all relevant records
and my appeal has not been acted on in years.

104. When Jerry returned to his Chicago area job after his visit with
Ms. Fetters, he sent her a $40 money order. For some reason, he wrapped it in a
Canadian banking advertising flyer he found in the post office. This led to a
large, Keystone Kops-type diversion by the FBI when Ms. Fetters, dutiful PCI that
she was, gave the flyer to the FBI. This ridiculousness typifies what the FBI
touts as its great investigation and the greatest manhunt ever. It provides
motive for the permeating withholding of so much of which there is no reason for
the FBI to be proud. My counsel used this Fetters matter on January 3, 1980, to
illustrate to the Court how there is, from improper withholding, real danger of
harm to the innocent, here from misidentification of another woman as the one
who slept with Jerry Ray and accepted pay for it. (There are other such cases.)

105. The invalidity of the (7)(C) claims is illustrated by the first
listing under Los Angeles, Serial 1A4, of six withheld photogréﬁs of Jerome Wallis
Vernon. Vernon is an important part of the FBI's Los Angeles investigation. To
the best of my recollection, Vernon ran a cleaning establishment near where James
Earl Ray lived in Los Angeles. The FBI had suspicions about him and a Ray rela-
tionship. The records disclosed are extensive and are also in the public reading
room. Disclosed Memphis records include an entire file section on him. As Mr.
Shea testified, there must be a privacy to protect before the claim can be made.

THE MEAMRANDLAM |V OPPOSIT /0N

106. The Memorandum in Opposition is still another effort to deceive
and mislead the Court. While it is not the first such exploit by this and prior
Department counsel, it is a more shocking practice of the traditiomal dodge of
the counsel who cannot try his case on the facts or on the law. It is another
faithful execution of the FBI's ancient design, to "stop" me and my writing.

107. 1Its indulgence in persomalizations, all of which are refuted by
the record with which Counsel is supposed to be familiar, is indecent considering
that I have persevered through more than four years of litigation to obtain

information only to give all of it away to the people, which is an intent of the

20



Act. Because I do all of this when I am without regular income other than modest
Social Security, am aging and have serious illnesses, the foul allegations thinly
disguised as questions are a defamation made by abuse of process. The allegation
that I have fought for all the records I have obtained, at great cost, when the
years ahead of me are fewer, only not to take even a glance at them, borders on
profanity. It is part of a course of outrageous conduct more details of which,
along with an abundance of witnesses, can be provided if the Court requires more
to protect me from such underhanded personal and professional abuse disguised as
a presentation to the Court.

108. These allegations, as I document below, are made in bad faith, as
is all of the Memorandum. Not one is based on the record or on fact outside the
record. Every one is amply refuted by the record, with which counsel is supposed
to have familiarized himself during the delay to which I agreed in the taking of
the depositions so that he could.

109. Even the description in the Memorandum of the packages sent to me
by the FBI is distorted, which suggests a familiarity with the record and my
vigorous protest over the violation of the Stipulation in the first of those
packages. A packet, according to the dictionary, is a small bundle. This is
hardly a description of a carton so large and heavy the FBI knew I could not
handle it.

110. The first of counsel's rhetorical indulgences is, "Is it possible
that Mr. Weisberg did not receive these items? Of course it is possible but
hardly likely." If counsel had spent more time familiarizing himself with the
case and less dreaming up personal abuses, he would know that at the time these
records were provided I was paying for them and that each shipment was accompanied
by a bill, which was followed by my sending the FBI a check in full payment. If
he had familiarized himself with the case, he would know that there were records
missing in what was sent to me and that the FBI delayed in replacing them until
that constituted still another violation of the Stipulation.

111. From the preceding Paragraph it is clear that counsel should have
known better than to state that "Mr. Weisberg is allegedly missing only the
'Kelley letter' documents from all five packets." Four entire Memphis Sections

were missing in the first carton sent me under the Stipulation.
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112. "It is also curious that Mr. Weisberg did not complain at the time
that items referenced on the inventory worksheets were missing from the five
packets'" is a statement by counsel that does not eliminate my perplexity over
his virtually nonstop misrepresentations to the Court. I have not been able to
determine whether he lies on purpose or just does not care about what he repre-
sents to a court of law.

113. 1If counsel had any familiarity with only the consultancy matter,
about which he has addressed himself to the Court (while not following the Court's
directive with regard to discovery material he was to have provided and has not),
he would know that it encapsulates prompt and detailed "complaint' made under the
Stipulation and ignored, thus constituting still another violation of the Stipu-
laton. The exhibits I attach above include a scant selection of the '"complaints"
I made as rapidly as I read the records, which I did, page by tedious page.

114. "A more likely explanation is that plaintiff has failed to inspect
either the documents or the inventory worksheets and is simply unaware of what he
has already received from the FBI. If this is indeed the case, defendant hopes
that Mr. Weisberg's eagerness to allege 'bad faith' by the FBI will be more
restrained in the future." There is nothing in this Memorandum or its attachments
that is other than a new demonstration of bad faith.

115. 1If counsel requires more of a demonstration than is in this affi-
davit of the state of my recol}ection, impaired as it is by age and illness, or
of whether I "failed to inspect either the documents or the inventory worksheets,"
I can provide it. I would regard a disciplinary proceeding as a proper place.

116. This is cheapshot practice that is either deliberate or, what is
no better, utterly irresponsible. It cannot be because I lacked the information
alleged in the Memorandum that counsel's own Civil Division dragooned me into the
consultancy when it had the entire FBI and all its experts on whom to draw. And
then gypped me out of the promised payment.

117. It is bizarre that counsel alleges I did not even "inspect' the
inventory worksheets when I nailed Wood's predecessor for providing the Court
with phony worksheets attached to a falsely sworn affidavit. Counsel is familiar

with this part of the record in this case and lies about it or he is not familiar
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with what he represents to the Court and is no more worthy of credence than is
a liar.

118. To paraphrase, is it possible that counsel has no case files?

Of course it is possible but hardly likely. Yet counsel represents to the Court
that "the documents referred to by Mr. Weisberg were processed and released to
him pursuant to the August 12, 1977 Stipulation," even though his "proof" states
the opposite and his case file and his client's files also state the opposite,
in considerable detail.

119. Counsel seeks to place a heavy "scope' burden on that oft-violated
Stipulation, yet he concludes his Memorandum with still another reflection of the
contempt in which it is held by him and his client. Swept away by his own
rhetoric and cunning in all of this, he concludes: '"If Mr. Weisberg has any
complaints about the excisions and withholdings noted on the inventory work-
sheets, then these will, of course, be best addressed with his other challenges
to exemptions at a latter (sic) point in these proceedings."

120. Under the Stipulation, all my "complaints about excisions and
withholdings'" and in fact about the worksheets themselves were required to be
considered not at whatever distant time in the future counsel can contrive by his
endless stonewalling but beginning on November 1, 1977. That this has not been
done is still another violation of the Stipulation. This means another nullifi-
cation of it.

121. As there is nothing in the Memorandum or the Wood affidavit to
persuade that they represent other than bad faith, so also did my search for per-
tinent exhibits yield nothing but additional proofs of this omnipresent bad faith.
A recent in-court demonstration of this is the false accusation that I seek to
expand this case. In 1977 the Court interpreted my request to be for all records
relating to the investigation of the King assassination, which is correct. There
were also political Items. They were not properly phrased because I lacked
familiarity with the FBI's filing. First the FBI agreed to provide what it calls
the "security files on Dr. King" without my filing a written request for them,
then it required a written request. I provided it in 1977. This is contrary to

the allegation that I seek to expand this case.
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122. A greater time than the FBI's backlog has expired and this request
is without compliance, as it probably will continue to be until I file suit.
However, in the course of searching records, I came upon two of the FBI's which
illustrate what I have referred to as permeating bad faith.

123. On August 14, 1978, Mr. Shea reminded the FBI that it had assured
him that "any records" released to anyone else would be provided to me and that
as "a practical matter" this means "any record related in any way to" the assas-
sination. (Exhibit 26. Emphasis in original) This has not happened. The most
recent example is the sending to Jerry Ray of King assassination investigation
bank robbery records in which the FBI also has me filed. This, of course, has such
records within my 1975 Privacy Act request. Not only does the FBI withhold records
within my requests in this instant cause - in which it has not yet searched most
of the Items after more than four years - it has not provided duplicates of
relevant records already processed.

124. On October 16, 1978 (Exhibit 27), after the FBI heard further from
Mr. Shea and my counsel, it sent me copies of several small sets of records that
had been released to others. (I had obtained most of them some time earlier from
another requester.) It then stated, "it is recognized that much of this material
may be duplicated as a result of processing your request for the security files
on Dr. King." Almost tw§ and a half years have passed since this letter, which
was written a year after my request. In that time the FBI has not processed that
request. Unless and until I sue, from its long and consistent record, it will not
comply. And if I do other than praise it for this, its counsel will seek to
defame me.

125. These - are by no means unique illustrations. In 1976 I testified
to some two dozen information requests I had made of the FBI, then going back to
1968 and all totally ignored. The Court requested the Department to provide a
report on compliance. No such report has been filed because noncompliance remains
virtually total. It consists of only some of what was released to others.

126. A more flagrant contempt for the Court is in the conclusion to the
Memorandum, where Department counsel states that my ''challenges ... will, of

course, be best addressed ... at a latter point in these proceedings.' The single
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most numerous ''challenge'" is my appeal from the withholding of what this Court
ordered not be withheld. That Order was several months prior to the processing
of a single MURKIN record. This withholding is of FBI names. "Of course,"
according to Department counsel, contemptuous disregard for an Order of a Court
for more than three years is not long enough. If the Court permits, this also
will be stonewalled into the distant future. And "of course'" it is no ground

for alleging bad faith when no more is involved than violation of an Order of the
Court.

127. 1In 1976 I informed the Court that, based on my not inconsiderable
experience in such matters, unless the Court ended the misrepresentations made by
the Department, this case would not end in the foreseeable future except with
noncompliance. What I set forth in this affidavit is merely the most recent of
the proofs of the accuracy of what I then stated to the Court. Now semantical
games played with the Court are added. Where the.Memorandum states that ''the
documents referred to by Mr. Weisberg were processed and released to him," trans-
lation from the Orwell is required. In plain English it means the records were

and remain withheld. Big Brother could have put it no better.

HAROLD WEISBERG

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Before me this 2nd day of February 1980 deponent Harold Weisberg has
appeared and signed this affidavit, first having sworn that the statements made
therein are true.

My commission expires July 1, 1982.

,{%w//%w

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
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. Field Offices and items not Xeroxzed s

& and sent to Bureau,

WFO:

Iten number 41 of the 1A exhibit section, sealed

"with ®"Evidence® tape bearing data as follows: U. S, post

Office Money Orders 5, 615, 057, 923 and l, 916, 211,
078, to be returned to donor, received frem John R. Takach,

Chief, Money Order Branch, General Accounting Office,
Washington, D. C.

BIRMINGHAM:

TP M e

The following {tems were not copled due to the
nature of the items and the lmpracticality of doing so:

Y1l(a) eExhibit 1-A-69, which {s a magazine, approximately

8 1/2 x 10 3/4 inches, entitled ®*Redfield’'ss,
Scopes-Mounts~5ightsg,® consisting of 31 printed
Pages concerning various rifles, scopes, and
other information of interest to sportsmen,

Y (b) A magazine, approximately 8 1/4 x 11 inches,
entitled *Winchester-Western 1968 Sporting Arns
Ammunition,® consisting of 47 pages concerning
rifles, shotguns, amnunition, and other information
of interest to Spor tsmen.,

‘2. Exhibit 1-A-121, which is a magazine with
a red and yellow cover, approximately 8 x 10 1/2
inches, entitled “Bay of Pigs,” authored by '
Albert C. Persons, consisting of 97 printed
pages concerning the subject matter depicted
by the title.

CHICAGO:

Below items all found in Sub‘D exhibits portion |
of Chicago file-

berials 21, 22, 23 - Photos of Jerry Ray
Serial 37 - envelope containing 2 photos of

- James Earl Ray 2, L
Serial 39 - standup photos of James Earl Ray .+ .
Serials 43, 45, 51 - photos of James Earl Ray
Serial 52 - two photos of Jerry Ray
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ATLANTA:

/‘/ : "v~‘—

T NItem 44-2386-1B-

(continued)

Serial 55 - photos of James rarl Ray L
Serial 58 - photos of James Earl Ray o
Serial 62 - envelope containing laundry marks |

on shirt and bed linen for James Rar)

Ray while using the name Galt in the

Lcs Angeles area.

Serial 68 -~ gpe pPhotographic negative of Jamesg
Earl Ray

Serial 69 - one photo and negative of James
Earl Ray

Serial 84 - Photos of James Earl Ray

\“Volume SF-2- Murkin Newsp
1-A Exhibits - Volumes 1=
Item 44-2386-1a-120, pPolygraph chart
Bulky Exhibits for 44-2386
Item 44-2386-1R-] This was a Del

aper clippings
4

ta Air Lines

g Delta Flight
to Chicago, 4/27/68 and Delta
Memphis, 4/27/68,

This was a voluminous, continuous-run ccmputer

Printout,

2 - maps - newspapers.,
«Item 44-2386=1B~¢ - enlarged copies of an Atlanta
area map and a Los Angeles area nap

Item 44-2386<1B=5 - Items furnish
Office to Atlanta which include a

type book with instructions on loc
and a locksmith-kit, '

ed by the Newark

large locse-leaf-
ksmithing

LOS ANGELES:

Angeles Murkin file we

The following 1A exhibits contained in the los

e not forwarded to the Bureau:

la2 = Drivers license of Jerome Willis Vernon

la3 - Drivers license of Lorraine May Vernon
la4 - Photo of Jerome Wallis Vernon

laé - Photos of Jennings Bryan Lee ..

la8 = Photos of Jerry William Ray“ﬂET, F
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ogs (Rev. 2:14-74) C{ o o @ | C 4 75-/95 4
‘ s £?n474azr 2
FBI ll
; 1
: !
P 9/29/77 .
ransmit the following in *:
(Type in plaintext or code) I
e, |
- AIRTEL ATR MATL !
(Precedanca) {
' |
. TO: DIRECTOR, FBI
= ATIN: Records Management Division, .
FOIPA Branch
. 1
FROM.: SAC, LOS ANGELES (190-2-52) ) 3
. SUBJECT: HAROLD WEISBERG V. | ‘
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JSUTICE :
(USDC, DC) :
CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 75-1996
. FOIA MATTER

it
13

Re Los Angeles airtel to the Bureau dated

8/18/77, and Bureau telephone call to Los Angeles
on 9/26/77.

Lo e a0 st e o *

One package containing.docﬁments from Los
Angeles file pertaining to MURKIN is being forwarded
to the Bureau via registered mail.

L

A TR

This package contains one xeroxed copy each o
of the IA.envelope and contents thereof from the following -
1A exhibits of Los Angeles file 44-1574A:

I
1AZ, 1A3, 1A4, 1A6, 1A8, 1A9, 1Al0, 1A11, °
1A12, 1A13, 1Al4, 1A15, 1A18, 1A29, 1A31, 1A32, . )
1A33 (obscene material), 1A34, 1A36, 1A37, 1A40,
1A42, 1A45, 1A48 ~1A53, 1AS54, 1ASS, 1A56, 1461, 1lA64,
1A67, 1A69, 1A70, 1A71, 1A75, 1A90, 1A94, 1A95, 1A98, .
1A100, 1Al01l, 1A103, 1A104, 1A105, 1A106, 1A107, 1A109.

S 24 2o amd 2

e

R

In addition to the above, Los Angeles is
submitting one xeroxed copy each of ‘efght FD-340d's
from above-mentioned Los Angeles file.

)— ENCLOSURE

 SF WALV ]

‘-'—--——
4 - Bureau

(1 - Package) (RM) oo .. , T, omr & ’
1-- Los Angeles 11 0CT 3 1977

KAJ/dw { - 1% - — ik

Approved: ] Sent - M Per -

SpeNal Ag¢n§ in q/:arc ' C S 1
‘ . . i - 308-008

| —
e — e - - <

SR Y A LT gL N ey Bt it 0 TR SR
B s, o il TR o] P e U o aic
st dine o} Ly 2y ABBENAS, —oienad 510188 FTER L s ¢ -




telephone call.

