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JAMES H. LESAR, 

Plaintiff, 

UNJTED STATES D[STR!CT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

v. Civil Action No. 77-0692 

U. 5. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

1Jcfent.la11t 

AFFIDAVIT OF H/IRQLD WEISBERG 

My narne i s Harold ~/ei s berg. I reside at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland. 

1. My prior experiences include those of investigative reporter, Senate 

investigator a11d intelli9e11ce analyst. 

2. Fr-o111 L11e 1.i 11u,• of Lile ass c1~~i11cJL"io11 of President Kennedy, I have been 

engaged in researclli119, invest ·iyating, lffiting about and publishing books relating 

to the as sassinat iu11 s of President Kennedy and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr . My work 

i s not, as is 111ost of the v1urk fo the field, of the genre of detective-story fiction. 

It is a11 i11 - dcpth study of the functioning and nonfunctioning of the basic institu-

tio11s of our ~uciety. 
:J 

l regur·t.1 Ll1 e assassination of a president as the most subversive ~ 

of cri111es in a repre s e11tative soc iety. l have come to believe that in these times 

of great slre~s uur basic i nstitutions failed and that these failures, in turn, 

present a yreat threat to free and representative society. 

3. The pursuit of 111y endeavors had l ed to much personal expedence with the 

Freedom of 111run11<.1tiu11 /le t, with efforts by various government agencies to subvert 

and circu111vt>nt i L 0110 to an understanding of the various devices by ~,hich these ends 

are sought and ~0111 e ti111es accompli s hed, devices now almost stereotyped. 

4. Mr. J,1111es II. Lesar, the plaintiff in this instant cause, is my friend, 

associate <lllcl coun se l in FOi/i cases. He represent s me in C.A. 75 - 1996, a case in 

which I s eek fro 111 a 11 the various components of the Department of Justice, including 

the Fil!, inforrnatiun relating to the assassination of Dr . King. 

5. I hav e µer sonal knm1ledge of this ins tant cause becau se it is an outgrowth 

of nry C./1. 75- 1'!96 . r llel i e ved Lho t 111y reques t included all official reinvest igations 

of the Flll ' s Kiny inv est i<jc1tio 11 s . l•/h en tha t court held othen-1i se , I was not ~,ell. j 

l wa s more l i uri Led in villa t J cou l d do than I had been. Mr. Lesar therefore filed 

-- -
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C. A. 77 -0692 in hi s 01~n name , t o r·e li eve th e burden on me . HO\~ever, he provides me 

with the o ri g in a l s of all th e rec ord s he r ece ives. I provide him with copies and I 

am depos i t in0 t he ori gin a l s in t he arc hi ve t hat has been es t abli s hed fo r my r ecords 

Oth e r sources of my person&l knowledge } 

I 
at th e Univers i ty of Wi scon s in-St evens Poin t . 

include as de f ense inv es tigator in the ca se of Ray v . Rose in federal district court -

I co 11ducted the inves tigations that led to the succes s of the i in Memphi s , Tenn essee . 

habea s corpus effo rt and the inves tigation on which the two weeks of evidentiary 

heal'ing in October 1974 ~, e r e ba s ed . I pa rti c ipated in all discovery in that case 

jointly with Mr. Lesa r. 

6. Th e .length and detail of thi s affidavit reflect my concern over 1~hat I 

regard as con t inuing a nd de libera t e e ffort s in certain FOIA matters by the Justice · 

Department and by t he Fl3 I that endanger th e C:onst i tuti ona l independence and integrity 

of the judiciary . 

7 . [11 Lil e s ubj ec t 111atter that i s be fore this Court, I have what the 

Depilrt111e11t desc ribes d S "unique" ex pe rt.i se. I have had pers onal experiences and have 

perfor111ed 1·1ork that 1 be ! ieve are duµl icated by no other person. Explication of tlTis 

follo~1 s throughout this affid avit. ~Jhile I am a~1are that lengthy document s are not 

9 

preferred a nd th at t hey do r equir e time for r eading and comprehe nding, it is not my i 
intenti on to t a ke th e t in1e of thi s Court needl ess ly . am a s ubj ect expert, not a 

~} 
la1~y e r . I draw 011 conside ra bl e pe r s ona l FOIi\ experience. My purpose is to inform ~ 

the Court to th e best of 111y a bili ty . As bes t a nonlawyer can, I s eek to res trict 

mys elf to 1~hat is ye n11 a 11 e amJ what I be li eve I s hould provide the Court for its 

unders t a nding a nd fur it s protection . 

fL li a v, : r ead tl1 e Ll epart111e11t of Ju s ti ce' s Motion for Summary Judgment 

(Moti on) , its Re ply Me111orii11du111 in Support of [ts Mot ion for Summary Judgment 

(Me111orandu111 ) and th e at tac l1111 ents to both. Th e Motion, the Memorandum and their 

a ttac hments are ent irel y consis t ent with 111y long experi ence with th e Department and 

the F[J/ · in FOi/\ reyu e~ t s c1nd litigation. 

'J . ·1he Flll is t he t oil th a t 1,ag~ th e Department dog. Government lawyers 

re presen t t o courts what Lhe FB I wa nts r epresented, regardles s of truth or falsehood . 

10 . Gove n 1111e 11t l a~1yers r egul a rly accept a nd fil e nonfirs t - pers on affidavits 

kn01·1ing ~1ell t11al tlio~e of first-perso n kno~il edg e a r e a va ilabl e. Thi s enables the 

filing of 111 isleadi ng , often un t ru th ful, a ff i dav its. (A cor11non form is illustrated 

in th i s i nsta nt cause by Si\ Horace P. Beck1·Ji t h. He at t ests t ha t " I caused a s earch i 
t o be made , " i n s ubstitu t i on for the aff i davit of th e FBI SA who could affi rm, "I 

.,, 
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personally conducted the search.") 

11 . \·/ ithin my personal experience government counsel have made deliberate 

mi srepresentations to courts to acceompli sh the withholding of information the FBI 

wants to withhold. 

12 . In one case (C.A . 230 1-70) government counsel stated to that court that 

the Attorney General had mad e a find i ng that what I sought was against t he "public 

interest. " This excuse for withholding public information 1,as specifi cally 

prohibited in th e l eg istlative hi s tory of the Freedom of Infonnation Act. Besides, 

the Attorney General had done no such thing. 

13 . That sa111e year (in CJ\ . 718-70) a Civil Division lawyer filed an 

affidavit in which he swore that he persona ll y had provided a record that, in fact, 

he personally had refused to provide . That record was mailed days later, with a 

covering 1 etter. 

~ 
~ 
" ~ 
;j 
?. 
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14. 
~ 

In C.f\. 75-1996 , ~,hich is for records relating to the King assassination, i 
r ecently prep,ll'cd an affi cl.iv it address i 119 s uch practices in it. 

mean what I believe exceeds proper bou nds of vig orous advocacy. 

15 . . In C.A. 75- 1996 the Department 1,a s faced with the consequences of two 

and a half year·s of it s own anti FIJI stonewalling and unjustifiable withholdings from 

many thous ands of palJeS and with 11011compl ia11cc comi ng from several Departmental 

substitutions for 111y actua l request. The Civil Divi s.ion then contrived a situation 

in 1,hich [ a111 forced to be its consultant - in my case against the Department. 

Civil Divi s iun represent ed what i s not true, that it required my expertise and 

The 

"unique" subject 111atter knowledg e to stop the "games" the FBI ~,as playing . In the 

s ix month s that follow ed, the Civil Divi s ion did not respond to a s ingle communication 

from ,11e , did not c:o111pe·1 the Fill or any other co111ponent to produce a sing le withheld 

record and die! not replace a s inyl e one of the thousands of pages of records from 

which there were unjus tifiable 1,i tl1holdings . In fac t, for these s i x months I was 

unabl e to l ea rn anything about th i s consultancy, even how much or wh en I would be 

paid . also have not had the repayment of the nominal expenses I incurred at t he 

outset . \·Jhile I 1•1us pr·ovicli11g the Civil Divi s ion 1·1ith regular progress reports, it 

was representing to that court that it was unaware of whether or not I was proceeding 

1,i th the co ns ul ta11cy. 

16. Two Civil Divi s io11 l awyers testified before the Senate SubcoITT11ittee on 

Admini strat ive Procedures and Practices on October 6, 1977. Faced with questions 

~ 
i 

about nonco111pl iance 1,i th so1 11 e 25 of my requests, some about a decade old, these lawyers ·:; 
=·! 
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tes tifi ed t o t he Senat e t hat they were doing something about that matter. On 

% January 16 of thi s yea r, in C. /\. 77-2155, the Civil Divi s ion assured thi s Court that, ,,, 

a l t hou gh as of t hen I s t ill had not been prov ided with the informa t ion sough t in 

any one of those reques t s , th ey were then acco111plishing compliance with the second 

of the FBI' s relea ses of records relating to the assassination of President Kennedy . 

That wa s a fal se r epres entation. It was not possible to comply with those requests 

by giving me th e second of thes e releases. 

17 . As printed by the Senate, thi s October 6 testimony states that the ; 

Divi s ion' s Deputy Chief had 111et with 111e to work matters out. In fact, we did not i 
meet for another month after thi s testimony, not until November 11. Those matters 

still have not been worked out. I am still unsuccessful in obtaining public 

infonnation reques ted a decade ago. I still do not have copies of records that were 

provided to later reques ters . United States Senators interested in the Act wi l l be 

deceived and 111i s lead by this tes timony which cl ear ly was edited to make it mis l eading 

after it \v<l S g i ve11 . 

18. l•lithin my experi ence government counsel have gone to my counsel's home' 

the night before a court appea rance, handed him several hundred pages of uncollated 

techn i ca 1 data that I had not reques ted, and then represented to that court that I ! 
was ungrateful because I had been provided so many pages and I still was not satisfied. l_:_:_._;_(_:,:. 

It i s as a result of such pr<l c tices tha t thi s case (C.A. 75-226, formerly C.A. 2301- -. 

70) i s nmv eigh t year s old and i s before the appeals court for the fourth time. 
f: 

19 . I was before thi s Court in C.A . 2569 - 70 . On the government's assurance 

that it would ta ke ce r ta in photographs of Pres ident Kennedy' s clothing for me, this 
i! 

Court dis 111i ssed tha t case . Th e govern111ent gave this Court fal se assurances . It I 
had not infor111ed thi s Court that it had des troyed some of the evidence I sought in 

C.A. 2569-70 and thus could riot photograph it. In addition, it changed controlling 

National Archives regulations _aft er r epresenting falsely to this Court what ~,as 

required by the then exi s ting r eyulations . The ex pos t facto change made the 

regulations co11 s i , Le11t 1vith Lil e fal se r epresentations to thi s Court . 

20. Th ese are not a ll-inclus ive illust rations. There are numerous · other 

such illustra ti ons. 

21 . I beli eve I am unique in th e knm·il edg e I have acquired in these cases 

and in the ex pert is·e cr edit ed t o 111 e by th e De partment of Justi ce . 

22 . In C. /\ . 75-226, 1v l1i cl1 i s the f irst case fil ed und er th e Amended Act , 
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I seek the evidence I sought in C.A. 2301-70, which is the case cited by the Senate 

as requiring the amending of the investigatory files exemption of the Act. 

n. 111 C./\. 7S-c2fi tJuvern111e11t counsel 111i s n•presented to that court with 

cons ·istency. The Depart111ent also filed a series of false affidavits. In one 

instance, an FBI agent s1·1ore that certain tests the results of which I seek had been 

perfo n11ed and that they had i!£J1 been perfonned. Another then retired FBI SA tes ti -

fied to still a third version. 

24 . When l provided affidavits to that court establishing the infidelity 

of the Fl3I's affir111ations, the government made this response: 

In a sense plaintiff could make such claims ad infinitu111 since he is 
perhaps more fatni 1 i ar 1vith even ts surrounding the i nves ti gati on of President 
Kennedy's assassination than anyone n01v e111ployed by the FBI. 

25. The Civil Division has besto~1ed similar- credentials upon me in my 

C./\. 75-1996, as stated above in Paragraph 15. It represented to that court that 

I am essential to compliance because I am possessed of unique knowledge and could 

perfon11 services· the Civil Division couTd not obtain from the FBI. As a result I 

have been the Depa rt111ent' s consultant s i nee November 21 , 1977. 

26. In this affidavit I draw upon the personal knowledge of fact relating 

to the crimes, the official investigations of -these crimes and records of these 

investigations and upon a decade of personal FOIi\ exper~ences . 

27. Records relating to political assassinations appear to be special FOIA 

cases to the government. In all 111y many cases there is not one in which there has 

not been false official representation. It is commonplace for the agencies involved 

in the investigations to deny the existence of records I seek. The t1vo recent 

examples of this ca111e to my attention on May 25 and 26. One, before this Court, is I 
the case in which Michael Levy is the plaintiff. My knowledge of the Levy case is 

limited to what was reported of what transpired in court on May 24. 

28. My prior requests for the records Mr. Levy seeks a re without comp 1 i ance 

by the Secret Serv ice, the F131 and the CI/\. These requests go back more than a 

half-dozen years. 

29 . was assured by the Secret Service that it would provide me all the 

infon~tion it had relating to the assassination of President Kennedy by deposit in 

· the National Archives. 13ased on this assurance, I filed no FOIA suit against the 

Secret Service. 

30. My requests of the CIA includ e every record of any form or source 

- -



i'i 

I 
-6-

f,~ 

~ 
re lating to the assassi nation of President Ke nnedy. 0 There has been littl e compliance. ~ 

I have not received the records Mr. Levy seeks. (In all cases, going back to early 

1971, tile C[/\ h,t '. i rtti led to co111ply.) 

31. In C.A. 75-2155 this Court was assured by the Civil Divi sion that 

providing me with FBI records that were to be released two days later would comply 

,1ith some 25 requests I had made of the FBI. It i s not poss ible to comply with my 
li 

requests fro111 those r ecords. for example, s ince January I have received only five ~ 

photographs of President Kennedy ' s clothing - photographs I stated I did not want ] 

substituted for photographs I stated I do want. There has been no other FBI 

"compliance" except as will be deta iled below relating to "compliance" with regard 

to Yuri ·No senko . 

32. It i s my ex perience that there is no compliance until suit is filed. 

It is my experience that once suit is filed the government still seeks to avoid 

complaince, particularly with subj ec t experts like Mr. Lesar and me. 

33. The second exa1uµ 1 e ref erred to in Paragraph 27 i s for records that were I 
provided to another requester, records I asked for in C.A . 75- 1996. When these 

records were provided to Morton Halperin and the Center for National Security Studies, ~ 

they received extensive attention . Of all the records included in that request, 

these alone received any pres s attention of which I know. These are records from j 
former Director Hoov er ' s files. 

FBI searched Director Hoover' s files and provided copies to Mr . Halperin, it did not 

provide me with copies . 

34. These and other s i1nilar records remain withheld from me even after their I 
1975 use by the Senate Se l ect Co11u11it tee on Intelligence agencies (Church committee). 

It is I 1~ho informed the \·Ja sh i ri_g ton Post t hat the only records of those re 1 eased to 

Mr. Halperin about which it asked me and about which it reported were in the record 

of the Ch urch co111111ittee . (Story attached as Exhibit 1.) 

35 . For 111ore than a decade these di sc riminatory practices have been hurtful 

to me and the vmrk I seek to do. They al so limit the services I can render the pres s. 

36. In tliis Halperin case I believe that the practice results in "ne~,s 

manag ement" and in the killing of major-media interes t in other important records 

within those re l eilsed. Repetition of what had already appeared in the press did not 

res ul t in any new expos ure of FBI mi sdeeds . believe that th i s accounts for 

viithholdings from experts like Mr . Lesar and 111e. 

j 
~~ :, 
~~ 

--. J 

, . .,.,.,.._ "'r-~~-=n--r-· c-~~-~.,.---~-----=·~~~-==-•=-=·=- ~-~-.=n~mrr•~~ 



-7-

37. Another mean s by 1·1hich the Department circumvents or frustrates the 

Act and seeks to misuse the courts to deny public info r mation i s to file false or 

111isleaclinu uffid,tvils anti tltcn for yoveri1111e11t counsel to extend 1vliat these affidavits 

can be interpreted as meaning. Examp l es in the instant cause relate to the (b)(l) 

and (b)(7) exempt i ons. 

38. In not one of the Department's affidavits in the instant cause is there 

an unequivocal affirn,at ion that the withheld information is not public domain. In 

not one of the affidavits i s tltere an unequivocal affirmation that the affiant even 

· knows what is public domain. In fact, the public domain is withheld. 

39. Instead of s uch an unequivocal statement, that what is withheld is not 

in the public domain, there is the evasion of the affidavit of James P. Turner. It 

states no more titan that the information "i s not known to be within the public domain . " ~ 
Mr. Turner does noi state this of his own knowledge. He does not state whose 

knov1ledge he believes i t is or upon v1hich he dra1vs. That the Office of Professional 

Responsibility (Ol'R) Tdsk force personnel sJJi have such knov1ledge is withheld from 

the Court. One proof of this knov1ledge, its bibliography, is attached as Exhibit 2. 

40. This bibliography discloses the use of public sources. it also 

discloses the avoidance of important public sources. One i s the record and report 

of the Church committee. Another i s my book, FRAME··UP, the only substantive work 

not in accorcl 1vith the official exp lanation and "so lution" of the King assassination. 

Another a nd an important one i s the transcripts of the tlvo weeks of evidentiary 

hearing in -~_:_J3_g~ in federal district court in Memphis during October 1974. 

(If the Department clid not have these transcripts, they are 1vith the clerk of the 

court. have cop i es and would have provided them, as I did to the House Se lect 

Committee on As s assinations even though I oppose it.) 

41. Other OPR knowledge of the public domain that i s circumvented in this 

insta nt cause i s reflected on pages 12 and 13 of the OPR report, attached as Exhibit 

3. Sources cited in Exhibit 3 clid make public what the Department withholds in this 

instant cause. 

42. Another means by which the Department seeks to mi s lead and mi s inform 

this Court by affidavits is by provicling affidavits executed by those who do not 

have first-p e r s on knm·1ledge instead of providing affidavits by those who do have 

first-person knov1l edge. Thi s i s s tandard Departmental practice in my FOIA cases. An 

example in thi s instant caus e i s the affidavit of FBI SA Horace P. Beckwith . It is 

not a first-p e r s on a ffidav i t. That it i s fal s e, mislead in g and factually incorrect 

-

0 

z 
1 
}1 
rr, 
~~ 
'-2 
i~ 
o, 
~ 

~ 
f!, 
:;: 

~ 
;J 
·;i 

:0 

- .,, 
~:·;,-:;;;r.-,-.-.;;:-:>~~~ ,...-:':'"0. 



-8-

is addressed below. 

43. I\ variation on the practices reported in the inlllediately preceding 

p~ragr~phs is represented by the affidavit of Shelby County (Memphi s ) District 

Attorney General Hugh M. Stanton, Jr. In Mr. Stanton's affidavit he and the 

Department withhold any account of his unu s ual personal involvements in the King 

assassination case and hi s personal knowledge that some of the information withheld 

is in the public do111ain. In later paragraphs of this affidavit I state personal 

knowledge of these involvements, in addition to 1,hat I state in Paragraph 31 of my 

affidavit of May 22, 1978. 

44. Affidavits not based on personal knowledge are used to justify the 

v1ithholding of the public domain. This wi"thholding of the public domain extends into 

the uses of exemptions (b)(l) and (b)(7) . As best I can determine because of the 

nature and extent of the withholdings I believe the most extensive withholding of 

the public domain is by use of the privacy claim. The Department states its with 

holding under the privacy exe1r,ption i s neces sary "because [its] disclosure could 

cause serious da111age to valued reputations or at the very least could lead to 

embarrassment or other personal di scomfort. " Nothing could be more opposed to my 

extensive FO!A/PA experience with the Department and the FBI, including in C.A. 

75-1996, for record s related to the King assassination. 

45. De part111ental and FBI uses of the privacy exemption are consistently 

inconsistent when not downright ludicrous, or, 1•1ith the FBI, the playing of dirty 

political gume s . The right to privacy i s a proper concern - if there is privacy to 

protect . The record of the FBI is of not protecting the privacy of those it does 

not like, not even from its ovm fabrications. It uses privacy claims to make v1ork, 

to harass, to infla te statistics relating to the costs of FOIA requests and to 

withhold what is qot within the exemptions. With regard to the King assassination 

investigat ion and the records generated by its own campaign against Dr . King, the 

withholding of what i s well known to be within the public domain is commonplace. 

It exist s in this instant ca use . So determined is the FBI to misuse this exemption 

that in C. /\ . 75-1996 it refused a co nso lidated index of the books on the assassination i 
~J 

of Dr. King to be able to continue to withhold the public domain. At no point in ;j 

the process ing of so111ething · 1 ik e 50,000 pages did it stop withholding public 

knowl edge. 

46. With regard to King assassination records the FBI withholds from me · 

under claim of privacy what i s public in all the books on the subject. Virtually 
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there was extensive FBI investigation to label this white minister as "red." 
Hi s name is not withheld . 

I. Because a bl ack Memph i s mini ster 1~as a community l eader in support of 
the sa nitation strike and of efforts to improve the entire Memphis community 
by creat in <J new emp l oyment and ed ucat ional opportunities, he became t he subject 
of extensive Flll investiyation. \vhen he was reported to be planning to attend 
a religious peace meeting in Prague, he was label ed "red . " There was widespread 
distribution of these and other s imilar records . 

51. The extent of the FBI's domestic intelligence act iviti es in Memphis 

is incredible, as is its disclosure of personal information and mi s information about 

count l ess pr ivate 111atters, including personal and political assoc i ations and beliefs. 

Where these people held vi ews or eng aged in act ivities not approved by the FBI, 

there was no privacy concern, no withholding of names, often with addresses, and 

there was widespread di stribution. 

52 . Th e FBI's concern for the privacy rights of those it does not like is 

so great that when I sought to obtain all its records relating to me (and the request I 
wa s more than t~,o years old) in order to be ab l e to file a correcting statement, the I 
FBI refused to respond to my letters . Mr. Lesar also received no response. The FBI ~ 

then released false and defamatory reco.rds, with some overt fabrications by the 

FBIHQ. 

53. One such illustrat ion i s the total fabrication that my wife and I 

celebrated the Russian Revolution every year . As best my wife and I can figure out 

what wa s corrupted into the deliberate defamation, it wa s a r eligious outing after ; 

the Je1~ish hi gh holidays. (These do not co incide with the time of the Rus s ian 

Revolution.) Rather t han reds" our guests were ~Jashington area Jewi sh military 

servi ce perso nn el and their families. Wh en my first book crit ical of the official 

investigat ion of t he assass inat ion of President Kennedy wa s attracting attention 

and the White Hou se became interested, t hi s i s included in the defamations the FBI 

gave Pres ident Johnson . 

54. Another illustration i s a de liberate FBIHQ fabr i cation of nine years 

ago, cl early designed to hide from the Justice Department what subsequently became 

known of the viol ence the FBI precipitated as part of i ts "Cointelpro" act iviti es. 

55. J . B. Stoner, who prides himsel f on being a racist and an ant~-Semite, 

to ld me of the disc losure to him of the fact t hat severa l men identified as FBI 

operatives had sought to ent i ce him into acts of racial viol ence . Nine years ago 

this might we ll not have been believed in the Department. Since then, including 

from Congressional invest igations and from informat ion requests, these FBI practices 
about 

have become well known. The FBI li ed/a nd defamed me to continue to hide ·f,om the 

'-~ 
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the Depa_rtment its inspiration of violence and other criminal acts. In fact, when 

the Internal Security Division reported what had told it to the FBI, the FBI top 

brass then created false records in 1,hich it is represented that I, a Jew, was 

conspiring to defame the FBI with a man whose belief is that the only thing wrong 

with niggers is Jews. 

56 . Other FBI records relating to me range from careful distortions to 

outright falsehood. 

57 . The FBI also does not like Bernard Fensterwald. Mr. Fensterwald and 

had been part of the £.!:Q_bono Ray defense. Mr. Fens terwa l d al so had been chief 

counsel for the Senate committee that investigated FBI wiretapping activities when 

its chairman ~,as the late Senator Ed11ard Long of Missouri. Mr . Fensterwald organized 

a group called the Committee to Inve,1:igate Assassinations (CTIA). When Mr. 

Fensten1ald became chief counsel to James Earl Ray and the Memphis prosecution asked 

the FBI for infonnation about him, the Fill made a "name check" and provided nasty 

records as it also did with me. 

