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Azsoc. Dw. . within tae _— of plaintiff 8 request; - 
cee ies 177-(&#- 
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pore plaintiff’s attorney dated December 1, 1975, modifying 

  

  

   

  

As@eistant Attorney General 
Civil Division  Decerber 19, 1375 

“Attn: R, BE. Greenspan 

  

      

1 - Mr. Cochran ® 

_ oe ‘lo- Mr. Gallagher 
_* Attn: Mr. Lawn 

HAROLD WEISBERG v. - + = Mr» Nebermott 
OU. 8. DEPARTMENT _OP_ JUSTICE , Sos ht, Wepemus 

1 - Mr. Moore 
(0-5.D.C., DsCo) Attn: Mr. Gunn ¥. 3! ° ° 4 CIVIL ACTION HO, 75-1996 1 - dr, Mines 

: me ~~ 1 - Mr. Blake  ~° 

Refere is mage to your memoran¢um Gated 
December 8, 1875, your reference RECGreenspantwr 145-12-2521, 
which enclosed a copy of the complaint filed fin captioned 
matter and Peqeested a Litigation report. 

Enclosed for your information and assistanca - 
are two copies each of the following, which with ths 
axception of the exhibits attached to the above-mentioned 
complaint (which are not enclosed), comprise all corre- 
spondence in our possession concerning eaptioned mattare 

€1} HBemorandum From the Staff Assistant to the 
Deputy Attorney General to our Freedom of Information Act 
nit Gated April 18, 1975, seferring plaintiff's Freeijor of 
nformation Act request to the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
ation (FBI); 

  

£2) Letter free me to plaintiff's attorney 
gated Sune 27, 1975, denying plaintiff's request on the 
rounds that release of the material plaintiff soucht 
could have a harmful effect on the government's position 
ncerning Jarmes Earl Ray’s pending jodiclal appeal; 

ro
) 

a 

€3) Letter from the Deputy Attorney General 

iy Genial to the extent of granting access to all material “i 
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“Civil Division 
Aseistant Attorney General 

e 

a e x 

Eisted belov, and nurnbered to correspond to ths . 
allegations in the complaint, are our suggested AnHweZrB 
to these allegations as they apply to the FBI: 

me) Conclusion of law and not an allegation 
ef Zact fox which an aniver is reculred, but insofar 23 
an anSwer say be 

(2) 

be doemed required, dery. _ - 

Defendant lacks {nformation and novledge 
aufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falaity 
ef this allegation. 

(3) Bdmit.s 

  

Peny (4) 3 
plaintiff's Exhibit 
referred for a full 
thereof. 

- €5) Deny 
plaintig£’s Bxhibst 
geferred for a full 
thereof. 

{6} Beny 
plaintiff's Exhibit 
#aferred Zor a Full 
thereof, 

(7) Deny 
plaintiffg’s Exhibit 
referred for a Foll 
thereof, 

(8) Deny 
plaintiff's Exhibit 
geferrec For a Full 
thereof, 

except to adnit authenticity ‘of 
A, to which the court is respectfully 
and complete statement ef the contents. 

except.to a&rlt authenticity: et : 
B, to which the conrt is reneckfaviy 
and complete shatenent ef the contents 

except to admit authenticity of 
€, to which the court is respectfrlily 
and coeplete statement of the contents 

except to admit authenticity of ; 
B, to waieh the court Is respect?ally 
and complete statement of the contents ~ 

except to adult authenticity of 
BZ, to whieh the eourt {is sespectfelly 
and eomplete statexeant of the eontents __ 

  
t3) -Penye L -= : . rot 4° = Sas ¢ =: 

Sines, pursuent to the Bepaty Attorney General’s -, . Ba 

letter of December 1, 1975, ané sy Rette x of Decenber 2e 
1375, plaintLfé haz been furnished all material which he 
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» Civil Division» - ae 

Bequested, his complaint now Falla to state a claim eF ss: 

Assistant Attorney General oD 

a@ justiclabla issue over which the court has Jurisdiction, 
You may ish to request the United Statez Attorney te 
ascertain 4f plaintiff's attorney ia interested in a 
woluntary dismissal withont prejudice, in oréer to evold 
unnecessary litication. If this course of action does. - 
not prove viable, a motion to dismiss, ar in the 
alternative, for summary Judgement, supported by an 
affidavit, would be appropriate. 

Please keep us advised of all pert{nent 
éevelopments in this matter, and furmish us copies ef» 
‘ell documents filed with the court. This ease is being 
handled by Speclal Agent Parle Thomas Blake of ear 
Legal Counsel Division, and you may contact hie at 
175-4522 £or any further information and or assistance. 

Enclosures (8) 

2 + United States Attorney (Enclosures - 4) 
District of Columbia 

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 
King, Jr., assassination. The reguest was - 
Genied 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 interposed by the 
Department's Civil Rights Division and the 
FBI, the Deputy Attorney General, upon Lesar's 
appeal, decided to overrule our Genial and 
furnish him all information he had reguested, 
thereby in effect rendering moot the present litigation. Of interest is the fact that a Se . 3/25/75 newspaper article identified James Lesar « .. of Washington, D.C. as one of the three . attorneys who. are handling Ray's appeal. 

     