(U.S.D.C.,DC) ==
CIVIL ACTION #75-1996
FOIA MATTER

Re Chicago airtel to Bureau dat
Bureau telephone ¢

Transmitted herewith to the Bureau is two copies ;
each of serials requested by the Bureau in referenced :

“ ‘ ,
TL38 Bpy. 7-27-76) (\ , () C 4 p5-/996 %
i - FBI EXS A BLT &S
| {
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: : 2
O Teletype (O Immediate (J TOP SECRET : 3
(O Facsimile ) Priority (] SECRET ; F‘
X Airtel [ Routine (J CONFIDENTIAL : L
. CDEFTO | .
[ CLEAR | .
' Date 9/28/77 |
’- ----------------------------------------------- o 3
TO DIRECTOR, FBI
FRQM: SAC, CHICAGO (197-2) (C)
SUBJECT: HAROLD WEI SBERG v,
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

ed 8/31/77, and
all to Chicago, 9/28/77. ,

S an s g ) & fedr L anmate )

Enclosed copies of the serials are described .
as follows: . B :
— S
| Serial 21 -« photos of JERRY RAY ' ‘
Serial 22 -« Photos of JERRY RAY ¥ SEP 80 1977 ”
Serial 23 -« photos of JERRY RAY N ' :
Serial 37 << exhibit envelope contes Oy §
photos of JAMES EARL RAY : é
Serial 39 - Stand-up photos of JAMES EARL RAY
Serial 43 << photos of JAMES FARL RAY ~ :
Serial 45 == two photos of JAMES EARLRAY 1%5.1% :
Serial 51 - two photos of JAMES EARL RAY = I-lZA: Y 3
Serial 52 -- two photos of JERRY RAY E
Serial 55 -- photos of JAMES EARL RAY .t h
Serial 58 -- Photos of JAMES EARL RAY . s :
Serial 68 -- one photographic negative of 42’ ‘
JAMES EAR RAY o ' i :
Serial 69 - ™ " "o '
Serial 84 -- photos of JAMES EARL RAY,
Q. Bureau (Encls.24?£~ C o
: 1 - Chicago -/ R
, JEK: jdd 0803,
(37 ¥
- ! :
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—&: (Rev''7-27-76) C . Q C' @'ﬁ B AT
FBI ]
I
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: :
1 Teletype () Immediate ) TOP SECRET :
(] Facsimile (7] Priority | () SECRET :
(X Airtel (] Routine () CONFIDENTIAL :

JEFTO | .

() CLEAR \
l
Date 3/23/77 !

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI

FROM: SAC, NEW ORLEANS (197-1) (C)

HAROLD WEISBERG
v.
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.8:D.C:c; DuCs)
Civil Action Number 75-1996

Re Butelcall to New Orleans 3/21/77.
Enclosed for the Bureau as requested are
- Xerox copies of the l-A envelopes.from the New Orleans
MURKIN file (157-10673), Items 1Al-1A72,

) In additional, also enclosed are Xerox
copies of two "Bulky Sheets" from the same file.
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TRANSMIT V1A PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: i
O Teletype O Immediate (O TOP SECRET :'
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&J Airtel J Routine (O CONFIDENTIAL :

— DEFTO | o

[ CLEAR :
!
|

Date ___ 8/31/77

TO : DIRECTOR, FBRI

FROM : SAC, CHICAGO (197-2) (C)

SUBJECT: HAROLD WEISBERG V.
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C,, D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION #75<1996
FOIA MATTER '

ReButel dated 8/10/77 and Buairtel dated 8/12/77.

Transmitted herewith to the Bureau is one copy each

and exhibits contained in Chicago file 44-1114
(Bufile 44-38861) which fall within th

The below listed items, all found in the Sub D

exhibits portion of Chicago file 441114, were items that
could not be reproduced: ‘

Serial 21 - photos of JERRY RAY .
Serial 22 -« photos of JERRY RAY
Serial 23 « photos of JERRY RAY

Serial 37 - exhibit envelope containing two
photos of JAMES EARL RAY

Serial 39 Stand-up photos of JAMES EARL RAY -
Serial 43 - photgls of JAMES EARL RAY —— — —

@- Bureau

e criteria for submission i .
to the Bureau as set forth in referenced Buairtel to Chicago, Q/
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CG 197-2

Serial
Serial
Serial
Serial
Serial
Serial

Serial

Serial

Serial
Serial

Serial

45
2l
52
53
85
58
62

i

68

69

84

87

two photos of JAMES EARL RAY L
two photos of JAMES EARL RAY ‘géli
two photos of'JERRY RAY .
one cigarette filter

photos of JAMES EARL RAY

. Photos of JAMES EARL RAY

envelope containing laundry marks on
shirt and bed linen for JAMES EARL RAY
while using the name GALT in the

Los Angeles area

one photographic negative of
JAMES EARL RAY

one photo and negative of JAMES EARL RAY
photos of JAMES EARL RAY

tape recording of T.V. interview with
JERRY RAY

Appropriate logs were prepared during instant review of
Chicago file 44-1114 and these logs will be maintained in the 1-A
exhibit section of the Chicago file.

) Appropriately executed affidavit is being submitted
‘under separate cover.
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8/30/77 g

\ | : 3
 AIRTEL AIRMAIL - :
: ' }'.
F

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI . 3
ATTN: RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVISION, - ;

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION - PRIVACY ACTS BRANCHE E

FROM: SAC, BIRMINGHAM (62-2646) (RUC) f
HAROLD WEISBERG 3
V. ONITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE i
(0.S.D.C., D.C.) 3
CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 75-1996 y
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 7
(FOIA) MATTER 3
BUDED: ' AUGUST 31, 1977 ¥
. :~

Re Bureau teletype to Atlanta dated 8/10/77. E

Enclosed under separate cover for the Bureau is f

One copy each of all serials, including 1-A's and Bulky 4

Exhibits from the Birmingham Division MURKIN file (BH 44-1740)
conforming to the requirements set forth in referenced
communication. Also enclosed is the required affidavit
conpleted by SA BENNIE P. BREWER, a self-explanatory

FD 302 dated 4/12/68, and a memorandum from SA PETER JOHNW ¥
BODKIN dated 1/7/69. o

As indicated in the attached affidavit, the following
items were not copied due to the nature of the items and
the impracticality of doing so:

1(a) - Exhibit 1-A-69, wvhich is a magazine, approxi=-
mately 8% x 10-3/4 inches, entitled "Redfield '68, o
Scopes*Mounts*Sights”, consisting of 31 printed pages

concerning various rifles, scopes, and other information
of interest to sportsmen. -

3/~ Bureau Lﬁ{ivw
<:Z LfI;fﬁPackage Copy - Enclosures) i
1l - Birmingham
. BFB:dsc

(3)

e fe e e SRSt




"\ BH §2-2646 T | o

_','.,‘4 3 Ly ".-‘. .-!. .

& e (b). A magazine, approximately 8% x 11 inches .. .
- entitled *Winchester—Western 196§ Sporting Arms and -

unition®, consisting of 47 printed pages concerning rifles,

shotguns, ammunition, and other information of interest
to sportsmen.

2. Exhibit 1-A-121, which is a magazine with
ahzéd and yellow cover, approximately 8 x 10% inches
ertitled “Bay of Pigs™, authored by albert C. Persons,

consisting of 97 printed Pages concerning the subject matter
depicted by the title.

The above described magazines have been reviewed
at Birmingham and found to be without notations of any kind.
The enclosed FD 202 and memorandum have been included as
an explanation of how and why these magazines were obtained.

It should be noted that the Xeroxed copies of
he ur field /

not _as Jegible as might be desired. This is due to the

fact that these were made from carbon copies, .themselves

not highly legible. Tabs have been attached to those pages
containing the name ®GADLT".

The enclosed copies of serials are separated
according to the respective volumes from which they came.
Although there are a total of 20 volumes, other than J<A's
and a_sub>file, copies are not enclosed from Volumes' Seven
and Fifteen because Seven contains only two serials, both

reports, and Volume FPifteen contained only one serial, also
a report. '

UACB, this matter is considered ROUC.
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TRANSMIT V1A PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: | :
O3 Teletype O Immediate J TOP SECRET 5
(3 Facsimile . (T Priority . (3 SECRET :
XXX Ainel (J Routine O CONFIDENTIAL :
COEFTO 1
[ CLEAR |
Date August 29,1977
e S L LR S et CTTTTTTTT R
TO: Director, FBI
FROM: SAC, New Orleans (197-1) - ¢ -

HAROLD WEISBERG )
V.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

(U.S.D.C., D.C.)

Civil Action Number 75-199§

-

Re Bureauy teletype 8/10/77 and Bureau airtel 8/12/77.

Enclosed under separate cover are one Xerox copy each

of 7l§ document&, all from the New Orleans MURKIN file, NO 157-
10673. , '

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

2 Those 1-A Exhibits which cannot be Xeroxed are listed

as follows:
l/q’] ‘ . .
11 ACTT g =
4 - Bureau (1. ngkﬂgez Q;
! 3 - New Orleans . e . fy/
> (1, NO 66-2855) o M .
(1, NO 157-10673) Pﬂs B
(1, NO 197-1) . o
CHA : mwb gﬁ} el

(7 e

" pproved: Transmitted Per : - 0
(Number) (Time)




e e i 4 ) et e o w1 o

NO 197-21
CHA:mwb

1A-1: Two cloth strips

with laundry tags bearing codes
02B-6 and D2B-6,

) y{ﬁlaz_ Photographs of artist's’conception of unknown
subject purchasing rifle in Birmingham. !

1A-6: Pho;ographs of DARREL DEXTER GATIN,

|
1A-12: Negatives of artist's conception of unknown !
subject by witnesses in Memphis and Birmingham.

1lA-15: Photographs of bedspread in ‘which gun was
wrapped. )

n
1A-22:¥-Negatives of ERIC S. GALT. , *
lA-23: Photograph of subject with eyes closed.
1A-27: Color photographs of RONALD BARDIN SIMPSON,
1A-30: Photographs of JAMES EARL RAY, 3/17/80.
1A-31: Photographs of JAMES EARL RAY, 8/8/66.

L o8 : mdhadh SR A

1A-32: Photographs of WALTER TERRY RITE.
1A-33: Standup Photographs of RAY, 3/28/55. .
1A-34: Photographs of JAMES EARL RAY, 1964 . g

DRl gard 8o s oo e

1A-35: Photographs of Continental Dance Studio Party.

1A-36: Negatives of JAMES EARL RAY and WALTER TERRY %
RIFE. (no dates). 4

1A-%2: Photograph of JAMES EARL RAY, 1/4/6s. T

1A-43: Color photograph of CHARLES STEiN.

lA-45: Photographs of MYRAL TOMASO,. .

1lA-46: Photograph of CHARLES STEIN. .

Bt S oo () han i 1 A M L DUl ha

1lA-57: Photograph of CHARLES JOSEPH STEIN, 7/21/61.




1

NO 187-=1
CHA:mwb

1A-62: Photograph of JAMES L. OWENS,
1JA-67: Photographs of JULES RICO KIMBLE.

Sub File 1, consisting of original FD-302s and inserts,
was not ccpied since such documents were repeated in Sub File.2
whepg all documents were indexed. Only the first pages of Sub
File 2 serials were copied since those were repeated in reports
submitted.

The affidavit required in the Bureau airtel of 8/12/77

is being sent by separate airtel, attention CHARLES MATHEWS, III,
Legal Counsel Division. .

To assist the Bureau in accounting for all serials
the following additional information is set forth relevant to the
idiosyncrasies of the New Orleans main files' serialization:

(1) Volume 2 actually began with Serial 151, repeating
Serials 151, 152, and 153;

(2) Serial 364 is skipped;

(3) Serials 1302 and 1303 were transferred to a different
T file;

(4) Sub File A Serial 23 was skipped and there are two
serials each numbered 17 and 18.
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TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: :
O Teletype [ Immediate (3 TOP SECRET i
1 Facsimile (] Priority (] SECRET E
=) Kirtel ] Routine [ CONFIDENTIAL !

CEFTO ' s

() CLEAR ! |

Rt ‘ Date 8/25/77. E

T0: DIRECTOR, FBI
ATTN: RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVISION
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION - PRIVACY ACTS BRANCEHE

FROM: SAC, ATLANTA (190-9) (RUC)

HAROLD WEISBERG VS U.S. DEPARTMENT

OF JUSTICE (U.S8.D.C.,D.C.)

CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996,

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (FOIA) MATTER
BUDED 8/31/77 ,

Re FBIHQ teletype to Atlagta, Birmingham, Louisiana,
New Orleans, WFO, Chicago and St. Louis, 8/10/77.

" Enclosed for FBIHQ is one xerox copy each of 1326 (ZS/
Atlanta documents relative to captioned matter. :

Referenced Bureau teletype pointed out that in .
gonnection with captioned civil action, the Bureau had entered
into a stipulation to process, pursuant to FOIA, certain
documents pertaining to the assassination of Dr. MARTIN
LUTHER KING, JR., (Bureau code name - MURKIN) contalned
_in the flles of recipient divisions. .

As a result, each recipient was to conduct a search
of its indices for all main files identifiable with MURKIN
and thereafter, Atlanta, along with several other offices
was to forward one xerox copy each of all documents, including
bulky exhibits and l-As, which documents met certain criteria

set forth by the Bureau. :
. e g /
Bureau (Enc. 1326)ENCLOSURE gt :
- Atlanta L e 27 |
EAS/bw S N3 A
(3) ' ot :;a‘,¢——"
- e \ !
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(Number) (Tims) ’
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AT 190-9

Items 44-2386-1A-71
-72
-73
=74
-75
-76
-77
-78
=79

-80
-81

-82
-83
-84
-85
-86
-87
-88
-89
-90
-91
-92
-93
-94
-95
-96
-97
-98
-99
-100
-101
-102
-103
-104
-105
-106
-107
-108.
-109
-110
-111

- -112

; -113

-114

Items 44-2386-1a-115
=116
=117

=118

<119 ‘7£>§;

=120 (poly§f/ph
chart - too big

to xerox)
(photograph not in =121
1A envelope) =122
) =123
(photograph not in =124
1A envelope) =il

PP

EET R SN,

Bulky Exhibits for 44-2386

<
w107
Item 44-2386-1B-1 - this was a Delta
Air Lines computer printout
of passengers aboard various
Delta Air Line flights including
Delta flight 932 from Memphis

"to Chicago, 4/27/68 and Delta i
flight 595 from Birmingham to -

Memphis, 4/27/68. This was

a voluminous, continuous run
computer printout that was too
large to xerox.

L
>4

Ttem 44-2386-1B-2 - these were
items of physical evidence,
1ncludlng bed linen, cigarette - 7

butts, maps, a saw, ngﬂ§2_2§f3;a S

etc anzﬁfre not bein /?eroxed.
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AT 190-9 . t
—+
Item 44-2386-lB:§{i://;his was a xerox copy of the complete §
service record ©of AARON ISAAC LOFTON - these items contair f
a notation "Information Copy (Extract) only, to be destroved :
upon completion of action. .Record copy on file at USAIRR,® . {
As a result, this item cannot be duplicated for another \1'\;
agency. A xerox copy is being sent to FBIHQ. Lo T
: e s |
Item 44-2386-1B-4 - these are enlarged copies of an Atlanta d&{' g
area map and a Los Angeles area map and are too large to ' ;, £
run off on the xerox machine. As a result they are not 3
being submitted to FBIEQ. 3
,
<

Item 44-2386-1B-5 - these were iEEms furnished by the
Newark Office to Atlanta which included a large looseleaf -
type book with instructions on locksmithing and a locksmith .
Kit. These items are not being xeroxed. 4
1
Item 44-2386-1B-6 /- this is a copy of a looseleasr ledger :
book of JIMF*—BT GARNER, 107 l4th Street, NE, Atlanta, Georgia. #
A xerox copy of this is being sent to FBIEHQ. ;
Atlanta file 157-3094 (Assassination of Dr. Martin Luther 'R
King, Jr., Racial Matter) :

VOLUME 1 L~

_ Serials 157-3094-1 157-3094-119 .;
’ -4 -120 ]
-14 -123 -
=15 a =124 &
=32 -131 &
=37 =132 "
-44 -133 »
-45 =134 ‘%
=47 135 ! L
-61 =136 g J 't
-68 =137 . ' =
-69 -138 " - - -
) =139 - B s
VOLUME 2 =140 . =
- ~-146 ' o .
Serials 157-3094-112 -147 o i
-117 -148 ‘ :
’:
16 b
g o R g PR UL ! ey ads SR - deinli=t o\ g 3 R g sl e 4 - P AL Al i
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CEFTO lwﬂf‘;
) CLEAR i n:'um .

| Spes. In
Date __8/24/77 _;rf; Po—

o)

) C};#;Qr;/ 76 fmoe. T
: 1.—:\36 (be\;‘."-'.’;ﬂo) - C . E//’*/ 7- 7 1 D'F ]\JD Adﬂ_
; EBl - | Dep. AD law.____ !
"TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: ?‘:d:us,"___
' . Crm. In

O Telet‘)p'e () !mmediate (O TOP SECRET | Fim & Pe

(O Facsimile (2 Priority [ SECRET B —

= Airtel M Rowtine (O CONFIDENTIAL | e
|
1

............................................. L —Taciaing . -
F Public Alis Of.__| ;
Td: / DIRECTOR, FBI e T ¢
ATTENTION: RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVIBEQd—T! |
e 1ﬂ } FREEDOM OF INFORMATION - '
\\J g PRIVACY ACTS BRANCH _
\ FROK: SAC, WFO (190-63) (RUC)

HAROLD WEISBERG V.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.s.pn.Cc,, D.C.) :
CIVIL ACTION NO, 75-1996

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (FOIA) MATTER
BUDED August 31, 1977

Re Bureau teletype, 8/10/77; Bureau airtel, 8/12/77.

