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1l - Mr. Cochran
Director, FE I Attn: Mr. Kllty
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Referends 1s made o your memoranfum ated

Decembex §, 1875, wour referance REGreenspan:wr )45-12-2521,
which enclosed a copy of the corplalint £iled 4n captioned
watter and Zequested a litigation xeport.

Enclosed for your information and assistancs
are two coples each of the following, which with the
axception of the axhiblts attached to the above-mentioned
complaint {which are pot enclozed), conprise all corre-
gpondence Iin our possasslion concerninrg captioned mattars

€1}y Permorandum from the Staff Assistant ¢o the
Peputy Attorney General ¢o our Freesdom ©f Informatlion 2ot
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Lnit Gated April 18, 1875, referring plaintiff's Freclor of
nformation Act request to the Federal Burean of Investi-
Edtion £FBY)

{2) Letter froa me ©o plalintlff’s attoraey
fated dune 27, 1575, denying p’aihtiff 8 Yequest on the
grounds that zelaase of the material plaintiff goucht
Lould have a harmful a2ffect on the govprﬂmpnt 5 positi@n
~oncarning James Earl Ray's pending juodiciel appeal;

“
£3) Letter fron the Deputy Attornesy General
=0 plaineiff’s attorney dated Decerber 1, 1975, wodifylng
v denlal to the extent of granting access to all wpaterial
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Tlated below, and nundbered 20 correspond o tha
allegations in the complaint, are our suggested answezrs -
to these allegationsz az they apply to the ¥BI:

, (1) Conclusion of law and not an allegatlion
of fact for w%ich an pnBwWsT i reﬁuir»a, but Insofar as
an answer may be dsenad rpeguired, dony. .

{2} bDafandant lacks inlormatlion mnd knOW1°dga
sufficlent to form & bellef as ¢o the truth or falaitcy
of this e2llegation.

{3) Adnlt.

(£} Deny except to adsily aatbenticity ef
plaintifl's Exhiblt A, %o which the court Is : esyac?fhlly
referred for a full and cosplete statement of ths contents

thereof. _ .

- {5} Deay axcept to adrit %nthpntfc vy of
plaintif ‘s Exhibit B, to which the conrt is yebp@c%fniiy
referred for a full and corplate statonent of the contentg

therenf.

{6} Deany except to adnit auvthentlci :
plaintif¢ 's Exhiblic €, ¢o which the court Is yespectfrlly
gaferred for a £ull and ecomplets @tarﬁh» 4 of ha oontants
thercof, . - .

{7) Deny @XCPPL to adalt autbenticity «f
plalntiffts Exhibit B, to which the court is z;Jp""tfnlly

refarred for a fpll and QC"hle*a statezent of ¢he contants -

thereof,
{8) Dony except to alwlt authentlielty of

plalntiff's Bxhible &, %o whieh the odourt Ls v=fpe¢ folly
seferrod for a £full &Ad complete statewant of tha eontents

thereof,

- o {9) 'Mo

D

 Bincs, pursuant ¢o the Depaty Rttormey Genaral®g

letter ©F Decesbar Y, 1575, ané =y letter ©f Decenber 2,
1375, olainti2f hasz been furnished all materlal which be
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“reguesied, his corplalat mow falls to state & olanix of .
a Fusticilablae Issus over which the eourt has jurisdictlen

Tou may wish to regueo+ ¢he Unlted States Attorney to

ascextain if plaiptiif's attorney da interested 4dn &
voluntary dismissal wit noat preiudice, fn order %o evold
unnecessary 1lticatdon, If thig couvrse of actlon does . -
not wrove viable, a motlon to dlsmiss, ar in ths
alternative, for swmary j3udgement, supported by &n
affidavit, would be appropriata.

Please keap us advised of all pertinsnt
davelopmonts In thiszs matter, and zurnish s coplaes of

all Gocumsnts filed with ¢he couwrt, This case {35 beling
_handled by Spoclal Agent Parle Thomag Blate of sar

Iegal Counsel Divwizion, and you may contact hlm &t
175-4522 for any further information and or agsistuncas.

Enclosuras {8)

‘1 -~ united Btates Attorney {Enclosures = 4}

District of Colurbia

NOTE: By letter of 4/15/75, plaintiff's attorney,
James H. Lesar, reqguested certain material
{(primarily photographs and results of labora-
tory tests) concerning the Martin Luther
Fing, Jr., assassination.  The reguest was -
denied pursuant to the b(7) (A) exemption of
the FOIA (interference with enforcement
proceedings) inasmuch as James Earl Ray has
an appeal pending in U.S. Circuit Court.
Despite the objections interpocsed by the
Department's Civil Rights Division and the
FBI, the Depuby Attorney General, upon Lesar's
appeal, decided to overrule our denial ang
furnish him all information he had reguested,
thereby in effect renﬁerlng moot the present
litigation. Of interest is the fact that a
3/25/75 newspaper article identified James Lesar
of Washincton, D.C. as one of the ¢thres
attorneys who are handling - ‘Ray's appeal.
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