58. Political slurs on the wealthy Fensten·1ald family, including his mother 

and sister, are included in FBI records. The FBI characterizations of Mr. Fensterwald 

as "untrustworthy and unscrupulous" are not withheld. (Exhibit 4) 

59. A critic of the FBI and of the Warren Commission who also criticized the 

FBI's ~mrk on the King as sassination was photographed in sexual activity. The FBI 

has made extensive use of these photographs. The public press reported several years 

ago that the son of former Warren CoITTnissioner Hale Boggs still has copies of those I 
photographs given to his father by the FBI. They have been described to me by 

newspaper reporters and by others , including an assistant district attorney. Copies 

were given to the Clay Shaw defense when he was under indictment in Louisiana . 

60. The FBI did not like Marina Oswald. When her husband was killed, she at 

first refused to see the FBI. After the Secret Service, to which she spoke freely, 

persuaded her to be interviewed by the FBI, she wa s critical of the FBI before the 

Warren Commis s ion. She accused the Fill of pressuring her. The former Mrs. Oswald is 

remarried . She has three children. Her t1·10 girls are teenagers . What Mr. Metcalfe 

describes as the FBI' s great conce rn for privacy and for not releas ing what can cause 

;J 
;j_ 

harm or embarra ssment is illustrated in the FBI' s recent release of FBI surveillance 

records on Mrs . Oswald for the period just afte r she was widowed. It includes detail s I 
of her nocturnal sexual fa ntas i es , her confess ion of sleeping with her business agent I 

7-
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(who had been provided by the Secret Service) , her explanation that she thought he 

had been sterilized and even her inquiry about drugs that might quench her longings 

and sti ll her fantasies. This information wa s regarded as so urgent by the Dallas 

FBI it ,,as rushed to v/ashington by teletype. Airmail was not fast enough . (Teletype 

attached as Exhibit 5) Earlier the FBI released page after page of details of Mrs. 

Osv1ald's second pregnancy. (The name of the married business agent is not withheld.) 

61. This exemplification of the FBI's refusal to release records that "could 

lead to persona 1 embarrassment or other persona 1 discomfort," its genuine anxiety to 

avoid "serious damage" to reputations, is its practice in the King assassination as 

it was with regard to its surveillances on Dr. King. The assassination i~~estigation 

,,as a Ray investigation, the FBI having dec·ided without investigation that James Earl 

Ray was the lone assassin. The FBI believed that because one brother, John Larry Ray, 

was not saying what the FBI wanted to hear, he was not being truthful and helpful . 

The FBI also did not hear .ihat it wanted from a barmaid employed in his bar by John 

Ray. The FOI's investigation of the killing of Dr. King extended to John Ray's bed 

and the sharing of it by his named bannaid. (Exhibit 6) 

62. The other Ray brother, Gerald William (Jerry), was talkative and an 

unimaginative liar. Instead of seeking to pressure him, as it did John Ray, the FBI 

kept Jerry Ray und er closer surveillance. It kne.i from his intercepted mai 1 when 

Jerry 1·1as making ii trip to Camden, Nevi Jersey, to visit a woman. The FBI then made ij 
an infoni1ant of her and reported in records released to me that Jerry Ray had stayed 

in her room with her. It disclosed her name in some records and withheld it in other 

records along with the al.iays withheld name of another woman. In this instance, the 

FBI disclosed the name of an informant while violating her privacy in sexual matters. 

It disclosed even her receipt of money from Jerry Ray - $40.00. 

63. Jerry Ray had a brief marriage. He also had another brief relationship i 
from which there i ss ued an illegitimate son. Details of both are relea~ed and 

available in the FBI' s reading room . The name of the fonner wife, the identification 

of her family and personal detail s of a private nature relating to her are not 

withheld under the privacy claim. From the released records it would not be difficult 

to locate the illegitimate son, hi s mother and his grandparents. 

64. The FOI's concern for the privacy of Dr. King's family i s well known. 

In 197 1 I published a co ll ect i on of what .ias in the public domain in a context I 

hoped would br ing these l eaks to an end . Ever diligent to prevent "serious harm," ij 

as is now well known, the FBI pieced together assorted tapes and mailed them to 
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Mrs. King. This was part of an FBI effort to induce Dr. King to kill himself. 

Among the records released to me are details of an urgent investigation ordered by 

f[HIIQ. This "11c1L iu11t1! s ccur i Ly" i11qucst rulluv1cu Mr. lloovcr' s rccciµt -of u letlcr 

from Walter Winch ell together with a letter Mr. Winchell received from one of his 

"fans," a cabdriver. The cabbie had driven Dr. King and several of his associates 

to the New York airport. A v1hite 1~oman 1~ho accompanied them kissed Dr. King as he 

left the cab. Th e cabb i e did not regard this as a "goodbye" kiss. Therefore, 

Director Hoover didn't, either. He ordered an immediate "national security" 

investigation to learn the woman's name. The name and address of the cabdriver 

were not withheld. 

65. The Department argues that Mr. Lesar's "reliance" on the Attorney 

General's Memorandum on FOIA is "misplaced: because ''the particular portion quoted I 
... · applies only to those situations in which an agency harbors 'substantial uncer

tainty' as to whether the privacy invasion is warranted." In this instant cause 

reflection of "substa ntial uncertainty" -is manifest in records relating to the 

spurious bas is for the FBI's contrived "national security" investigation of Dr. King. 

First the FBI invented a "communist" influence on him and his Southern Christian 

Leadership Conference (SCLC) through Stanley Levison and Hunter Pitts O'Dell. (The 

second name appears in other fonnulations.) Long after the most diligent investiga

tion, complete 1~ith extensive electronic surveillances, failed to yield any 

confirmation of the contrivance improvised for the indulgence of the Director's 

paranoidal views, this spurious pretense was clung to. The only visible "substantial 

uncertainty" appears to relate to the release of the Levi s on and O'Dell names. In 

s ome r ecords they are released, in others they remain withheld. Some of this 

withholding - of the public domain - is att;ibuted to a (b)(l) claim. There is no 

recent biography of Dr . Ki ng of 1~hich I kne1~ in which these names do not appear. 

Stanl ey Levi son was s o prominent a personality in the NBC- TV "docudrama" titled 

"King" it l ed to considerab l e public protest from some of Dr . King's former 

associates and other prominent blacks. 

66 . The Flll' s co ntinuing anxiety not to risk "serious damage" to Mrs. King 

and i ts intent not to intrude into her privacy are reflected in the release to Mr . 

Lesar in abbreviated fonn of what was rel eased to me in full, a high-level internal 

FBI r ecord acc us i ng her and Dr. Ra 1 ph Abernathy of keeping "cons pi racy" rumors a live 

in order to commerc iali ze the assassination of her husband. Thi s record (attac hed 

as Exhibit 7) is defamatory. I t i s at best an interpretation of what was 

:~-
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overheard on orohibited electronic surveillance. The record of the Church co1T111ittee 

discloses that a year before this 1~iretapping of Mrs. King, Dr. Abernathy or both, 

the Attorney General denied tapping permission. Thi s tap, in fact, was a year after I 
Dr. King was assassinated. 

67. This FBI interpretation of a "rank trick to keep the money coming in 

to Mrs. King" represents a different kind of privacy concern, privacy for Jhe FBI. 

The scheme to publicize the intrusion into Mrs. King's privacy concludes, "We can 

do this without any attribution to the Fill and without anyone knowing that the 

information came from a 1·lire tap." 

68. Often enough there is the ludicrous in privacy claims. One example is 

the ~1ithholding of the name of the _public-relations director of Look magazine. 

(Exhibit 8) Public relations is, of course, a public function, a role requiring 

contact with the press . In this case the name is that of Leonard Rubin, who when 

I last heard could be found at Playboy. 

69. Other records not withheld tnclude allegation·s of ·homosexuality, 

impotence, various kinds of medical records, records of emotional illness and 

hospitalization for it, even of the contracting of venereal disease, all without 

removal of names . After the assassination there was particular FBI interest in the 

reported psychiatric record of one of Dr . King's closer associates. The FBI investi 

gated hi s mental health after that preacher espoused other than the FBI's explanation 

of the crime. Hi s name is not withheld. 

70. What may be the reductio ad absurdum in this instant cause is on 

consecutive pages of the OPR' s notes on the FBIHQ MURKIN files, pages 98-101. 

(Attached as Exhibit 9) Names withheld 6n one page are not wtthheld o~ other pages . 
Even if 

71. /~~;it\ not for 1~hat the foregoing paragraphs represent about FBI, QPR 

and other Departmental uses of the privacy exemption, any inference that in seeking 

disclosure of some of what i s withheld either Mr. Lesar or I intends to violate the 

privacy of Dr. King',s su rvivors i s baseless. There is precious little privacy that 

has survived the FBI . FBI and QPR practice with respect to privacy issues is at best 

whimsical and inconsistent and is always without consideration of what i s in the 

publi c domain. The record is one of mi suse of the exemption, of not meeting its 

requirements with regard to those whom t he FBI does not like and claiming the 

exemption to 1~i thho l d what i s not subject to withholding. In my experience proper 

considerations of privacy get lost in the actua li t i es of Departmental practice . 

72 . There sometimes is a perfectly proper and necessary need for secrecy 
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1,ith regard to the actual identification of informants and of sources who are not 

full-fledged informants. Actual practice is not as represented by the Department . 

The apparent purpose of misrepresentation i s to extend the exemption in an effort 

to hide transgressions in thi s instant cause and, if there i s precedent, in other 

cases. To accomplish this, Department counsel state what is not fact and what i s 

not supported with regard to disclosure of actual identification of infonnants . 

There is no question of identification of informants in this case and there is no 

danger of its happening. What is or can be involved in disclosure of symbol 

identification also is misrepresented. Symbol identification i s a filing designation 

and in some instances a means of hiding actual identification when that is necessary. 

The symbols also indicate the nature of the -informant's activity, as in criminal, 

security or racial matters . The field office i s included, as is a number. 

73. It simply is not true that the FBI never discloses the actual name of 

an informant. It also is not true that disclosure of the symbol makes correlation 

with the name pos s ibl e , the Department' s representation in -this - instant cause. 

74. In particular it i s untrue to allege that any use by any requester of 

the symbol without a name is "hypothetical." I do not recall any such allegation 

by any FBI agent. am certain that all FBI agents know better than to stat~ what 

Mr. Metcalfe states in this regard. 

75. I illust rate with the case of an agent informant whose name and symbol 

both 1vere disclos ed to me and to others by the FBI. There i s no value to me in the 

name and I have no special interest in the name, which is Morris Davis. His symbol j 
is BH 1079-PCI. can read any one report of information attributed to BH 1079- PCI 

relating to the King assassination and know immediately not to trust anything 

BH 1079- PCI told the FBI . Having read more than one report, I can s tate unequivocally 

that I can pinpoint tile public domain and bad street information sources of all the 

baloney he sli ced for the FBI. Birmingham FBI agents initially might have no way 

~ay of knowing this but FBIHQ and a subject expert would have no doubt at all. 

BH 1079- PCI' s "tiberto" story , for example, comes from the work of the late Bill 

Sartor, whose name the FBI persists in withholding on the claim to the privacy 

exemption. Bill Sartor, some of whose original notes and manuscripts I have, was a 

"stringer" for Ti111e maga zine in Memphis on the King assassination . quoted one of 

his relevant articles in my book FRAME- UP. BH 1079-PCI ' s "Prosch" story is embel li shed 

from ne~,s stories. By the time BH 1079-PCI started giving the FBI bad information, 

anyone familiar with the subject would know what he took straight from oth~rs and 
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what he embellished. This is not "hypothetical." It does illustrate the importance 

of the symbols to subject experts as a means of evaluating the original information 

and the use , if any, made by the Department and the FBI . 

76. Thi s is especially relevant with the QPR and its report because the 

report draws heavily on the most undependable FBI sources. 

77 . Attached as Exhibit 10 are some of the FBI records relating to Morris 

Davis. These files reflect ulterior, political purposes in turning Morris Davis or 

BH 1079-PCI over to the House Select Committee on Assassinations. The FBI did it 

kno~1ing that Davis's infonnation on the King assassination was totally undependable 

and ~1rong . These documents do not reflect it but everything Davis said had been 

investigated and disproved earlier by theJBI. This is how FBIHQ knew it was 

passing bad information and a conspicuously bad source over to the House conmittee. 

78 . In turning BH 1079-PCI over to this corrunittee the FBI 1"as well aware of 

what to expect: utter irresponsibility by the committee; and , if there is truth to ~ 

the claim that harm befalls exposed informants, the certainty that Morris Davis would 

be subject to harm . In fact, Davis complained to the FBI about a number of matters~ 

ranging from the conspicuously unprofessional public conduct of the House investigator, 1 

which could have endangered Davis, to being turned over to Mark Lane by the corrunittee. 

At that particular moment Lane ~,as engaged in extensive public appearances to promote 

a dubious book. Lane holds the FBI responsible for the King assassination in a plot 

that extended to Director Hoover - wild and false but merchantable allegations. 

:{ 

~~ 

79 . There can be little doubt to those professional investigators, the FBI, ~ 

that this committee is engaged in dredging the most stagnant swamps of assassination 

mythology . In turning the Davis and other records of that kind over to the committee, ~_;_;_:. 

the FBI 1,as misdirecting the corr111ittee . This serves to turn the committee away from 

investigating the FBI. (Under its present chief counsel there appears to be a high ~ 

probability that th~ exploring of fictional reports of which those by Davis are 

characteristic 1,ill be the committee's substitute for a real investigation . Having ~ 
proven what 1·1as not 1,orth a second thought i s baseless, the committee will then be 

able to declare , in the J . Edgar Hoover tradition, that it "left no stone unturned.") 

80. One of this series of records turned over to the House corrunittee relates 

to J . 8. Stoner (see Paragraph 55 above). The tlvo different copies of the one 

teletype were both provided to me by the FBI. 

81. Und er da te of November 8, 1977, wrote the FBI spec ifying what was in 

the publi c domai n that it wa s withholding in t hi s seri es of fi l es. I have not had 

i! 
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acknowledgment and of course no replacement copies . 

82. In Pa~agraph 76 I state that the QPR made use of some of the FBI' s most 

irresponsible sources. The OPR also assumed James Earl Ray's guilt . QPR was hard 

pressed to find a credible motive so it drew upon pathological liars like Raymond 

Curtis. From such materials the QPR theorized Ray motives of racism and expected 

financial reward from southern business interests . None of this information was 

sound . When the FBI checked out a report of a $100,000 bounty on Dr. King, the 
./ 

untruth had more substance than existed in most such reports. This one came from ~ 

a misunderstanding. (Exhibit 11 is a relevant page from FBIHQ file 44-38861 - 5154.) 

In virtually all other instances the fabrication was total. But these allegations 

are presented seriously in the OPR report: - It gives Ray the dual motive of racism 

and financial reward. It gives no names for any sources, however, not even those 
'·,\ 

that are in the public domain, like that of Raymond Curtis. , 

83. Curtis is a publicly known FBI source, although it continues to withhold 

his name in some records. Davis is a publicly known informant. Despite this the ij 
FBI refuses to replace copies of records from which his name, too, is withheld. 

There is importance in not withholding 1~hat it is not necessary to withhold. 

Unnecessary withholdings can lead to harm to the innocent from misunderstandings . 

In a case the Attorney General has designated as historic, all possible information j 
should be available. Accuracy of the available information is important, as is 

independent means of making evaluations of official statements and conclusions. 

84. The Davis case shm~s it is not true that the FBI never discloses the 

identity of an informant. However, disclosing the name is not the present issue. 

Disclosure of the name, which -1.?.. an identification whereas the symbol is not, shows 

that any representation of the certainty of harm to an informant from disclosure is 

not true. Most informants are not Valachis . 

85. No hann has come from disclosure of the Davis symbol with his name . 

The disclosure of symbols, not names, is the issue. They are symbols, not "codes," 

as the Department represents, using "codes" in the sense that codes can be broken . 

Nothing like that is pos s ible because the symbols are arbitrary, not coded. Despite 

this , the Department states that "public disclosure and analysis" of these symbols 

"could ultimately lead to their complete ineffectiveness" and "s ignificantly harm 

specific governmental interests ." 

86 . I have prio r experience with thi s argument. It wa s made in my C.A . 

2301 - 70 in an affidavi t by s ince- r etired FBI SA Marion Williams . In tha t case my Q 
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request 1,as for fi na 1 reports of certain nons ecret 1 abora tory testing of ma teri a 1 s 

in the invest igation of the assassination of Pres ident Kennedy. SA Williams stated 

t hat 111y request for final reports was a request for "raw mater i al s. " He then stated 

if this laboratory information were given to me that, too, would lead to the 

destruction of the FBI's informant system. 

the Department prevailed in C.A. 2301-70. 

That affidavit was the basis on which 

That case wa s instrumental in the 1974 I 
amending of the investigatory file exemption. When I refiled that suit as C.A. 75-226, I 
the FBI immediately and voluntarily provided me with the identical "raw material" 

the disclosure of which it had alleged would lead to the destruction of its informant 

system. Its informant system has survived these three years. Now disclosure of a 

filing designation that is not "coded" to any name is held forth as the newest hazard 

to this informant system. 

87. The Davis case is not a unique case of FBI disclosure of infonnant 

identification. On an even larger scale it has disclosed the identification of 

sources. 

88. The FBI voluntarily disclosed that one Carlos Quiroga of New Orleans 

was an informer and that his associate, Carlos Bringuier, was a source, whether or 

not an infonner. These two men are anti-Castro Cubans whose involvement with Lee 

Harvey Os1·1ald resulted in Os1,ald's receiving much attention as pro-Castro and "red." 

The FBI also disclosed . Mr . Bringuier's source - known to me to have been an informant 

for the Tocal police at that time . (The CIA has also disclosed that Mr. Bringuier 

provided it with information.) 

89. On the other hand, in the King case the FBI withholds the fact that the 

deceased Hill i am Somersett was its informant by withholding his name from records 

it has released to me in C.A. 75-1996. Hhen I informed the FBI that Somersett was I 
tnown as an FBI informer and wa s also dead, the FBI nonethel ess refused to replace 

the copies of records from which there wa s this unjustifiable withholding . With Mr. 

Somersett, 1,ho had been cut loose by the FBI because his infonnation was so 

undependable, there \'las no poss ibility of harm befalling him after he was dead . To 

the best of my knowl edge, Mr. Davis, Mr. Quiroga and Mr. Bringuier are alive. Yet 

I have not heard that any harm ha s befallen any one of them because the FBI has made 

public their associ ations with the FBI. 

90. The FBI has al so disclosed to me the name of one of its sources who 

gave it infonnat ion about me. No ha rm befell t hi s person, unl ess he 1,as harmed by 
: : 
~-; 

my sending him copies of what had been provided to me and te lling him how I obtained it. ~ 
: ~ 

·~ 
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91. I have copies of many thousands of pages of FBI records that have 

always been readily available at the National Archives . have not seen a single 

one of these records that wa s made availabl e on the orders of Director Hoover that 

eliminated the name of a single source or any one that withheld the symbol of an 

informant. It was not until after the enactment of FOIA, much more after the· 1974 

amendments became effective, that I began to receive FBI records with these kinds 

of withholdings. 

92 . Until after the Act was amended I do not recall the withholding of a 

single FBI name. Then it became general practice . also do not know pf a single 

report of any harm befalling any of the many hundreds of FBI agents whose names were 

not withheld. 
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93. Another form of source withholding in this instant cause is misrepresented I 
by the Department in affidavits and by counsel. What is sought is the withholding I 
of what can provide independent assessment of the QPR report and the disclosure of 

~ 
r~ 
!~ 
" evidence that can tend to undermine, if not in fact disprove, .the official explanation 'i 

of the King assassination . This particular source is police reports, from Atlanta 
?J 

and from Memphis. In neither case is there any Departmental evidence showing that 

the content of the reports i s not public domain. In fact, some of the content of 

what is withheld together with some of the actual pages of what is withheld was 

disclosed to me by the FBI in C.A. 75-1996. There is little likelihood that any 

substantial information in the Memphis police reports is not public knowledge, largely i 
because it ~,as made public by Memphis authorities. 

94. From extensive prior experience with FBI avoidance of first - person 

affidavits and from prior personal experience with SA Horace P. Beckwith in FOIA 

matters, my attention ~,as imnediately attracted to his providing of an affidavit 

attesting to a search in this instant cause that he did not make . In the past it 

has been my cons i stent experience with the FBI that one of its means of withholding 

what might otherwi se not be withheld is by the tactic of having an agent without 
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personal kno~1ledge execute the affidavit attesting to the search . My prior experience ;~ 
~~ 

in all cases i s that careful checking of nonfirst - person affidavits shows they 

represen_t what would be false s1~earing if executed by one of firsthand knowledge . 

95. My attention to SA Beckwith' s affidavit was further attracted by 

typical FBI semantics commonly used to provide a cover for secondhand and dubious 

statements to justify withholding under (b)(7)(D) . In SA Beckwith' s affidavit one 

formulation i s, "I specifi call y requested a review of the material furnished the 
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FBI by the Atlanta , Georgi a, Po li ce Department . I was infonned that 29 pages were 

received These documents are included in the FBI file on the assassi nation of 

Dr. King and are ~ciJJ...~~11. located in Atl anta file number 44- 23]_6, Serial 1215 . " 

(Paragraph 2, emphas i s added) Mr. Beckwith does not state t ha t he knows what 

"materia l" was "furnished" by the Atlanta police department. If he was "infonned 

that 29 pages were received," he does not state t hat no more than 29 pa.9es were 

furnished. 

97. My attention was further attracted to these formulations because, as 

SA Beck1~ith should have known, these records should also be "specifically located" 

in my own fil es as a result of C.A. 75-1996 and under stipulations sought by the FBI 

in that case. These stipulations required ' that be provided with copies of all 

nonexempt FBI Atlanta field office MURKIN records not already provided from FBIHQ 

files. SA Beckwith provided a nonfirst-person affidavit regarding compliance with i 
these stipulations. 

98. Still without claim to firs_t-person knowledge, SA" !leckwith states, "I 

was informed" that "the police department transmitted these documents to the FBI in 

confidence for investigative ass istance during the investigation of Dr. King's 

assassination." (Paragraph 2) 

99. The l ang uage of footnote 17 (Memorandum, page 12, citing footnote 21 of 

the Motion, page 17), together with the avoidance of any description of the content 

of these 29 pages , led me to make the careful check that was possible in this case. 

While I do not have ·most of the records withheld from Mr . Lesar in this instant cause, 

what SA Beckwith refers to clearly is required to hav e been provided to me in C.A. 

75-1996 . 

100 . My first discovery i s that "the" King assassination file in Atlanta i s 

not 44-2336. It is 44-2386. While this might be attributed to human error, SA 

Beckwith's other mis statements are not easily explained as human error. 

101 . Serial 1215 is in Volume 9 of the Atlanta FBI records. The FOIA 

processi ng workshee ts for Serial 1215 and a check of the Serial itse lf, both provided 

to me in C. A. 75-1996, do no t reflect that this Serial is of the 29 pages, although 

i t is . These worksheets al so represent that no part of Serial 121 5 was withheld from 

me. 

102. It also is apparent to me from checking my m~n files that SA Beckwith 

could have provided a different and a f i rst-person aff idav i t relating to the Atlanta 

police department records from hi s own perso nal knowledge of FOIA procedures of t he 
t{ 
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FB I and f rom hi s personal involvement in C.A. 75-1996 . All f i eld office records 

provided to me in C.A. 75-1996 1~ere sent to FBIHQ 1~here they were processed. FBIHQ 

has copies of what it processed for me. The records I cite in the irranediately 

following paragraphs are all records that exist within SA Beckwith's FOIA unit . 

They are not only as he and the Motion and the Memorandum represent, in the Atlanta 

Field Office. 

103. "Not Recorded" Atlanta Serial of which two copies were sent to FBIHQ 

is particularly relevant. The copy attached as Exhibit 12 was provided to me under 

the stipulations in C.A. 75-1996. This August 4, 1976, "Airtel" from the SAC, 

Atlanta, to FBIHQ reports the providing of copies of all volumes of its MURKJN file 

only, "namely Atlanta 44-2386," to members -of the QPR task force. It enclosed 

"five copies of an LHM plus one xerox of 29 pages of material" from the Atlanta 

police. "During this review," the Atlanta SAC reported, IITask Force Member James 

Walker . . . requested a Xerox copy of two serials in this file, namely 44-2386-

1214 and 1215, which consisted of 29 pages of material .. ; relative to people who 

in the past had threatened the life of MARTIN .LUTHER KING. A Xerox copy of this 

material was furnished to Mr. WALKER." (Other records relevant to the King 

assassination are not included in MURKIN.) 