Enclosed are 566 xerox copies of documents
contained in WFO MURKIN file,

Item No. 41 of the 1A exhibit section of WFO
file 44-703 is an envelope FD 340, sealed with "Evidence"
tape, bearing data as follows: File No. 44-703-1A(41),
received 5/22/68, from JOHN R, TAKACH, Chief, Money Order .
Branch, Government Accounting Office, Washingtom, D,.C,, by - 2
Special Agent SIDNEY H, ROCHE, to be returned (to donor), )
description-U,S, Post Office Money Orders 5,615,057,923 and %
1,916,211,078, WFO construes this item to be sealed 1
physical evidence and pursuant to instructions in referenced *
Bureau teletype, this item was not xeroxed and is not
forwarded herewith, Item No. 51 of the exhibit section of

$

ENCLOSURE
(_2-Bureau (Enc. 566)
-WFO

E;W:1ldb * y
) '

i
ved: Transmitted Per i

(Number) (Time)

GPO 7 1977 O - 238-439
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WFO 190-63
VFO file 44-703 is a tape recording received f& hfL#
5/28/74 from DAVID GAINES by Special Clerk N L

KENNETH WILKEY, described as a tape recording of ~ - \
8 conversation between SHIRLEY GAINES and a
person identified as BILL (No Middle Name)

HARRIS, This was construed by WFO as non-documentary
evidence and is not forwarded herewith,

Executed affidavit requested in referenced
airtel is being submitted to Bureau, Attention:

Legal Counsel Division, by separate airtel, captioned
as above, this date,

MDA 44 37 1 4o oaame
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LA 190-2-52B

For the additional information of the Bureau,
the following lA exhibits contained in the Los Angeles

o ¢ 7.9/7/?4,
;ix%¢/6/7'//

MURKIN file were not documents and consequently could not
be xeroxed and forwarded to the Bureau.

Los Angeles file 44-1574A

la2

la3

lad

laé6

las8

la9

1alo
lall
\:_'1‘)
lal3
lald
lals
lals
la29
la3l
la32
la33
la34
la36
la3?
1la40
lad?2
lads
lassB
1a53
1le54
la55
156

/
Driver's license of JEROME WALLIS VERNONV
Driver's license of LORRAINE VERNON -
Photo of JEROME WALLIS VERNON
Photos of JENNINGS BRYAN LEE-,
Photos of JERRY WILLIAM RAY ~
Photos of JAMES EARL RAY (3/17/60)7
Photos of JAMES EARL RAY (9/8/66) 7,
Phctos of WALTER T. RIFE (3/28/55)°
DhAa+rnce Af VIV anA DTFP,{?/?R/RR)/

Photos of RITA STEIN (5/18/67)

<Photo and impression of tire (SN4174P867)//

Samples from textile mach. SN31078
Samples of -laundry tags

Photo of JAMES LOOMA OWENS”
péﬁﬁiﬁ of J. C. HARDIN: .

Photo of MYRIAL TOMASO
Material-photos -/
Photo of PAUL OSBORN BRIDGEMAN'
Photo of DENNIS WADE FONTENNOT

Photo of DENNIS WADE FONTENNOT -~
Photo of DONALD B. BLAA.

Photos of Businesses .

Photos of re51dents - DAVIDA GREGORY-’
Negative

Laundry tagsv/

Thermo seal marking machine of laundry mark 20 rR-3v

Photos of SUSAN LEE HARRIS < )
Photos of ERIC LEROY CASEY ., . .

a

o

Il

12 an 20 2

Ctcabd and "Bt

Y Y R Y




LA 190-2-52B

lacl
la6
la6?
lat6s
la?70
la7l
la75
1as%0
lag94
la85
1a98
1al00
lalol
1lalo3
lalo4
1al10b

1al06:
1al07:
1lal09:

Photos of RAY”

Photo of JOHN BEVINS/

Photo v

Photo of RICHARD B. HARRELLY

Photos of JAMES EARL RAY/

Photos of DYRELL DENNISv

Photos of ERIC STARVO GALT (11/67}”
Photo of JACQUELINE "JACKIE"™ KLINE¥
Photas of FRED DREW SCHWARTZ « ;
Photqs of FREDERICK JOHN SCHWARTZ” Y,
Photo of JAMES EARL RAY and WALTER and RIFE
Photo of FRANK WILLIAM BRICKLEY F
Inked impressions of tire number 20427372
Photos of JEROME WILLIS VERNON” s

Photqgs of JAMES RICHARD HENDRICKS

Phota of T.TON WTTLLTAM SHORT/

Photo of FRANK WILLIAM BRICKLEY

Photos of JAMES EARL‘RAY/

Photo of LOOKALTKE z(;

.

Los Angeles will submit affidavit of Special

Agent who supervised this search for documents pursuant
to Bureau instructions in referenced communications,.

NN i i Y 1S i
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FBI] i

| :
TRANSMIT v14. PRECEDENCE: = = * »* CLASSIFICATION: i T
[ Teletype (O Immediate (3 TOP SECRET l:
T Facsimile (3 Priority (] SECRET :
X Alrtel 3 Routine [ CONFDENTLL ! e
OEFTO bs T
[0 CLEAR !
!
i

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI

ATTN: RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVISION |
FREEDOM OF INPORMATION-PRIVACY ACTS BRANCH

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (62-188]) (Ree)

SUBJECT: HAROLD WEISBERG V.
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT E
OF JUSTICE (U.S.D.C., D.C.),
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996;
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (FOIA) MATTER

JaETpgee ¢

{53

Re Bureau teletype to Memphis, 7/8/77.

Enclosed for the Bureau are 13 boxes containing all
volumes, Sub sections, 1-A exhibits and bulky enclosures of
demphis files 44-1987) 88-10057. 127-1067 and 157-1092 cure [
rently available to the Memphis Office, ——

(ingureau 1-Box #1
l-Box #2
l-Box #3
l=Box ¢4
l=Box #5
1<Box #6
l-Box #7 . i

e

1-Box #8 S :
1-Box #9 e 1o U 1G 18977 o !
1-Box #10 s T :
l-Box #11 . L

|

MR A st oo

G il P ; .-—.,.‘.'f.‘-w -

1-Box #12 T
1-Box #13

) ) D

< ~Memphis ‘ F.

EFJ):mab \

Approved: ﬁfw&&q_\ Transmitted Per
{(Number) (Time)

GFQ : 197 O - 338020
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Memphis fije 44=1987 has & total of 133 volumes,
Categorized as follows:

44-1987 7 volumes

44=1987=14 11 volumes

44=1987 Sub 2 volumes

44-1987 Sub A 7 volumes

44-1987 Sub B 8 volumes

44-1987 sub Cc 3 volumes

44=1987 Sub D 3 volumes

44-1987 sub E 20 volumes

44-1987 Sub F 1 volume

44-1987 Sub G 40 volumes

44-19387 Sub H 3 volumes

44-1987 Sub I 1 volume

44-1987 sub " 2 volumes

44-1987 Sub K 2 volumeg

44-1987 Sub L 2 volumes

44-1987 Sub M 1l volumes

44-1987 sSub N 1 volume

44-1987 sub o 3 volumes

44=1987 sub P ‘1 volume

44-1987 Sub Q +1 volume,

Memphis file 88-10052 has 1 volume

Memphis file 157-1067 has a8 total of 29 volumes;
4 volumes of le=ag exhibits and 25 volumes of serials

Memphis fije 157-1092 has 4 total of ¢ volumes;
> volumes o serials and ) volume designated ag 157-1092 sup

as follows:

44-1987-
44<1987

BOX #2:
44<1987

4421987«
88-10052

1A

Sub M

1A

(exhibits)

(exhibits)

volumes ]§
volume ]}

volumes 16
volumes 9-11
volume ‘1,
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BOX #3:
4L4L=1987
441887 Sub
441987 Sub A
44=1987 Sub B
BOX #4:

44=1987 Sub B
44=-1987 Sub C

BOX #5:
44=1987 Sub C
44=1987 Sub D
4421987 Sub E
BOX #6:

44=1987 Sub E
44m~1987 Sub F

BOX #7:

e b

44«1987 Sub G
BOX #8:
44=1987 Sub G.
BOX #9:

44=1987 Sub G
44=-1987 Sub H
44-1987 Sub 1
44=-1987 Sub J
44-1987-1B9

BOX#0:

44-1987 Sub K
44=1987 Sub L
44-1987 Sub M
44=1987 Sub N

volume 7
volumes 1=2
volumes l=7
volume 1l.

volumes 2=8
volumes l=4

volume 5
volumes l=3
volumes 1=8,

volumes 9=20
volume l.

volumes l=ll.
volumes 12=24&,

volumes 25=40
volumes l=3
volume 1
volumes l=2

volumes 1l=2

volumes 1=2

volumes 1=10
volume 1.
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BOX £11: .
44=1987=1RB5
44=1987=1R7
44=1987=1B10
44-1987=1R12
44=1987=1B13
44=1987=1B14,
BOX £12:
157=-1067 N volumes l1=22
157=1067=14A volumes l=4,
BOX #£13;°
157=1067 volumes 23-25
157-1092 volumes le=5
157=10%2 sub volume 1
44-1987 Sub O volumes le3
44-1987 Sub P volume 1
44=1987 Sub Q volume 1,

For the information of the Bureau, 44-1987 Sub M
1s a pending file., The Memphis Office currently has pende
ing investigation beinﬁ conducted and handled out of this
sub file, Serials 1124-1139 of Sub M have been Xeroxed and
will be retained by the Memphis Office for reference pure
poses in connection with the pending investigation,

These files are to be transported to the Bureau
via American Airlines flight 506, departing Memphis Intere
national Airport, 7/14/77 at 9:40 a.m,, arriving Washington
National Airport, 7/14/77, 12:28 p.m.
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losistant Attommey General o
Civil Pivision '

of the pertinent documents in tha PEI's pocsonsion prior to A
rlaintiff's walver revocation which rendercd the iscue root. 4
Dy letter date? Dacerder 13, 1977, a cory of which iz attached,
the TBI acknowledged recelpt of plaintiff’s revocetica.

The DOC thereafter coneldared the azssagsination
Cocunents to be of hisgtorical interest due to the volume of
inquiries recelved by the FEI from the public in generzl.
The DCJ wailved privacy richts against pudblic interest and
deciled the documents concerning the dcath: of Dr. Kartin Luther
Fing, Jr., should de aveilstle to the public. The entire
release of docwmments fror the file consisting of 44,673 pages
ic avalleble to the public at large in the FiEI's Reading Room,
Vieshincton, D. C. It wag deternrdnel that defendant UPI
recaived 1€5 paccs of this rmaterial Janvery 24-2€¢, 1978,
from the FBI. 2also defendant George McMillian recelived 44
pacges, March 15, 1978. It shocléd be noted that numerous
other persons have revicwes and received the same documants.

Thea plaintif?f is in error concerning an FEI conspiracy
wvith the otker two irfividuzl defendants in terndnating the
investigaticn by the United States Eouse of Rozresentatives
Select Cocmittece orn Assassinations. Enclogced vou will fiz4
a cooy of the United States HBouse of Representatives Con-
cressionz]l Recerd datef February 2, 1§77, censistince of paces
N-790 throuch L-807. It ehould be noted that the United States
Bouse of Representatives Select Comittce on Assacsinations was | ¥
created by the $4th Conaress. Sentember 19, 1976, under Kouse Wi
fieiolutior 1540. The $5:¢h Coagreess continued the Tmited States -,
House of Renresentatives Seloct Committee on Agcassinations,
February 2, 1977, uader Iouze Resolution 222 which the
pttacred Conyressional Record shows. As of this date, the
FI has been furnisring the Tniteld States Eouse of Repre-
santatives Select Cormittce on Assassinations with documents
concerning the death of Dr. Eartin Luther Ring, Jr.

In addition, the citatina of Tennegsee Code Annotatad
Chznter 240,. Section 2, 23-2608, is analogue because it '
relicves commercial printers and printing establishments

vl b a0 A ) T (156
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pere are sole ci t.e .roulec: with the otlante files. I ve gone ov.r toel. &y wife

ligtes thew wi- put each voru.c in a gseoarate fi.¢ fclder idznti<ie¢ as by the worksheets.

S_e was accurate. Insofer as your newest snifted perzittead.

With t.¢ hecphis fiies you ina-cete- or/ts. workshects what was providsc in be huridn
files. &s a result of abancornin, tiac recore-ceeping practise with the 4$ianta files
tnere er- large =na eatir ly umac.ount. o voids, One of t.. many xazples is thc gap of 16
Serieis wctwe'r Yolu.: @ e.d 10 of 44m2556, ditnin esckh Voluos the szme situation is truse,
pany unsc.ow.t.. VOiCsS. i.Ooreover, We cic not receive ex; cojy of Voluces ¢ ané 13. e thus
aiso huve no wey of knowins whet either is.

We hove & & fiies, - preswx.e sub, but no A. We nzve a single B en. then tio Bs, but
no C or Ve in tno Bs to 8criels s.oT cmoL EC %o SECe Let —. correct this bocausc I am
coofused fro. t ¢ list uniie &. TETZOVEL fror the Dox in wiich the fi_es were not in any
sequence. I1've rixel tus Iile nucbers.

44-2925 we nzve . Yo.uz? I but no k. we .=ve en £ but no C or L.

44 f£7-1740 ve have & siigl file, Sr2. ¥o 1 ni cemtainly tnese are 20t a.- the
Altente clipidings.

157-705% we h-vc Volunes 21l 3 but not 1, with &x E but no 4,0 or C.

F:corcs er: re.errea tc w«d not i .chudec. an exampie iz the Eaves report. Tuerc is
your cell to Sa. Juwin =nt a aucisios €5 ulthnoi” naces ¢n+ircly ne:dlessly because that
+. _ress if for no otner reasoh. +ut no. the rescrt. ke copy i have is

repsrt ¢l re_ch T
a re-ote geEnRETat_Ou. De-i.cc, not & bit ol it was every secret. rick Yregory was all over

TV with it <2 Core.

nere ic resevanct To en iiter dew witi Waitor sife, LC44~760 but not the interviewe
I've i.terviewe. ~ifc enc w- nic & lenzthy carrespondi.nces Trerc were nony interviews.
Taey we.c hela ec waueicly az t.e- 2@ sonteecudl. erren:ve voh. Rey wae tr. Zirst to tell
Le epout t..el.

a feu 0. tle noliticcl fil°o cre s clucce but not ncarly al:i. Taese were in &y
origincl re.ucsts ani the O.u€ L Lice leter on tu. chznce th rc was s0-€ coafusione Not
$he sex ctufi, ..ac tr [Lege oTuir U <. the archives. w0 tez ...rx wene has made &
hero o. i I'nm rore Iitciructea in t.0%¢ o7 Lrthur iurteuihe

Enlargements ol atlant: L.C 43S in~les rups are felferred te but not includcé. I'm

intereste. i.. ther el wowsu 1. thoz i. thoy wire nct in oo ..ur-ivie

50.. 0. t..e weuphis files refereas to reports of luformers fro= Atlenta, even ®o
cir’ctione (Aven to trnel. Lotri.. includis irn what I'v r.ceive.. #tlente nec informess

inside S.i&L. “nese are i..cluiz. in ny r.guests. Some went to :exdhis, 8u-£ ¢ic note I

heve records of both, fro- ga:veral sourcec.

heroxws of pictures are withn 1o witiout reason or Liec en- o vioization of the 4G's
poiicy. auong the riéiculous ones er: tnos:t of Jerry say. Soze 1 conit care about. Look-
elices I do w.nte 2pose wo fisursu srodnecitly in tae invectizaticn, liic Vernon, 1 also
r_ tu i-agire his plcture wesl pot putli hed in L.h. Or. this, plcase
cneck the picture L a-)_ed e t.oT of James Re) and rife, 1az3. It i0.xs lixke neither in
the YLrox. 1 nive L.orn o with Frosch that th. Xc-oxes cen D. misleeding but please checks

I toic you ezout the o.uence of the sicturec L let the Se.tirore r0 heve., Tuere is
an inco-plete roicrence to t.-s in LOC's 44-605=503. 1 1 it the picturcs &t tne local
peper exuctly as I yu-.te you ccceust Eh Lichtinger wts jr. peltiiors zn. he pickeu his
reil uT a~cros the stre.t, ot th -.2in post c{;ica, each morninge:Unce in & while we'ld
bucp intc each othrr at t'.2 nact efiices '

Sub B L is c...pletcely l.e-vle. 1'd ag\reciat: g COTY L1 CzL Teate

Por the rirst tiue froz ay Tilc 1 neve recordas of trenccride. tapec conversations
relatis %c % . c=z.c & o investizztion. 1s if pessible no other office and nobody in
fro- tl. ouwr files I've [nne OVere
M. r.cora: 0. the wdercover ox-retion at Gorner's cre ertirely inco:plete. I'd
ii.e el: of =iis, Q;'&se‘ As Z toll you wren - saW tue nitt effic, it I'kﬁew ebout ite.

wente - finc it h

e Gic tiis? Lo ricoruc
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Seripl w& 21L reiers 1o &t »CLC cnecs enc To hay beinz listea as a Code 80,
" 3 pecel: nothir_ else re_atin; to tis charge and

whier. includes "Zl.octicrn =ius. £l
vwoul: eppre.isti al. r.iev.ri rccorcs not trovidec.

