
, ... 

!::! 
0 .... _, 

~ 

. -...• ·- - - -c~-• # • 

' . --· 

'I 

I.!) 
r---
0, -OJ = C'1 .,_ 

u 
tJJ 
Cl 

~s~istant ~ttorney General 
Civil DiviBion 
1-itt:ru 

(i) 
HJJ<OLD t<IBISBERG v. -
tJ. S .. DEJ'AA'r~"""Z' OP J1JS'?1CE 
{U.S.D.C .. 4 D.C.)°-
CIVIL Y!C'fJ.O!~ NO. 75-l99i 
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Mr. Cochran • Attn: Mr. Kilty 
Mr. Gallagher 
Attn: Mr. Lawn 
Mr. McDermott 
Attn: Mr. Wiseman 

1 - Mr. Moore 
Attn: Mr. Gunn · 

1 Mr. Mintz .. · ... -,.,_. __ _ 
.- .• 1 - Mr. Blake 

!te!eren~ ~s f!'.,a~ t.o your t?.'.'>e!c'iOrane:'t.ITT. dated 
Dec€-Jtl:>er S, 19 7~your re 1.erence RBCreenspan: "7r 1-i 5-12-2521, 
~hich enclosed a c.~py of the cor.iplaint filed in captioned 
imatt~r and requested a lit.igation report. 

(2) LBtt.er froi~ e,e - to plai)'}tiff'a attorne-y 
· ,ate-d J une 27, 1975, <leny J..ng plaintiff's ~est on ~'l,e 
Eroun<l.s that relea•~ of t.he iM.teri.a.1 plaintiff GOu-ght 
X\Uld hav-e 11 h.artr..ful ~ffE.-Ct on t.he goverr.r:.ent 's posit.ion 

nc,e:rning J&.riei3 Earl Ray•s ~~cU..I'lg j•~.icial t!-~p,etlr 

.-.. --._ 

~ ,r · - : ,;1, 
(~!/-, ·1r 

t~?;~§~:';:~:'-"Z~':".5_:i-,)t::,,-~i'-'.:-'?T~:!'~";.;,''?i'4"'':!°<~"'r<'<"~~~~--i~'i";.-c."~22;,,;,:'E;0,:·;,..~"":?-~>x<s-ti:i;"<fZ(:-'4'T,'-"';_•'~~·~,,-,<"%'.?:".··~!-~·; f.,:,:y!~fj~-:;f~fl:~·f!'.':";~F~·-
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Asei11t.a.nt AH:ol..--ney Cenaral 
·civil Dfvision 
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Liated belO"...v, a11d tn.1.ri2a-re-d w eor.c-?5oon~ t.o ~"l.a 

all~gations in the co;,-<Pl&int, arc our suggested ru;..~,;~..r3 
t.o t..\eec al leg a tJ .. onl! as i:.h:e-y applr t.o t:.."l-fl l'EI i 

(1) ConcluB ion of la..11 a.nd not an al l<c-1ation 
of fact for -b'hicb an ~!fi't,i\Si" 113 re~~, hut insofar ruJ 
an answer ~y ~ c!.3erc.ec 1:~'.::-t'.iulrod, &cy. 

(2) Def\rndant lacks J..!lfornat.ion an1 kno-wl~ga 
sufficient t.o fo:cm a Ix:liG-! &9 to the truth or falsity 
of this l!l.legatiem. 

(3) JV1n!t. 

(-4) l>eny ~xc..ept to acL..-.tlt authe.i,ticii::y of 
.P1aiotiff'B EYJd .. blt 1..,, t.o which th~ c-0u.rt isl l'eB,r~fully 
referrc--d !or & . full tmd oorr;plote statement of the cont.Mt.JS 
t.h-ereof. 

{ S) Peny exoe pt . to a dft-.1 t au th e.n tic l ty .c£ 
plal.nti ff' B EY.hi.bi. t. B, t:o wh1.eh the court 1.s ~spectf-nlly · 
referr-oo . !--or s1 full &nd. oor~lat.e atato~t of Uii? e:ont.entg 
t_bv.......reo!. 