104. The Letterhead Memorandum attached to this "Airtel" reflects only a 

limited Task Force inquiry in Atlanta. It does not reflect a serious effort by the 

Task Force to meet the obligations seemingly imposed upon it by the Attorney 

General. This can provide motive for some of the withholdings in this instant 

cause. Atlanta was one of the areas of most active investigation in the King 

assassination because of the presence of James Earl Ray ,n that city and because 

he abandoned an automobile there. Atlanta also i s the city in which Dr. King lived 

and where his office and church were located . 

105. The 29 pages are of two Serials, not the singl~erial represented by 

SA Beckwith. 

106. The worksheets are a list of the records provided together with all 

'claims to any exemptions. The relevant worksheet page is attached as Exhibit 13. 

It shows that each of these Serials, as provided to me, is of but a single page and 

that each of the Serial s was provided to me without .!Ql. withholding. The obliterated i 
entry under "Exempt ions used" after Serial 1215 may indicate that at one point a 

claim to exemption had been made. This i s borne out by markings I see on Seria l 1215 . 

These markings ind icate that prior to rev;ew all the names, together with all the 

·-----·. ·---- --
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information following thell\ were obliterated. Ser ial 1215, as provided to me rather 

than as described by SA Deckwith, is attached as Exhibit 14. Serial 1214 as provided 

to me and as described in the worksheet is attac hed as Exh ibit 15 . Serial 1212 

(attached as Exhibit 16) establishes the origin of Serial 1215 and provides 

identification of the person who signed it. (The worksheets do not account for 

Serial 1213. It was not provided to me.) 

107. Whatever explains the factual inaccuracy in SA Beckwith's affidavit 

it is beyond question that : 

29 pages of Atlanta police records are involved; the QPR had copies of these 
records as well as of any notes Mr. Walker may have made; after searches in 
both Atlanta and FBIHQ, although several sets of duplicate copies of these 
29 pages are in the FBI's files at both places, not 29 but 2 pages only were 
provided to me; and the FBI, despite the stipulations and its assurances to 
the court in C.A. 75-1996, withheld 27 of these 29 pages and then provided 
a worksheet falsely representing that between them Serials 1214 and 1215 
total only two pages rather than 29. 

108. These facts raise substantial questions of FBI honesty and , of FBI 
\ intentions relating to compliance and noncompliance. , 

109. Serials 1214 and 1215 as provided to me fil:i! information furnished by 

the Atlanta police . Serial 1212 establishes the identification of the police 

sergeant ~,ho signed Serial 1215 . This is precisely the information represented in 

the Memorandum and the attached affidavits as requiring withholding from Mr. Lesar, 

yet it was not withheld from me. Mr. Metcalfe's representations (at page 14) are: 

" ... release of this information would seriously inhibit the FBI's relationship 
with its confidential sources and with other law enforcement personnel.'' 
(Emphasi s in original) 

"Accordingly, defendant respectfully urges that the Court should allow 
defendant7to reserve the confidentialit of these local law enforcement 
records. " Emphasis added 

110. If Mr. Metcalfe was led into these representations to this Court by 

his trust in 1~hat he was told by the FBI, they nonetheless are representations the 

falsity of which was known to the FBI ~,hen it misled Mr. Metcalfe, if it misled him. 

111 . The plain and simple truth is that this is not the only case in which 

the FBI has provided me with information from local police. It knows better than 

its representations on this matter. The Department also knows better because the 

Department was involved in the release of other such records from other local 

pol ice. These a.th.er local pol ice records relate to the King assassination, to the 

assassination of President Kennedy and to ancillary investigat ions in both cases. 

The FBI reading room, the National Archives and the Library of Congress all make 

publicly available records provided by local police. 

112 . Specifically with regard to Seria l 1215 and generally with regard to 

··- ) 
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similar records of local police, the "confidentiality" alleged by the Department 

does not exist . SA Beckwith's representation (at page 2), "provided in confidence 

with the clear understanding that the FBI would insure their confidentiality , " is 

not a truthful representation . Both quotations represent what within my FOIA 

experience is a new effort to withhold what under the 1974 amendments to the Act 

should not be ~1ithheld. This is not to state that there never is any such 

confidentiality. It is to state that in this particular instance and many others 

like it there is not and there never was the confidentiality represented to this 

Court. 

113. Mr. Metcalfe and SA Beckwith both were involved in my C.A. 75-1996, 

together with a number of other FBI agents ·and Civil Division lawyers. In C.A. 

75-1996 I was provided with hundreds of pages of local police reports . I waa also -

provided with many pages of records from other local authorities, like prisons, 

departments of corrections and sheriffs. The FBI's stipul•tions in C.A. 75-1996 

provided for giving me hundreds of pages_ of Memphis Police Department records. 

114. Examination of Serial 1215 as provided to me also bears heavily on 

the fidelity of representations made to this Court in this instant cause on privacy. 

All those whose names are provided are alleged to have threatened Dr. King. This 

is also true of many other pages of FBI records provided to me. 

115. The May -10, 1978, affidavit of James F. Walker makes no reference to i 
these Atlanta Police Department records. Exhibit 12 identifies Mr. Walker as the 

member of the OPR staff who obtained copies of those records from the FBI Atlanta 

Field Office. 

116 . Although my suit for King assassination records was filed before the 

OPR reinvestigation was established and prior to the August 4, 1976, "airtel" by the 

Atlanta SAC (Exhibit 12), neither the Walker affidavit nor the "airtel" forwarding 

these 29 pages to FBIHQ alleges any restrictions on them or any confidentiality 

attaching to them. 

117. Mr . Walker does repeat the self-serving statements of the affidavit 

of Mr. Stanton with regard to the Memphis police department records. 

118. Mr. Walker's representation of the OPR's mission (in Paragraph 1) is 

review of Department of Just ice and Federa l Bureau of Investigation files 

relative to Dr. King." A "review" of "files relative to Dr. King" is not t he 

announced purpose of the OPR' s review. This phras ing omits half of the OPR's task 

and understates the other half to avoid the inherent and explicit criticisms of the 

_,,_ :, 
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FBI. The announced purposes were to exami ne into t he FBI's work in t he King 

assassination investigation and into the FBI's campaign against Dr . King. That Mr . 

Walker shou ld know better t han th i s representation and fa il s to state t he certa in ty 

that the QPR report would be criti ca l of the FBI is disclosed i n Exhibit 17 , two 

FBIHQ records provided to me in C.A. 75- 1996 . An FBI note added to the second sta tes 

that " . . . Robert Murphy ... has stated hi s summary 1~ill also take cognizance of the 

FBI' s actions to di scredit Dr. King." Thi s a 1 so i s reflected in the Department' s 

press release on the QPR report. (Attached as Exhibit 18) 

(119 . Thi s pres s release establishes that the second poss ible claim of 

applicability of FOIA exemptions does not exist because there was no basis for the 

"security investigation" after 1963 - if there ever was . In earlier paragraphs I 

state I recall no claim to any law enforcement purpose in any of the Department's 

affidavits . ) 

120. Bearing on the dependability, informativeness and forthrightness of 

Mr. Walker's affidavit and I believe o~ Departmental int~nt tb withhold and cover 

up i s this language under "SYNOPSIS" of the second document in Exhibit 17: 

Robert Murphy ... [I]ndicated he had recently reviewed the Senate Intelligence 

Committee draft report ... " On the second page the FBI concludes that "it appears 

knowledge of the Senate Intelligence Committee' s report dictated additional review 

pertaining to our actions to discredit and neutralize King." The QPR report is 

pretty much limited to what it knew the Senate report states. 

121 . In Paragraph 2 of Mr. Walker' s affidavit there is reference to "copies 

of the relevant Memphis Police Department {MPD) records." There is no further 

description. Ambiguity is added by language indicating but not specifically stating 

that the MPD records in the prosecutor's office are only copies. In addition; what 

is "rel evant" in the MPD records is 1 imited to "files relative to Dr . King." 

122. The same ambiguous 1 anguage i s used -in Paragraph 3, "re 1 evant documents" 

and no more. Paragraph 4 adds no further description. Slightly more is in the ·, 
fifth and final paragraph which refers to a subpoena for "MPD records relevant to 

Dr . King's assassination." The subpoena is Attachment A. 

123. Examination of the subpoena discloses no mention of the King 

assassination. Rather does it request ''documents re l ating to the James Earl Ray 

case." Th i s reflects a predetermina t ion of guilt rather than the investigation 

supposed ly ordered by the Attorney General . There is more to King assassinat i on 

investigation than "the James Earl Ray case." Moreover, the subpoena holds no 
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reference to the other part of the OPR's mandate relating to the FBI's 

type acts against Dr. King. have copies of MPD records that are relevant to the 

OPR's 111an<l<1Le i111<l dre not Included in the subpoena . I have personal knowledge of 

other of Mr. Stanton's files that are relevant to the OPR's mandate . Mr. Walker 

does not include these and still other relevant Shelby County records in his 

subpoena. 

124 . The subpoena is so vague and so general that some of it is without 

meaning to even a subject expert. There i s not a single date in it. Some items, 
,;_ 

however, indicate that the MPD is not the exclusive source, as Mr. W~lker ' s affidavit ~ 

states it is. An example is the undated item "3. James Earl Ray Supplements, 

Attorney General ' s copy, pages 1586 to 1772." (emphasis added. If this relates to 

the State Attorney General, the absence of date makes it impossible to detennine 

whether pages 1586 to 1772 relate to the evidentiary hearing of October 1974. If 

this is the case, then other issues entirely are raised.. From personal knowledge 

~ 
~ 

I 
:J 
0 

~ 
1 
i 
/ state that the evidentiary hearing produced the most serious and entirely undisputed ·-1 

t:i 
evidence relating to the FBI's investigation of the King assassination as well as ~ 

of "the James Earl Ray case." I have read the QPR report and found no such 

references in it.) 

125. I have read the list of records in the subpoena. It is an inaccurate 

and incomplete itemization. It lists information that is not secret and is within 

the public domain. 

126 . With regard to witnesses' statements, as best it can be determined 

from the vagueness of the descriptions, at least some are public domain. Item l is 

"statements - State v. James Earl Ray pages 1400 to 1523." Information of this 

general description, as obtained from the Memphis police and as duplicated by the 

FBI's interviews, was provided to me in C.A. 75-1996. Information of this general 

description, often attributed to statements provided by the police, received 

extens ive publicity shortly after Dr. King was killed. There 1~as so much publicity 

of this nature that the judge issued gag orders and charged a number of persons with ~ 

contempt . Also extensively public knowledge are Items 5.a., 5.b., 5.d., 6.a., 6.c., . ~ 

7 . ti. and 7. c. 

127 . Three items relate to a fake citizens' band radio transmission. The 

FBI has given me copies of Memphis police department records of this investigation . 

128 . Item 5.d. is in error in representing there wa s but a single "detail 

with Dr . Martin Luther King, Jr., April 3, 1968." From the records provided by t he 

,., 
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FBI in C.A. 75-1996 there were not fewer than three details with Dr. King, two for 

protection and one for spying on him and those in contact with him . Each of the 

protective details was headed by a named inspector of the MPD. The third, the spying 

detail, was composed of two black members of the MPD intelligence unit. Relevant 

MPD records were provided to me by the FBI in C.A. 75-1996. (All three· details plus 

an FBI detail were present in the church the night of April 3, when Dr. King made 

his famous "Mountaintop" speech.) The subpoena does not appear _to include MPD 

records relating to the spying detail but information on it is included in the QPR 

report, apparently in answer to the false charges against the FBI made by Mark Lane . 

He charged the FBI with complicity in the assassination over the withdrawal of one 

of the black intelligence unit detectives against whose life a number of threats of 

which I know had been made . believe it would be unusual under these circumstances 

if the OPR did not seek copies of the MPD's reports, particularly because the text 

of the OPR report indicates it did not draw on the relevant FBI files made available 

to me in C.A. 75-1996. 

129. With regard to Item 7.c., "return of mustang [sic] to Memphis,' '. there 

never was any secrecy or any need for secrecy. But if there had been, aside from 

what was disclosed to me in C.A . 75-1996, Mr. Stanton's office assured there would be 

no secrecy. Mr. Stanton's office ridiculed the House Select Committee on 

Assassinations when it sent two investigators to inquire into green stamps reportedly 

left in the Mustang. This was a ludicrous exploit. The committee should have known 

of the FBI's thorough search of the car after it was located in Atlanta. The green 

stamps in question were public property because they were given when gasol;!ne was 

purchased by the MPD officers who drove the car to Memphis from Atlanta. 

130. With regard to the other items, the subpoena's descriptions make it 

impos s ibl e to state 1~hether or not the information is public. Based on my knowledge ~ 
of this case, the investigation and the disclosures of information, including at the 

guilty-plea hearing and at the evidentiary hearing, ·believe it is not likely that 

any information was not made public with the possible exception of what contradicted 

the official position on the assassination. 

131. All Departmental representations relating to withholding of MPD records 

are undermined by this language on page lB of the Motion , "The confidentiality, of 

course, centered around the contents of t he documents ... " {Emphasis in Motion) 

There is no FBI or QPR affidavi t attesting that~ of the contents i s confidential. 

On t he "content" basi s I believe nothing is confidenti al. On the "content" basis, 

-- -·--- ·----.-? 
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I believe this infonnation is included in the many thousands of pages provided to me 

by the FBI in C.A. 75-1996, in the many court proceedings and as a result of Memphis 

and FGIHQ leakiny to the press. 

132 . Mr. Stanton's affidavit, like that of Mr. Walker , has similar defects . 

Mr. Stanton also does not state that any of the documents or their contents are not 

in the public domain. He implies this in a number of ways but does not state it. 

That it is not true is indicated in my affidavit of- May 22, 1978, beginning with 

Paragraph 31 and in this affidavit beginning with Paragraph 125. 

133. Never once having made reference to the content of the docume~ts, the ~ 
content being what is most important, according to the Department, Mr. Stanton 

states, "Had there been no concern over- the confidenti a 1 ity of these documents 

would not have requested a court subpoena." Other explanation of the demand for a 

subpoena is available. The fact is that prior to the subpoena Mr. Stanton qid give 

access to those files to the OPR task force, as the Walker affidavit states. 

134. Mr. Stanton's prior involvement in the Ray case~ of which he makes no 

mention, is another possible motive for Mr . Stanton's demand for a subpoena. In 

addition to what I state about this in my prior affidavit, I state that whe~ Mr. 

Stanton was his father's assistant as public defender, they negotiated a "compromise" 

of 99 years. That was the maximum sentence then possible because there had been no 

executions for yea-rs. The trial judge himself Qated this at the end of the guilty

plea hearing . (The trial judge also described it as a good deal for Memphis because 

Ray could have been acquitted and instead he received the maximum possible sentence.) 

Negotiations for a deal were begun by the public defender within a half-hour of being 

·made co-counsel. Prior courtse1·and Ray both had rejected an earlier offer of a 

20-year sentence . Because of the nature and terms of this deal when Mr. Stanton was 

Ray's counsel, now that Mr. Stanton is District Attorney General and can attempt to 

control access to the records, he has motive for not wanting copies to be available 

to those who do not agree with him on the crime and on this "compromise ." 

135 . Mr. Stanton errs in stating that the files in question "were made 

available" at the 1974 evidentiary hearing . He personally refused to comply with 

t he court ' s order. When on an informal basis rather than by a citation for contempt 

the judge persuaded Mr. Stanton to make a few gestures, a few records were produced 

later. then examined all of those records . I recall nothing at all like the 

description of these police reports, certainly nothing of their volume. ; 

136. In making copies availabl e to the House Select Committee o~" Assass ination!l 
\ 'l 

'" ·-·~. 
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for it to use selectively, to leak or interpret or misinterpret, Mr. Stanton did not, 

from his affidavit, provide any restrictions. He does not state, for example, that 

any member of the ·staff of that committee is prohibited from making copies and using 

them at a later date. 

137. Mr. Stanton's claim that his predecessor maintained these files in 

confidence is not mere self- service - it is ridiculous. The content of those files 

was made available to those expected to write as Mr . Stanton's predecessor desired . 

Some was in t he newspapers. 

138. Mr. Stanton states, "I note in these documents that names of private 

citizens appear within these documents. I feel it would be betraying their trust 
; 

and confidence ... if I did not object to . their names being made public ... " 

Several hundred of those citizens were subpoenaed by Mr. Stanton's present office. 

That did make their names public. This led to those same citizens being publicized 

extensively all around the world. 

139. Substantially if not all the MPD information was given to the FBI, 

which has provided me with copies of th'e FBI's versions and some copies of MPD records. 

Copies are also on deposit in the FBI reading room. Beginning the nigh~ of the 
', assassination the Memphis Field Office began a series of daily teletyped l\eports, 

later considerably amplified, including information provided by the Memphis police. 

140. It is not possible that Mr. Stanton does not know that at least some 

of the information in those files is public, as I state above beginning with 

Paragraph 125. 

141. It also is not possible that Mr. Stanton does not know that limited 

and late as it was the investigation by the public defender's office cast substantial 

doubt on the case in the MPD files against Mr. Ray. I have read the reports of the 

public defender's office. Mr. Lesar and I obtained them under court order in 1974 . 

142. have read both of the affidavits by FBI SA Lewis L. Small. He states 

he is an expert on classification. He does not claim to be a subject expert, even 

to have read a single news account on this subject. He does not state that any of 

the information he believes is classified properly under Executive Order 11652 is 

not in fact part of the public domain. 

143 . In none of the affidavits is there the claim that the relevant records 

were classified when they were generated . SA Small' s affidavits do not address this 

directly but they leave without question that none of the records he reviewed was 

classifi ed prior to January 17, 1977 . 
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144. January 17, 1977, is six days after the first leak of the QPR report 

on Capitol Hill . Classification of January 17, 1977, was limited to Appendix A 

materials . All other classifications, by far the majority of them, were subsequent ~ 

to Mr. Lesar's request . These classifications continued into 1978 . Most of the 

classifications also were subsequent to the public release of the OPR report. 

145 . Apparently in seeking to explain away failure to classify these records 1 
~~ 

as they were generated the Memorandum represents {page 6) that 

"It should be noted that the classification resources of the FBI were not 
as readily at hand when these second-generation documents were generated . " 

While I .do not recall any such provision of Executive Order 11652, I do recall that 

in C.A. 75-1996 I received records stating that the QPR review of the FBI's records 

was in specia l accommodations inside the FBI building, not inside the Justice 

Department building. The OPR records thus were more "readily at hand" for the 

"classification resources of the FBI" - if the Department was without any classifi

cation resources. 

14b. I have had extensive experience with claims to !'national security" 

as recently as last month. 

147. Over the years I have obtained hundreds of pages that had been withheld f; 

under "national security" classification . In no single instance have I found a 

single word that was properly subject to classification although "Top Secret" 

classification was common. It is not uncommon for "Top Secret" stamps to be used 

for unsanctioned purposes, even by those who lack classification authority. All 

the published transcripts of Warren Commission testimony were classified "Top Secret" 

until the Government Printing Office refused to set type on classified material. 

Court reporters use "Top Secret" stamps to prevent chaos in their offices. Just 

last month the FBI "declassified" for me a record that was never classified at all 

and another that was not classified until long after it was released to me and 

had published it. 

148. On May 23, 1978, I received from FBI FOIAPA Chief Allen Mccreight two 
\ 

records relating to a Russian defector, Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko. The letter and the 

first pages of both records are attached as Exhibit 19. Mr . Mccreight says this 

about these t110 FBI documents identified as Warren Commission Documents Nos. 451 and 

651 (CD 451, CD 651), "The last review was in December, 1975" when they "were 

determined by the FBI to no longer warrant class ification and were mad e available t o 

the general public . " This representation i s not fa ctual . 

. _-; .• ·._·._.-.5_. __ 
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149 . Mr . Mccreight apologized because "These documents were not included 

among the approximately 98,000 pages of John F. Kennedy Assassination material 

released in December, 1977, and January, 19713 .. .. Our worksheets pertaining to the 

Kennedy Assassination material, in connection with the FOIA release, show the 

documents were withheld on the basis of ... (b)(l ). This is in error and the claim 

for withholding the documents on this basis is hereby withdrawn . " Nothing in this 

quotation is faithful and factual save for the confession of unjustified withholding. r 

150. I published the content of these two FBI records prior to the time 

Mr. Mccreight states they were first "declassified." I broke into no secret files i 
to do this. I obtained them and other relevant FBI pages from the National Archives 

in response to my request of early 1975. While these Archives records had been '.! 

withheld and were stamped as declassified in March 1975, they had not been classified, ~ 
~.& 

as the first two pages, attached as Exhibit 20, show. This is to say tha't. after 
\ 

almost a decade of withholding, the Archives declassified what was not classified -

and that this was nine months prior to the time of first FBI declassification Mr. 

Mccreight reports. 

151. Despite what he wrote me, the copy of CD 651 provided by Mr. Mccreight 

was never classified by the FBI . It not only bears no classification stamp, it 

bears none of the markings for declassification required by Executive Order 11652. 

152. The copy of CD 451 provided by Mr. Mccreight 1~as cl ass ifi ed - more . i 
than two years after it was "declassified" by the National Archives . 

153. When FBI authority "2040" classified CD 451 on July 13, 1977, he also 

held it to be "Exempt from GOS Category 2,3." FBI 's "4913" declassified this 

record on May 8, 1978, apparently on the basis of my request for something entirely 

different. 

154 . In some unexplained manner this record had had a "secret" stamp applied 

although the xerox I obtained from the National Archives has no such stamp. 

155. Only the first page of CD 451 sent by Mr. Mccreight bears any 

classification or declassification stamp. 

156. Mr. Mccreight and his staff have not yet gotten around to .declassifying 

the other relevant pages I obtained from the National Archives in May 1975. 

reported them, too, in my book POST MORTEM, which went to the printer in mid-October 

1975. 

157. Mr. Mccreight also "advi sed" me that "a review of the file pertaining 

to Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko i s being conducted to determine i f any additional material 

:'.; 
· - ) 
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can be released to" me. 

158 . This actual request was for copies of Nosenko records made available 

to Ed~1ard Jay Epstein by the FBI after they had been withheld from me under my prior 

1975 requests . The CIA and the National Archives refused to comply with my similar ~) 

requests of both although my first requests of both agencies are of se.veral years ago. ~ 
'·~ .q 

159. In a book titled Legend: The Secret World of Lee Harvey Oswald, and ~~ 

in extensive promotional appearances, _articles and interviews Mr. Epstein represents 

that he obtained his "information" from these three agencies under FOIA. 

160. In Legend Mr. Epstein actually exposed an important FBI "national 

security" informant known as "Fedora," described as "a Russian working under 

diplomatic cover" at the UN. 

161. From first to this last my experience with "national security" claims 

is that they are bogus claims. This is not to say that there neither is nor can be 

legitimate claims of this nature relating to assassinations and assassination-related I 
re~ords. Rather is it to state that I have not seen a single record withheld under 

national security claim that justified ·the claim. 

162 . This is but the most recent of the FBI's rewriting of my requests. 

This also is what the Department seeks to do in the Motion and the Memorandum. At 

the beginning of each and in a number of references the key word in Mr . Lesar's 

request is omitted. As first expressed on page 1 of the Memorandum, his request is 

"for access to certain records pertaining to the assassination" of Dr . King. In 

Footnote 1 of the Memorandum, it is "sought information concerning the assassination 

investigation only." At the beginning of the Motion, it is "records .. , which pertain ii 
:;: 

to the investigation of the assassination of" Dr. King. (Emphasis added) \ 
:-1 
!,: 
~; 

163. One always-omitted word alters the meaning given to Mr. Lesar's request . ~ 
The word is "review." His request does not duplicate mine in C.A. 75-1996. It is 

for the records of the recent Department reviews described in foregoing paragraphs 

and exhibits. Although omitted by the Department, "review" appears in each of the 

Items of Mr. Lesar' F request . 

164 . Consistent with my prior experience with the Department is its laying 

claim to exemptions requiring a law enforcement purpose or a legitimate national 

security investigation without offering proof of either . 

165 . \1ithout this proof it also makes claim to the applicability of (b)(7) 

";:, 

;-! 

(E). It then alleges that "disclosure" would "impair" the "future effectiveness" ''. 

of t he techniqu es and procedures used against Dr. King without proof that there would 
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or could be a "disclosure." (The Department here substitutes "reveal II for 

"disclose. 11
) 

166. The operations against Dr. King used federal power and funds in the 

furtherance of Uirector Hoover's paranoidal weltaunschauung, not on genuine law 

enforcement or national security investigations . In pursuit of Director Hoover's 

objectives, the FBI used a variety of techniques and procedures. However, it has 

made all of them public. I have followed this closely for a decade. Hr~ t, the 

FBI leaked details. Then, after Director Hoover was safely dead, his survivors 

confessed his sins for him, seeking absolution for themselves . have read their 

prepared testimony and the published versions and I have read the Senate report. 