T ere ere oblitc tetion. rclatiiz to DrisonTS an. tic ellegec. "Rounty" on “ing.
Wn_tneor or not tnese rel-tc to burtic tier czw. for coafusion zu. ze—w-cularly after the
% rcp rt are, I think, witoout justificaticn. ’

Frankiy, 1 have troucl. over tres: cuntinue. withnoidings, this lete, this long

v u of Jin'. letter to the

aftcr the jusce ec well c. tne au hus held ot.. rwise. i told 3
AG in uoZci h: filiffex i every i le blana for tuc eatirely public information I'm -ure

ic in -l files nct siarciece.

For thz nistorical vilue oI tuels T CoTul _ co:ot ani do unot acc:pot this. 1 regret
=11 £y B-pxiels alia oroteots hove zoznt ac 1i+tle as the woras af ti.e &G «.C the jucge.

LF_+ tric re.l.y reprecents I cael guess ony. ~ut tzat it incluades p state of mind
d-rectly opdoseu to compli.ce is en opvarouc 2rcoeoility, especizally becese of the time
aré tne fect « cil zroeels suc.. thoi’l c.rlr o., DOr. then e Ye.r =xu & rslf ago end with
specirics t.zt iacludr. the vitihoié identiflicetiorc.

if -iis exw..dins tie insertion into $ie ctipuwletion. that L wouic not aneel until
efter they ver co.pli . with It cocs not exnlzin anytring iz whet 1 can regard as good
fsitne T.is e-.ec concitio: 0: thv stipulciions was writtea in after soue ol these
Dom- TeCe.{ T.COrwE n.c LE2L JTocesse-.

In plein cigiish thlo b oent tjat +n P2l wrote into the stipulztions a provision to
Frevant —. from aoin_ crvtid., - abozt & violatiorn ol tuec by th: FBI ani prior to their
beins agrecu to.

< hove mo condey luft. I'L putting eis this in “in'e h_ncs.

I con't iiogine ni: woatins to co as cuch as I'a lite to. 1 feel i-posec upen, that
1 nzve veen roooed cf ti-e when : lwve-so lit.lc, tuat * have been put to much wasted

woris when . do not hev. ti.: foo i wors 1'c siurtce on - tuat my trust anc I have

been abuseu.
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s gl Mk T Liedobed smdine gyer 4l Loc areles £ilec. Tzt you people hzve done

< o puiroesus. 1'11 mot to.e tim for detail, just for

1 ustrntiun, U .Lwe: it iz orziorent s a2t wiile you mar =it Jrotenses 10 the coatrary

v ogo.tiaudn_ fatent Lg of nox-conzliirez to i dejres Il ell trini ycu cen get away
?

ai €™ fro- tlx lullcrous TU
Y - = -

It ite .
alidn tiuc. . ur. unes d-drn o gpeps i the worirsheebs erd ason- the file id:-ntifications.
+v- elai: +ini those roccric Gere 2roviic: fro. the 3C5 2il:s. There thus

P

4

here is LCL. evon

FN

s no wcy of xno.irn_ whotlher +rore is deliderate withholling or eccicental errcr. horeover,
seh tpe _lesr volio: o the leci of ax jriow it b go.e i atcrinl wiether or not there

o= sueh itcls i.. the e filen zs the zipTTis T s4ir, - 45 <he Oteinc nl those con=
cted uiwln tllie -<Iriivel U cCucIz oz o sezic.l i..ossibility. and such reporis oIe wis-

3

e iew 5 Myee owa 4o thon TL.orensss te +orlier reooric not incluseds,

3.~ T=maA . -
Gag oo the Lo Tilooe Wil
o 3110 drotic. L il -Lrin cusc. _=lovo~. » coris er nct iicluded. Still enother

& o, L= Propoab. <0 CLoe 4l eTe i co.. ci_ree osczice &g puri 0f +the Z:ddz gume

' st itr:e12 froo otiiie Cme, & T Dorter WhOSE WOTZE
» -

v -2 )

zoveraont's 1iidn =cta.11l; dicussed it wilk

- L & 2 - e
ehe drd rTaTLOn &

coul? e anticil. TEtn ernl.t
e peforc on’ «fter he opoic L0 frgeran. _von L the fil of cliznpiagzs the lesls froz
“re T ETE &. IuuTe

woter soe—sn_ te it oge il T rolising ﬁ;g;ﬁioa; out 11 of tnis. For mow I
Wzt vou o omo. ot o oo LT col” ctirn - exnenzf serop peper o heye diterezt i Dore
trer 211 07 tat soa € 11 UL L0atives 0. v "il=r g5 *hoss ol tre L. Fl.

ToplAiln g o Taoi.. LTint LTt oSO s =» tely Iro. the ZC files 11 recorcés

reletin_ tc t:o0z of ciall 22 miflunnmse L Ul investitior, izether or cot iu L. crivre.
Che 2bOVv: £Te S plese Wi Lo il L zhmo=- zn’ othur regulr € inves isztions, {roo
the £idf2 officoc invelvele and ITiIT <16 cleizs %0 o) wiich I coniestad @=zrlier and

co Loy tien sri.c ot Lruesnt tTothe Joirt if veu @eclinc. - Wil wint to kmow socon
berause 5 . oo ~ih._ t. Low ALl s out lr. cou=t - wont to tilc thi tic a=? 2o it
thorcusrly = o el rezc tic ctoowellio~ o oL orl for all tile.

Soadiried prittliol Tinse - tUdrk sozc of it

Dy.m S AL Lol unas 1 e uTtdc &

Yoo 4oz pardo & oL -ir.ly Lo 2he  my B weee TLE orlit.rotion. rclatin, tc srosilitutes

of i forctic.. Ut wnr Lok cves)oils cnrliere \TRAS, 00 SuLI.D __Ee. ihc l-ter vwith-
: b : atoi. 2 g

cowt pf troatzstii eztend: 10 tre 2tz

holir - pidieulous.,) =% ¢ TL M FORTEL T

Girger wal r.coric 0 Lrore TL ..Ts. Lowuzz ool the -usste’Te T-ipune, for wlich
treme 16 rotu 11 ¢ clade 1oLl €de- 20. 25t _r the size r.coric Wirt not uit:held
enrligr o) Brépilish no = rig Jo¥ sisiloléirn o, 1t extunas to puplesied pictures
tc s.loctiv. cizi_: for pogtures Lad iz e e;;;ple}iz . iml; so.e 0f i szLe pPeTre0n
sg tha glzi o of Lriv.ey [or Zicoctur.c z:.2 not for

ar. witiliell efzzs cliaTi LT vilez_el O ¢ Lriv_en
tre r-sorts i.. w.selves. Cull it 1 conci tent or auytidns clac Yen cent I ocell it wnsccept-
gtle, zc Z'¢ elre: y©l7 you.
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Lditenell, Yo sentiries ihe witlo 1gin of wiat hod not bain vitthn Ll
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fhzve teen provided ic included,

«0.. €. tl o 2olitloll ztull rellictes ir ctrer files I
D - 0. CTlonl ol thc Tnvelers znl Senditetion rocoris an. o wing's

6T 8 rutiir ctarp in 44=1574=12%0, If the

ol weiticition. of wl i.forer I cen unierciéndlex-
foatd., %y 2" Ditto for 1221,
Sezirl 1o, 20 orr til eerlicr ipis?
=y

=% .&Tle .- rile owlilziond Tt thel o 1St in dncooplete. .Y trere is zot s gizgle

witness A0t o o8 o L w..rerpei oz ot srepor.i ther for sizmeturce
1901= Lous iz TV rromam. “ris zecnsz 4ict in thic case and

uncer oy cviriue e rezusct ~hew ore rilev-=* records in oi. “luis, s.¥y reguects cover ther.
Vol refere 0 & wdgeau loTity 80 prevtdes, $a50ed MalXn JLSTUTD, ATIXL5E TC

wideavdie. vo Feveos"

14 =.lere <o covllf -zirich Femrdirns in oorenner indicotiic thes this is rot ell on
Fir or oz Lorsrgoves (2 thirl Tl ic tie corrcet szellin:! who then wes residin~ near
where I interviered Ze.nd:-e = tii weyr, irir was pert of wrat I cffered ISD when Crinimed
eskes ze to X sec IZD. I R < a tie of ez iiterview uith le.di_ el Lar- foverd, et
ZewZp ' et wwEnue ko o L. Zl -onte, dn cUdel ther 12i7 out tined: slemn fon invading
“citi, 12 orriol .- o WTT Lo it. seizin_ i ewrrantly undir fifictmint anl hes obteinzd

2O T Shicse v of willol.l riarrdr 0. X, gn hi: elid &f o8 {eisl cormieotiors, so

therr dx ng L 3l3 fop A0l e B0 &8 of.. thoo av-ilable bt T | mot zoin; to .lexd
for tiele o Tll 7 o o8 Y suibinucs” wivitelidn | ¢ rocorde on ihis, i-eludin-~ the ISD
lotten tz 4m 2T 2ioit oo thl fAlriecitione ;b,,t 20 Yoonmogivl M g wf et the File

10y somiar 7 Just P LB pout il Yew eoera o o st213 muothir basise-devel
BES &Rsoumell s wulo On £h i glhonie In e—?it_ou, w:til he juct woonee oui, Gerold
EFronh we cretic emticadodc unic mrodlirTU Lo 2isclosc? zccess te —-1 recordse ¥With whet
Stoner szfl ziout 4he LI Thorure o0 Yot It 1) - znl thot I vent it al), Pran: elso
Aisgloned aczosn 40 I.7 e ords o. o serlier wodic shor dr -aritorn, Hoe = hove the tape
sozewrzere. ..c di¢ in thc wtuiio il net on the adr orn it W .=V chow D did witr Huie and
JUlze Duy roil 1071, 40Ce %00 T cQduive S 4 N we swAc0 g~ bodymusnds ﬁ—_-e" looked

\S

.~ - e -— MJL“*-~U
lie thu_. %o ..o = Jou covarel Y2 pvetd; uell, e’ that cuver oo siowl? incluie £z because
es 1 reciiuor It e dlne tus.ther fuiee bucruns the s4ziios ~ul uc ud iz the szae hotel
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Dear John, , 10/27/717

Examination of the New Orleans files leads to the repetition of the same conoerns
about compliance and FEI intent. There are the same unexplained gaps in serials that I've
found in all I've examined to now except Memphis, where the worksheets atbleast claim the
missing record were in the FBI HQ files. There are the same references to records that
are not provided and the same meaninglessness if those missing records are in tbe vastness
of the BQ files where it would be a practical impossibility to try to retrieve them.

Thare is the same Xind of claim to 7(C) I regard as spurious in many cases, including
with regard to pictures, such as of Stein and Tomaso. On Stein it again reaches the ridicu~
lous: 1455 is a list of four arrests yet earlier the rap sheet was withheld on privacy
claims. Ry work of yesars ago indicates the four are not all. (1a452¢)

There is the inclusion of what appears to have no relevumce but if it does means there
is incompleteness in the 3/12/69 letter reporting a threat against Jim Garrison, S8erial 1242,
If threats against him are relevant why iz there not the one that was fed to me and I
reported to the FBI in Yew Orleans from Garrison's office when he was out of town? I was
called back by an agent whose name I think is Sood. The actuality of the threat was twice
confirmed by California authorities. The one selected to relay it to me 1s in FPEI files
from an alleged threat against JFK, His name is Richzrd Rye. I have a ocopy of an affidavit
from him to the FBI and Secret Service.

The files I'Ve been given, obviously incomplete, are coded f£ 157, which I believe
is Boabing Matters, Racial Matters. t is not a 44 or Civil Rights file as are those of
BQ and the other FOs. Is there ax separate relevant NO FO 44 file?

One area of incompleteness is one about which I've written to you without responss,
Raul Esquivel. The file does disclose the-NO FOs reluctance to ocondpet any investigation ®
relating to Esquivel and contains no results of any investigation. ¥hile there were a few
such references in the HQ file, about which I did write you, they also 4o not represent a
real investigation and do not relate to the periods of time Ray was in New Orleans.

Thei same kind of coument relates to Recile, where the cne report in the 1A file is
zeroxed orooked and has much missing, and to Roussel, another suspected of being the Ikdnd
of person Ray could have intended meeting with if his story was for real. Nothing that
could be called an F3I investigation and FO reluctance. There are many other likely candi-
dates in and around Hew Orleans to whor there is no reference at all, One is Davis, who
was active in the violence at Mississippi U over Meredity with Walker, who was charged,
Another is the late Leander Perez, whose children are cut from the same political clothe

I have trouble believing Hy was content to let the matter rest with the P0's non
sequetur to avoid an investigation of this story. One of the troubling aspects is the
total lack of reference to Yackaon Barracks, which is in other files and is not at the
precise intersection of Indéstrisl Canal and Chef Menteur Highwey. Yet the effort to
avoid any investigation is limited to this intersection and then to ex—oons when the story
related to an irdustrislist or a cogtractor or builder., For such types the area is likely,
pot unlikely. Yot when there were diectives from HQ relating to these matters there are
no reports on any investigatoons except a few perfunctory comments about ex-comse I think
thers are withheld relevant records. :

I have the same belief with regard to any investigation of Bay in ey Urleans a=ide
from his being at the Provincial Motel. Much that was not essential was looked into with
regard to that pkace but not its ownership, as one example, or that of other motels near it.
The New “Yrlcans whispers were or Yafia. Yet by 4/13, which was fairly soon, in Serial 153
1f not sooner and in one 8 the missing Serials (even 1 is missing), NO FO knew that “ay
had been ir X0 end Baton Rouge. There is absolutely no Baton Rouge invostigntion.( reflected
except with official agencies, even after the NO FO Xnew Ray had majled the safe deposit
box key back fror there, Here I kmos better because for years I've had the notes of another
of FEI records he was able to exarine., I've followed some of the leads ir both NO and Baton
Rouge. There are phone numbers and street addresses to which there are no references at
all in what I've been given, Here I mean not only by NO PO/ files.
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The withholdingdhere is crude and pretty raw so I'll give you detail I presume you
do not personally have. I do it in the expectation that if you have no knowledge you will
look icto it promptly and let us’'know- the results.

There was a map of dew Orleans, Jt wes mariked up. I have examined that map. I'm mot
checking my own records. This 4s from recollection. There are 10 or more places mariced din
various ways, includin, several in and around the French Guarter and in the dock and
warehouse area where supposedly there was some sort of investigation not related to the map.

The FEI dtsted the map for printas. No report on it as well as none of any investiga-
tion of the pl ces marked. I've beer to and photographed all of ther save one, the grave-
yard area out on Canal Atreet, T+ was too dark by the time I got thers.

One street address was an idezl spot for a rendegvous. I obtained its history and did
sone tracing that adds considerable relevance, “his relevance relates directly to anothsr
withholding I'm not going to specify but can and will if necessary, in courte $tis a
withholding I've referred to several times in the oast without response. y

Another wes a bar and the F3I had reporte of Rays in bars as well as what Hude pub-
lished fror him about a meeting in a bar. Probably more than ane bar but I have a wery
clear recall of ane in particular, one less likely to be under observation than some of
the rougher and tougher places.

