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-7 1l - Mr., Cochran ‘
. Attn: Mr. Kilwy
-é;- Mr. Decker
Attn: Mr. Lenehan
Attn: Mr, Schwel khardt
1 - Mr, Mintz
1 - Mr. Blakxe

Datse: Roverber 22, 187¢ . : -5;
TO: Orited States Attornoy

District of Colurbils

Attention: 2zsistant Urnited States Attorney
John R, Dugan

From: Asslistant Tlirector - Legal Coungal
Federal Burzaun of Investigation

Bubiects HAROLD WRISRERG v. UNHIT
or JusTicn, {(U.5.0.C.,
CIVIL ACTION 30, 75~169
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Pursuzant to the Roverher 1%, 197£, telaghore
conversation of Aszslstant United Etatag Attorrey {(2Ur52
John R. Duran and sSpeclal Agent {(SA) Parle Thomazs Elare
of our Iegzl Counszel Diviaion, enclozed herewlth are
twe  cts ©f conles of docwwents, one of which I8 to be
furnished by ¥r, Dugan to plaintiff in cormlianca with
piaintiff’s request for the "three boxez of {ndices”
reforred to in an Gotoler 22, 1348, letter from the
District Attrorney Geraral, She :1by County, Tennessss,
to the Deputy Asgsisgtant A;to ey General of the United
Btates Department of Justice Civil Rights Division
ipl LntiLf B xhibl: ¥),

Two boves of absiracts park valy,
*indaez Lo J““ﬂs Tarl Ray File, Patsy ,
of 2, were yecently locatel by a repre

©0f he F»I, aftpx an ex*b“sive ccarch in resr
plaA”tiX"ﬁ reguest, in possessicon of the Uri
Department of Justice Civil nlﬁh 8 Divizlon,
aratracts contalin brie? decoriptions of ftens
evilenca and/or the cortenta of oricinal docure
dealing with tha ¥4I investigation into tha azs
of Dr. Hartin Lurther Xing, Jr. {abbreviated
in P11 docurants)., Fach abhsivact is hesded b
.o mane of an individuzl or the descriviien of an iten of -
evidence and, since there s an alphabetical and e e
e .. geographical breakdown ~ as well 25 & nuw=rical brealke - :
- down regarding the “evidence® ahgtracts - there is B
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District of Colunmbis A : :~1

United States Attormey

4considﬂruAle duplication., Fowever, every one 0f the

approximately 4500 sbhstracts, no matter how many
times 1t appears in the boves, is being furrnished
herewith, with the exception of “uo or three which,
after deletions (further exnlalined below) were male,

-would be arsolutely meaninoless,

Alt >ugh thase sbstracts vere apparently
repared elcght y¢ars ago. by FPBI clerical personnel
sslstance of the >epartrent of Justice,

State Prosccutors and the FBI in having
access to a swizarfizatlion of the baslce

tion condacted, we cannot attest to thelr
v or completencss since the abstiracts have !
not teen in the gole possession of the FOI through-
out their exlstence. '
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Hecessary exclslons from these shstracts
were made pursuant to exemptions (b)) {7} (C) and
(LY {7} (D) ©of the Preedom of Information Act {(FOIA}),
In rany cases, 1t is not possible to tell from the.
very lirfited infoxrmation containad In the abstract

‘whether tha releage o0f a name would be an unwvarranted

Invasion of personal privacy or would i{dentify a

corfidential ource. In thesge Instances =z coldowvatiVﬁ

approach had o be utilized n excising the nancs and

icdentifiable information., A fuller release can bea

px“ﬂctei when the documents from which the ebstractis
re drawn are processed, Only from the original

documents wh: h contaln, for exarple, the cU‘plc“'

interview of the polentlal witness can {& b=

deterrined whether the Information falls within

the (b)Y (7} (C) or (B} (7) (D) ex=snptionz, In many

cases 1% can then be ascertained that the nmaterlal

is already public xnowlelge or 13 not of smuch a

personal nature that 1t cannot be roleazed, ALl

individuals' narmes and information furnished by these .- - . .
individuals were left in the abstracts where {t de 7 -0 7.
kncwm to be public knowledge. L el
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Urniteld States ttorney
Disgtrict of Colurhiy

I» further explanation as to how thosa
ahstracts were precessed and to erplalin what is
reant by & oonpc~v~ti»a APEroACh w\ich can lesd to
B wore conplets release upen exzzinatlion of the
oricinal docurents, the fellowing exarple is
urnishel

In the typleal abstract whled hypot etically
araten, ‘Jonn grlith fernlished inforrmstlon concsynling

Jsne Doe,” the mbstract recelved by plaintlff after
we procossed 1t would: rr&“, ® __ furnished Infor-
- pation concernlng -

o]

& b

I% at this tioce, plalntiff recelveld the :
nareg Jehn Srith and Jane Doe, wpon gubscgusant
exarination of ¢the oricinal docur=ent from which the

"aratract wag drawn, any personal inforratlion concerning
eithser Brlth or Dos would have to ro withhald pursuani

to exempticon (DY (7Y (CY. By withheldlng Srdth and

Doe's Ldentity Initlally, uven review of the oriclnal

docwent a wore complete ralicade can be wale, as the
person3l Inforvation, no matter how sensitive, about
these indlviduals could be released 25 long as thelyr
icentity is rot ¥ynown. If the inforvatlon contalned
ir the original docwent Ls not of & highly personal .
nature, both the idertities of the_i“uiVidu&IS and
the inforwatlon about then can be relaased.

The samo exarple applies for confidential
scdurces. If Jobn Srith's nawe s initially releessld
in the abstracts and voon review of ths orinf al
docurant 4t 4 deterndnsd he 1z & confilentlial BEOUYCE,

then any inforwation be furnlshed would have to ba
withheld pureuant to.exernption (Y ({7} {D). Xowever,
by withholdding Snith’s naxe Inltially, wihen the
o*jginal docurant 4s processed all dnforsation wilch
woul? not tend to Ldnntify Seith can be released.

concerning vhleh the Court has ruled the attached
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‘Pla ~tiff's FOIA recuest of Anril 15, 1475,
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abatracts are ralevant and thus Buijct to &iscovar f
directed trﬁaff the aﬁe@bacy of the PRI’s Iesponse
to the requesi, asheld only for cerialin 1idtel aspects
- @af the XL RAI3 investicatlion, prisarily reeulis of .
laboratory sxarinations and photocraphs. The adstracts - - -
attached hereto, hovever, cover &1l facets of ¢he -
FURVIN dnvestication; in the interest of f£qll disclosure -~ -
-~ - anf to bring thig 28tication to its loglcal concluslon, 77 7
811 arsiracts are belng furnisheld recardless of whether - -
cr pot they relate to plalntiff’s Apri; 15 regusst,
For the saxe reasons,; the FAY 1s wvalving ald} - - -
applicable saarch and reproluctlon feez for those
abstracts which do pot relate to the sudlect matter .
of plaintiff' FOIA regoesnts, . 7
s
Az  lso dircusaed by Mr, Dngan and 85X Birxe,.
we will prepavre an affilavit jusLi’yinc in ¢greaterx

(R

dotall the dJdeletiona mals from these abstracts &€ ‘  ) - o
this bocores  scessary in the future courze of this . :
1itsigation, | - I
Enclosures § ) - - -

1 - Assistant Xttormey Ganeral (?nc ) Mq'ku‘;_{b‘_> e )

Civil pivislion . 2
Attni  Lynne Busnan © 0T T
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