These leave little doubt that there remain~ no secrecy about the techniques and 

procedures they used, from live informants to poison~pen letters to fabricated tapes 

to electronic surveillances to the mails and even to efforts to prevent the awarding 

of the Nobel peace prize after it was announced and to cancel an interview with the 

Pope after it also was announced. (Perhaps these last are among the unspecified 

reasons SA Small cites diplomatic immunity without referring any records to the i 
State Department.) The methods also are known, including such niceties as exploiting ~ 

the prior criminal records of one in Dr. King's office to compel service as an 

informant inside his office, using non-FBI personnel in some of the more delicate and 

sensitive exploits and seeking to influence college administrations, all well-known 

practices. 

167. All of these operations against Dr. King ended with his death more 

than ten years ago. Since then, as a result of many exposures, some forced by FOIA 

and PA, some seemingly voluntary and some because .agents involved "defected," there 

has been considerable "disclosure" of all sorts of FBI techniques and procedures . 

The claims to exemption are general and conclusory. From my extensive study over a ~ 

long period of time, I believe there remains no real possibility of "disclosure" of 

anything not already known about these techniques and procedures. There is no 

government affidavit even alleging that any technique and procedure not already known 

would be made known by any withheld record. 

168. In all my prior experience when I have obtained copies of what was 

withheld it became apparent that withholding had not been justified. While in some 

instances the 1~ithholding may have been little more than stonewalling to waste me 

and my remaining time, in most instances what had been withheld turned out to be what 

was embarrassing to officialdom, which made fal se claim to exemption to avoid 

.... >.-·· ----- ""' ~ -
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exposure of the embarrassing . 

169 . Much of the Department's allegations is rhetoric. With regard to the 

Privacy claim (Memorandum, pages 9 et seq.) the claims fly into the face of the 

May 5 , 1977 , policy statement of the Attorney General himself. In the Motion (page 

11) the feigned emotion is passionate in forecasting "wholesale release of investi -

gatory fi 1 es. 11 While I read this with a sense of deja vu (see Paragraph 86 re [J 

C.A. 2301 - 70), I also compare this with the FBI's decision to release some 100,000· ~ l : :~ 
pages of JFK assassination investigatory files. To now that is the "wholesale" i; ~ 

ma, im,m. I, it io 11 y, " · recto, "'"" ro 1,.,., most of th, tho"''"'\ of I"" pcovji i" • [-~_', __ l. 
, to the Warren Commission. These are investigatory files rich in s9urc~s

1 
and name·r { 

not withheld. There were no excisions. That also was"wholesale. 11
, It was an · 8 

• I I ~ 

'~·. 

appreciable portion of some 300 cubic feet of records. Mr. Metcalfe himself is nf1 l 
presiding over another "wholesale" release of other investigatory r.ecords to me , j~n - i 
C.A. 75-1996. the FBI opted to provide me with about 50,000 pages o_f investigatory !\ i:",:_i_:_;,·:: 

files in substitution for my specific and much more limited request. I can see no . ,, 
'. I 

possibility of any "wholesale" volume approximating what the FBI has released to ~t ij 
170. It is represented (Motion, page 19) that "this may be the{~st i 

situation even in which a component of the Department of Justice (or perhap.s any \~ 

federal agency) has taken custody and control of local law enforcement agency reco.rps 

under circumstances leading to such FOIA susceptibility." (The implication of the,se 

roco,ds boi,g o,ly copios is witho,t s,ppo,t.) This ,,p,,s,,t,tio, is ,ot fact,,1(\ I 
Aside from some of these same Memphis records included in records provided to me arr ~ 

. similar records of the State of Texas, Dallas County and City, the State of Louisi 'r r,a, f_t_:_ 

Orleans Parish, and of other local agencies. 
! I ~ 

171. In my past experience these doomsday forecasts have never been justified. ~ 

From my extensive knowledge of this subject matter, they now are even less justifir1· 

From what can be ascertained through the withholdings these have the purposes of pr,or 

t~ 

p 
•• ,.1,,,,.,. ,f ,11,,., •• , •• , •• , ,,,,st,,s. th, ••• ,i,,,, h., •• , ·r .h,t ,ffi,.,1

1
~ I 

The Attorney General has found the King assassination. to be an histo~i'.cal 

wants to hide. 

172. 

case. Deputy 
I • : I ~ 

Civil Division Chief William Schaffer testified to th~ Congress _that \if 

is a "unique" case of great historical importance. Yet the records in this instan~ I 
, I 

cause, as in my C.A. 75-1996, w_ere processed without consultation with what is publ ji rly ! 
known. The free expert subject assistance I offered the FBI was refused . This was· 

;} 
not limited to my offer of a consolidated index to books. offered free consultatjpns t 

' I ~ 
l I 
; i ! 

;.,,·· ..•. :-·. _· r--··.:-:1.J-/ • .,l-· 
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by phone. ."\\ 

173 . To me as a subj ect expert in thi s "unique" case of such great i ' 

hi stor ica l impo rtance, t he bottom line is t hat in al l t he Department ' s mot ions an~1 

memo randa , in all t he affidavi ts, t here is no t a singl e proof t hat any of t he 

withheld informat ion is not publi cly known. 

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND 

Before me this J/./(:, day of June 1978 deponent Harol~ Weisberg 

has appeared and signed this affidavit , first having sworn that t~e st atements 

made therein are true. 

My cornmi s s ion expires ~f L.['1 11 If 7 f 

( 

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR 
FRED ~R K COUNTY , MARYLAND 

L 

~ 
t ---- -
~ . ' 

! 

l --~-- .. ··=--= ~-~-~ · - /J.. 
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· Bluel£ Reportedly 
,Worked: With FBI 
·To niscredit l(ing ,rJ- tfn g" . 

By George Lardner Jr. 
w11ahln1lon Pm;~ 8Lnrt Wrllt1r 

The FBI apparently worked with a 
black leader in ils long undercover 
campaign to discredit the late. Rev. 
Martin Lulher King Jr., accord1µ~ lo 
newly disclosed FBI docwnents. · · 

'L'he tentative scheming was dis· 
closed In one ot a series of memos 
from th/l "Offlcinl and Confidontlal" 
files of the late FBI director J. Edgar 
Hoover. The Center for National Se· 
curity Studies obtained them under 
the Freedom of Information Act. 

Senate investigators have . prevl• 
ou&IY revealed · that the FB l's cam- , 
palgn against Klnll l11cludcd II pro· 
posal to grnom II new "nnlional Negro 
leacter" lo take his place. 

llut in making that discovery some 
two yenrs u!jo, the Senate Intelligence 
Committee nlso sairl that il had c.on· 
tnclecl the (ll'opqsed successor to Kin!( 
only to he told that "he was not aware 
of'·the !•'Bi's plans for him or nf n.n y 
attempts by the ~'Bl to promote him 
as a civil rights leader." 

The newly declassiflcd FBI memo 
su·g!(esls otherwise alllwugh it is far 
from conclusive. The name of the man 
the FBI had secretly anointed has 
never been made public. In addition, 
the FBI doleled Urn name of lhe bluck 
.\eader from t)le memo obtained by lhe 
center. . 

See FBI, A7, Col. 1 

A Black Said to . Aid 
:. i . ' . :• . 

FBI . Anti-King Plan : 
King smear campalan, Information FBI, From Al 

Dated Dec. 1, 1964, and addressed to 
the late FBI assistant director WI!· · 
11am C. Sullivan, the memo alludea to 
a dlacuulon the anonymous leader 
had had II few day1 earlier with an• 
other high-ranking F.IJI ottlclal, Car-

. "about Dr. Kina'• prJ,vate lUe" . w,• ; 
TR AD II FB1 : 
made availabl.o . at the Ume to var;to1.11 : 

. people. · I 

. tha (Deke) DeLoaeh. 

Tbt JBI tint ln1talltd a concealed. 1 
microphone In Kln11'1 room at the Wtl· , 
lard Hotel here on Jan. 6, 1064, and ; 
during tbe next two yeara Installed 11t . 
least 14 more· 1'bugs" In hotel ~ , 
King oooupled acrole the country. · : 

."[Delted) stated to DeLoach that 
he wa11 faced with the dUflcult prob
lem of taking atepa to remove King 
from the national picture," the FBI 
memo said. "He Indicates In hill com· 
men ts I . lack of conlldenc11 · that be, 
alone, ~o'ajd hi! ,uccessful." 

As a consequence, the memo 1ug
gestcd that DeLoach "have a further 
'discussion with [deletecl] an deffer to 
be helpful to [deleted) In connection 
with the problem of tho removal of 
King from the national scene." 

On Jan. 8, 19M, two day1 after the 'j 
first bug wae Installed, the FBI's SulJI. 

. van prop0sed that •the bureau pt.cit , 
''the right kind of a national Negro i 
leader" who could eventually "aasume I 
the role of leadership ot the Ne&ro I 
people when King hll been conr 
pletely discredited." 

In th11t same memo, Sullivan alao 
nominated a candidate, name ltUl \ 
unknown, who, the l1'BI a1111latant dl· 
rector said, wae "trlll,i r11~uble tor DeLonch, It was added, could alllO 

auggeat the [deleted) might desire \o 
call a' meeting of Negro leaders In the 
country Including, among othen,, civil 
rlghta Ieucters such ea James Farmer 

· and A. Philip Randolph as well as 
some prominent black judges, mini. 
'ten and public oftlclala. 
. ·. "These men oould be called for the 
· purpose of learning the facts as to the 
, bureau's performance In the fulfill· 
· ment of Its. reaponslbllltlea under the 
'civil rlghta statute, and this could well 
be done nt such a meeting, the memo, 
composed by IDBI offlclal J. A. Sizoo, 
continued. '\In addition, the bureau, 
on a highly coufldentlnl balia, could 
brio! such a group on the accurlty 
background of Kini (deleted). The use 
of a tape, such as contcmplatecl In 
your memorandum, together with a 
transcript for convenience In follow
Ing the tape should be most convlnc· 

' Ing." Sullivan .was told In a sentence 
; that was crossed out by pen ot' pencil. 
" The memo concluded by stating 
that those Invited to such a meeting 
might then 1ee 'the danger of Kina . to 
the overall civil. rlJhta movemenL" 

"(Deleted) la already wen aware 
of this," the FBI memo emphasized. 
"This group shall Include such leader
ship ns would. be capable of removing 
King from the scene If they, or their 
own volition, decided thla waa the 
thins to do after auch a brletlng. The 
group should Include strong enough 
men to control a mnn like James 
Farmer anrl make him see the light of 
day. This might have the effect of ln
crenslni, the stature of (deleted) who 
la a capable person and ambitious." 

a man so you11g." . 
Other document& obtaln11d tram Ho· 

over's files by the Center f~ Nati.9~ 
Security Studies lnchide: · : i 

• A 1969 m.emo dlacloslng thAt the 
FBI had picked tip a conversation be- \ 

. twe.en King a,nd "Cassiua Clay" five I 
vears earlier. Clar wa~ appealing hi.I 
1967 Selective Service · conviction on 
varloua grounds, lnc:ludlni the cbarae 
that his case had been tainted bf 
"Illegal 11ovel'.llment eavesdropping." 

• In a 1066 · memo appll1'8ntly refer
ring to the Kini, bug1, then-Attorney 
General Nicholas Katzenbach warned 1 

Hoover that !'theat afO partlclllarly I 
delicate survelllancea and we should . 
be very cautious In terms [of] the non- • 
FBI people who may from tlmi; to , 
timo necessarlly be Involved In ~ ; 
aapect of in1ta11auon.•1 .:'. , i · '. :: I· · 

_l . . ~ ··· :: 

C A- 11-t)&C/ i. 

£ )( /11$/'f" 1 

The Dec. 1 1064. date of the memo 
coincides with the >pell'k ot the F'BI's 
campaign against King, who was 
about ·to receive the Nobel Peace 
Prize to Hoover's great chagrin. The 
allu9ion to the "tape" was evidently II 
reference to a recording of compro· 
mtslng, seirnally explicit, excerpta 
from King's FBI-buggerl hotel rooms. 

There la no lndicallon Lhat t~e. 
mc,etlng of block lenders proposed m 
the J/'BI memo waa ever held, but ac· 
cording to the Sennte Intelligence 
Commitwe'a. l976. ca~e sLudy lill. .IJuL 



. . ! I 
t+&zJ°·H,;.i ........ J..w+-,J+d +N+h?ir@lf'+,Hi, f I I I ,s;Uj#.i b#· C: 

C It 17 · ()69 2-
;;:- J( II I' .13 I r ·2--

READING BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Bishop, Jim . The Ds.ys of Martin Luther King, Jr. G.P. Putnam's 
Sons, New ·York, 1971, 

Frank, Gerold. An American Death. Doubleday & Company, New York, 
1972. 

Hoch, Paul, and Scott, Peter, and Stetter, Russell. The Assassinations, 
Dallas and Beyond. Random House, 1976. 

Huie, William Bradford. He Slew the Dreamer. Delacorte Press, 
New York, 1968. 

McMillan, George. The Making of an · Assassin. Little Brown & Co., 
1976. 

Seigenthaler, John. A Search for Justice. Aurora Publ., 
Nashville, 1971. 

\ 

- 161-

' \ 



I 

' t 
J 

l 
I 

; i 

' • I 

·I 

l 
! . 

---•'Nzl,-+A>rh:>4- ;w)1a,al\{ ·lll.ts lla,tt;'ee4,,..- 1:t6hHi·fWtttc)eitrif1hceci#:f:~·ta,He ·• 1h,.. 1 J 

C //- 11 ~oG(j '2-.. 

ExH 1'!!:,/7' 3 

for accuracy against the tapes of those surveillances. 

A canvass of o:-.her investigative agencies was tmde to 

determine whether tl:leir fi.les reflected that :intelligence 

or c.ounterlntelligence requests had been made upcn them 

·by the FBI in relaticn to Dr. King. · This included the 

Defense Departm:mt, the . State Depart:m:nt, the U.S. 

Infonnatioo. Agency, the C. I .A. , the Secret Service, the 

Postal Inspect:ioo Service, the Intemal Revenue Service's 

Intelligence Divisioo. and the Treasury Department ' s Bureau 

of Alcorol , Tobacco and Fireatm.s. The material turned up 

by these agencies was exmrlned, lllbeit little of ccnsequence 

was discovered. Relevant portions of the inveetigaticn reports 

of the MeiJt:,his Police Department en the King nurder were 

xeroxed and studied. 

'\ 

In additicn to official ~ilea, the task force persoonel . .:... ,,_ .. 

ccnsidered published material fran the public sector dealing 

with Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and his assassinaticn. 

Included in this category were a viewing of the Coluii>ia 

Broa.dca.ating System 's progra:n oo. the death of King in its series 

"Tho Assassins,'" a Natia1al Broadcasting Ccnpany "Tawrrow'' 

program of April 4, 19741 and perusal of books and articles 

en the Southem Christi.an Leadership Ccnference and the role 

of the FBI in relatioo. to the nurder of Dr. King (see 

Bibliography, App. A, Ex. 6). This lead to scrre valuable 
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evidentia:ry m:i.terial - principally the oral and written 

etatarents of Janes Earl Ray - which was used to buttress 

the r econstructicn of the facts of the nurder and of the 

FBI investigatic.n. 

- Sane 30 interviews were conducted, principally in 

the assassination phase of the task force study. They were 

helpful in supplEmnting the results of intervi~ done 

during the nurder investigaticn. 

During the revi.B-1 of the Merrphis Field Office files, 

an cu-site inspecticn of the cri.me scene was conducted and 

the eJdtlbits in the office of the Clerk of the Ccn.nty Court 

for Shelby County, Tennessee, were examined. 

-13-
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.. , L'~J~i"ED STATES G .. RNMENT a 
C. A. 77 - 0692 
EXHIBIT 4 

-~ Memorandum 
-· -- ~,..:~r-.·-:--

~b-.:.~ 
,TO : 11r. DeLo~ --~?;?] 
fJlOM ; A. Rosed 

. }~")S17 

OAT£: 6/15/70 

l - 1fr. De Loach 
1 - I.Jr. Rosen 
1 - tlr. ~alley 
1 - Mr. Scatterday 

c •.. i.::. .. __ 

c----

1:~=iz JJ1,· - -T ... : _ . 
.., •• _ ! . \ , •.. ~ - ,,.) ' 
Mel&• - - /," ,' ·• 

'-• - -- t.' A.' .. 

i UBJ£CT : B~P~:AP.D FENSTERWALD 1 .JR. 
1:J~E · CHECK REQUE~ 

1 - Mr. McGowan 
1 - llr~ts~ 

. ,;~. ~ 

~'··· 
,, 1 
·\,~ ~ 

( ';;7:_'-'tt~'_V 
Special Agent ~n Charge of tho Memp~is Office, 1D 

connection with the James Earl Ray case, bas requested a 
name check on Fenstcrwald, who is tho bead of a private gro~ 
called "Tbe Committee to Investigate Assassinations." Thia ' · 
request is on behalf of Assistant Attorney General Clyde Vason, 
the atate prosecutor assigned to ~be Ray case, who had asked 
tor information concerning Fensterwald. · 

1/t.··,i; 
~,~·" 

'ilj .. }~:. ,'. 
wr
1
,.J ,·,,, ·,·1 ~v ··iii-d ~f.P.-;:· { 

c"(f : ,' 
~· r~,. I 

Jl'ensterwald, to~er chief counsel to Senator Long'• :·f ~'. 
com.::ii ttee on wiretapping, was tbe subject of applicant-type \ttJ 
investigations by the Bureau in 1949 and 1959, wbicb developed , .· , 
that the names of hie motbe'r and sister appeared on a list . ~.'/ :; . 
of delegates and mccbers in 1942 of the Southern Conference \ < ', 
tor Hu::ian Welfare, cited by the Bouse Committee on Un-American "·, 1 
Activities, and in 1956, while employed by tbe State· DepartJDentt ft .; 
Fensterwald and bis mother traveled to the Soviet . Union tor a l1) -~ 
vacation. Mo other dero(;atory data was developed. Fensterwald, ;-,~\. ·: 
1n add1 tion to his former Stnte Department employment, was chief t,',!· i·\ 
counsel of the U.6. Senate Comm1-ttee on the Judiciary; Su?JC-Omm1ttee ~.:,.: i: 
on Adminiatra tive Practice 1.nd Procedure (Long Cotnm1 ttee), .and f::·i 
our contacts wt th bi111 clearly 11howed be was unscrupulous. . ~~·i -~ 

... ._.. "/ . 

untrustworthy and anti-FBI and sought to involve the Bure.au 1Ja · t : ·~ I ·'·· 
wiretapping probes by Long'a Committee. Bl9 allegedly leaked.,, .. :-, J (-;;.-.( 

,,. 

' 
.1. 

I . l 
i 

(~{; . 

'\ . 

. 

... 

b
lnfcormation to l"red Cook, !on1:-

11
ttme

1 
PB! crit

1
tc, to

1
rtba.n

1
artticl, .. · . ~ ~.

1
.·_: .. _!.·.i. ',~ .. ·;·. 

y ook which appeared in The at on, dea tni w !; re app-1 ~ ·. 
by Government agencies. J.1¥- ~ B '11' 1 - · t·,t· -

. ,.~United Press Jn~ernational relt~s~~~!:
1
· Y,t~i69, ~.};·?_.it: 

reported on the founding of the new comml ,--.,... ga • , 
assassination.a, stating that Fensterwald Wll.S one of thcd:iembera ,, 
thereof together with District Attorney .J~arri.adh ..,1 . 
Jrew Orlellns, and Willta.m ·Turner (ex-Agent llnd extremely al1ti-l'BI). ~; ; i 
7~nsterwald was quoted as gtatlng the purpose of the com:a1ttee i: ·: 
is "to embarrass or force the Government to aake investigations 
they have been putting off since Wovember 22, 1963," and indicated 
t~e committee's po5ltion was that thero was a conspiracy in Dallas 
in c:onoection wi tb t:he assassination of Preside.nt ennedy and t:hat 
there were "etroo~ footprints" of a conspir•cJ in onn ction with 

, • ,• 
'i• I 

1/i. . \ 
•• I 

i . . l 
t~ °'. i . 
.'( the a hootins o f Dr . lb.rtin Luther n n, . ., f c:=:m 

\·-:. ,. . _, / . . . 17 \%~ 

!I~~;~~ 1.- ,t.-?~ CONTIKUKI> - ~l<. 
J

·'. • . 
' - p ••• , -

~~ IS. ,•1 V•J' .,,. ·•~f'A' •r,~11 '1"' . 
,~ )/["' ',\ ' . 'If• • • . , ·,.· ' . . . . ' ·. 
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l!ec:.o to i=r. 02£,cb 0 
Re: Bernard Fensterwald, Jr. 

The attached letter to ~emp~1s sets forth 
brief biographical data concernin~ Fensterwald and bis · 

\ 

eoploycents, together with the data developed during the . 
investigations concerninc his mother and sister as woll· · 
as bis trip to the Soviet Union in 1956, which it 16 believed 
the Special A~ent in Charce, Uempbis, should orally jturnisb 
to Assistant Attorney Gene.rat Kason. . 

• 

For bis own information and g,.Jidance, the. letter 
furnishes Jde:mphis information concerning Fensterwald's anti-FBI 
attitude and his associa~ion with Turner. 

RECOLI!.!ENDATION: 

That tbe attached letter, . if approved, be forwarded 
to Special A~ent 1D Charge, Mempbia. 
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JUN 1 o ;Jm 
I 

f BI 
I 
I 
I ----

Date: 6/5/70 
I 
I 
I 
I Tranamll the followlni;i In --------

(T1p c j11 plai11tul or code} 

A IHTEL v,a __ _ 
""~~J I 

------------------------------------------------~-------

A I tc l 

TO: DlllliCfOR, Jo'Bl (44 - 38861) 

FROlt: SAC, MEMPHIS (44- 1987) (P) 

SUBJECT: 11URKIN 

He ~em~1is airtel to Bureau, 5 / 8/70. 

For the information of WFO, subject JAiIBS EARL 
JlAY 16 now being represented by J.B. STONER of the National 
States Hir;hts Party; RICHARD J. RYAN, a Memphis, Tennessee, 
attorney; and BERNARD FENSTERWALD, JR. An article appearing 
in a llcmphis newspaper indicated that FENSTERWALD is from 
Washini;ton, D.C. and heads a private group called "The / 
Committee to Investigate Assassinations.~ According to l 
the ar tic l c, Jo'ENSTEHWALD worked for the Senate Judiciary 
Committee from 19~7 until 1968. · 

Assistant Attorney General CLYDE MAS.ON, Memphis, 
Tennessee~ the state prosecutor assigned to the JA~IBS EARL 
RAY case, has asked that we furnish him any information . )•..o 
available·concerning FENSTERWALO and his political linkingi;./ · 

LE~D °f;-' t a /y,..VI AX-1 to 
WFO / \v ~ ,),c,h~~•;\,~\ ,'/ .. 

AT WASIII NG"TOO D .C. ?'111·' prepare a brief outline 
of BERNAHDr'tffi>TElCTl'J\lJ)~professional background including 
any i11forrnation to indicate association with leftist a nd 
racifit ~roups in order that this information may be made J 

--~~ailahlc to the District Attorney General at JrlcmphiS, Tenness~. J-
~ e,.,,~ .. . 

P.. r: . 
I 

' ' , 

.( -·)· /i" ' ,, 
, r -r,..-

, .. ,· 
- 11 IN '~, l')_-d 

f' ' ~ J ,'\ 

• l 1·. 
~ l · ~ ,. "· , \ • I · , 
· · · Apprand;--:::..i1-.....1-.....---------

Spec l al AQenl In Chwi;ie 

-
.. _.. !-~ ....... - "'-- •• J!l/ltt4.,,.. .... 
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LX-1 fO 
~/1(;, ~f,.:-r.1ph I:.; (-J 1-!DU'/) 

:tEC :: 
Director, H:I (-11 - JUOGl)--~ g 'b. 3 
llUlliCI U 

6/lG/70 

Ile yqu1· oirtcl G/.5/70 captioned as ouove. 