Jim has personal knowledge of some of the foregoing and of more that is relewvent.

Be was aware of the reasone for my investigating when I did it and of f£féF the results
when I returned from NO. He has personal knowledge of what for now I'll designate only
as follow-up after then,

This is all very real. Also real is an area of acute FEI embarrassment potential,

| Instead of airing thie in court I'd prefer that there merely be honest and full
compliance. You've heard of good faith and due diligence. How can you explain the total
withholding of gny investigation relating to thet map and the locations mskred cn it?
Bven offthe prints lifted frow Ray's map. -

Back on those with whom he might have met: the FEI surely knew what I aid, of the
Perez-NSRP connection and of the family's importance in the funding of George Wallace.
There is this ¥m big deal of Ray getting the Stein crowd to dign Wallace California
petitions and of Stoner from the time the ESRP offered to defend fay and nobody in the
¥BI, especinlly not in New Orleans, looked for any poseible connection? Not with all the
supposed waterfront, barge and similar maritime investigations and the family's connections
with them? I recall in particular with the pilots' association.

I have informatior that in fact the FEI did have ‘erez suspicions. My source was an
FBEI agent at the time and saw such a record, he says.

Serial 158 indicates leads were numbered. There is no lead file provided. This Serial
beers the notation, "ZR lead 8."

1 forgot to note the Serial of the report on en investigation of one Jiamy Simon
Mumphrey (right) at the Jax Brewing Co. There is no provided record indictfing the reason
for any interest in Munphrey. Aside from this * now that aree. “t is the area in which
Bay for real was placed repeatedly and within a few blocks of many reportings of Ray's
presence. It iz the area in which Stein reported indepehdently that Ray had peen in a
bar and observed him as he walked past and told-him later, an ares in which "ule wrote
that Ray told him he'd had a conspiratorial meeting, -

Because you an? Ralph may not imow the area I'll add the idnd of detail that while it
may not have led to any investigatiaon is provocative. Here you have Ray suppisedly a
stranger in NO, and some wonder about how he found some places indicated in the records
provided, staying on Céfu-trea Street where it goes one way away from Canal and ig at the
intersection withy anothecr one-vey street that goes toward the waterfront and the French
Market, which is mentioned in the Stein reports. I dead—ends in Decatur and the upper end
of the French rarket. Ray was pleced on Canal Street repeatedly. The map referred to above
holde a pumber of marks on the other side of Canal Street. In driving or wallkdng there
Bay would pess the Jax building, a prouwinent building in that area, on Decatur,
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I'n not saying I ¥now what the FEI did in ¥O, I am saying that there was a basis for
investigation in this entire area and that it kmew Ray would be driving past the Jax
building going to where it knew he went. The correlation with the withheld reason for
interest in Mumphrey is not the idnd of thing I'd expect the FEL to overlook. Especially
not because of its close proxdimity to the Court of the Two Sisters and the apartment of
the supposedly investigated Scott Nordal. They are onky a couple of bdocksaway from'the
River at that point and in the same block way fram Canal Street. The street linsup is
Decatur, at the River; Chartres then Royal, with the “ourt and Nordal on Royale

Jimmy Simon Mumphrey is not one of the few in the relevant phone boak,

After this in sequential appearance there is the 8 a.m. reporting of the mailing of
the box key from Beton Rouge, by the Birmingham SAC himself, Serial 263 is more an tkise
But no responsc? I have nane. No investigation? No directive to the ER RA?

In between Si Edward J. Carney, Jr., was assigned to identify engineering and
oconstruction companies in the Industrial Canal and Chef Menteur areas. (Actually the
FEI's informetion included Chalmette anc the FAAASLAAAL Jackson Barracks area, which is
not tle same as also not far away. As 1. told you they indlude the residence of Raul
Esquivel II. The FEL dicd not use the phone book on this but did on other tiings?)

Agsume as I do not that ?e did nothing but argue back, rcfusing to investigate. ¥hat

about the International ~rade Mart new building, also where Ray was supposed to have gone
for a meeting xx and at the foot of Canal Steeet, where he was reported by e and others -
¢o have been? It did hold these kinds of companies, 1452 is a list of ite tenants, up-
dated fror the printed list. But po report of gny kind? Kot especially when everyons had
the hots over what Lomax was writing? I don t believe it.

Serials 432 gnd 4465 refer to the fanc;gfnsy is supposed to have mentioned, "Coin"; and
the tentative identification of him as one Dan Cohen. It all dropped dead there?

There is the flap over th- lcFerren story relating to the libertos. There is the
mqunsﬁ froz Menphis to lock into identified relatives, other Livertos. Serial 357, 4-/22/53-
Where are the resulte of such an investigation, including establishing or eliminating
gangland coanections? I have Sartor's not.s and part of af manuscript, as I told you. So
I have some indication of the investigatoryfand public-releticns needs

Coincidirg with this gap is the prior withholding of that meager part of his stuff
that Sertor published in Time magezine - continued withholding after I told you.

Serial 533 refers to information in summary forw. Lt nolds what is not included dn
the reports it supposedly sumnariges or those reports remain withheld, This relates to

thLe Steins and those associated with them.

Serial 700, duplicated by 751, says that Ray wey have been in New Yrleans 3/21/68 but
1 have no reports of any investigation of this or what he could have been doing there thex.

Relating to Cecil Skilstone and his group who supported Garrison's “inwestigation®
therc ie a claim to 7(C) in Serial 886 I believe it is not a legitimate withholding, is
not for any alleged privacy protection for Shilstone. I ask you to check this, especially
ir the light of what the AC said about élaims to privacy/' in the May statement of policye

The attacrment to Serial 1027 is not attached, Or provided anywehere.

T'm not takdng the time to be exhaustive. My prupose is to give you reason to believe
that there has been neither due diligence nor good feith in compliance froc these files.
And, of course, therc is the absence of any reference to me in them, or to the work I was
doing or to those "tremp" pictures I've mentioned before, with all the misuse Garrison
made of them. I have not received a single NO FO record in response to my PAf£ request of
two years ago. At the least there is the report I made of the threat against Garrison in
them, I have rcason to believe there ias more. There is soms King/Ray overlapping. There
is the largest collection yet of forms indicating contact.with informants but not one of
any of them kmowing me or being asked about me? I do mean to suggest that there is reasan

to believe there should be such records.
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sirminghsm FO files 10/29/T7

Adgain there are large voids in the worksheets, totally wnexplained. These make several
“HQ" notations in the worksheets confusiag.

There is no reflection of any real investigation at the rooming heuse er at and’
about dermmarine. Taken in time sequence, the files do not reflect that Ray had been
traced to 2608 Highland by the date of the check of the pay phone thers. The cne Aero-
sarine record to this point is not connected with the crime. [t is an unsuccessful tracing
of two customers disclosed by purchase records to have been there about the same time.
iven what was used in the extradition is missing. There are a couple of witness state-
zents in the later files but they are limited to a picture identification of Gelt. These
are very short statementsthat eliminate what these people said, that Galt knew nothing
about rifles. I mertion this because all of the foregoing is persuasive that there had
oot been compliance from Birmingham files. 1 do not believe that what one would expect
to have been there that is relevant could gl] have been in EQ.

Ther:c are several reerences to a Desoto Motel, first inSerial 877. It is at 1903
5th 4ve., Narth, in Birmingham. The one that should have been reflected in Menmphis files
1s the De Soto motel, just below Whitehaven, just over the Mississipri line, in=ide
Mississipmie.

There is no reflection of the investigation of the "Fitg lwad in the Hardin
investigation. ¥o BEgrdin investigation I saw. :

There is no reflection of any investigation of the bank's record of the return of
the safe deposit box key several days before Ray is sup sed to have been in louisiana,
when it was mailed from Paton Rouge. The banx's record 1018) dates it at December 13, 1967,
This is parelleled by the total absence of any “aw Orleans files even directing an
investigation of this, especially in LEaton Rouge.,

There are several references to a press released dictated by phone by Supervisor
B{1] Guon, Lt is said to be attached (Serial 899) but it is not. Nor at $88¢ 1081,

Several New Urleans records not supplied by that FO search are here. Among the
points at which there are references to what is not supplied is Volume 12, If they are
unreferenced to other points there is no way of knowing it. Telephone leads are an example.

There is virtually pno reflection of a Cherpes investigation. This is consistent with
his not being planned for use as a witness.But no record showing whye.

The neme of Mrs. Almena Lorax, withheld under spurious cleim to privacy in the L4
files, is not withheld here. ‘

The LEM "captioned Arthur JACKSON BANZS; ARTHUR JACKSQN HANES,JR.'"™ is not attached to
Serial 1980, 6/19/68, nor it is includeld elsewhere. There is no claim that it is in the

HQ files.
I, the series beginning with 2229z the name of a non-secret informer is withheld., I
bhave raised this before, from other FO files. )

Pictures referred to as attached are withheld without explanation. This extends to
¢11 the Ray; to Walter Rife and to others whose pictures have been published.

If any lab reports were sent to Birminghar I do not recall seeing any here.
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'8¢ would have made at least a gesturs of sooce sort subsequant %0 owr &iscuasicns of these
matters a week ago.
Immhb&mlhﬂmwmmﬁ\b\nﬁmcfm.

32 £t mov nylm-mdtmrmq faproperly withheld pages I Bov cannst rerlace them

ia my flles, It 13 a pNUesical feposaidlity for me. 43 well as the waste of sore time.

bPecauss these were dsliberats non—compliances,

the Departacnt 1t was met vith s» fndocency in a Quin Bhse affidavit, for ¢hxich there Das net

|
' |
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!
boen a retraction or ajddogy aftor more than g year, The actuality is that for more than |

|

two yeers both logs and thighs have olotted welns, with the return oirculatica of ¢he wveins
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angine 13 Bot eertaia. I have bean teld 1t is poseidle. Tiis i wint “iz was telkiag chewt
‘last veek when Do smid I 40 2ot 2ave tims. '

44 more then my age Linflusaces dev L 3ov ept o spead my tiss. Perbage 1t esm alme
.‘qudawmlnmumwthﬂl
'kv\mbb‘umd_nnulttrxnnmdu

Ikwmumtﬁ.umu-mmtdﬁnhmthhﬂam
affart %o ebtain sewplimncs. mummuuum.mxma-ﬁ-rup;:
'nhmﬁrvdmddm-unl:w.lmnmmmﬁ.adbw
bn.'ndnndnmmpondnmgdautht!ntmum. that tiris added
burden Yo Laposed o Jin, oI have Mot bosa abls e Juye
' Intmuthvvuubjwtmulod‘n.urtminukuh.lthnt;m
dpodtdthhoontimhmnvlpdﬁmﬁmofwumdthum
mb.o-,p].y.r %o xotest that enly ecwnsel shenld provide specificetion of nam~
mzmm.u.umwmumuhmmu
‘Mr-lcnldodpnnnchnmuﬁoctimhnhenianrd.wn‘totbm
. sttcatica for you and for Jiz sod ma.

_Deopite all the time I have faksm %o spell all of this eut, e tids day I Dave mot
"hed aqy request for sl frow the appeals er revieving sutbority. This has mals a rubder
,V_Mufappmlmdmi-.

Bore the {ndares we were $old we'being wsed and in fact were Aok wsed poviie
‘exsapls. Cheok the index to Ygwo-Up under Miltsar and you'll see the point end et
“!;mm.n-ml.m:onuu.umaa edition, sll about Berres, Alnsscrth
"ot all. ind Somarsett. But sot as seoh as I ean now testify te.

Tuis 1sads %o motive I can attr{duts ta the fnproper wiihholdinga. 4s I bave Sold you
‘uumnuumﬁm«. mot fn dedeting padnts, 8o let me give you o!plmtim
:ﬂharthanoonoem over the copyright aig?o»to!\mat fs 1m1vodume'itbhold1.mcd

. what fs elaimod to be axsapt becease of oopyrights ' Lo
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salled murder rifle wee ntMmforibttutm;\h.lbu.u-ntlﬁ
Mtcmm.mmnmm.Jmm-rMMnau
u.n.u-mu-umtuumqu,ummunu-@ehﬁ-ma-“
ﬁmm.mnwmtmmmnammnn&r—nﬁbh
d:utdbthm.m-pdﬁnﬁmnmu—mu-ndthmmﬁm-“
firisg and iwpaot {mdicats thet a weefyl sreainen s left. The lad glzims there were
fasafTicient marks. (W1thoot rebattal I have Froduced a qualifisd expe~t witoess whe
Sestifisd o the contrary after eramixing the fatal reanant of bmllet.) The 1a) recerds
lhnnodndumtnfloctmymtﬁnmuﬂathetuﬁ.n‘ui’thtrinth
mm.xrnumrw.zm.znmmm.mmmnbm
oq;ld uthﬁndﬂtbutmvzlofahpoutcfmlm.lidhn 1‘s burrel swadbed
whubuuumunuamm

¥The presemt dasie prodlea Ls mot that my sudject knovledge 1s required for esmplismes.
If I belisved for s minute that Chﬁ.snmﬂutcfuality!'dhnnmbbodl‘tm%ﬁu’

hnnnuumﬂtnt.Ihannoquoationutallofrd.epodfdthu-nuﬂn
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Cfftr.WQmumiamitwmdn‘mlhmm-vmedm
.m-muuﬂmrmorwham;almaoun.ommu.ngh-hamg
of this asmo {llustrates, ' e
43 long as I can hear the wild elephanta traspling ia the forest end see 2o csrral
bd.uootutmctodhoon!mthalnemmu'pmugmmeﬁ.nﬁnnw.!
nmniummm.«mm@mmnmquumnmmm
5 0 have them 1gnored, too. (I 44d ths with other ccaponents more than a year age.)
ulthlwﬂ:almg(q-mldthoutm-gablotompquthqmmx
mmadxw,mmux.honly-ulao.vmxwowneu:uooamx
3ca this literally, I work while I walt to be called an® thea xitile s 31004 L5 taksa and
thea for the time required tovboaureIA'n 8ot hesorraghing becauss of the M gh lav:l of
mticoagulent, I work when I mse the sisrovole, s required when ths weatber La bed.
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CONFERENCE 11/18/77 - talking papef
PBI noncompliance by pretemse and subterfuge - and plain stonswalling.

A. Yirst meeting I specified what was being withheld from first records provided,
asked that they be replaced, and to this day they have mot been. As a genarality
this remains trus, I have continued to specify the improper withholding smd the
721 {gnores it. If 4n all these more than 44,007 pages thers has beemn any
replacenent after I have specified improper withholdings, I do mot recall it
and 4t would have to be minor.

1. 1In early October, when I obtained a list of the MFO records supposedly provided,

.
3

B

X

I discovered some sections had not been. I wrote without acknowledgment. 1 iy
took this up with Ralph Harp last Priday. BHe said they would replace these By
sections. Only zeroxing was required. I have mot received them. E}f
2. Another example is I was to have had the reprocessed index cards in time to go ggi

over them before today's meeting. It didn't happen. And I have had mo
message about them sincd that meeting.

B. To perpetua te these kinds of 4&18: pretenses and subterfuges, the YBI pretands
thare are no indexes. Whether or not thare are in FBIHQ, there are in the FOs.
Yirst it pretended there are mo indexes of any kind, including the FOs, them it
fell silent when I proved from PO records that the FOs do indeed have indexas.
As! Tecently as the 11/11/77 meeting the FBI pretended there are mo indexes.

C. It bas pretended and continues to pretend that the requests are limited to FBIHQ
and that com pliance 1is possible from FBIHQ. We have stated all alomg that the
requests are not addressed to FBIHQ alone, that compliance is knowingly impossible
from it alone, that wmost of the relevant records are in the various FOs, and then
we proved it with the testimony of the FBI's own witness, SA Howard, in 9/76.

The proportion of records, HQ vs. field, is about 3,500 to more than 200,000 £rom
the statement of AC Levi. When I have spacified the FOs with relevant recerds,
there is no search of ther. Examples:

1. On crime scene pictures, WYC on Louw/Life pictures; Bt. Louis and Baltimore
on those of Josephine Colfield

2. Other suspscts, two examples: with "Bill Harris,” WFO and Alexandria, with
J. C. HARdin, Atlanta, Birmingham, New Orleans and MampBg$, at laast

3. 3. Surveillances - all specified to FBI after claim of nothing im any records:
a. pretense mesans by FBI only
b. pretense all is 4in log in FBIRQ

The log shows those approved only. The FBI has been enggging in electromic
surveillance since supposed controls were {mposed and not asking for permissien
until surveillance was productive. s

There is also the period prior to these supposed controls, when I balisve it
was not required to have such records.