(6) ~ny ~zcept u:i ac..Ti'J.t. autbe.nticicy of. 
plaintiff' t1 E-xhibi t C, ~o 'tfh.1ch t.he court is :r-ea::1=>e-etfully 
re!errod for t1 fn.1.l. ~..nd em~lettg et..at~;:ent of the cont.enta 
thereof. 

(7) Deny l2.:!cept {:.o ac't~H: autbent!.e.t t:y ef 
pl!;'t!ntlffeg Exh.i.bi.t 1', w ~ich tl,2 court 1-s :r-B.3pe-ctft1Uy 
1.-efarroo fo:r a full &.nd c"C..;.~letc 3t..at~-nt of th~ e<"ntel'l.U 
t..h.ereot. 

(~) D~rny f:!~cept w ~cmt ouU..eritlcity et 
plaintiff's EY.:hibi~ ~, ~o whieh the D'.)ttrt is ~esp.e~t{~..l.ly 
referr~~ ~or a f-ull and eo,.~le-t.~ 1,ta~-ll-~ of UH~ eonte-..n.t.u 
thereof. 

S.tnc.e, pu_rz3ua!lt to 'tbe r:-e~ty )itt.orne-y General. •a 
le-tte.r o! ~~,,J::ser l, 1975, anc ~7 let~r ~f t ""Bce1:ib-e.r 2, 
1, 7 5, pl &.ln tiff b.a..3 b-,2:en iu.1.."n..l3ht.."><l all fi¥}. tel"i&l -whlch b .e 
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.A.as 1 fd: ai--, t.. J\ t.:. t.ornecy C'.,Qnera l 
, Civil Div.tsio.n 
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. • .· "-l . ··- . 

· %i:c;rue·stod, h.ta cor:.1'1a1.nt r,or..r !al.la ~o at ... aw a el~tm cf -- -
u jus t:iciable .l.ssu..e eve~ w-hlc1-1 the court b.Gtl J\l.rf.atiot!.on. 
7ou ~y ~isb to request tl-12 Unito..d St.at.e3 Attom&y to 
s.sce.:ct-a.L"'l if J?latnti.f.f'a attornt"'.f i.!:I i.n.t..:2:-:c~st.ed L!l a 
v-ohmt..ary diBr:.lt::sal '!,,'ithout. prejufJ.ce, in ori!er w ~.oid 
unnc-cessary lit:1.satlon., lf t.r.is course ;;if action d<x?a 
not prove viable, .a. '.i'.lX:>tion t.o d.i1::.Diss I or 5-11 ti.~'!. 
tlt...ernative, !or Bill:~ry jusg~>2:htr BUppor-too by M . 
affidavit1 \+Ould b~ appr-0priat.a. 

Plca.s.e ke-ep us &ovi5e-5 e,f .!211 pertinent 
d.eveloprr~nt.B in Uis ~tter, and furnish M c--opies of · 
all uocun,.::nts fih~d with t.he c-ourt. Triis case ili be.in; 

. bandle-<i by S~cial i\gent Parl0 'lb.oca-s Blaka of our . 
r..egal. Counsel D.lvJgion, and. you ~y cord:.ect b~ at 
llS-4522 for any further info:n .. :.ation and or ~.:ss.igt~. 

iu:l c lo su.r·o. a ( 8) 

1 - United StateB Attoruey {Enclo~u~e~ - 4) 
Distz-ic.."t of ColuJJ:bia 

NOTE: By letter of 4/15/75, plaintiff's attorney, 
James H. Lesar, requested certain material 
(primarily photographs and results of labora­
tory tests) concerning the Martin Luther 
Ring, Jr., assassination. The reauest was 
denied pursuant to the b(7) (A) ex~mption of 
the FOIA {interference with enforcement 
proceedings) inasmuch as James Earl Ray has 
an appeal penaing in U.S. Circuit Court. 
Despite the objections interposed by the 
Department's Civil Rights Division and the 
FBI, the Deputy Attorney General, upon Lesar's 
appeal, decided to ove rrule our d e nial and 
furnish him all info:r."17,ation he bad requested, 
tl:e~eby. in effect rendering moot the present 
litigation. Of interest is the fact that a 
3/25/75 newspape r article identifi ed James Lesar .. 
of Washington, D.C. as one of the three

0 

attorneys who . are handling Ray 's appeal • 
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