Dvrnnrd Fcnstcrwald, Jr., was the subject ot 
applicnnt-typc inv~sti.-allons in HMD ond 1959, wllich 
llcvclopcd th~ follow.i.n~ iuforr.il\tio11 wh:i.cll you may orallJ 
r u l' n i s h t o /' s s i !J t a n t 1\l torn,:- y ~ n c r n 1 C 1 )'de II a son • 
F~ttYlcr~ald ,:n3 born Au~ust 2, 1021, in ttnsbvillc, Tennessee, 
:~n1tll1,ill111~ f1·om Jln1·var•J Uuivcrsity in HM2 with a nacbclor 
or Scic:acc dc!;1·cc nod tllcrca!Lcr attcndiua Harvard Law School, 
Jl;lrvard Un I vcr!:ti ty, IVhcre tic was n·aardcd n Dacbclor of LaYJs 
dc~r~c in 1D~9. The name~ of hie ~other ond sister nppcarod 
ou a 11:.Jt o! d~lc~atc!.i nnd members in 1942 of the Southern 
Conrcrc11cc jr· llunnn lklfarc. which bas been citcc.l l>y .the 
Jlous<:> Con1r.1i t Lee on Uo-f,1ncriccrn Activities. In l!>t.,G, w:1ile 
cri1J>l:.iy 1!<l hy LI>'~ State Ii-:.·pa

0

rlr.1cnt, Fcastcr•,ald ancJ bis wotlJer 
lr;:vcl,.•,J t 1J the :;o\'.ict Uni•.Jn. In a<l<•iti'>n to hiv cmployisc'1t _ ,-----y,y thC' ~t:itc !kp;1rl1~r:?nt, Fc119tcr·,,alu w:i::::; 111:::io <.'t.iploycc.J as · 

o ch 1cr coun~,:, l of th(' U.S. Se11n te Commit tee on tl.JL 'Jud1ciarf; 
~- ( 
~ -~ ~~~~o~'..:,~f~~c~) ."d~!n~~;~~~;~c b:~~c!!~~o:.;~ :~o~~~u~~a!1~o Q! "' "' 
u> ~ :\ number ,;,! ~'-'111\tc co:11r.1i ttocs. 
..... 0 
z u 
::::> ,~ for yuur O\':O information ond ~idnncc, our contacts 

...u l th fens t•11~.rn l<.l have mar.le it clc11rl l' cvidcut that he \\'all 
----'""un:;crupu lnus, un trus t11or thy nn<l an ti-FCI nncl tre(Jucnt ly 

<·11de;,v,n•t•d t() cl1·:\·.v the Fill into conflicto around the countrJ 
l>r 115 ~ l'C'!Uei;t~ of v.nriou~ tclcphon~ companies nnc1 other oources 
v:110 r.1ii!?1t l1av,.· in.£'01·11ation or wiretaps anu otp·cr technic:il 
S\lrvc-i 11.:rncef:j by th'! FBI. In January. 19CG, ;_n conucction 

• . ..._· : , ', . . "\• 
wi tL h,~al'illf,fJ sc:hrHJUl'!tl t;o h~ held 111 San l'r.lllCi:iJ~o, FC'nstcrwald 
111,Fc11t,~,1 lh;it C'll-Al:C'nt liilllom Turner "oulu be.• one of the 
w!tn0G:1c~ h 0 jntcndcd to call iD co1111 1.•ction. with the extent of 
FOi \.'ire tappL1c. As yo u ore awn re, Turner ia e:,c. tr,:,11~ly on ti-FBI 

: :'.: .:~·1 · -,..~-~ tii:H ls < 9 > 
~~( .. -.. . ~ - \ 1 . 
.: ··· ... --l·t-- . . .......... __J __ 
··,11 .. ..., -- - --
·· , •• •• 4 __ _ 

'··11 ---·:,J ... __ _ 
i·,,.. __ _ 
:.•1,~ - ---

. · ., , .-i _ __ _ _ 

NOTE: See memo Ur. Rosen to Mr. DcLoach, 6/15/70, 
captioned "'Ocrnard · Fcns tcrwald 1 .Jr., Na.me Check 
Request," GIIS:ca. , 
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L<' l tr r to SAC, Mcnphi!'t 
llr>: 11Ul'kin 

a nd hno un unsavory backr.round. Fred J. Cook, in an 11rt1cle 
ln the Dccf'mber, lOG5, issue ot "The Nation," dcnlin~ with 
·,4·.\.r~t:1ppin1; liy r.,1vcr111w11 t nr:cncieo, a llcgcdly obtainod 
information f0r hls nrticle from Fcnstcrwnld, whom he quoted 
scvt'rnl tin<'~ . 

ln:;urr' tl1.nt you .ire alert to Iurnich th~ Bur<'au 
· under th•.? nl>ovc cnption any lnformnt1.on cominc to your 
att<'ntion c011cr:r11tn•: lhr: ~ct .1.v1t1Pc. <• .r th<.' "Cc•M,d. tt.ee to 
Inv1!:;tlcatc A::1:;u~;sinations" or activities ot any of the . 
mcmucrs thereof . (77 - 44206) 
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, ·1'tansmit in Via ------=~n ... 1._r.._t ...... e ... l..__ ________ _ 
' /Ty,,. in p/ain1u:1 or cod• J . IPriorilyJ 

-n ---- ------- ----------------- . - - - -

.-

: ' 
SAC, Alb any 

ARD LEE T 
·'DEX COfillOill\TION 

ELEC'rRONIC SURVEILLANCE 

Date _ ..,7._-.... 2...,0._-...,,2,...-2 ___ _ 

FBI 

. ~ . ; . 
.. ·; .. ·· 

The Depar tment has advised that captioned subjects 
have been indicted in the District of Colwnbia on Feder al 
interception of conununications.charges . 

' 
Accordingly, the Department·has instructed that 

procedures should be instituted to precl~e the monitoring of 
subjects, their' at·torneys, or any · defense strategy conversations 

1

: until such time as prosecution has been completed and the . 

• ! , 

Deparbnent issues notice that the restrictions may be removed~ 
. . . . • .r . . . 

In complying with this.· request from the Department, 
all offices should be guided by· the instructions set forth in 
·sAC Letter .69 - 4 3, dated 8/ 13/69, .and apply them to all electroni 
surveillances now i operation as··well as those installed while 
the above restri ans are in effect .:·.· ~. ;-_:, · . 

.:"'.'t.· .. .. ,·. . . . . / · .. · , · ·: ·· 
,• ·.~· ·, .. . Department 'ha§ identified subj~cts. attorneys as: : 

:-,;. 

. " 
··-".>.t( 

... , -· ,: . 
. / · .. 

,, .. 

Philip J. irschkop,~03 , Street, No r thwest , Washington, D. c. , 
. 2000~, and Bernard Feh ~~ald·'· J~ ~ ' .. 905 16th £treet, Northwest, 
Washington, D. C., 2 06 . .. . . . . . - · 

. . . . .· . . .. . . - . . ~ ... \ . ~. . . 

:·.~··.- Bast resides in McLe~, Virginia , and is employed by 
captioned corporation at 1404 New Yor k Avenue,;: Nor thwest , 

.:~:1:r~I:;::~£;l\!if rtf 1:~I~:tt~iJ1lt:;;)J\{/' · · 

'J:_· 

·- - ''"·"--'"' -··---~-----~-·- ----··-··--·-·· -·-. 
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UNITED STAT.ES De:P:\H'l'i\'lENT OF JU STICE 

. Jleply, Plea•• }(ejer tu 

I• Nu. l 9 0 - l 2 U 

l•'EIJl"tAL IIUHEAU OF INVEST!GA'l'!ON 

450 Colden Cute Avenue 
P.O. llox J(,015 

Sun ¥rancisco, California 94102 

I . 
! 

'., Ii·. I 

. :_' -. ·1·· 

,: t 
' ' 
! : 

Murch 10, 19'/8 

Mr . James H. Lesar 
910 16th Street N.W. 
Suite 600 
Wa8hington, D.C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Lesar: 

Re: BENARD FENSTERWALD, JR. 

This letter and the enclosed xeroxed document is 
in response to your Freedom of Information Act - Privacy 
Act request dated January 27,, 1978. 

No excisions or deletions have been taken from 
the document furn1Yhed to you. 

Your patience has been appreciated. 

.... __. ... ,.,_....,. .. . 

,-v··•·•~. -ir ·• ··: , , · .1 · u, • . l · ,· : r. ·.:. ~ ·ct .I[!: l ' l '\l , · _ ·· · -

Very truly yours, . . 

CHARLES R. MC KINNON 
Special Agent in Charge 

~-;,<."~ 
B~ JA~ES L. WATTERS 

Spec :lal Agent 
Legal Section 

. •. ~·,: ,,L;~:1::.:::· · · 
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Ttlt. ltoo"' ·
.Miu ll•,lrnu_ 
Mlsa Gaod!-·- • 
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PAGE TWO 

l 
0 

..-..... . , . 

. ~~) ·:_ :: .. . . .... .. " 
·· .: · .. 
. , . ' . ·, 

i1nn I tJf\ MFtJ r 16tJ~.o l.Y/\IJD/\ Hfdl r I u MID tHA T IJ/\NLJ/\ IIUST ~AVE

0

~NO~N . .,'\(/ , { 

I so11£1µ1tlG li.'/\S (,'llllG 011 . 1-1/\l!IN/\ 

Wns A LtE. 1111s . >u11u 5/llL> fllAT 

. . 
SAID 11AltT Ill AC rs IIOW AS l f [VER¥. TIil NO , _' ~ 

• '. ·. ( \ : •.' ~' ... , ' f' 4..-!, ,/, .: • t I ; , 

lF 1)£CLMI FORD BECOMES MARINA-s:J .• ~r:.; ··\ .• 'I : .: .. ,.: .· .. : .. (•.,; ~ t .. ~ t 

~1/\1!/\GEH OECL/\11 C/\llllOT USE MC l(UlllE: /IS A PLl<SONAL ATTOHta:v. riARINA ;·) · .. 
• . . • ·. i ;: ... . ~ ._ ; _. :~ . ,· ~: : 

SAID SIIE EXPf.CTS llOilEllT OS\:.'ALO SIIOHILY l\lll) .\i/JLL PHOllAllLY GO . TO i. :-:._ \'. t · .. :·:· i_ · 

TIIE c:::'. ::;":,:,'.~:::y,'.u111 oc I lD MRS .. I ollo S r:J IIIG ll0B£RT AND .. ·.•• : ' '}):\//::/ / 
. . 

f/\llILY 11/d) JU~T u :n • . 11/dUNA tH.Pf./\llD WHAT HOl3~RT OSWALD TOLD HER · . .-·: .·. · .:. 
~ . ~ . . .. 
. , .. . · 

r 
r-
l 
J 

AOOUT IH." lt!FOllll/d lUll 111/\T IIAO JU'..>T COi".[ our rHAT LEE HAHVEY OSIJ/\\i:0 :· .. ,• ·. ~· 
, - . . : . . • :·i ·.-· -:~ -~, '•··~ 

HAD DEEtl SEEtl on1tl,i1;rnG COCA COLI\ HN l'.lllUTf.S AFTER THE SHOTS W£RE :.'.' ··\·:: ; : ii·. 
. . .. . · ' 

flfl£0 Tfl/\T KILLED Plff~lD~:rn. tl/\HrnA EXPH£S~£0 DOUBT THAT OSWALD COULD :" .·.~ rf 
_,., .. . . : 

HAVE ef.Ei·! 1111\T CALl1. H/\IHIIA ALSO 11t::t:r1011ED TltAT SOViEONE HAD SEEN A\:... :.: 

1-11\H RUii AC1l0S5 111£ Yf\f10 Of Tllf. BUll.OlllG. 111',R {NA SAID THAT ROBERT IS A 

f![L/\TlVE /\IJD so11rno~ \.'/\IHS TO CLU\ll HIS OROflt[R. MARINA SAID It .;" ·· . 
' , .. . · . 

IS lll\ 1W TO BEL1£VE TIII\T 1T ~'AS llOT LEE WIIO COl'il1ITTED THE CRIME ANO, . . . 
-· .. ... ' ... 

SH£ ~ILL ·11or TRY TO [XOIH:RATE IIIM, ~t.'OfE ''ir HE IS GUI .LTV, HE IS · 
.. I : 

II 

GUILTY Ul!rJ 1JUJr:. 11ns. f0f1D S/\lD SIIE 8[Ll£V£S TH£ GOVERNMENT IS TRYING"·. 

TO fllW TIIE lf1UTII OF Tl!E l'i/\JT[R J\IIO f/\RlllA AG1lE£D . MRS. fORO SAID. · ,. 

( DEC~AI! FOf10 lllOUGllT lllUlE \.'AS 11/JHE TH/\N O~f. PUlSOll DOING THE SHOOTING ·· 

AIID lllOUCIIT TllEPE \lEIIE HIO , MMHI:/\ S/\10 SH£ D0UIH£0 L£.E HAD AN ·; . '~ : . . 

I\CCOl·:PLI CE , 11ns • .-OhD \J/\ntJEl) llt,RI IM 110 r 10 PU r IILRSELF 1 IJ THE P~o·SiTlON : 
. . ' ~ 

or·Lu:·-.s ti(H11rn, h/\llGl!El!ITE OS\-11\LD, AS ro LU> S lllMOCEIICE . MARIN/\\.~~.," 
·-~ '".\ ~,~ 

WITH HRN AND FLO\i,'iRs LA1}!t• , /·. 
~ -· . , .. ' · 

--.. :_ ' ·. -. i,~ . :_ >-. ~. :_:.--·. . . . 

, SAl D SIIF: \IOUI.O LIKE TO Fl X LEE - S GJII\Vf. , a . 
. EtlD P/\GE l WO .. · . 

. • ' . ' 

. ' ~ ... . ·. ,. ', . 
--~ _,,_ -··- - -·· .. . 

. .. , ·. .. . - .......... - .. , .. . 
' t \ I 

. . ...... ,, _ .. ·- .. ·- - .. .. . - . ' . .. _. ·; .: ~: . . . 
. •,•..:;. - . . ... ·· , .. ..... . .. . · . 

. I .• ,• 

::.;. 
····· 

I\ 

i ·. 
,: ·.' 
·~ · 1•:"l I • • • , 
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PAGE TlHl[ E 

C u ((~) :·, .• ·.: •. · ' :: '/. 
. ... .. • ~ • : •• l . . • · ' \ . •• • . .. . •.: . 

, LI • ' . · ,• ~ •• • •• ) • • •' • •. • • • , ~ • : ': .' •; t 

MA,HtJ/\ s l\10 !jllf Hl:Ls LEE 010 1 r ,~11or ml PRESIDENT I AND FUHTH£R :: ··_·._ · ·. 
. ~ -: ·, . , · , I ~ I • 

rn11r 11 £ 1001;··~ SIIOT AT l'/\U<Ul /\Iii) f UHIIIEH SIIOOTlNG ON HIS PAHT COULi), ·/. 

ltAVE ~u:11 r.x 1; i:c1to , SIIE s1110 :.;11[ .-u.l.s 1111s I\S HE C/\i'i'E·'1o·~tE.-~~;;~;.)f· 
.. . . . . ; . ' . . \~. . .' . '. . .' 

OIi JillJJ! :..i lJI\¥ EVIII IIIOUGJI !.:m.: DlO twr Sf.£ IIHI 11\KE THE RlfLE AT THAf ;; •:.:: · . 
• ' . : \--' ·.~ •• :· . .. J ... f. · . 

1111£. ~J/\l!llU\ IIIE!I SI\JD SH£ f£1.T SUflE LU: 010 THE SHOOTlijG BUT ·.·: ;:, ,::·:·::·:· 
• . . . . • • .• : ·. ,'. 1; ,. .. : . 

,·01iornrn n so11tu1JE ELS£ ~·As s1100T11rn ALSO. _SHE TH£N SAID. suLLErs' ·.::_· \:: -<. 
• . : , ,' · , a \ • .' • , ,· . • ,' ' 

SIIOl.!LD 11/\V[ ffU.IJ Dlfff.BUIT If lHtllE ~'I\S 1101l£ THAN ONE. KARINA SAID ;',';',. 

1

111(\i' ~HIOl[
11

1111: llUY ·u,1~Ul)l£ CLl\

0

lllW . Ll[ 11/\0 A PACKAGE: BUT ;~E o~?~.~~r·;··:.:>· 
!.;[[ U:£ C/\IOiYlllG A P/\CKI\GE ,'IIHI HE CAIi£ TO Sl::E H[R/ ON THURSDAY / • · . . . 

•I . 
. . ... . , .. 

Slit S/dD II[ ~'/\S /\L"1/\YS Ill v11::w /\Ill) COULD NO( IIAKE THI:: PACKAGE DURING ;< 
. • • • : . . • .... 1· :: : •• 

TII[ 1111[ IIE W/\S /\f Ill£ PI\IIJE BtSlDENCE . SH[ /\GAltl EXPRESSED oo~~r.·:_./ ' .. ·:. '-
. • - ,. l : •\ •• . 

v.'OIIL>UUIIG \:.'IIY LEE C/\ME TO SEE. HEil OIJ HIIJRSDAY. MI\AINA SAID SH£., .:.< .. :· ... ··: 
TllllJY.S l[E 11/\lllEO IO 00 IT llU( p~~Hlll\PS rm:nE .,As S0~i£ONE ELS£ · .' .. :· . , ' # . ·.. . 

. . 
I II I\OOI I lOll TO 1111-1, SIIE Tlll::11 S/\10 SHE IS SURt: THE BULLETS WILL .. 

BE COlll'/\llEO, IJIJlil IIG COIIVUIS/\ ( 1 OU MflS. fOllD AllD tl./\RIN.A BOIH SAID ; 

-OYGH.: ~t!LY GOD .. Y.~O\.'S U!'.()U{)([ /\1!0 SJA1£1) TIii\[ lf RUB¥ HAD NOT SHOT ~· 
. . . 

LEE, PEP.11/\PS LU: \WULD 11/\VE TOLD Jll£ S(Oll¥. . ' . 

I 
L/\TEH llil~. FOIW CO!lTACfU) 11/\flH!/\ I\IJO INDICATED SHE. 

fHlllY.S JlO i..; Ln T CS'.U\I.O PH 1Jrlf,P-LY 1C'LD llAP.lllli ABOUT THE THINGS THEY 

llUHIOIJ[() rn:ronr /\S IIOiJfHT IS IJO'i SHIPATll121NG WITH HIS MOTHER . 

... 

~ . . 
. ·'~ 

11/\111.tlA S/\li) I\BSULUIELY 1101 AS ROIIUlT TOLD HER THAT l'iARGU[IHTE 0SWI\L0 ,r· 
(').., .: "".,, 

·~·01JLD l.ll:[ 10 :;u: 11~.II BUI '111/\I !:'Hf. ~,IIOULO 1:01 Ml::LT WITH 1"1RS . o~~ALD.,;, f'i.;; 
· u r I L·s 1·,l\1.1111./\ ~-. 1\10 t><iu<· 11r CL/\t11s HIS MOTH"'.0 ·1s ~,-~<;> UIILJUI /\ll't Cll!C 1;~; f\lCr .. , . , L ~.I' .~-

' ,. #I • 
Cllf\2Y. 1'11\ltltlf\ ~~/\II) llUULltl W/'\S I.ff-~ CIWllllH /\NO WOULD OE Hr.PP ¥ >i' .. 

lro Hit s o11 r Jt:/Ul<ll/\flOtl I ll !JUUi'.,£ Of 1.u: 11trn I\S UIS WH£ SH£ W~ULO 

[ llD Pf\GF. l llHt:: E .... ·• · · ... ·.·.: . ,· ~ • ·;_<': . .' · .. 
·- . -- ... -- ... _, ....... -. ·- ... - . .. .... .. ... - .. . 

... -- ------·------r· ~ i . · : · , - . i . . ll',:: · · · · •· · ·> ~ :· · .. 
•. • \ • .I • • .• \. r, . • • . . • ,.,. 1 ,l ', . ·- I a t ' . 1 .,.. ..... -, . ~ . .c. .~ . i ~ • '.f • ._ •' \ ll'T .. ~ j • • "'\ I ~ . • .. ; • . 4 '"I ' 
..... ~ >o·~tJ • .,., • II ..... • -•"' • &, ., . -----~~:~~':~.....;~;;;':".~~..._·,;.: .. In~,;,,...-,,,:. •-- . -,•-. -,Yo· ... . -.-:·- ~ -- · --. ·-:, _ •·-... ~.~)• · ·- ·- •• ----.9'° 

·• 4¥.tA:¥ at t .:Wf*WIP''"'' ' · · , . 
. ,• .· -~ : , t.~ •!' 0 

;, • • • 1,• I . ' • . 

;:·t~~~·:~··· . . '\+.);L~i):Jj~\(~ .. . · .• ;.~,.::~;: ..... ~ ·-~-- -~-~' ~, ·;:l~· ~w~:,a:,m.~ -=-=~---.. ... ·- , ...... .... . .. --·· 
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I' /IGE F UUR ' ·'.;, ·;: ·. · , '1. ... : .<·· :. 

Lll<E r,11~ ruo. · 1·1A111t1A s/110 s11E fl::ELs su 11 t: Ro3£Rr wouLo twr·';,_~}·~j .:i.:)!:\Y:' 
• 

01 Vl 111:.11 f\DUm.:..;s TO 111\H GUUII u: 0Sv.'~LD. 

l' IIY !:iJC/IL ~U HVULLf\llC[ ~/f\S OlSCOIIIIIJU[O AT TEN AN 

0 IJ 

ON IIARCH ElGIIT, SIXTYFOUR, · 

HE Wfl!J lJ1JAiJLE TO OOTl\ltl /\IIY PUlfllJlNT l lffOHIIAflON. 

l!Jf Olll:/ltH COVER/\GE COtJT lllUI NO. 

£ND 

11 l!H 

FO I ~· fl S II OC 

• 
CC- 1•111. S JU 1·.·Ar~ 

--------- ------ ~- -----·-· 
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/ {RflT. , . : :,,~ :.: .:: Dl:RAL SUREAU OF INYESTIGATIL .• 

C. A. 77 - 0692 
EXHIBI'r 0 

Oat • __ 5_-_2_4_-_G_S _____ _ 

-, 
JOH:. I.:\frn : · 1,.-\Y, lD02a Cherokee, was intet'vie.,.ed nt 

that location JI ,lh 1c )1 tim,,' he supplied the following infor-
mation: : 

.. RAY ic e ntif ic d a·-photograpb of JA~!ES DAVID D,\ILEY 
l;as a person k.icY~· :1 to hi::i or.ly as "J.D." ..,•ho at one timo operated 
'.'a tavern on-~!orrison Street in St. Louis nnd 1.·ith 'iihom RAY 
"got involved in _a iist fight with so:neti:::e in 1960. RAY :!.s 
f_of the opinion that althou;_-:h he knows "J.D." by sig::it he does 

· :, not believe that DAIL:C:·i- kn0. ·~·s h_im. RAX, ,..-as unable to provide 
_'.:.:'::iy info::-mation whethc.· h h, brother, JA:LES EARL RAY, and DAILEY 

1;bave ever known eac\1 ot. h.er .. 
:•l.": .' . 

RAY W:l.S que.stioned regarding .his stay at the '!,lac 
i ~rthur Hotel in St. Louis at which ti=e he readily stated 
': that approximately t.,·o or t hree months ~go he spent ·a night 
!.'at the !ilacArthur Hote J. 'l;'i th the nigb,t barmaid of the Grape- ' 
~-vine Inn, NAO'..!! IlEG.!1ZZI (phonetic) . . · :According to RAY he regis-
f iered as Mr. and Mrs. JOHN RAY and p~ovided a,fictitious nddress. 
t He was questioned rei;arding the address 1886 \iyoming_at which 
; time be stated it is entirely possible that he used that address 
/ when registering, bonever, it does n6t .have. any particular 
~significance to him. • 
~ . 

L RAY stated that in the early · f~ll of" 1967, his father, 
( JERRY 'RAYNES, had sold a house on Park Avenue in ·st. Louis and 
,;·gave to RAY SlOOO to hqld for- hira> RAY indicated that he bad 
·• saved approximately S3000 from various ernp1.oyr:ients and indicated 
l that on many occasions carried this cash on bis person and 
i statcd tbat even to this . date it is not ti~usual for hira to 
:: carry $500. or $600 on hi~. RAY denied any of the money saved • 
' by him h~d ~een obtained _in an unlawful canner. RAY supported 
this statement by saying that in the operation of the Grape

.• vine Tavern it is necessary to have an abundance of cash for 
:'. various bills and be also pays the employees at the tavern 
"; in cash . 