The FBI has been the beneficiary of tapping and bugging by others, i{ncluding

local police. (An example on which withholding continues since I specified f%
the names is the Milteer/Somersett story. This was done by the Miami police/ g%
prosscutor, arranged by Somersett, who was their and the PBI's informer. The %g
results ware given to the FBI. It did not even give them to the Warren Commission g{

although this fncident was one of the causes of the cancellation of the Miami %

motorcade just prior to the JFK assassination. Not only does this withholding

continue, compliance with such items requires search of the relevant PO files,
whieh has not been done. In this case at the least those fovolved are in Georgia,

Florida, Tennessee and Weshingtom.
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S - continued. It has Picked me up in surveillance of others. I have specific knowladge
of it from the government. It has had coverage of phones I have msed.

There was such surveillance of dames Earl Ray and Percy Foreman, st the laast, amd
not omly 1.,ﬂenphia. Piles I have received show the FRI was given results.

A direct tap en my phone was unwittingly disclosed by a dead short, after ghe

f1ling of administrative appeals in this case and cotnciding with other FOIA eases.
Tapper enidentified.

Jares Rarl Ray wus also under overt electronic surveillance designed by the Bursau
of prisons.

4. The Ycramp" picesre/Mexico City sketch: The FBI has not searched the Baltimore
field office to a residancy of which 1 gave the pictures in 1968. Pictures still
Bot returnec to me. I have specified other FOs Bhat have to be searched to ecwply
with this Item. No response aftar many months. .Nor after I cited relevant records
by Serial Number indicating axistence of other records.

S. CTIA. By inadvertence the YBI has disclosed PO files not searched. (I balisve it

also has CTIA files froz other agencies and that other componants of DJ also have
€TIA files.)

6. Headquarters directs interviews, investigations but no results from POs, as with
Nev Orleans, Raul Esquivel, a contrafor or industrialist, and the "Industrial
, Canal area." This alsoc involves incomplete X.O. compliance on Recile and Roussel,
ﬁlvho becane suspects after Louis Lomax stories appeared. This also involves
withholdings of the public domain, frow my book to the phome book. It eontin

‘months after 1 called it to the FBI's attention, with copies of my qﬁfiting and of
the phone book.

At the beginning I also wrote to 1llustrate improper withholdings virtually by retuzn
mall. Thus in each case identification with the specific Volumes or Sections was
specific, virtually sutomatic. Finally, in June I was promised that some of these
would be reprocessed on the ecompletion of the processing of the FBIHQ filas., This was
not done. Then I was told the absence of Serial numbers made identification impossible.
I was not told this all along; it was a means of attempted explanation of doing mothing
about the specific {llustrations I continued to provide. Than, when I was told Serials
are vecessary, I provided Serials only to have an absolute and unexplained stonewvalling
follow. (Earlier 1 had protided some Serials, but that made mo differenca.)

I made copies of records and used them at two meetings in June, so there was mcfuestion

of proper identification by the FBI. It nonetheless has done nothing about those
11lustrations, either.

I have protided many {1llhstrations of the unjustified withholding of pictures wnder
privacy claims. This claim was made even for pictures of the Rays. There since has
Dot been cowpliance. It includes other suspects.
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«emo for cohr Sartingh et al for 11/11/77 meeting Earold Weisberg 11/10/T7

Last night I finished reviewing a selection of the field office files I had laid
aside for special purposes. I will give you some of the questions relating to cozmpliance
[ noted in thcm while reviewing them for other purposes.

I think, hwoaver, that tiere is muca of thcpast that is relevent and that whilg you
nay went me to Yorget it because you heve ignored it I ac not prepered to forget it. I
«i1]l not have tiue to organize and reorganize these. They will be off the top of the head.

Aside fror the large number of missing attachments in your procecsicg of the FEIERQ
files you no*ed gquite a large number of records that wer. withheld beczuse they were
referred to others. These other. renged froz the Department to State to CIA. If I have
received a single one of these I do not recall it. These go back for months, to the very
vegii-ing of the processing more than a year agoe

You have told me verbally thet you have hzsC no respozse. I do not believe this is any
zore ther stonewelling. I believ: those records are reguired for compliance. They are still
withheld, whicli to i.c means no corpliance. I suggested a call or other efiort witk those
you say have not responde.. I think they would prefer that to & word from the judge. You
have given me nothing showing any efzort to obtain response from those people. Moreover,
with the determination thc: this is an historicel case and the new directive from the AG
now a half-year ol there appear: to be virtually no exemption that can be claimed for
those recordse. - T e, :

This is true of other police agencies. In June I of{ered you a compromise, write a
letter tc tre rcunties ani hsv: trem state in writing that the records relating to the
Ray investigatior. are required to be withheld for real police needs and I would accept
their response. ‘ou have not given me a copy of eny such letter and I an certainﬁ:of the
reeson - there is nothinz in t-ose records thet need be withheld if, indeed, there is
basis for it with all thet the F3I has leaked and all that was represented to the Tenn.
courts over a period of years. The same goes for Englend and Portugal. For all you have
withheld ell names when all are piblic end were they not in my view did not qualify for
withholding. Tre more ridiculous oru those subpoenseC ac witnesses and those who hhld
press conferences, where you even withheld the names of those who held these press
conferences. 4dd iexico, for it apslies there. Plus the fact that the Li field office
files d:sclose I'uerte Villarta investigation: eni rzports that should exist and are not
provided, like thLe 4/10/66 report that a gucst therc hod kdlled Knge I can't imsgine
an Agent reviewinrs those kinds of meports without recognizing that something had to follow
the initial report to the ua field office. (That wac so early in the investipation the
lanndry carks hed just been identified ani the LA angle with them.) Include the seme with
regard to +-ewphis police, & question I heve raise: witkou: respozsc end the withholding
of those non-secret names. All these aspects relate to cozpliance and good faithe

The question of crice-scene pictures recains unresoiveds 1 have no: had time to check
my notec on this. The notes ere too voluminous. But 1 have located the note to myself if
1 dic not also write you about thc fact thet the descriptions of these pictures and the
nucber of ther do rot ratch what you have provided. There can be no corfusion with the
pictues the MFC took in sovemier b-cause all of these were prior to t:e taking of the
lioverber pictures. That some were melical pictures neither coxplicates it nor resolves
the problem., The descriptions and the pictures provided are not identicial, in fact or
in number.

In writirg you earlier on the Iltem cf surveillance I believe I may have forgotten to
give you specifics I think I really do not hsve to give you on James Earl Ray. Where'you
originelly withheld with Jerry kay you heve not since provided what you withheld. The indi-
cziions are of a black bac job on thc Peppers. I raised this gquestion without any response.

Rey was the subject of such surweillance beginrirg in London. I have the records that
reflect it. Thic wa: continued in Fecphis vhere ggzin I have the records reflecting it. Tnis
is how the sher-ff learned that Bey was about to withdrew froz his agreement to cop a pligai>£!
A
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__items like the late Judge Bettle, I have difficulty believing that the FBI has no records
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Zhe sheriff intercerted all his mail, including with counsel. He gave all to the FEIL.

e also gave ell to tnc prosecutor. Jic ani I obtained a copy of the written directives
oo this and put it in the record ¢ the evidentiary h.aring, (This ic the one I had
indexed for vir in 1975, the index the F3I declined to accept for assistance in pro- |
cessin; th se records at iscue.) Your owr pecords reflect thet on occasion the FZI ;
receive: copies even before the prosecutor did. I cen give you details without end that l
you do not really reed. The interceptions were under Captein Smith, the man responsible
for +he copying was Administrativ:e Da Lloyd Rhodes, some went to GAD Cazele personally
and others to one your -~.cords note is a graduate oI the FoI Acadery, Hutchison. You have
not provided ahe copie. of the interceptel letters perticularly with counsel. This, too,
began ir En_land., To the best of k ry :mowledge the interception of my correspondence with
Rav never stosped. Se never received my first lztter. While I ec not about to identify
any of my officiezl sources on the chance some werc not zicked up on surveillance you
should kmow thet they are good and accurate ones froz the coafirmation of even the specific
deteils I geve “or Wiseman et our first reeting, the on: that led to contacting the ¥FQ,
I guess I can tell you because of the rusber of thex thet my sources ranged fron those
who were Rey's jailors, tnose in the seme cell with hic, to feirly high police officials
and to <he prosecution. NHot every lhezphis official was in agreement witi. the practises.
Moreover, while the reccriz I've rsccived do not reflect it, the local agents spent much
tire with the press. From Jensen down,” You ere still withholding KcFerren information
Jensen persozally geve repcrters I know. This is but on¢ exerple. There are manye.

Reletively recently therc was = Jzilt ‘mderson column relating to one described as
an F3T informer by ti:c rome of kanfred Baror. it says he was in the Ray cell during the
evidentiary hezring. This wes October g 1974. I believe I kmow "nanfred Baron” as
*Fat Fan Williams," I also was in taat cell block at that time. On several occasions Jim
was with me. If I believe it is passing strange that witn all the alleged concern for
Ray's security he and a man of Baron/Williams' reputation were in the same cell I think
it is no les strengc that you have not provide: a single record on this. I know sorething
about this man's career, enough details not limited to a description tat is close to
unique. Gging along with this whils there are records indicating soze coverage of the
evidentiar; hearing, even repeated checxzing siwth the clerks of court, there is no record
of the challenge to tre F I's evidence, even with the existence of records in what I have
showinz the HY interest in ite 4n example it the leb work and Frazier in particular.

The records I have reflect the release to others of records not provided to me.
Therc was & deel worked out with hing people to let them have soze, for which in some
cases relesses were outained. I havez mentioned this before. I have had no responses

The lack of response extends to the specifiecs I mave you, as I recall in some cases
with copies of records, at our 2 Yure meetings. That was a long time ago.

I mentioned that the X.0. field office has relevent records on me in what I waxote

?ou more recer.tly. I believe I also tolc you that thig hes to include the metter of the
exrico sketch and ti.e so-called "tramp" picture from ealey Plaza, I've just thought of
socething else: It should include what relates to a coaple of my more dubious sources
who were fixed up for some very dubious work with a well-imown FBI/DJ informer in Baton
Rouge. They were in touch with me from “gton Rouge while this was going on. They were
fixed up be a well-known DJ personality of the period. I met him several times during that
period, once by accident. His name has eight letters. Your informer's is six, the famous
case is fives On this there are other related withholdings I've specified without response.
There should be relevant hemphis records I've alsc not been given. In fact therek is a
total void on tnis froz hezphis. In hemphis it should be in more than one set of recordse.

With the foregoinf I've varying degrees of proof. If I can now find it these extend
to tape-recorded fink interviews, One once spent until 5 a.m. talidng into my tape recorder,
turning it of!{ only once that I can recall. This one also wgs a BNDD informer. Where I have
less proof but am fairly confident that if I have to I can provide enough includes other
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relating to his untimely death, particularly because it was initially fear=d to be a
hozicides I've interviewed those who were involved whes it was believed to be a homicide.
Jio was with me when 1 interviewed one, in his own office, using even his tape reco rder,
which was better than mine. It is not easy to believe that with all that hung on that
mysterious death, ani by this I mean what hung for the FEIL, it had no records on thds
and all those records about the woman who bore the insignificant Charles Cabbage a bastard. §
In addition, Judge Battle had a practise of giving the FEI letters he received, I recall |
getting only one, onc a citizen asked hir to forward to Ray's defense counsel. The jood
judge of aainted civil rights memory apparenlty believed the FEI was Ray's defense. '

You keep telling mc that there are ho higher-level files to search but there are some
that did exist even if you clairm there are ogly the central files, the others being
destroyed regularly. An example is the Dirzctor's files. How many cabinets of Hoover's

‘were there? Thirty so=e? Nothing on King or any aspect of this request or the formulatior
of it by the D partment?

I hope we don t get into the kind of situation reflected in the Hitt affidavit.
Washington wanted 8n affidavit attesting to nothing out of the way relating to Ray's rights
and illegel seizures of evidence and SAC Hitt provided it from Atlanta. But the agent who
did the black-bag job is Burgess, who repprted an ifs successes to Hitt and to the Bureau.

The obit in this morning's Post reminds me of the virtually total anonymity for the
late William Sullivan in the more than 440,000 pages I've gone over. He also had no files?
He made not & single note that was preserved? Iothint.at all with regard to the really .
intensive political operations against King? And didr t Be go to Memphis immediately to
take charge? Would you believe it if I told you something like that?

While going over the records yesterday and last night I made g few notes relating
to compliance, really non—compliance. I do not attempt to corredate them, I also put
aside a fe. copies I can show you to illustrate the pointe in some and other instances.

At our meeting after the 11/2 calerdar call I tolc you and Charles that I have been
given no record of ary investigation of the meiling of the Birmirghem bank's #lafe deposit
key frou Bator Rouge. It was called to the attention of the N.0.FO. in its 157-10673=263.
There iz a real probler with this that the FZI would never have iﬂgored: the date given
predates Ray's departure from Los Angelcs on trat trip. It is 12/13/67.

WFO 44-70%=4? is incomplete as provided. Whether or not there were more pages this 48
oné of those copied crookedly, eliminatin; the Serial. )

Pictures: if my recoliection of the He files on others ie incorrect among the I'FO files
thet may hold further references are Subs 4 and De

There remain the witltheld poli¢ical pictures for which there is the privacy cleim I
believe s frivolous in general and ridiculous in specifice where you have provided such
pictures as xeroxed froc the publishsd. (Didn't you copy the copyrighted in that?) You have
21so withheld the names of those who took the pictures, even where they are known to those
in the pictures, more becausc in soze cases they asked permission to teke the pctures, One
of the photorraphfers is Ernest Withers. He was at the crive scene shortly after the shooting.
He elso took pictures of individuals who figure in the political files and relating to
the strikess, I noted one reference to hin to give you reason to believe he was not a total
rystery to tie BRLIAR ITO - 45-1937-318. I'm not certain of the Serial. ;t is unclears I
am pretiy confident there is e separate file on him in Mezphise

He end Youw ere not the ozly bleck photographers at the crime scene at the time of the
crime. (Nor Waee there no white photogr&phers.) I recall no single mention of Josephine Col-
field. 1 am not ceriain of the spelling but it is clooe. She was then with a St. Louis =y
black papcre She later moved to Baltimore, 4 understand. ! " e
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Thic rerind me, you have been silent about the questior I raised, questions, really,
Bout the withholding from the LA FO record predicting how I was going to wreck the FEI, I
believe that recorc was not the only one, or I think two. The name of the source was
withheld, Try the name Charach for ac:uracy. *ou dor_t have to for size. Not only did you t
withhold this and continue to withhold it after the AG's statement of policy on prisgcy- if .
he is the one he wa:z a very public figure then. He also would fit other parts of the requests. »
Like (-'I'IA.

Atlante Eeves report. I believe I've raisei this bufore and offered you my copy of it.
But you continue to withholc it after- all the great attention to the content, much and
often on coast-to—coast TV not limited to Dick Yregory. according to Atlanta 44-2386-2495
you personclly phonei about this 6/23/77. This also happend to be after the 5/5 AG policy
statecent, Serials 2332 and 2333 are relevant,

You hzve not responded 4o my asking about the guy with the bum steer to the Los
Angeles Ti-es. While in the later recorés you stopred witholding th: name Lester Edwgrd
Feckett falling to rerlace the.earlier ones introduces confuskon ané uncertainty. When
the source wes the press I can t see where any exemptior applied to begin with.

o AT YRy SN AT XY R RN AT TR

There are soce ricords relating to a suspect but no responses to me. The source was
David Gaines. Two citations are WFQ 44~703 {remember I tolc you thei although he lived
in the, Alexandris territory it was also WFO - and you sai. therc was no dlexandria then?) .
and Alexaniria 44-149. The incident was neer here, at the Hawaiian motel near Brunswick, ~.
¥d. That should be under our local residency anc in turn under Beltimore. Tje Gaineses
were redontacter. after he phoned me. Arorng the still-withheld records this is at least onem.
I'd be surprised if there wac Co Esweiian checldng. Fost people would be shocked givem
what "Har—s" seid - and pre-eristing reason, still withheld, to look into it. In raising
this with you earlier I asked you if the right name is Paisley. I would strongly encourage
serious consideration of ibe alternstives with tris one and what fits with it. I have done
some work or it, incluéing in Eoui:iana. Jin is well cued in or it. I have records of FAI
record; that arc relevant that you heve not provided. Giver the interceptions and copying
of Ray s mail to me what % told me is not secret., There is much than can be very embarrsssing
and to-more than tue F3I if all of this is aired in court.

No respogse on Raul Esquivel. I wrote, we discussed this as late as last week and I
find in 157-10673-1253, N.O, record 1 dc not recall froc EQ files, that Supervisor Long
phoned and said he wanted Esquivel interviewed. I recall no interview report.

I told you about my friend ilatt Herron and those records not provided froz Memphia.
I know froc him that he was in contact with the FO at the time. He is referred to by the
name, bu coincidence, "Herric" in one of several records that duplicate what he told the FO,
but duplicate it only in part. A still withheld part - and I am not sayin - this is the only
one because it ian't- hes to do with wha* lark Lane has been misrepresenting and misusing,
the yaniding of Ed Bedditt ani the two black firemen. }X0 did have a few earlier records
on that without refer nce to what he reported. As you know by now I was coxzpletely accurate
on this. He is a dependable source even if he is now navigating ships on ecalogical
adventures, 1f the FBI is still rcading newsppperse

Two relevent records are amori those I located in those I've gone oves since we met,
They are 44-1987-90 and probably 132, psrt of which is lost in xeroxing. It is the last
sentence of 90 that apeers to refer to ber-on as "Sarris.”

On the 2d I called 2'ham 44-1740—411 to your attention with regard to the sketch from
rexico, which it reports, und the "tramp" picture and with your continuing failure .to come
up with the copies I 1.ft for the FBI with the locsl recident agent after phonings about it.
I recell no copy of Serial 411 fror Fempris, to whick it was sent, and nothirg further by
wey of investigation. I do not recall receiving the copy of either of the "two photographs
of CLAUDE CHESTER JicLAR X, Jh., PAZRZ/ETIXZXCX taken at Mexico City International Airport
on ap=il &,196E." ‘his is probably bucause only six copies of each were sent two two field

offices. I recall nothing froo H< files op this. lerphis Sub B 56 is Beltimore's 44-669 of
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most of “those places. Then yhis and records not prcvided t¢ me were shown to Bay‘l firat

lewyer, forzer S. Arthur Zanes. I have his notes, which refer to material not yet provided _
about thi:c map ané other evidence. Like phone numbers. The prosecution displayed these !
Laterials to hic because udge 3ettle ordered it. i

Birmingher 44-1740, with en uncleer nuczber that may sefer to a Sub, has a Serial 142
reporting my access to records in 197C because of C.4.718-70. I believe there is a similar
Los Angelse story. Hosever, ti:e nor-compliance on this is fairly widespread, including the
WrQ's feilure to provide the story 2ill Kingarrargedd to be in the Washington Post. !

1448 fror there is a signed statement from “ohr Webster Be Shezo. However, it is
lirites to an ID of a picture, as are others obtained then. Eowcver, their proffered
testimony went much farthur. lieither such ststements nor Sk notes for FD302s covering .
this other e--idence have been provicei, although there are rather detailed notes relating
to & cectin: with an informer much lster. won. efter the guilty plea. ©y point is that
there heve to be other recoris. 1 a- aware of soce of the content that is not congenial
to the official expleanation of thz crine.

Serial 89¢ relates that Hy phoned and dictated ®the attached press release, wrich
he (Supervisor 3ill Gunn) dictated to stenographers...” liot provided. Of course I'm
mildlg curious about the content when this was the procecure and it was the day the FZI
lodged charges of the consciracy it stountly meintains never existed, 4/17/68. VYashing-
ton's seeming modesty is also a bit provocativae

Chicago's 44-1114- 404 or 464, which would eppear to have been sent to all FOs and
was provide: by Chicago only, has content the basis of which was not provided by Chicagoe
%2 it has been provided froz o her files I do not recell it. The words are "...photp-
grephs teken by a women companion of the subject while he was in iexico ir the Fall of 1967.°
I recall anc heve the photo, fror Blake ani Wiseman. (It makes it aprear that Jim y ages
real fast in cocparison »ith pictures of a few months later. Ze claims it is not a picture
of hizm, by the way.)

I hsve written you without response about seeming geps in the !FO files, of my belisf
that I wes not -ent all you later listed, and of the existence of a sort of list I later
found when 1 looked at what you eent after receiving your list. The “emphis record bears
no iden+tification. it is headed "THE FCLLOWILG MATE. LIS WILL Ez LaINT.TNZD Li THL FOLLOW-
10;G FILES:" At the outset edcitions were typed on. Later they were added by hand. I also
asked if this did not apoly to the otner FOs and if 4t did why no such lists were not
provided. Barlier froc Hy files I raised the same question and maie the same request based
on a Chicago recorde I wac prozised these but have not received then or any sasurance they

do not exist.

It is my recollection that the Chicago file list from Eq refers to files from which
I was not provided relevant records. :

Froz the Los Angeles files there is the ultrafarout without of the name and other
information relatins to the pudblisher of the Tuskegee Tridune.” I'm sure I mentioned tha
ghe is lrs, 4lmena Lomaz. The record in question is L& 44-1574~-D178, .

By the content of Serial 1900 there is relevant information not provided, the FEI's
advence in‘ormation about "a new book due to be released written by Sormer F3I Agent
WILLIAN TUUER which rcletes to the King assassination. McGowan cdted chapter and page,
which is pretty prescient for a book no: yet released. Also relating to Turner and not to
hiz alone the LA office is amonz those that should have files on the sketch and pioture
1t seems were sent to all FOs (without Hy files reflecting it unless my memory is flawed).
I'zm sure I told you morc, including his use of these pix in San Francisco and by publication.

Serial 1962 on Lane refers to "Bureau letter dated 4/21/76, entitled,"MEDILi RELATIONS,
RESPC.SE TO CRITICIS:: O TH- FETL CONCIUILG ACTIOHS TaKEN AGAINST MARTIN LUTEER KING, JR."
I do not recall receivins this. It also reminds me that you have peither provided nor
responded about my asking repeatedly for what the FEL gave the Church com-ittee and it
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to the King assessination. Dallas' 8/21/68 response to Baltimore, “emphis Sub E, number
urclear, reflects no concern over the non-sequetur. However, it does supply ax an opiniocn :
fro- the edutor of the Times-Hereld & once would have thought would not have been lost ’
upor the T=I, in HQ or..the various field offices,"thet the alleged newspaper artistis !
sketch appeared to have been made by someone who was looking at the photo of tnhe unknown '
Jookalikees.” 1 had the sawe notion whern I phoned the FZl.

This is one o the early items in my requests.. If you are going to claim that the |
F37 was not aware of what I told it even after a newspaper editor nocke2 thexr on the head
over it I will inists that it be in writing and not what I might cell a Hitt—and=-run
affidavit.

I don't believe that 41 Chepmen is referred to in this Yallas dirtel but he aprears
+o heve celle. t).. seme tring to Dalles FO attention. I understood before I even met him %
that he was ther a member of the KrK, whick a Dsllas report states. Ehapman was also oy &
first source or these "tracp" pictures. he ob ained ther and others from the photographers.

Meanwhile, what hsppened to what you have tolé the cour: about bever, never corying
copyrighted pictures, including those copyTighted bty non-publication, like Touw's? These
were provided by xzerox froc the cet fyie gave B'ham, The rest of that story, not in your
files, may interest you, Foremen's svorn version is thet it was for e friend of his at
Tige, which manegeé tc heve the Dalles paper's pictures without publishing them. Ray's
is that he was of‘ered 35,000 Ly roreman tc make en ID of that phoiographed unknowm.
4s YRaoul."

~ (Reminds me: N.G. came up with & couple of Rapuls. I recell no final investigations.
Especially not pf the Canadian ore who had a cricinal record the minuscule part of which
is disclosec is fascinatin to me froz work I've done and the files provided do not
duplicate.ﬁowever, tre one suggested tc me does exist in Burcau files as well as trose
of the CriminalDivisions. And the AG and DAG. 1 have some copies, not fror the FEI or
dir:qtl: froc them.)

Ané where ar. the Daltimore recorc¢s? I tolc you ther- woulc bc others elsewhere.
One of thc Files I ¢pecified is those cf NY FO. So it says in this Dallas Airtel, with
one of the numes i gave you, Trent Goughe tany records exist that are relevent end are
gtill withheld.

" Atlante's (157-Hew) of 4/5/6€, which i: the mormin after the assascination, was
provideZ i: e froc its 157-30u4, where it is Serial 1. Now I recall no other record from
this file. Itc l.urkin nucder is 2386, "hssistant Diredtor SULLIVA2 wants to be advised
who urote :IG's last speech.” Geroege liorre phoned Hitt at 9:20 a.m., 80 the Burcau must
heve been reel interested, If I received the answer I do not recall it. I ar interested,
of course, as I ao in any tape or transcript. It is the speech in which he said he was
fearing no man, thzt he had becn to the mountaintop, had seen the promised land and was not
efreid to ve going there. Fempus last words, to ctin a phrese.

The officiel line is that the FGl was not ther covcring King. It did cover that
meetirg. Those who did were krown to my sources, reporters who were also there. Aside from
your idng op-retion great effort end time went into the Sanitatioz workers' strike, of
whick it wac part. ' : )

Ltlanta 44-2386-1B4, Bulky, notes enlargec copies of ceps of Atlenta amd Los Angeles.
T don't care sbout the latter. I have only a portion of one of the former. ¢ heve no way
of paovir, whethor or not it is thic one or if &0 is all of ite. What 1 heve would fit into
a filc felder. It ¢id not hev: to be filed with the oulkys. I am interected in the map
geid tc have ha? four plices marked. Ly other written communications about other maps
are without rccponse. I've gore into sore detsil about the Iiew Orleans map that was shurted
back and forir fxmz/Waskx batwesn Vashington and memphis and I did exemine it after it was
treated for printing. It has a number of places merxed. + believe I told you I photographed
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“gade public. Adams is the one I believeprovided the FBI's testimony. I have put aside
3 news story froc FBI files reflecting the fact that what you continue to stonewall ze
>ver was published and requires no special search having been located for and given to
the “nurch com=ittee. This is about and on the events of 3/28/68, the business of i
authorixing a news story chiding ¥ing for staying at a white hostelry and the businesas
»f no black messiah unless he is chosen by the founding father.

t .

f!g be astounded if what has beern provided from L.A. on “ane, restricted to what
ls relevant to the King assassination, is a minor fraction of what exista. If it is not
naybe the F3I would like to borrow soze or the tapes and other materials people from out I
‘there have sent me. He has had very much to say about the FEI, It is if the nature that
slways attractec FEI interest. 4t also haprens to be very incorrect. Were out positions
‘reversed would you believe there has been couplieance froc either L& or on the subject
'5f Lane in the “ing assassination files? Or abby ‘en, who has this big special coming
ap end LA had a gingl record on it- dating to 1968, Whicr ic to say nothing about others '
ir assoication wit: “ane, like Donald Freed, who has written and spozen muck about the
FBI and the King case. He also has pushed accuracy to a fault.)

kerphis Sub -250 reflects thzt your peoplc were, too, there. Exactly as I told you
if not perhaps th: sam~ day. The visit of which I learnmed was not on heirs and fibres. R
foW about pettirg mecphis to finally level on this? Ray wes there and the FEI knew it and e
as of this minute is stil) seeking to perpetuate its suprression of it. 4s I recall they
_dmhweﬂsmaﬁmﬂm,ImmkmaB%cr&ISpRtommmuutMymwﬂuum
a8 I now recgll about the time they found him registered at the Rebel, more or less the
day after the shooting. You ani Ralph may be interested in lmowirs, if I have not told you,
that this is about where you traced the beer anc the bag gnd the shaving kit. Only to miss
the motel when the shaving kit had an address on it? “ome on!

Sub ¥ 105 of 10/27/76 appears to refer to me and this suit, to pictures and to other
‘records I can;t rezezber - did you provide themk later? Descriptive of other necizdl pictures
48 Sub D 105. Prior to my seeing this you aske( me by phone about autopsy pictures and the
like. I forgot to ask you last weeke I hope you have them tomorrcw. E.cept for the thixd in
thic 1ist the others are thos: I told you interest me. These are among those often and
publicly displayed by thc prosecutior ané the mz=dicel exariner hi:self, + believe I told
you Jin has a videotcre of the medical exariner showing these pictures at thc “niv. of

Arizonc. Well, belatedly 1 have received froc the Acchives its record of a letter signed
by Direcctor Xellyy sev .ral yezrs ago or this subjects The F3I no lcnger restricted the
'Osweld autopsy rictur:s at the Archives. Yet thereaft-r withheld these froz me?

e e e =

) Serials 563 anf 60Y ap.ear to relate to other records about which I have written and
8spok-n to you, the aprearance of one seering to be "eg11t" and other names in the Memphis
rea about 2/68, The infermer's name does not interest me but more of the information does,
.a8 I've told you without response. The other offices addressed have provided no relevant
records I cen recall seeing.

; Sub-D=107 is a rather late withholding of a former fellow prisoner's neme despite the
AG and despite the usc by OFR of Curtis and the alleged reporting of a bounty on King of
.iwhich Ray is supnose to have known. Between the writin- by kcedllan, who wrote that he had
‘access to the FFO records end other through thc prosecution and the ertensive attention to
these allesations, tr:ated as ¥ gospel by tre Departuent through its OPR report, there
‘apoears to me tc have been & waiver if there were basis for these withholdings of names,
‘even xnowr n-mes and as with Curtis tefore I complaincd, when it had all been in thc presss.

: Sub-D-81 relates to Stephens and an inferred ID of a picture of Ray. it apoears %o be
a speciel forculation, to be incomplete, and there is what I am sure has to exist on this
. bedause it wa. aired ir the CzS cpccicl referred to in this case. Yn the date of this
‘interview with Stephens or t:e day before CES filmed Sterhens looking at a Ray picture and
‘reported hic words, "Not the guy." ecause CBS did no. eir this for all those years it was
.possible to tell the British court othervwise and to ipfcr obherwise in this FD302, I do not
-'believe I have been given ell therc is on thise. I can t imagine that when everyone was 80
A _ e e v Bt B




s b i

P
f.

1}

¥
3

b.

afraid of bein:- clobbered on pri-ze time by CBS you have no record. gybe you didn't e211
it BORTN, but then I didr't either. You mey bot be aware o this clobber part because
you have also managed not to provide your set of the relevant recorde. This cne we got
froz th- Department. It is in the court record, I bedieve.

Sub-52 of 4/7/67 is ove of several references to the MFO recordins the Memphis police

radioce Trans ripts were in 1-4. If I did not get these I don_t reully care about thece
¥hat I do care about and have not been given is the logs for the time of the crime. Some
of those of the police we-e published. ‘hose of the sheriff became quite rclevant over
what for some r.ason I think I can guess was not very pleasing - thet Ghornley rather
than Dollahite radioced the first macoount of th- finding of the package outside Canipe's.
dgein I can't imasgine the F3I not heving these logs and I do want them very much, Aside
froz the finding of the package therc was that deceptior adbout the chase of a phoney o

Mustang, “t was to result in a large investigation ir whict tre logs were essential,

hew Orleans, 157-10673-7€5 refers tc more than a thousand reges of undated records
it hed sent to lezphis. Tkis record is froc “e=phis to iiew Orleans. It concludes *"All
of the above moterial is Leing returned to iiew Orleans, which office in the future
snould subzit itc own reports.”™ While froz the limited descriptions, which may well have
been adequate when they were accorpaniecd by this memo, I can't determine that I received
these froc few Orleans, the length alone leeds me to believe I did note. If I did I'd

appreciate knowing which eech is. You have whatever list told you I had received with-
held records fro.. B¢, for example.

uhicago 44-1114:refers to a Saltimore investigation of the records the “exphis police
found on Jerry Hay wher the; arrested hir for being drunk on 7/9/68+ Fror. no source have

I received the results of the tracings of these records. They do include phone numbers.
Leads were sent to Beltimore.

Serial T74 refers to a rather provocative thing, the mailing of a letter from a
Prisoner in George who aprears to have h.i details about the roonm Ray rcnted under his
brother's alias at 2731 Shef7ik#i, ‘“hicago. Ibcludir Ray's use of an alias other than his
own. Wher trc r_I hac the letter ani the eavelope I can't i~agine it ending without more
that this, particulerly because it had so intenuse and proper an interest in Ray's career
froc the time h: escaped from loPen until the assas:ination. Savannah was also involved
in this inquiry, thet being near where Russell was jeileZ, in Reidsville,

I have no reason to bclieve that providing new specifics will do any more good that
it hac in the pa:t but I'vc agein taxen tice to give you some in the hope that no matter
ho# late & constructive purpose might be servied,
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Dear Reguester: N ol o 5 8
' Enclosed are copies of documents from our files. Excisions have Seen'-ade t}ou.;ﬂese
Bocuments and/or entire documents withheld in order to protect materials which are exenpted .

from disclosure by the following subsections of Title 5, Onited States Code, Section 552 and

Section 552a. The exemption number (s) indicated by a mark appearing in the block to the left
of the subsection cited constitutes the authority for withholding the deleted material. {See
below and reverse side of this sheet for an explanation of these exemptions.)
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The decision to withhold exempt portions of our records is the responsibility of
Clarence M. Kelley, Director of the PBI. .

r:J If you believe your name may also have been recorded by the PFBI incident to the
investigation of other persons or some organization, please advise us of the details describing
the specific incident or occurrence and time frame. Thecreafter, further elfort will be made

to locate, retrieve and process any such records. .