RAY_ stati-~ that in early August of 1967, he had 
;/decided to drive to- San Francisco, CaJ.ifo.rnia.. _in an attempt 
r to invest the money he had at that time in a bar or other 
{ profita9le business. He indicated that he drove alone to 
{i California, and while in San Francisco, stayed several days 

','/ ,. 
~-: 

·0n __ 5_-_1_8_-_6_8 __ ot St. !,outs, Hissouri 
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MH . TOLSON : 

HE : J/\m:s E/\flL HAY 
AS~A::i::i IN /\'l' ION 01" MART IN L U'l'IIER KING 

Now that Hay has been convicted and is serving Tele. Room----f-

l
a 9.9 - year sen Lenee, I would 1 ike to sur~gest that the Miss Holmes r 
Director al low us to choose a friendly, capable author, Mlss,Gondy -·-- . 
or the Header's Ui~cs t, and proceed with a book based on-~-·-----
this case . . ! ' · 

A carefully wriLlU\ facLual book would do 11111ch to 
preserve the true history of this case, While it will not 

,., 
if 

dispel or put down future rumor!:i, it would certainly help to 
have a book of Ll1is nature on colle~e and high scho?l library 
shelves so that Lho future would be protected. 

f 'f• •> 
WJ..om:'~) '"I.""~ fJ ' ·"' " · ·~ • - , .. 

,, . IJ ~r- /
'./· __ 

·, 

1 would also like to suR~est that consideration be 
given to advisin~ a friend!~ newspaper contact, on a strictly 
confidential basi~;, Lhat Corella Kin~ and Heverend Abernathy 
are delibcrately plottinl{ Lo keep Kinr~'s assassination in the 
news by pullin~ the ru::;e 01' 111aintainin~ that King's murder 
was definitely a conspiracy and not committed by one man, 
This, of course, ii; obviously a rank trick in order to keep 
the money cn111in1~ in to Mrs. Kin~, A!Jernathy, and the Southern 
Chri~tian Leaderslllp Co11l'ure11ce. We can do this w·ilhout any 
attribution Lo the FU! an<.1 witho·ut anyone knowin~ that the 
in1ormation came from a wire tap. 

··-: I 
CDD:CSH (3) See ADDENDUM . . . page 2 /..;; ,.-. 
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. cooperating· in lite preparation of a book with eilhor th~ 11,,arler's 
J)i1:·1 1 sl lH' aull1l>1· (;l'\'ul.1L,f•'ra1ll\ . '!'he Htiadt•1·'s l)j1~·e1:1l wullld ;1:;:;i~n 

·:~;(:-, ; 011e of thuir slaff w rilers 01· cu11lract the preparation of a book out to 
· .. ;···. an eslabli!:ihed author.. Gerold Frank is a well-known aulhor whose 

· ( ;;( : : ·· most recent l.wuli. is "The UosLon t,'tran~ler. " Frank is-·ifrcady work-
{ ;\; ,:. :: , ing 011 a book on Lile Ray case and has asked the Bureau's cooperation 
,- . , · · in Lhe preparation of the book 011 a number of occasions. We h:1ve 
! .•. ·._,~,:_ '.\;. > \: · · nothing dero[:\-;_tlory on him in our files, and our relationship with him 

has been excellenl. His pulJli.sher is DoulJl<!day. 
:/;1·. '\ 1J 
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Noveml>e1 · 7, 1UG8 

Public I11fo1·111atio11 Oflicpr 
DeparLmenl of Justicu 
Federal Uur e au of 

Invesli~ation 
Constitution Avenue & 10 
Street, Northwest 

Washin~Lon, D. Cl. 

Dear Si 1· : 

Advance tc·a1·sheets an! cncloslid ol 
Part II . "Tlic-"Slory ol James Ea1·l 
Ray and' tile: Plot to Ki 11 Martin 
Luther Kin~ . " ·· This will appear 
in Look's November 26 issue -- out 
Tuesday, November 12. 

°/ 

Sincerely, 

I 
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EXHIBIT q 

SECTION 15 

Section 15 contain several leads which suggest a 

conepirAcy. In on interview of R.:iymond Louis Curtis (serial 

1832), a fellow inmate of Ray, Curtis said word got out in 

prieon that the •KKK of the South had raised one million for 

bounty on King's ~ead, and that Ray stated a dozen times that 

if he got out in time and if King was still alive he would like 

. (. 
• i,. .. 

to get the bounty on King.• Also, ( * .,_._ .. :''.t;~7~:;:::P4:·:) 
• ~~---•• --.... 4 " )[ )W) : e:·:.:::r:·i::·,:i :::::~· ::::~.:~·::7:r-tt·~:::::~1~:.:1 8 ta ted in an in telJ ie~ 

<seria1 1035) that on 4/2/6a c-.~::7::=:; the owner ot the~b )C7)w,J 
restaurant, Devilish Nick, (reputed head of th~ local ICKK) 5ay: 

I got a call on the King.• Then on 4/3/68 two men came to Nick's 
,...., 

~ 1 
office and c..,--::~·0.:~·=:*;~~::'.JPut a rifle with a telescopic aight(bX.7J(a) 

· ---~ ... ~ ' \lV,1XD) 

I
I -

r) 

I 

r' • . 
t 

.. ~: .. • 

in the car.. On 4/ 4/ 6 8 ( ...... , •• ,.' ,,:, ,:,... '-said Nick received a telephone 

:call, after which he said: •Martin Luther King is dead.• 

Lab report (serial 1882) indicated six latent fingerprints 

o.n rifle, telescopic sight, binoculars, newspaper, after shave 

l~tion bottle, and Schlitz beer can abandoned at crime scene have 

all been identified with fingerprints of James E. Ray. 

All indications are that Bureau was pursuing full scale 

investigation with follow up of all leads. 

.. ' "" . ... . 1 • • • 
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~r Serials 
,· , I . 
,. I' 

Ltr. t/H from citizen asking certain facts be considered ,!) , : 1822 
~ 

1875 Ltr request that film of ~ing's furneral be reviewed to aee • 
!Mn resemble ortiats sketch 

i 
i 

! 

· 1826 

1829 
1 '62~ '66 

· \ ' 
1835 

') 1849 

··~ :. . 
: / ~ l85D 
' ' i . 

1851 

I 1882 
(.-:·.: ! ., 

''.. 

.. 
i ( _ ... ~~===' (fellow prisoner of Ray) interview - statedCl,)C7){°") 

word got out in prison that •KKK of the 6outh• had raised 
l million for bounty on King's head; Ray stated a dozen time~ 
that •if he got out in time and if King was etill alive, he 
would like to get the bounty on King.• 

. ' 
'' ~ I 

· · · .. · ·. · . ·. · · · · · · ·· ·· td'Jli{~~ tick 

0
~~I~-~~f-~;;011~:s:?~}1~--~I:J:\.~(:_:;·1 f;~;~s;.~~=P~~-!}. ~~ai~~bX'7v·; i . · 

King.• On 4 / 3 two men c;u,.,o..;'-l'c::i-'1{1c'k"1s office( obaervect·, I 
rifle with telescopic &ight. Rifle put in ca.c.· ·-un-4/4 Nick 'i·1/ 1

1 received call. After call he said •Martin Luther Ki~g ' 
'is dead.• This was befo~e announcement on radio. 

Lab report - identification of beer cans and paper bag 
as similar to ones from Southhaven Minnow Shop 

Lab report - negative on Thermo seal tape from Holly 
Laundry, Cleaners, Chula Vista, Calif. 

Ben Goodin interview (former chief at MSP) s·aid ·Ray was 
friend of Lewis Dowda who hated Negroes. Believes Dowda 
could be an accomplice of Ray 

Lab Rept - Comparison of six latent fingerprints 4/24/68 
fingerprints on: 

1. Remington model 760 rifle 
2 . Telescopic sight 
3. binoculars 
4. n·ewspaper 
S. after shave lotion bottle 
6. Schlitz beer can 

have all been identifie~ with fingerprints of James B. Ray 
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Br;CTIOl'I 16 

. The aer1&1.a 1n Section 16 evidence the Bureau 

1.Atereat 1n James Karl Ray'• background. Coosjderable coot.act 

wu IUAe with Leavenvorth and MSP i.nmate, &Dd ott1c1al.l. 

Alao, the Bureau cootinues to eli.Jtlnate pouiole .u.a~ct, by 

a caupa.riaon vi th t1.D£erpr1nta and photo of .James krl iq. 

. l 
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lect 1a:i 1.6 
.8er1ala 1901-1990 

1902, lev Orleo.na: (l) Fby111cal evidence 
623 Royal Street 

1903. Atl.&ota: (1) Rlysical evidence 
Bm. 6 
ll3 14th Street, 1.z. 

19()4. Jtuevo .La.ndo·: (1) :r.sG purch&11ed aut001ob1le 
insurance l0/8/67- 30 day 
1n 11Uranc e 

19=)6 ["::: ;
1::J (1) P,6. (b)CJ)Cc) 

Kiaaing 

C .. :4

: '.'·'.:::'.~~-. ~ (1) P.s~kl)(7)Cc) 

(~·::·;::~= (l) P .s •lb) ( 7 )(c.) 

1916. Sterling Tucker: (1) Urban Le~e, V.D.C. 
(2) Checked out of Hotel torrain 

1922. AtlAnta: 

1923. St. Louil : 

1927, IKK: 

12 :00 noon 4/4/68 &.fter ){PD 

Cauniasioner advised or threat• 
Clll MLK 

(1) JER' • photo to Wied c&r dealer• 
t or I.D. A.1110, &Utacobile rent&l 
agenc i ea. 

(1) Cont~ John L&rey Bay 

(1) Informant points to poa111bl~ lllC 
co1U1 ect ioo with/ ».Lrkin 
(a) De&vou.ra Jlix 
(1) John· a C&re and Drln-In 
116 Thereaa Street 
L&urel, )tiaa1aa1pp1 

1928. '66 M.at&ng: (1) Trace batteey tor lead 

1930. rorei.gn Lea~ta: (1) 1"eno Aires, Mexico City-, ~& and 
&nta Dan.1.ngo 
(a) iJunedi&te.l.y adviae Bu 1t JXR OCIHI 
into their cu.atody. 

(1) Coovu a Airport rental nh1clu w/0&. platea 
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FBI 

C. A. 77 - 0692 
r-::XHIBI'r /0 

12/12/'/5 

·~rlVlHflllt lhu fo ll c1w1111 1ft ___ _ . .. ·- .. · ···----
/Type i11 plui,1/<J:I ur c odt l 

· /\IH'l'EL I "· ---·- :t. - .. - . ------- -
)/_ - . - - - .... - - - - . -. - ... - - - - - - -

.1 l\J IU11\IL . ----
I 

, / TO : DIRECTOR, 1"131 ( 4't - 38861) 
'· 

------- ----' -------

1- _ ~OM: _ SAC , DIHJ.1ING1f!\M (ith- 17/+0) (C) 

( MUHKIN ) _ 

Enclcrned for the Bureau are the~ original and. 
three copies of a.n LHM containine :1nformat1on received 
from a. confitlentlal sou·rce of the B1rml11tham Office re 
lating to the uu:',uuaination of Dr. MJ\H'l'IN Ll!l'Hill KING., 

.JR. 

One copy of this LHM is belnc; disseminated 
locally to the U. S. Attorney,, . Birmingham. 

INl•'OH111\NTS 

Identity of Source File Where Located 

DH T-1 is 

'l'h1o informant wo.o conto.ctei:1 on 4/18/74 and he · 
6aid he -woultl be willing to u1:1oist tli1a Bureau on a confi 
dential bas1B concerning violation of Federal and/or local 
laws that mle;ht co~to this attention. It 1a noted that . 
he haa an extenolv criminal record and is known to aaso- .. :. · . . 
elute with much of the crlrn1nal element in the Birmingham ·r·~~.'.:\ 
area.. 'J)\'uv$' . . . , ·,. ·o 

(_f)_ Bureau (Enc . 4\
1 

C(!lM} / kE:.L:-9 </ v _ :,"' } ,, ( ~ 
l - Detrolt (a)c. '{) (info) (RM) 
1 - New Orlenns (Enc . 1) (info) (HM) 
l - IH rmin~.ham ~ ~ f A.J.M.:t..J §r,..,,1..c,L _...._ 

Cl.I:, ; bkc · I) · 1 · j 
( 5) / - (. (( /) m r\AA-4- ~u. "'"-• #> Iv 1' • · r--.. '1 R Of C 15 1975 

1-c t?LI tJ ~~/11 ..,,M k ~ ~~- J., i/ .... 1 _ 
. , - L. ;r.J... _1Hc.1t ,-.,.. -J/.4 .4.,,._., ,.0 l"4_ 

o?-or- ,.,....,~4'>1· 4. p. . ..:.J . ./. ~<-<. J11 
! P.ft!/7S'~,;_, ~j,,/11 ~ .. BIi 1/lJxf t,/1/11 

. --~--1\'Ji>~~ J$1; "- tcpy: . . --- ·--..----·-j~..____. 

I "l ~J~od: . x/ /14 ___ _ 
· BJHrlal 11;.,11 In C""'1ri• 

, ... . . . ~ .. ·: ,. .~ 
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pp HQ 

DE B: ,~, 
P ll2J~z •AY 11 

!/ - , -
,/ Fl'! BIRMINGHAM (44-11'40) <RUC) 

TO DIRECTOR (44 - 38861) PRIORITY 

BT / 

Q.EAR 
,') - . 

'l'IURKIN 

hAY 3 i 5 25 fti ']I ( 
P.[~[l\'EO --... - j 

HC(/1.,ll 61,i'ifAU ( ./ 
DF 1HV[ST/C4)10ri '--

C0ijHUHIC4T l01iS ~ECTIOH ) 

REBUCAL TO BIRMINGHAl'1 MAY 18, 1977, REQUESTING CONTACT 

JHTH FORMER BH 1079-PCI , TO DETERMINE IF HE CAN BE IDENTIFIED 

TO THE HOUSE ASSASSINATION COMMITTEE CHAC) AS THE SOURCE OF 

INF"ORMATION REGARD I NO LIBERTO, ET AL . 

SOURCE WAS UNAVAILABLE FOR CONT ACT MAY 18-3:3, 1977. ON -

·l'IAY 31, 1977,. HE ADVISED SA PATRICK J. MOYNIHAN THAT HE CAN 

BE IDENTIFIED TO THE HAC AS THE SOURCE OF THE INFORMATION HE 

#\aoc. uH.-~·--

0.p. AD Adm_ 
0.p. AD lno-

AuL Dir.:_~ 
Adm. l5•rr - f 
Crua. In • _.;:__ _ 
n.,_ ~ p • ...__ 

FURNISHED. HE FURNISHED THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION GRATUITOUSLY a 

HE IS DISENCHANTZD WITH THE HAC AND BELIEVES IT IS TOO 

POLITICAL. HE HAS NOT TALKED TO THEM <MR. EDDI E EVA NS) IN 

ABOUT THR EE WEEKS. EVANS DESIHES SOURCE TO BE IN TO UCH TELE -

PHO NICALLY AT LEAST TWICE A WEEK BUT IS NEVER AVAILABLE WHEN 

SO URCE PUT S HIMSEL F OUT TO i-l AKE THES E CON&m-}26 v .• . ./ - : ;' 

J 
) 7 JU N 1 4 1977 

._/ ' 

---- ·-----------



. , 
,AGE TWO · BH 44 - 1740 

SOURCE DISAPPROV ES OF ALL THE TV PUBLICI TY THZ HAC REC~IVED 

\ IN BIR,INGHAM , ALABAMA , AND MEMPHIS , TENNESSEE , A FEW WEEKJ 

\ /1130 , AD AGAIN BELIEVES THEY ARE · Too POLITICAL.· 
; 

- ··· THROOO H THE HAC, HE HAS MET fllAR K LANE. SOUR CE HAS NO 

USE FOR LANE AND ARGUED WITH HIM ON THE OCCASION WHEN THEY 

MET . 

SOURCE HAS CONDUCTED INVESTIGATION HIMSELF IN MEMPHIS, 

TENNESSEE, RECENTLY. JAMES EARL RAY LEF'T BIRMINGHAM MARCH J0,0 

1968, AND WENT DIRECTLY TO MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE, ON MARCH J0, 1968. 

t£ STAYED AT MRS. DEATON'S RMINHOUSE ON PEABODY STREET IN 

l'IEMPHIS, AND SOURCE INTERVIEWED HER APPROXIMATELY THREE WEEKS 

AGO. 

SOURC~ DEVELOPED A '"LIBERTO MAN• WHO SHOWED SOURCE THE 

ABOVE ROOM I NG HOUSE. SOURCE HAS NOT FURNISHED THIS INFORMATION 

· .•·REGARDING THE DEATON ROOM!NGHHOUSE TO HAC SINCE THEY HAVE 

NOT BEEN IN RECENT CONTACT WITH HIM. 

INFORMATION FlJRNISHED BY THIS SOURCE IN THE FUTURE WILL 

BE RECORDED AT BIRMINGHAM AND fORWARDED If APPROPRIATE. 

AIRMAIL COPPES BZING FURNISHED MEMPHIS AND NEW ORLEANS . 

BT • 

J 
... 
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TEL AIRMAIL - REGISTERED 
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(Pr.c•tJ.11uJ 1 

'1'01 DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861) 

FROM: SAC, BIRMINGHAM (U-1740) - ... 
'( 

SUBJECT& MURKIN \ 
CR 
OOz MEMPHIS 

ReBHairtel, 3/21/77. 

On 3/30/77, Major EMMETT DIXON, Alabama Highway 
Patrol (AHP), Montgomery, Alabama, advised that~troo er 
had an informant who~ in contact with a · 
Birmingham, Alabama. elated information o t e n ormant 
·concerning a conspiracy to ill MARTIN LUTHER KING which· 
involved FRANK LIBERTO and DR. GUS PROSCH. ~Ai indicated 
to the.trooper'• informant that the information~ad been related 
to the FBI, but apparently no action was taken. 

Major DIXO~ that the Birmingh(Ull Office had 
been in contact with~ Wm IN. 1 occasions, · had taken 
a.11 information in th possession of and had furnished 
thi• inforni.1tion to FBIHQ and interes e o fices. DIXON was · .dv d that Birmingham is positive that the FBIHQ had furnished 

information to interested congressional committees,•• 
ad stated that a representative of the House of 

Representatives Committee had been in contact with him. ~, 

The above ia •et . ·forth for information of F!Md 
Mobile·. Atl Birmingham haa had nurneroua contact• with 
he will not be contacted at thi• times however, Birming am will 
continue to disseminate any pertinent information volunteere~ 
by-U ST-106 'It.:: .. } ()~' t~ L,-:i 

- Bureau 
- Mobile (Info) 

Memphi• (44-1987) (Into) 
Nev Orlean• (Into) 
Birminghdlll 

REC-7. ').OS 
22 ·----·-

' ' 

·,J :i 
\ 

. -~ -.... f/!!I . 
l APR t 1 r:Jn, ,,,.~,,_,.,.. "' c,-.. 

Seat ________ .. ~ ------'----
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-·~HTED STATES GOVERNMENT 

;~- . 
j_/7;

0 
~obert L. Keuch, Special rnernorandulll 

,.~Nor, ,--~unael to the Attorney General RLK:mal 
> eul 
:J 

Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

//;,,·;I.,, 

Martin Luther King Assassination 

The atcached information was provided to me in my 
capacity as Special Counsel to the Attorney General. By 
separate memorandum I am forwarding a copy of the enclosure 
to the Civil Rights Division. 

This information should, of course, be placed in the 
material available to the !buse Select Committee on Assassina
tions. The direction of any further investigative efforts 
would, of course, be the responsibility of the Civil Rights 
Division. 

Enclosure 
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]., 
P.01)0.r t J.. ~;ruch 

'G ~· puty '.ip·.·· · i:11 Cu11ns(:l. 
to th1· r,t : .. orncy C.1·1;cral 
Mortin L'.1l:hcr I<in•.J /\ssa::;:;j11c1t:ion 

_J;._11,;:ld JI. "')l'VCL 
Tri.:il ,"\tt111·nt~y 
'l'i.:X I.Jj V j ~; j ()fl 

)),\TE : l·lt,5. . '))'/ 
CJ<:J ; [l\!!fl'CVe:t:p : 

5-41-804 

On /\p r_i. .L "/, "i. ')7 7, ;r.1me::; 'l'ri1 vi s r.uc}... l: y, J. I..:. ~; to11,\:::- n11c'i 
I rr.c:l in lh<..! U1,1LcJ SL1Lc:s /\tlo~·11cy's office in ,l.icb;o11, 
Hisi,i ,,::; jppi, to c 0 :.1pJ.ct .c, disco·,,c-ry .-111c.l 1-10,·k uut ~.t. :;1,11l,1ti0:1r; 
in t.,,itc·tl ~-;1.,-,; · , t: : • ,1,·: 111 ·_··; '"t'.t:dvi~- 1;,,,:Llv~·, c· 1-i 11in L:J. ;!, ·,. J -,c;-
S'1(1Ji·.-··u11i-;.oy ,.,, 1ij 'n;- 11iict-..fcy, ·:i11·-: 1LLor11,~y, l ·.'uS c011vjctcci 
on tivc count:s of foilir:s to file in1:ome tc1x rutun,,; for 
1970 th!·ougl1 19·;4 and three counts of tnx c·1,1sion for 1970, 
19 73 .:rnd 19 7 C 

Du.cinJ the convcr:.nl:ion nn Apr.il 7, 1977, J.n. SL01wr 
111<::ntil•rt:..:c.l th.JL he hud rt!ccntly 1~~c1!i ·.1ed his Fcdc1,1l f\uLC.:nu 
of Ir,vcstiCJ.::ition file covc1·in9 l<i03 [).:l(JCS under th'-' Freedom 
of Information llct. lie stated th<1t the file r.evenls that 
the Pedcral J\urc:i-lU of lnvcsti<]ution h,'ld bu,J'lec.l hi ~ auto 
mo!Ji 18 and his lC'lephone. lie mentioned that the r.B.T. hod 
trcdLc·u him lil:u llurtin Luther Kiny. Slor,e:r \o.·2nl on to s,:iv 
that in 19~7 or l95i1, he hr1d becn · uppro;:ichC'cl by the · hC',,d of 
Rn T\l;-il:,,'!IT\r\ 1:]. ,.vr 1·n of thi:- Y..lu Klux 1:1,in. St;r_1n,:::,l".' ~c1i~ t·;,.,t 
evervcne J;n,.!11 t.hat this m<1n v1as· on F.E.I. uqcnl. Stoner 
soid. Lhut this i.ndivhlu,,l offerccl him $25,000 to hire .:i 
ri.flc!nan to kill ~,nrt.in L~1thP.r. I,iny . lie> remorkect to 1ne that 
he d .i.d not ,a.i.1·(·1 ~.Ill· l-' . D.:i.. kiJl.i.11q ,·111 in.i .iv.ich;,l lil:c! H:nti11. 
Luth,~r .l\in~1 but he did n~sent tll,~ir ;1tle!,1Pl ;;111d th.:.- aLtt•mpt 
of tile ~louse Con:111ittee to pin tit,\ nn1nler 0n i\ sccq:>cgo.-1t, 
Jomes Ec1rl P.u~'· (J . 13 . Sloncr l1<1d .:.:epre~cnlcd Jame~ Earl Ray 
on h is uppe.:il) • ·c ___ _ 

.T . n. Stoner is one of the ].(,;.iclinq 1-!hile: suprc111.1cists 
.::ind ,111t.i - Sc1ni l··:; 111 tl1v 11,1tion. lie is tlw t't·,,s.i.cJc11l. uf Lile 
NJt i .Lll),i) SLcll, ;,. ' Ricilit,. ~'d1·ty .ll'cl ec.Jit:, ,1 n:ci~l 11< •1: :: lC'LLcr, 
'l'hund ,'. rL,olt, in ~l. ... rictli1, Gcorc:d~1. Spccj,1l ilcient \".'i"t.li . .i:n 
,1nck :;ykcs of ,l,1c.:xson, l·ii.ssis:::;il•t>i, w.1~, nlso pre::;e:11". ... , .. _._._ 

m.1de t!ll!:,c commcn l:s . 

// (1 
£Pf ct0SIJJt! 
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/ UNITE O STAT£5 GOVE RN MENT 

-~~ __ Memorandum 
TO 1· asi 11 tant Altor~ey Genera l 

Crimi nal D1vie1on 
_ ( Attn : nobt"rt L. Ke uoh) 

f'":OM---'' 0U"ector, F BI 

OATE. 6/3/77 J 
SUBJ ECT · A.S SAS~Il:ATI01l OP r~.A RTI N LUTl!EA rnm , J R . 

Reference ia made to _____ memorandum dated ----------
(your file ----- - - -- ). · 

dated 
There i11 enclosed one copy of,l~\".t~~~rl.Pft\t -a.__.t,...o;o..l,..e.-t1.-31y.-•pvee--

5/] l /77 at I\1 r m1 o,r;b,ro , lllnb u 1a 

A. D Thia covers the preliminary investigotion and no furth e r action concernina 
a full investiga tion will bo taken by thi s Bureau unles11 the Department 11 0 directs . 

B. D The investigation i• continuing and you will be furnish P.d copie s o( 

report 11 1111 they are rec e ived . · 

C . O Tho invo " l1 11 Rlion requeHled by you hu now boon completed . Unle u 
advised lo the contr ary no further inquirie s will be made by thi a Bureau . 

D. QPursuant to ins tructions issued by the Departme nt, no investigation will 
be conducted in thi s matter unle ss s pecific a lly directed by the De partment. 

E. D Please advi se whe ther you de s ire a ny fu rther inves tigation. 

F' . D Thi a is s ubmitted for your informa tion and you will be adv ieed of further 
deve lopme nt s. 

G. U Thi a is s ubmitted (or your inform ation and no fu rther invest igation will 
be c onduc te d unl ess spe cific a lly re ques ted by t he De par tme nt . 

H. D Thi a covers the re ce ipt of a complaint and no furl.h ot aciion will be ' I . 

.. 

ta"en by t hi s Burea u unl e1111 th e De part me nt 11 0 di re cts. L.L C O=Rll~ 
N OT RE ~ 

'

DC . (1) 

- Assistant Attornoy General 
C1v11 R1eht• D1v1a1on (C.nolonure 1) 

JUN 1 4 1977 

srE ~OTE PAOE 

1 - Office of Profe8nlonal Reaponn1h111ty. USDJ 
(F.noloaure l) 

!UN 141977 

0 • • • 

,. , 

l 
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Aaaiatant Attornoy Oeneral 
Criminal D1v1e1on 
(Attn: nobert L. Keuch) 

j. "lo. 

· JILE: Th• H·ouae ~elect Committee On Aae11aa1nat1o)l!II 

•

-~-ftat•d all information previously rurnlehed by 
II which 1e bein~ inn~~~ h oarate oomr.iun1oat on. 

-- four ! nrorroatlon. -~ provlouel7 turn!she:.--.- ...--
- 1nrorrnat1on on a conr Pf! a a and tho proTioua 

.information he provided waa t"urn!ahed to th• Department 
relating to the Liberto matter by my ~emore.nda dated 
12/17/75, 12/21/76, and 1/25/77• 

Aleo ror your information reg•rd!ng the 
attached, previous 1nvent1~at1on d1eoloaed that Ja.mee Earl 
Ray was in Atlanta, Oeor~la. on 3/31/68 and on •11/68. on 
~/3/68 he r~~1ntered at the Rebel Motor Hotel, 3~66 La.Jna.r 
Avenue, Hemph1•, Tennessee. 

J J 
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C. A. 77 - 0692 , 

EXHIBIT// 
.. ...,-, ... - .,,._,....,.--- ·- .,,~ 

- ·,. ··~-..!.~--

on August a, 19~7, 
JBckilon, ~iioNi~oippi, advise 
:rcder.tl Durcau ,c.-,ti .... atton that she \7fls wall 
acqua 1nted "i t h · IJnd !rcqueutly . 
corrca1,X>n<led 'Dith hi• a avenwortb Pouitentiary. 
Sh• explnined tl~t enr1• in 1964 she rented a roo• at 
her residence tJhere !"4Ml~taycd for a lew weel~ 
and that 88 fnr as fn:knOVl;:iS \Ya& the only time 
he had sp~nt in !lio::iis~ippi •. Sh<t did not believe hi• 
to have evor lM:en involved ia Klan activ1 ties or to 
baye eve, associated with nn1orre involved in Klan 
activities. Sh• also donied any personal involve111E>nt 
in Kl•n Rctivities. 

· She stated she hnd never heard of ......... 
--.,nd she denied hnving any knowledge o~ 
~ .ttl!tin Luther Kina, Jr. . 

. . . 
· l'Qllo,lin" the mu r!er of uartin Luther Kinr:, Jr., 

oa·April 4, 1963, ~ wns reinterviewed by Spccinl 
A&enta of the i'edc~ of Inveatigation regnrdins 
the posoibility of her havin1 nny knowloc1~• of a plot 
to nurd_or Kin(t. S~~ recnllod that in 1964 
when -a.he first met _Uthe Murder of ·three civil 
'l"i&bfaf work•n·e in Ne -Obll County,. :Jidftissippi, wna gottina 
~ great deal o~ publicity and th• Sheriff of Neshoba 
County was preuu1nod to be, accord inc to the ncrrs mod!a, '\ 
~· th• Klnn. She recalled aentiooin~ to \ 

~- hat her busiuQaa waa i• •inor tin•nciAl 
.tf1culty and that ii •h• approached the Sherill ot 

Ne•boba County, she could probably ~et $100,00~fo 
killinc Kint:. 3he eaid she now rea 11:tcd tho. t 
had .takell hor casual ftta ter.tent ser ioualy and s .e n so . 
realised,:~in~' 1 ' urdar, the seriousne~a of such 
a aiateaont. ~~ enied bavina an, knowleda• 
o1 ••1 plot -to awr c.1.· •· . · 
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Data: 8/4/76 
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::_~ - ~ . ~. 
TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (100- 106670) 0 

FROH: SAC , ATLANTA (44- 4685) (JWC) 

SUBJECT: MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR . 
· ·CR 

Re Atlanta .nitel to FBIHQ and Birmingham, 8/3/76. 

Enclosed for FBIHQ are five copies of an LHM plus 
one. Xerox copy of 29 pages of material furnished by the 
Atlanta Police Department , to the Atlanta FBI in April, 1968. 

As pointed out in referenced Atlanta nitel, .on · 
the ~o~ning of 8/2/76, five members of the Task Force of 
the Office of Professi,RR,i\l Responsibility (OPR), Department 
of Justice, arrived in'~~anta FBI Office to review 
Atlan~a's.file on th....e ~TIJRKIN investigation . _All th7 volumes 
of this file, namclyf\tianta 44- 2386, were rnc:1.de available to 
the. Task Force: members for their review. During this review, 
Task Force memuc:r JAMES WALKER, on 8/3/76, requested a Xerox 
copy of two s~rials in this file, namely 4~- 2386- 1?14 and 
1215 1 ~1ich consisted of 29 pages of material furnished to 
the Atlanta FBI Office in April , 1968, relative to people · 
who in the p.:1st had thrcatcnecl the life of HARTIN LUTHER . 
KING . A Xerox COJ?Y of this material was furn:i.shed to Mr . · 
WALKER , Atlanta is enclosing one copy of this matex.!_al . 
for FBIHQ with this airtel. . . · -:- ..._~ .. 

. In addition, as shown in ref~r~nced Atlan~a 'Vtffr.~W/B . 
tne Task Force members also interviewed SA O. RICU.OJ{D ' , · 
HAMILTON on 8/3/76 , as he was the case agent in the 'BURKIN - ·-

~ 

\ 

•.' 

t .. 'l ' '' I f\S'J'(,S, . //J . , . , · .... 
(;).:, ·'" ·.,( \ ('.~,<'1).) · ;"; "'t Lt 

11 
. , . , 

1'i.#·: !~I~~~a(Enc . 6;J~'-' ~J~--.\ti·~y<~ ~ (' oMt'ci ' 
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AT 44-4685 . 
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t
ase back in 1968. The results 
orth in the enclosed LHM. 
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The Task Force made no 
departed the 'Atlanta FBI Office 
~arly afternoon of 8/3/76. 
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In Il r1,ly, l'r, R,jff' 1a 
FU, No. 

"~ . . . ,... .. 

l 
u1,JTED STATES OEl'AHT:\IENT OF JUSTICE 

1''E DEnAL DUHEAU OF INV EST IGATI ON 

Atlanta, Georgia 
August 3, 1976 

ASSASSINATION OF DOCTOR MARTIN 
LUTHER KING, JR. 

On August 3, 1976, Special Agent O. Richard . 
Hamilton was interviewed in the Atlanta, Georgia, Office 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) by four
attorneys from the U.S . Department of Justice. SA· 
Hamilton was interviewed regarding the above-captioned 
matter inasmuch as the case had been assigned to him at 
one time. 

The attorneys asked Hamilton at what point in the 
investigation the case was assigned to him. Hamilton 
advised he did not recall the date the case was assigned 

· to him; however, it was after James Earl Ray had been . 
identified and apprehended. They inquired of Hamilton as 
to how he could insure that. all appropriate leads were 
covered and investigated regarding the assassination of 
King. Hamilton explained to the attorneys that this 
investigation was handled as a "Special" in Atlanta, that ·'"\ 
separate indices were maintained containing the names of 
all pertinent individuals and organizations which came to 
the attention of the Atlanta Office in connection- with 
that investigation. He explained the use of lead ·cards 
which were maintained in duplicate, that a master lead card 
was retained with a copy attached to a particular serial .· 
containing a specific lead and this was assigned to a . 
Special Agent to cover the lead set out in the serial. 
He advised the coverage of that lead by the agent to whom 
it was assigned was reflected through a written memorandum 
or other appropriate communication with reference made 
therein to the serial containing the lead. Hamilton 
advised the agent covering the lead then in~icated the~ 

----------------------------------------------------------This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
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of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to ' \ 

t!e~~i. its contents are not to be distrib~teC: -. , . i (aour agency; 
(utside your 
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ASSASSINATION OF DOCTOR 
TIN LUTHER KING, JR . 

ead had been covered on his copy of the lead card . 
runilton explained that various agents were responsible 

.fo r conducting neighborhood investigations, contacting 
or maintaining liaison with local police, and to con
ducting other pertinent phases of the investigation. 
He explained the captioned case was the ~riority inves• 
tigation in the Atlanta Office at that time and that 
almost every agent was assigned to working on some phase 
of the investigation. 
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The attorneys inquired as to how the FBI developed 
information that Ray, then known as Eric Starvo Galt, was 
residing in a rooming house on 14th Street. Hamilton noted 
that this investigation occurred more than eight years ago, 
that he has not since reviewed the file and although he was · 
not exactly sure, according to his best recollection the . 
investigation reflected an individual in the apartment area 
where Ray parked·a Mustang automobile saw Ray park it and 
get in a taxicab. According to Hamilton's best recollection, 
the ensuing investigation by the FBI through taxicab com
panies reflected Ray was taken to the 14th Street address • . 
Hamilton assured them this may not be the way it occurred 
but these were the facts as he recalled them. One of the 
attorneys indicated that information is not reflected in 

,, 

i.~ .. 
,J 

I 

'· ' 

'the file. 

The attorneys asked· Hamilton what ·the-FBI did 
with-the Mustang which was used by Ray. Hamilton advised 
them the FBI in Atlanta turned the Mustan~ over to Memphis, 
Tennessee, Police officers, who returned it to Memphis. 
The attorneys asked whether the Memphis Police drove it 
back or took it in a van, to which Hamilton repl·ied they 
drove it to Memphis. The attorneys raised a question that 
since it was not used in the trial of Ray, why the car was 
turned over · to the Memphis Police . Hrunilton replied that 
Ray was tried by the State of Tennessee, and that they 

)'l, requested the Mustan9 be released to them in the event it 
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l ! -~~ .~ .. ~i should be use<;! ~s evidence, and this was done . · 

~· · :y 
·•,l The attorneys asked Hnmilton if it ·ever became a ~~ 
·-;iil~t' . ( problem in his mind or a question to the FBI as to how Ray !f 
. lived from day to day since he was an escaped prisoner ... ~! 
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ASS~SSINATION OF DOCTOR 

fr
TIN LUTIIER KING , JR . I. 

ilton advised he did not know how Ray lived or his source 
income; however, pointed out that Ray has an extensive l· 

arrest and conviction record for robbery, burglary, and ·' 
other crimes and that many fugitives finance their living 
through armed robberies and burglaries. One of the · 
attorneys asked if Ray corrunitted numerous robberies, · · 
would he not get caught, and then the attorney asked what 
the solution rate usually is regarding the offense of , 
robbery. ·Hamilton advised him he understands the Atlanta 
Police Department has about a 50 percent solution rate on 
robberies and a lesser percent on burglaries and that this 
was probably about . in line with the solution rate for 
these crimes in most cities. Hamilton also pointed ou~ 
that Ray had resided in various other areas of the country 
while in his escaped status and that he was not personally 
awure of investigation conducted by other field offices 
regarding Ray's source of income. · 

In response to Hamilton's inquiry of them as to 
whnt they felt would be Ray's source of income, they 
replied that it was possible that Ray had been paid by 
someone to kill King in which case there would be a con
spiracy, which would present a problem for the FBI . Hamilton 
advised them that investigation by the FBI in Atlanta was 
.always alert for evidence of a conspiracy, that no such 
evidence was developed during the investigation in Atlanta, 
and that. if such evidence had been developed, it would have. 
been thoroughly investigated. 

The interview was concluded at that point. The 
interview lasted from approximately 12:00 noon to approxi
mately 12:20 PM on August 3, 1976. 
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~JECT! MURKIN 
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Reurmemo 4/24/68, with lead to attempt to develop ;·, \ 
any information from the Atlanta Police Department regarding .. · 
the ~ossibility of subject's being involved in any "fracas" : · 
with any Negro in the area during his presence in Atlanta. ·r · 

~ ,;~~~·.' bi 

'r .; ., • 

. ;·:·': .:·. 

., 
,' 

Det. Sgt. ROBERT B. MOORE, . Atlanta Police Depart- i', 
me~t, advised on n / 24/ 68 that matters involving difficulty t 
between white and Negro individuals are normally called to :: : ·i :: 

bis attention for informational purposes; howevor, an arrest 
report would not necessarily be made on all arrests, there- · 
fore, the most satisfactory aP,proach would be to contact the 
superior officers in charge of each watch as well as a parti
cular officer covering the 14th and Peachtree Street area • 

":: · On 4 / 25/ 68, Sgt. MOORE advised that he had contacted 

,, 

,k-_,' 

the logical officers in a position to have knowledge of any 
arrests involving a white man of the subject's description 
with a Negro individual anywhere in the Peachtree- 14th Street 
area during the approximate period.of 3/24/ 68 through 4/11/68, 
and no one recalled any incident which could be considered 
pertinent to this matter. 
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c. A. 77 - 0692 
EXHIBIT 17 

Inte lligenc e Di11i1ion 

IN .. ORMATIV I: NOT I: 

0QI • __ 5~/_1_1~/7_6 __ _ 

As you are awai·e, the Attorney General (AG) 
has instructed the Office of Professional Respon
sibility (OPR) of the Department to conduct a 
review of our past investigations relating to 
Martin Lu.ther King, Jr. A Task Force from this 
OUice began its review on 5/10/76 under directio 
of. Fred G. Folsom, 

The attached letter from Michael E. Shaheen, 
Counsel of the OPR, defines the areas of concern 
in the review which will include perusal of all 
King- related records in the Department, at 
FBIHQ and in Bureau field offices, The review 
must be completed 11forthwith" and la to answer 
the following four questions: (1) Was the FBl's 
investigation of King's assassination thorough and 
honest? (2) Ia there any evidence the FBI was 
involved in the assassination? (3) 1B there any 
new evidence which has come to the attention of 
the Department concernlng the assassination? (4) 
Does the relationship between the Bureau and K' 
call for criminal prosecutions, discipllnary pr<.r 
ceedings or other appropriate action? 

Attached to the Shaheen letter is a letter fro 
the AG describing the previous revtew of the King 
matter by the Civil Rights Division and the basis 

1 - General Investigative Division 
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.. ,;nich the AG dee ided to order a more com
~~ review. Alsot1.ttached is the Department's 
press r lease dated 4/29/76, announcing the 
QPR re iew. 

Yo will be advised of all significant develop-
ments egarding the review . 

.... 

1 
)J>p"OVE~ /,'.: ;d.mp, sy~L- l.nl)orato,y_ 
Auoc, Dir._~ Ext, AHalra .... - Legal Coun,_ 

Dep. AD Adm._ Gen. Im,____ Plan. & Eval. __ 
O.p. AD Im/~ ' ldent. ....... --··':" Rec. MgmL. __ 

Aut. Dir.: (j ln1pecUon .. 1-~-· 6pM. Inv ... ____ _ 
Mmln,. __ .:__~ lntell.:f:})_U. ~· - · Tralnln&,.--····-

. _.J:-

1 Mr. J.B. Adams 
1 - Mr. J.A. Mintz 
·l · Mr. T.W. Leavitt 
1 - Mr. Ingram 
1 - Mr •. Deegan 
1 - General Investigative Division 
l ;,;r. . .::~ .• ,Aldbizer 
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL Hl!:SPONSIUILITY 
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~J TO: James Ingram 
Deputy Assistant Director 
Intelligence Division 

Ln liurntnry ~ 
· gnl Coun. -
l'lan. & E,·aL _ 

ec. M~m'- '
p«. In•. -r-

-ai,wa.,- Lni:nl Coun. '-
Trlrphune r.l'IL -,_l,(J 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Federal Bureau of Investigation tu r1.c·:~~·, -
Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Counsel 
Office of Professional Responsibility 

() 
Martin ~uther King Review ·-· c·t~~

.. \./~~y . . 
Pursuant to our meeting on Wednesday, May 5, 

1976, and your telephone call of today, May 10, 1976, 
I am forwarding this memorandum with attachments for 
your information and records. 

As you know, the Attorney General has directed 
this Office to complete the review of all records in 
the Department, at Bureau headquarters, and in Bureau 
field offices in any way relating to Dr. Martin Luther -~ 
King, Jr., his assassination, the Bureau's investiga- ~ 
tion of his death, in light of the Bureau's "systematic 
program of harrassment of Dr. King in order to discredit 
him and harm both him and ~he movement he led". ( See '. · r l; 
Press Release Attached) ., ~" 

The Attorney General has directed that this 4-\,{;y· · 
review be completed "forthwith" and that my final f , ~ 
report to_h~m and D~f~c1i~ Kelley provide answers to . , 
four spec1.f1.c questions: , r:·, ./ ,/ uv(.,j_///' : Qfr,. ,J Lf / r (,,.. I,•' ' , 

1) "Whether the FBI investigation of . Dr. King's , . ./ :.j 
assassination was thoJ>.au'th and honest; 

" ..... ,.r-., r 1 ''.'· r · :, ·: -·- --·~- ~-
2) Whether there is any evidence that the fiBI was 

involved in the ·assassination of Dr. King; 12.0 t,./', ·, l3 i:?5 • 

3) Whether, in light of the first two matt~ 
there is any new ev idence which has come to the __ .,...e_n~ 

' 

of the DeHprtment concerning the assassination of Dr. 
I I' • .. -1,1 """.,-· ·(~'. )_Fr,,~, . '··~; l 
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- 4) Whether the nature of the relationshi_p.-_ 
between the Bureau and Dr . King calls · for crimiJna 
prosecu~ions, d~sciplinary proceedings, or other , 
appropriate action". . . 

I know you share with me the urgent need to 
guarantee that these four questions be addresse 
a searching, systematic, full, complete, and determined 
review of all documents that bear directly or even re
motely on the Bureau's intense interest in and inves 
tigation of Dr. King in life as well as at death. 

You have met the present members of the Task 
Force assigned to complete this review, and I have 
advised you that Fred G. Folsom is the Task Force 
Leade~. You should understand that Mr. Folsom's 
requests for personnel interviews, access, review, 
or delivery of documents will be made at all times 
in my behalf and for the Attorney General. Should 
you have any difficulties I am always available to 
assist in their resolution. 

As I have orally advised you, the Attorney 
General, Director Kelley, and I attach the highest 
priority to the successful completion of this review. 

If I can be of further assistance, please advise. 
I wish to thank you for your help . 

cc: Edward Ii'. Levi, 
Harold R. Tyler, J r. 
Clarence H. Kelley 
Fred G. Folsom 
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Michael Shaheen DATY.: April 26, 19 76 
·:, 

. ' :·'- ...,,.-.. .. 
... 1 · rv 

\{' ,~Ow J" A~torney General .1 
;1 SUBJECT: - _ ;f .. 
t~ 
·~i 
"J ~ ... 

·~ ;y 
·.~ 

i r·-· 
l 

I am forwarding to you the memorandum prepared by Assistant 
Attorney G~neral Pottinger and by Robert A, Murphy, Chief 
of the Criminal Section of the Civil Rights Division, on 
the partial review which has been made of the relationships 
to Martin Luther King, Jr. In addition, I include the · 
commenting memoranda from the Deputy Attorney General, 
from Robert Bork, from Richard Thornburgh and the m_embers 
of his staff, and from Antonin Scalia . 

I note that Mr. Pottinger concludes that "we have not found 
a basis to believe that the FBI in any way caused the death 
of Martin Luther King" and that "we have also found no 
evidence that the FBI's investigation of the assassination 
of Martin Luther King w~s not thorough and honest." · 

My request for the review involved four matters. First, 
whether the FBI investigation of the Dr. Martin Luther 
King's assassination was thorough and honest; second, 
whether there was any evidence that the FBI was involved 
in the assassination of Dr. King; third, in light of the 
first two questions, whether there is any new evidence 

I l 
! l 
I -

which has come to the attention of the Dep~rtment concerning 
the assassination of Dr, King which should be dealth with 
by the appropriate authorities; fourth, whether the n~ture 
of the relationship between the Bureau and Dr. King calls 
for criminal prosecution, disciplinary proceedings, or 
other appropriate action. 

! , 

\ 
I 

As to the fourth point, I again note that from the part~al 
review which has been made, Mr . Pottinger concludes "we ·,'\ 
have found that the FBI undertook a systematic program ' 
of harassment of Martin Luther King, by means both legal 
and illegal, in order to discredit him and harm both him and 
the movement he led." Assuming that the majo·r statutory 
violations relevant to this conduct would be 18 u.s.c. ! 241 
and I 242, Mr. Pottinger's memorandum concludes that any 

_ prosecution contemplated ~nder those acts would no~~~~ 

J
barred by the five-year statute of limitations with the ssible . 
exception which would exist i( there were proof of a con nuing 

i
. conspiracy. 
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.: '~'itf ·~·· has never closed the Martin Luther King file and that 
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:•' i'\~t- · numerous allegation s o f the possible involvement of~ 
'.j, ,-,--._ conspirators are promptly investigated . The thrus~he 
t Jreview which I requested, however, was to determine whe er J a new look at what was done by the Bureau in investigat· ~ 

I 
· the assassination or in the relationship between the Bu au 

and Dr . King might give a different emphasis or new clu 
··,. in any way to the question of involvement in that . 

At this point in the review, as I read the memoranda, 
i nothing has turned up relevant on this latter point. , 

1 ." 
·:! The review is not complete. Mr. Pottinger and all those\ 
i who have commented upon his memoraridum recorrunend that the 

review be completed. Mr. Pottinger also has made other 
recommendations upon which there is some diff~rence of 
opinion. In my view, it is essential that the review be 
completed as soon as possible and in as thorough a manner 
as is required to answer the basic questions. In view of 
what has already been done, and the tentative conclusions 
reached, special emphasis should be given to the fourth 
question. · In qonducting this review you should call upon 
the Department to furnish to you the staff you need. 

.. , . .. ,, : 

: ,i• ' i• , 

' ' . .'.""\'_., ,., 

,-. . .• 

My conclusion as to the review conducted by the Civil 
Rights Division is that it has now sh9wn that this complete 
review is necessary, particularly in view of the conclusion 
as to the systematic program of harassment. If your review 
turns up matters for specific action, we should.discuss the 
best way to proceed on each s~ch case. 
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...--. FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

J
. HURSDAY, APRIL 29 , 1976 . ' AG FL'- • 

Luther King files, Attorney General Edward~. Levi 

, In response to inquiries from the news med~a 
·~ . .. egardin~ the.civil Rights Division's review of the Mart· 

issued the following statement: · · 'I 

I have directed the Office of Professiona~ Responsibilj~y, 
' . : 

headed by Michael Shaheen, to complete a review of all records :: 
. ! 

'ft• ' 

in the Department of Justice concerning the Reverend Dr. 

i 

Martin Luther King, Jr. The Civil Rights Division, under the 

per~onal direction of Assistant Attorney deneral J. Stanlei 

Pottinger, completed on April 9 a five-month preliminary 

review of files a~ FBI headquarter•· Aa a result of thia 

preliminary review, the Civil Rights Division has reconunended 

that the review be carried forwarq to completion with an 

additional examination of records at FBI heaqquarters and 

. ! 

field offices. It is believed.that more than 200,000 documents 

may be involved. 

On the ba~is of this preliminary review, Assistant 

Attorney G~neral Pottinger stated that his tentative concl~sions 

were (1) the.re was no basis to believe that the FBI in any way 

caused the death of Or. King, (2) no evid~nce was discovered 

that the FBI investigation ot the assassination of Dr. King 

· - was not thorough and honest, and (3) instances we.i:;a.-.9'i.n 

J indicating that the FBI undertook a systema~ic program 

. harassment of Dr. King in order to discredit him 

him and tho movement he led. 