[:] Your request for information concerning yourself has been considered in light
of the provisions of both the Preedom of Information Act (FOIA) (Title S, Onited States Code,
Section 552) and the Privacy Act of 1974 (Title 5, United States Code, Section 552a). It has
been determined by the Attorney General that requests by individuals seeking information about
themselves are governed by the Privacy Act. 1In eddition, as a matter of administrative
discretion, any documents which were found to be exempt from disclosure under the Privacy Act
were also processed under the provisions of the FOIA. Through these procedures, you have

received the greatest degree of access authorized by both laws.

[:] You have thirty days from receipt of this letter to appeal to the Deputy Attorney
General from any denial contained herein. Appeals should be directed in writing to the Deputly
Attorney General (Attention: Office of Privacy and Information Appeals), Washington, D. C. 2053C.
The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked *preedom of Information Appeal® or ®*Infor-

mation Appeal.® . o . ‘ o
D), see sasfi kB30 | |
See addftfo ®-Corkation on continuation page. - } . mn LY;’
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Records Management Division ?56 '
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MEMPHIS MURKIN FILES -~ - . ~- -

Subject Matter

Miscellaneous Investigation
Photos/Attachments
Office Memoranda & Inserts

Reports

Letters and Airtels
Newspaper Clippings

Memphis FD-302's
(Interviews)

Miscellaneous Suspects
Jay Wallis Vernon

Eric Starvo Galt

— 2
Volumes -Released
7 7
11 11
2..
K 0
8
3 S
3 3
20 20
h | b 3
40 21

(Volumes 7, 8, 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,

29, 35, 36, 39, 40)

Various Galts
Telephone calls-Stein
frisoners
Legats

itz

Post-Arrest Investigation

Security-Jail

Legal Documents

Trial

¥D-302's (Interviews)
Other Offices

1 1
2 2
2 2
2 2

11 10
1 !
3 2
1 0
1 1

24, 25, 26, 28,

Remarks

—==2

- g
All volumes g
processed in
HQ Pile K

Processed in
HQ File

(Volume 1
processed
in HQ File)

(Volume 3
processed
in HQ File)

(Rrocessed 7
in HQ File) b
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. - O # 751996

T EXHB)T 224

br. Johu nertivngh 10/18/T1

Fol- FPuls Uiat

J. Bogur -oover klug.

Wasaington, L.C. 20: 75

Dear Jolw, .
Tue L PO copres came today. Tharke for théir errangement anc for eliminating the

ACco cliw, vhere presantoc provlems, hot havin, taew an. their beckers it is pos_ible

105 Yoo Lail TOOL IC a-Ve the voluces in sequence as tncy pack thes, which wil. make it

eusier for L an can nelp elizd-ute co-fusion cuckh as with the MV files. bu thas I mean

that the volume: carn be arranged as in e fiie drawer. Yms is what my wife is doing witn

tuen rigc.t now, putiirn, each volume in a separ.te file folder and id-ntifying it.

I'c writi. you for scverul reisous. First therc has be n confusior over the checks.
If they pes. througn your lunds oefure the ouresucracy sterts grincding you'll lknow they
have r acue- e role So, Ly wile's check for 144,70 is enclosec.

The rerpnis listing is helpful. 1f there are othe: field ofiice files as ciffuse in
content &:¢ .itnou any icontification thet meenmsanythi:, to oue outcice the Yol it would
be neipful if & eirilar list coull be included. I'll give Jic & copy. Your mezo does not
Bay you'v: sunt nic & cody so0 i'll ao tnaty too.

I trirk it mey Lo holpiw) i vou arc awaere of what i. going to come up at the end of
tne mOGLhL busec on tris wnd tue letterc ol Lue past tiot ar. without response as reflected
in the. memo. It woulc e swlpful al. erounc, 1 think, i. these problezs are resolved as
tney co-t uz. 1t certrirly voule uave becn now if ther. had been written rusponse at the

tice I wrote firsi, as witn Lurdin, 4s I reczil it no. 1 pointeu ou. withholcings relating

to bBercin, witihwloings 1 believe not justifiea. In the light of the AG's statements of

policy formulizec 5/5/77 there was no basis for these withnoluings. At the end of the month

I wil. expect a set of &l. recoras holding al. references to a J.C.Eardin and all records
releting to the tracing of tne pnonc cell and the message. I an not cdoubting your wora in
this pura Tuohe +n Juct 1 accept ite cut that 2o not th- point. Whetkar or not the Fil
meac & specific iu ntificetion of any J.C. wiruin is se.sarate froc cowpliunce without

urjustifies witnhoduinge. 1 acsuze 1'il find more in tue Ln fileso 1 velieve there also was

the question ol a =.r-I: _.cturc or picturcss

Your next par.iTapu rel.tes to crime scene photosraphse. 1 have just gone over other
rccorus anc tihere is litile uoudt there was excessive gu_e-playirg with thig item of the
4/15/75 request. You wo Dot rollect nuving aone whet I suc. estes, asking IFC by phone or
other co= wraceticn., 1f perfection is nol e huw.an ctate 1 beiieve 1 saw a rccord cowering
the forweraing of Fol picturvs by one or two luk Saa. Tue jucge laughea at ~“ugen when he

represetitec tnut therc werc nonc. Thet trenscript we: in eo.c ol the rccorcs 1've just secn

again. Do you regliy bclieve, with your lon=~ F31 career, tnat when it wes in this cuse

irmeciat.ly it took no cric. seene pictures? Not until efte. there was to neve been & trial?

I recall uiscussing tris ene my having scen a recore incicating tuers were tuese Fol pix
with you .n. »1th ralph. .

what vou next aadresc, ot long lust, 2 the DeSoio iotcle. I raiseda questious about the

absence of any reforence to 1t a long tiie ago. Mo« you tel: me it is ir tre Birmingham
files wné [ teke 1t only therc. *ids cukes no sense to me. 4 mile or so frou the Tenn.
boruer cnu virtusliy on the :nore ci the liesissipji River is not the turf of your Bir-
mingnam of:ice. 1'c not woing to cneck Ly notes now but 1 tiirk the agents who were there,

as 1 ropeetealy tolc you w/.nts were tierc, wer iroo ieupnis. If not is not Yackson closer

then Bircnphar and in the suse state, ldscissippi? Whether or not fingerp.ints were
obtaines is not thc question, altuo.ch tiey'c be relevant if they heu been. Froc what 1
leernec, w.ice incluucs fru o o the apents interviewed, there shoul. be further recorce
thet erc rolevent, not Just th. rusults oi tiw checlding of the regictretion.

\

all you sey a.out lsb roports is hinge. to tne hurkin HQ file. *y request was note Qi;%fbx/

Nl IR . v v
'




I ao:®t think the natur. of Ly reguest leaves any aoubt about this. Nor have 1 any doubt
tiat elt rolevant lub recorel hwve not decn providec. 1 recall bilty's irrclevant lectures
when he was calieq 1n at un eerly coxference viz and 1 uac with Wiseman ana Blake, Tnis
has beern aire. in court, inc culge i reve things to 88y aoout it, - hav: records shouing
1 do not heve all the ricorce e my request ic for all the records related to baliistics,
8peCtros, sanc, Cic. L net . by the rewriting of my requesta back ir 1975 by the &J., I
wrote them an' repeste. 1 wanted corpiiance with what I aske. for, not what somecne in
dyler's offace woule lunve prelerrca tnat Lo huve askee for. At sowe point tl.e question of ‘
woet fiiles were searcucu s gOiLg To CoLt ub. 1t woulc, 1 Lelieve, be better for both of :
us Ior tras to be rocorued now and for lhe searcu to be coaplited and the miscing records
provided. If in pct therc is notrin. else relating to cigerettes there we. withhoiaing
on th. rolevent puses avout wodeh 1 urot s you ot tr. tice, so I'il still want those records
Witiout trs wilmio. dngs. 1 bolieve tliere were ouvlitocetions on other lob recorus of wiich
tae 8acc 1L true. Tne Jucex ¢dt rule on tris, =nl I do mean rule, not Jjust express an
omrion. Tuat wlso 2: cron the ncores 1 -.ac yesterdsy. *cu heve becn out of compliance
on thet for & v y lon tiwe by cortinuin: to Qo whut tne judge scid you mignt not do and
by wot asccepting her alteruat.ve, cednc an igsue of it then. I've made & sepuratc record
of tiis unt am sending 1t tou Jii, so he 11 be preparea if there is the neea to be prepared,
Thet will pot depend on Ly recosscction mor wili it now requirc e search on my part for proof,
I'rr pretty surg this is one o. th. specifics I raisea in our general aiscussion of tae
overal. problep the FBI's persistcnce ir igcnoring. the Judge hac by then crected. If not
cerlier tlis was oz Junc 30. *1 wes then avout & Ye=1 aftcs the judge ruled. I'm taking
tnis tize now ens &ll over afamin to elicin:te wlat iu surcly going to be & probler if it
is not resolvee acicutly. I roming you tuat the FZI's ropresentati.ns apout it are under
ocatn anl tnat 1 am not hapy ebout tue rocords generated rdlatit; to my corpleints over
felse swearing without factusl error being atiributed to ce. i

¥Whi.. there may be no id.ntificatiouns relating tc the Louw pictures your m&émo is not
explicit or w.equivocel. It iu restricted to what I knew from having exacined that set of
prints, tru:t too rnuuwes arce not on the prints tuewmsclves. Ubvioucsl;: tho: doci rnot exhaust
Two o codbrlitiecs Srete wie oo oneeu to huve pavntificetions particularly bocause sode were
to be cullew upor. tu tuotily.

Whe: 1 kmow I wiis be irxe We_hington sgain I'1ll arrenge through Jic for an inspection
of tI. rmecicel pictures. Thunke for fol owing my sigrestion on this. At/the least it will
licdit what 1s in question. sdetore 1 forget, I went all of you to know that some were
usec puolicly, uot Just tiut cories werc hande. arouud, as to Gcrold frank, Yim can ‘
ahow .you & viaeotape of thoir cispiay in Arizone aunc 1 nuve tapes and other public account e
of thoir public displeye. ‘ w

sy vaofe ras finren ¢ doei 5 4ce i files in incividual folders. The sume confusion
exists as witr those froz timphis. There is no continuity. If vou can provide a similar
recore expleining the gapsc it will holp, tranks. It certeinly would be helpful if the
recainin: fi1ies were 1n sequence when moilea so we could unzaczage and have the- still
in equence. *ris takes mucl wors t:at could be avoidec.

-

Sincg-.ly, : <

Herolc wcisberg
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) ' UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

| M5 L4 memorandum

an J. Shea, Jr., Director
I Privacy anc Information Appeals

o

Release of Records Pertaining to
gersan LutherYXing and Jahn F »Rennedv

Lo
yl/ ‘ === = - -

e
v ' T Inspector Allen McCreighti\ -
L Federal Bureau of Investigation mm.’.co%
- / * s

\

/7

My recollection is that I have been assured that any
- records about either Martin Luther King or John F. Kennedy

that are being released to anyone will also be released to
Mr. Harold-wWeisberg, 1f they are within the scope of any of
nis regquestsT A3 a practical matter, this should be anv
record related in anvy way to the assassinations. For a

while 1t seemed that the "system” was working, but now I am
rece.ving complaints from Mr. Weisberg that other, presumably
JUnlor requesters are getting records, with no copies to him.
Attached are several such complaints. An obvious problem is
that I have assured Mr. Welsberg that this will not happen,

SO now I feel obliged to pursue the matter. I provose that
Tlls be an item on our dirscussion agenda this Wednesday,
August 1lo,

. .
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October 16, 1978
OUT:: . Cihl3 ' .
s
. "
{ _/” ; ) // (24
Mr. Harold weigberg §t & e
Route 12 ~-_0ld Receiver -Road.
Frederick, Maryland 21701
- e — = — At —————
Dear Mr. Welsberg;:

o’ Reference is made to the letters of September 27,
# 1578, from Mmr. Quinlan J. Shea, Jr., Office of Privacy.
and Information Appeals, Department of Justice, to Mr.
James H. Lesar and yourself. One of the issues addressed
in these letters {s that of providing you with copies
of documents that may be of interest to You in connection

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. and the agsassination of i
President John p, Kennedy. : :

Attachments A and B are copies of documents
pPreviously released as a result of specific requests for
the information contained therein. It is recognized that
much of this materia) may be duplicated as a result of o
Processing your request for the Becurity files on Dr. Ring. 'Y

Documents in Attachment A were released on ust 17, '?‘
o 1978. Portions of these documents were withheld puySuant '
o to Title 5, United States Code, Section 552, (b) (1) (2),
s B 1| B, (B () (C), and (b) () By
g ©w 7 Attachment B.consists of coples of those \:cofds o e
P — Y| which were mainteined in Director Hoover's Official and " i
2 -E; . Confidential files (known as the Q0 & C files), folder W
© | | nunber 24, which was released May 10, 1978. Portions A
of these docurients were withheld pursuant to Title 5, kN
— _United States Code, Section 552, (b) (1), (b)(2), b}}G ’
(LY (7) (©), (0) (7) (D) ,ppnd (b) (7) (E) . . ). :
e, . "~ iy ﬁt&’-?] /} & /0 j =
Oep AD Ada. The deletions i®fe in the two groups of d¥tached LN
v db v~  documents are based on the appropriate exemptiond‘t?*no&eégg-- pAS
Wl above. The explanation of these exerptions is as followsg .
T - . S CCT 17 1978 M
e — - Title 5, Unlted States Code, Sectian 552 )
Laberatery ' R e S s g I

tegal Cose. (b)) (1) information which is currently and P

o &0 o properly classificd pursuent to Fxecyw
r2314._1fb /\ N\ A Live Order 11652 in the Intercst of

'"m"-ou—‘/\ /fl \ETJ the national dJdefensc or forelgn policy,
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~

Mr. Harold Welaberg

’ ’
(b) (2) materials related solely to the internal

fules and practices of the FBI;

(b) (6) materials contained in gens{tive records
such as personnel or medical files,
the diaclosure of which would const{tute

a clearly unwarranted {nvasion of personal
privacyy

(b)Y (7) investigatory records compiled for law

enforcement purposes, the disclosure
of which would:

(C) constitute an unwarranted invasion

of the personal privacy of another
perasong P .

(D) reveal the {dentity of an individual
who has furnished information to
the FBI under confidential circumstances
or reveal information furnished only
by such a person and not apparently
known to the public or otherwise
accessible to the FBI by overt meansjy

(BE) disclose fnvestigative techniques
and procedures, thereby impairing
their future effectiveness..

You have thirty days from receipt of this
letter to appeal to the Deputy Attorney General from .
any denfal contained herein. Appeals should be directed
In writing to the Deputy Attorney General (Attention:
Offi{ce of Privacy and Information Appeals), Washington,
D. C. 20530. The envelope and the letter should be clearly
marked “Freedom of Information Appeal® or "Information Appeal.®

Sincerely yours, T if'

A MLLENH.MOCRRQIIR
| Allen H. McCreight, Chief T
2 T Frcedom of Information- . -
Privacy Acts Branch .
Records Management Dlvision

Eaclosures (2)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

----------- ® @ P 5 09 0 0 0 o2 P e P @ e 9 e e 2 9 @

se s

HAROLD WEISBERG,

Plaintiff,
V. : Civil Action No. 75-1996
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, s
Defendant

NOTICE OF FILING

Comes now the plaintiff, Mr. Harold Weisberg, and gives
notice of the filing of the attached February 2, 1980 affidavit of

Mr. Harold Weisberg.

Respectfully submitted,

77 R

[ Zetre 7 Lrgge.
JAMES H. LESAR ¢
910 16th Street, N
Washington, D.C. 2
Phone: 223-5587

S

.W., #600
0006

Attorney for Plaintiff

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this 6th day of February, 1980
served a copy of the foregoing Notice of Filing by delivering it
to the guard at the Department of Justice Building, Washington,

D.C. y
’ . A
g g ?
L R v/.:g/ ¥ 7 e 4 ( Ratd &
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JAMES H. LESAR.