'::NCLpSU.BEJ 

·1. • • I· -.. -. :- --: ·,- - "- ··- ·-

I .' . . I /,/ t>/ 

• ,· · • 1' • .• ·, 

both 
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' I 



...... .............. --···-···-·--·----- ,,. ""' - ··-· .... ................. . . ·-·-·· -----~------...... ---~~ : 'i° . 
- 4 -

. ··i , · 
r)'/· l . . ~ ~ ~1/ 

I · .: ,.I'! 
. :t,: ·,; ) 

r If/I" . • -, 
·rn o:. .L" .1..ng on April 26 the comp_"'_<! review by Mr. 

Shaheen, I directed that the inves~igation be completed 
, ';;J• 
;;~' .-,--. forthwith ;nd that answers to four specific questio--.-. 

, ·' . . Jrnished to me a.nd FBI Director Clarence M. Kell.oy on th · 

sis of the review of all documents: ·- .......... ~ 
-- Whether the FBI investigation of Dr. King's I \ 

assassinat~on was thorough and honest; 

Whether there is any evidence that the FBI ' was I 
. I 

' 
involved in the assassination of 

I 
Dr. King; i. 

Whether, in light of the first two matters, there 

is any new evidence which has co.me to the · attention of the · 
• -1 

Department concerning t~e assassination of Dr. King; : I 

-- Whether tho nature of the relationship between the 

: Bureau and Dr. iing calls for crimina~ prosecuti~ns, disciplinary 

proceedings, or other appropriate action. 

Mr. Pottinger pointed out that the Civil Rights 

Division has been continuously investigating allegations 

concerning the assassination of Dr. Kini as these allegations 

come to the attention of the Department. 

J 
), 
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. ..... .. .... . 
1 Mr. J. 6. Adame .. ~- . 

l Mr. 1' • . J. Jenkin• 
1 Mr. D.· W. Moore ·.·~ 

.·, / ···~.- - . 

.... o! . .. .. . ~.~:.~ . ~. · : w~ :~.eavi·t_t: ; .: .. . . ~ :. , l 3/25/76 -> ·r, ".' ;°'h· ·; '~·~\.: ..• ... ··: . . ,., ··· · :: .... -·'.·· .,· .. ~.- fI~t!; 1: ~~1~:!~:!nr;f. ·<1.:<_· . . 
. ~:•.,,",- '. J. G. ·DeegM · .. ·.·" · 1 Mr. J. A. Mintz . . · ·:: · · · 

' , I~ ... ~ 1 .: Mr. T. W. Leavitt · i •. ; .,. 

)f. ·:. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. (.;t:: .~~: t .~.; ~h~f~P• . ·,. ~;.',.;-: ,. 
::/"' .. (; //?4 / ,£,:,,;) ' -.> ' . . [{ 

:[(~/,:.,.:·· PURPOSE a T~· advise ~f tho ·a.pp~~ent.te~iri,(t~o~· ~~ ;.the \:>'.:i.·;·,r:.~ ·: · ~ 
.;J . ~· . U0partiiiant'e study of Bureau files to .datennine whether'·:·· •.. ,! . . ~~.J 

,,?,~~.., inve9tigation of the Martin Luther King, Jr., assassination ./ · .·~-~hr 
t>:.,. should be reopened. . · · . · . · · .·· .'. ·-:-. · 
•, : • • •• . ' I .. . • ~ . 

I I 

. \'·-~ SYNOPSISJ On 3/ 24/76 Robert Murphy of th~ Department req~~stad ·.~.;! 

. . ·, . additional docwnents to comvlete the Department's study to ~~1 ·~. , " 

l '' . detannine if .our investifation of the assassination of King . Ii ,,, .'': ~t'. 

. ._ 
.. '.·.· .. _~.~:~ ... ::-t~.: .... ; should be reopened. Ind eating he had recently reviewed the . £\ \;J ::. 
_ .• .. Senate Intelligence Committeo' s draft report on King, Murphy;:'.·; f;. \ 'frJ · 
. • '!' ·,. requested documents bearing primarily on our actions to dis-, .', . ·;,£ ~; 
, . .-::· credit and neutralize King, an area which he will a pparently ~ ~~. ~)~ 
:1<.· take cognizance of in his swnmary and reconunendations to. . .· i"'·~ ~.: 
· ' Assistant Attorney Genernl (MG) Pottinger, Civil Rights : ' ·j ~·': 

Division (CRD), Murphy indicated his review of additional 1 , ~, 

.. documents on 3/24/76 would end the Department's study.· . , . . ,.,j 

"tJ.~p RECOMMENDJ\TION1 Nona. For infonnat1on. --- ..,:. :. i · ,·. · ·,·.: ·::>. .'·~·; ~J ~ . · .. ·;! .. ~_·.:?. '.,: .. ···. : - . . ... ·:.: ·· .. ·. . 0· . > ·~/.·: l ' :./; • • '. ) ·;.~;.: •• _i:-1 ~ : 
• ~ . , . , / L'/._ . _:.; !? _;;.. ·. ,:··. '·.'.'~:-~ Nr·' 
••• '. . ' - . ( (') , . . .... f· .• , , ' . ,;. ··k1 ,if'. 

' : ';'i · ,·t~'i'.·:;.~~, ·./.'. .· . .... :~ j~·,,,.' 
. : ;1.· ... . ,' 

·.··•,: · . • J-61 f..i>h 2 . ;~/f, · · · · · · , .. 

::~,·::·/: . ~ \,; ~ : ::.:.:· :. ' ' . . ~~ ··:;-:·~; ff 
DETAILS I You have been previously advised that under tha . · · . /k, 
oircction of Pottinger, the Department has been reviewing our 't'· 
Headquurtero files on King and related matters to study whether . !;} 
o·r not tho investigation of tho asso.oslnation of King should . '.K 
be roopcned. Ono of the principal reviewers, Robert Murphy, · . (r ,·· 
Chief of Crlrnlna.J. Section, CRD, has stated his summary will· V,·i 

.~ ... 18.0- -toko cog:\izunce o~ FBI ~cti~ns to d~~cro~.i\ '.(~ng~ ·~o•;?' . ~i 
. 100- 1066 70 . . . ... . . .. . . ~ ... ·. . . . ;t 

· ,1 - 44- 38861 ' . · i ' ... . :·· . · . · 
1il 
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1
.' JTAio.dn ~· · t . · CONTINUED - OVER . . :_ :. · ... , ... ,'°tr.'. tf, 

. ·, <i~) . ' "0/6 ' . . . . . , . . ', l . . . .. { ' '-.I· l '· •. .. l J . . . . . ·. ~~. 
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3/ 24/~6-~~::y ;:dvised he had r~c~n:l;· 0rev1:~J:~~ :!. .1. ~. 

1 the Senate Intelligence Conrnittee' s draft report concerning _.. ,:. l ¥,. ·. 

King and, based upon footnotes in that draft, discovered a . : .. : · 11;:j·':·, 
~-.. ·~· ·, ... : munbor of FBI documents which he desired to review prior to .~.. .. ·.: '~ 
~t.~:- :.: . completing his summary. ; Murphy requested to see approximately; , ...... :~ ,: 

'.~~~···. }' · 40 documents concoming dissemination of ~ing monographs, · . •; ,,,,., ·: "· .J ~: 
,:Cl:.\ ·· di1uemination of information outside tha Executive Branch of \( ... ·, :;_JI I ,~r.: 

:i ·· Govenunent, plans to discredit and neutralize King, alleged_,;.,!-', .~':i'•, ':-' .~ 
existence of a forolgn bank account of King and doclllllents · • .. ;- . 'I ~ 
relating to connnunist influence in the racial movement • . .' /.,:-;·t ·. ·· · J, ,,;.f 

These documents were made· available to Murphy who·.,> ·. · •· ; I t'y;!f.' 
:.::i ,·· · reviewed srune on 3/24/76 and indicated this action would .< :;.~~ .:·;.:· :11 . ~.I( 

~.··~:11 '. ::,'" .c~~plet
1
e .... the Depa~tmen~:~ .. ~t~clY.• . ··:·,·~ . .~.: . .. \ . . :. ·~'., .. :. ·: ) :.:·.: :)~/t~,:, '·: f!,~~: 

·: .. '•,.' Nonc . . of 'the do~~ents ·requested ~n 3/24/76 pertain.ed~;· ~'.·_- jj ~. ~~\i\ 
to any aspect of our investigation of King's assassination. ;.: ': . .. 1 · _;- · · '. :;r~.·,1i:( 
Based on the nature of the above documents requested and reviewe~ ; . , ;1\~~i 
by Murphy it appears knowledge of the Senate Intelligence .· ·· . : . 'I ?.}:~;;~ 
Conunittee Is report dictated a<l<.litional review pertaining to· . . ·: ~ ~At)~, 
our actions to discredit ll!ld neutralize King. · . . . , .· · . · > 
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FOR H!MEDIATE RELEASE 
FRIDAY , FEBRUARY 18, 1977 

AG 
202 - 739 - 2028 

The FBI conducted .a thorough investigation of th e 

assassinatidn of Dr . Martin Luther King , Jr . , a Department 

of Justice task force concluded in a report released today by 

Attorney General Griffin B. Bell. 

The 149 - page report was submitted by the task force 

C. A. 77- 0692 
EXrlIB I T Jf' . 

of the Office of Professional Responsibility following an 

eight-month intensive review of FBI files and interview of 

witnesses. The purpose of the study was to examine FBI 

activities involving Dr. King and to evaluate the effectiveness 

of the assassination investigation . 

The report concluded that the FBI had conducted a 

painstaking and successful investigation of the 1968 

assassination in Memphis, Tennessee. 

The task force also found no evidence of FBI 

complicity in the murder . 

The only new evidence that was developed related to 

details that did not affect the ultimate conclusion that 

Ear l Ray was the properly convicted murderer . 

James 
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The task force of five attorneys and two rcseaich 

analysts reviewed more than 200,000 documents from FBI 

Headquarters and Field Office files and interviewed some 40 

witnesses in its study of the King case. 

On April 26, 1976, then Attorney General Edward H. 

Levi directed the Office of Professional Responsibility, headed 

by Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., to review Department files to 

determine; 

(1) Whether the F~I investigation of Dr. King's 

murder on April 4, 1968, at Memphis, Tennessee, was thorough 

and honest; 

(2) Whether there was any evidence of FBI 

involvement in Dr. King's death; 

(3) Whether any new evidence had come to the 

attention of the Department bearing on the assassination which 

should be dealt with by the proper authorities; and 

(4) Whether the relationship between the FBI and 

Dr. King called for criminal prosecution, disciplinary 

proceedings,. or other appropriate action. 

After reviewing the murder investigation, the task 

force turned to the pre-assassination security investigation of 

Dr . King. The task force found that there may have been an 

arguable basis for the FBI to initiate a security investigation 

on Dr . King, but continued that the security investigation should 

have been ended in 1963 and not conti~ued until his death five 

years later . 
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The FBI' s COINTELPJW - type harn s sment of Dr . King and 

efforts to drive him out of the civil rigl1t s movement were found 

to have been clearly improper . 

Mr. Shaheen's report concluded that any criminal 

action against FBI participant s in the ha r a s sment ca mpaign was 

barred by the statute of limitations. The task force 

recommended no di s ciplinary action because the chief FBI 

officials respons ible for the ha rassment are dead or retired. 

The task force submitt ed recommendations for tighter 

supervision of the FBI' s dome s t .ic intelligence activities and 

endorsed the Department's new guideline s in thi ·s area . The 

task force also proposed outright prohibition of COINTELPRO-type 

activities against domestic intelligence subjects . 
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UNlTED STATES OEl'All'fMENT OF JUSTLCE 

FEUEHAL UUHEAU OF INVEST IGATION 

Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 

WASII I N <.;TON, D.C. 20535 

Frederick, Maryland 21 701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

May 17, 1978 

C. A. 77 - 0692 
EXHIBIT / q 

Reference is made to your Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) request for information pertaining to Yuri 
Ivanovich Nos e nko by letter dated March 9, 1978. 

As you are aware, the documents which were presented 
to the President's Commission on the Assassination of 
President Kennedy (Warren Commission) by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation (FBI) and v~rious other federal agencies 
were placed in the custody of the Archivist of the United 
States in the National Ar c hive s and Records Service (NARS) 
at the conclusion of the Warren Commission's investigation. 
Pursuant to Public Law 62-318 these documents were to 
be reviewed periodically to determine if additional information 
could be made available to the general public. The last 
review wa s in December, 1975, at which time Warr en Commission 
Documents 451 a nd 651 were determined by the FBI to no 
longer warrant classification and were made available 
to the general public. These documents were not included 
among the approximately 98,000 pages of John F. Kennedy 
Assassination material released in December, 1977, and 
January, 19 78 . Although you may have had a previous opportunity 
to review t hese docurnents at NARS, I am enclosi ng copies 
of them at this time . Our inventory worksheets pertaining 
to the Kennedy Assassination material, in connection with 
the FOIJ\ release, show the documents were withheld on 
the basis of Title 5, United States Code, Section 552, 
Subsection (b) (1). ·rhi s is in error and the claim for 
withholding the documents o n this basis is he reby withdrawn . 
There is no duplication c harge involved . in this release. 
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·:) 

Mr . Haro ld We i s berg 

Please be advised that a review of the file 
pertaining to Yuri Ivanovi c h Nosenko is being conducted 
to d e t e rmin e if any additiona l material can be released 
to you und er the provisions of the FOIA . It should be 
noted that muc h of the file i s classified pursuant to 
Executive Ord e r 11652 and the current review is being 
made to det e rmine if current classification is warranted . 

Enclosures (2) 

Sincerely yours, 

a jf}j) /'-- 1! J]j jr C1°'-UI 1:rJo,) 
Allen H. McCrieght, C~~f 
Freedom of Information-

Privacy Acts Branch 
Records Management Division 

- 2 -
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Ft,; U Ell AL BUH I:: AU OF I N VE S 'J' I G AT 1 0 N 

1n R~p/y, Plea,~ Refer to 

Fil. No. 

WASUIN GT O N 2 5, D.C . 

March 4, 1964 /; 
- C.11>Asifled ~~~-M~, 1// ~ ? ? 

L~F l!AHVEY OSWAl J;,10111111 frorn CD -:--~~ . . ",J-~ 
INTEH.NAL 

1

SECUHI'l~Y - R '~ult~:HfcLu~~~a~·ztd~llti.l 1-i_~ -
~ .:: ~ ..,__ -····o. (. 

On March 3, 196,1, Yuri l_vnnovic~ti_Qsenko advised --'\ 
that at the time of Oswald's arrival in the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics (USSH) in the Fall of 1959 1 he (Nosenko) 
held the posltfon of Deputy Chief, First Section, Seventh 
Department, Second Ch:lef Directorate (counterintelligence), 
KGB (Cammi ttee for State Security). '£his particular Section, 
of which he was then Deputy Chie:f, haudled the KGB investi
gations of tourists !rrnn the United States and British 
Conunonwealth countries. 

The First Section, at that tiI:1e, and at present, 
contains fifteen or sixteen officers, holding ranks of Junior 
Case Officers, Case Officers and Senior Case Officers. At 
the time of :President John F. Kennedy's assassination, 
Nosenko stated he then held the position of Deputy Chief, 
Seventh Depn1.·tment, (Tourist Department), Second Chief 
Directorate, with the rank of Lieutenn.ut Colonel. The 
Seventh Department, consisting of upproximately ninety 
Case Officers, is responsible for KGB investigations of 
tourists from o.11 non-communist countries. 

Prior to Oswald's arrival in the USSR he was 
complEitely unknown to the KGB, according to Nosenko. In 
this connec Llon he pointed out that immediately 1,1pon 
issuance of a visa to a person to visit the USSR, the Seventh 
Department (Tourist), Second Chief Directorate, KGB, is 
notif i ed. At that time 1\ preliminary evaluation is made 
of tw individual an<.l a determination made ns to what action, 
if any, should lie taken by the Tourist Department. Oswald's 
background was not of suffic:lent importance for the Tourist 
Department to havo o.ny advance :Lntorcst in hJm and Nosenk.o 
stat eel that h:ls f ir :::1t knowl e dge of the exis.tence'~f Oswald 
arose in a.bout October, 1959, when Kim Georgievicl~)<lµ'upnov, 
a Caso Officer in his section, reported to him information 
whfcn K.rupuov ho.d received from an Intourist interpreter . It 
was to the effect that Oswald, an American citizen who had 
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l Date 2/28/64 

Tho following in!or111D.tion was fur~A~hed on 
February 26 and 27, 1964, by YUH! IVANOVICJI:'(NOSENKO: 
. I 

NOSENKO said he was Deputy Chief of the Tourist 
Department, Second Chief D1rectorate of the Committee for 
State Security (KGB) at the time of his defection 
February 4, 1964, at Geneva, Swi~~erla~aud held the 
rank of Lioutonant Co l onel. -ire-sarctfbe Second Directorate 
of the KGB is concerned with the internal security of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist H.epublicf:l (USSR~. 

NOSENKO advised he was familiar with the visit 
of LlIB IlARVEY OSWALD to the Soviet Uni on in the Fall of 
1959 and supcrv:.1.sed tho handling of. the KGD file on OSWAU) 
in the Tourist Dapart1neut. 

NOSEN.KO stated that when OSWAlD arrived as a 
tourist in tho Soviet Union the KGB had no curr4;1nt interest 
in him and possessed no infor~iatton that OSW ALD was a member 
ot the Communist Party, USA, elsewhere, or that ho was a 
member of nny pro-Soviet organization. NOSENKO a d vised 
that upon arr:l.val in Moscow OSWALD contacted Intourist, 
tha official Sov:let travel agency. OSWALD informed repre
sentatives of the Intourist that he desired to remain in 
t he Soviet Union. Thereafter, OS'ffALD's case was referred ·to 
the S13venth (Tour:1.st) Department, Second Main Directorate, 
KGB. 

NOSJrnKO related OSWALl) was discouraged tro111 
remaining permanently in Russia. It was sugg:ested to 
hilll that ho complHte hls vis:t.t as a tourist and return 
to the United States. It wno further suggested he could 
thereafter make application through routine channels at 
the Soviet Embassy in the Un i tod States !or admission ns an 
im.migrant to the Sovlet Union. 

NOSENJCO said OSWALD was not regarded by the KGB 
as being completely normal mentally nor waa he considered 
to be very intulltgent. He stated it was the desire of the 
KGB that ·oswA.LD depart fro111 Russia as early aH convenient 

I \ r;; I 

but no effort was ma da to curtail his visit or to incon
venienc.tL.h.lm._dutln.r~hj.s stay 1n I~\ll~L';Lta. NOSENKO st!.\-.t=e=-=-J.-------+ 

On -~.L~JL.!!.Jl~at Fa:l.rfax: County__,__Ji:i;:g,i.nia Fi la N _-'WF=-'0"--'1~0~5~--'3~7~1=1=1~--::--
27/64 (\.,A.,J 

b SAs MAURICE A. TAYLOR DONALD E. WALTER . 2/28/64 \ 
y llnaAUtlG..l:foJXiMXf.nCff:{"Is .:'.:'.:.'.'.J Dat• dictated---------

Thle document coutaln• neithe r r ec.;o rnm o n <lutl o nn n or conclualone o f th e F'B1. It t a the proper1y of l h • F'BI and la loane d to 
Your aqe ocy; It and H a co11to11la uro n o t t o bd d la tributod o ut ~ ld ~ y o ur OQoncy. 
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l Involvod or Iutorvi~•vd Date -2L0~8"'""/'--G""--'1---------··- ,.-· · ..._., ,-x:»w :a~' ~~------r:--·---··• 
0::; ·~-ald, llirin:i. _ 

The followinrr inforMation was furnisbod on 
February 2G a"d 27, 1961, by YUHI IVANOVICHNO-SE;fKo·: ---:, 
I , ---- _ :::::::--------

I 

NOS ENKO said he was Deputy Chic! of tho Tourist 
Department, Second Chief Diroctorato o! the Committee for 
Sta to· Security (KGB) at tho tir:J.e of his defection 
February 4, 196~, at Genova, Switzerland, and bald the 
rank of Lioutcnant Colonel. Ho said tho Second Directorate 
of the KGB is concerned with tho internal security of the 
Union of Soviot Socialist Ropublics (USSR). 

NOSENKO advisod he W::!S familiar with the visit 
of T,EE. RARV.lff OSWALD to tbe Soviet Union in the Fall of 
1959 and supe.rvJ.scd the handling of tho KGB- file on OSWALD 
in the 'rourist Department. 

~-~3~·- NOSENKO stated that when OSWALD arrived as a 
;_' ·i .. _ tourist in tho Soviet Union the KGB had uo current interest 
·. -·· ·· in him and possei,sod no inform.a tion tba t OS WALD· was a member 
_::;",·,

1
· of tho Communlst Party, USA, elsewhere. or that be was a .. \ ,.., , , 

.-:.~ \i;, _membor of any pro-Soviet organization. NOSENKO_ advised 
.::·:: .. ,,~that upon arrival in Moscow OSWALD contacted Intourist, 

~l~:/.,_tho offj_cial Soviet travel afrency. OSWAW informed repre
/t) .: :.:· sentat:lvos of tho Intoud.st that he dosirod to remain in 
<-:;:,_f··;_: : the Soviot Union. 'l'horoaj'.tor,. OSWALDts case was referred "to 
>:;-'- ,· .. tho Sovonth .(Tourist) Do1xu·tmunt, Socond 1.fain Diroctora.ta, 
/(:;.~ ' KGB.. ·:: ' · . . ·; ;.--: :·· ..... . 
' {: ,;:·. . . , . NOSENKO rolatod OSWALD was discouraged from 

:. ·.~;:.: romain:lnr; pon1an e ntly in lluss ia. It was suggested to 
er,~:·._' h:lm th::i.t ho co;:1pJ.0to his vJ.sit as a. tourist and return 
·.: ::_::'.·:· to the· Un:J.tod Str,. tos. It was further suggested he could 
' · .. :·:·:· tbereaftor 1nak0 a pplicat:Lou through routine channels at'· 

~- the ·soviet Embassy in the United Statos for admission as an 
immig1·an t to tho Soviet Uuion. ! 

.. NOSENKO said OSWALD was not rogarded by tho KGB 
·as being coraplotely norn~l mentally nor was he considered 

'
1 

to be very intelli(:'.ent. Ho stated it was the desire of the 
KGB that OSWALD dopart from nw,sla ;:,.s early as convenient 
but no effort was made to curtail bls visit or to incon-

d . 
14 

ve n 1 co c c.L.1.1..-Lm.._d_ur:.in.1.;-1.Lr.s_s_t_i:\y___j_J_Lllu.$~~ ENKO s :h"Lt.Q_d""...._ _____ _ 

On 2/26 ·and at F;d.rfax CounJy_, VirgJn:l.n__ Filo IJ. VTFO 105-37111 
. · · ·27/64 , · 

: ... -.;-: ·' .. . . 

L· .· · SAs UJ\U1UCE A . TAYLOR, DO!\'ALD E. \'/ALTER,Dato dictat ed 2/28/64 
'I and A.UY..SO-'l.':.~):IYJ:'Aff{Cif:Lis·-··-·--

Tl\~"docl.ls..•nt con toln • nellh•r t ecc.u1uu1ndotfon• nu, conc lu • l on• o f th • FU l. lt t • the prop•rty ol th • FOi ;oad &..a 1oao!d to 
10\l.t G\;•OC1J 1t oud l\ • c:onl • nl a or e 11ol lo b,a <l l11Lrlbul •li Oula!d• your OQ • ll t;f. , 
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Commission No. 

UNITED STATES D EPAU'l'MENT 01• Ju;:-, i. J.\..,..I!, 

FEDERAL lJUllEAU OF !NV ESTIGA'l; i'ON 

I WASIIINCTON 25, D.C. 

March 4 1 1961 

Liill 1.L'\.11.VlW OSWf.T..J) 
INTETINM.. s:0:cu n.ITY - R - CUBA 

On M~rch 3, 196"!, Yurt Iv::i.novich Nosenko advised 
that at tho timu of O~w~J.d's ~rrival in the Union of Soviet 
Soc ialist ~cr,u JJlic::;; (US .SJ./) :i.n the }';-,::.J. of 1959 1 he (Hosenko) 
held the position of Do puty Chi0f, First Section, Seventh 
Department , Second Chief Directorate ( counte rinte lligence) , 
KGB (Cor.mittee :i'.or S ::::-.te :=::ccll.rity) . This :pnrticula::.: Section, 
of which ho \'t~>.s then Depu,cy · Cllief, hand led the KGB investi
gations of t01.u-ists from the United Stat es a nd British 
Commonweal th coun tc·ios. 

'l'he First Sect:i.on, nt that ti!:i.e, and at present, 
coutaL:s f~_fteen or sirt:oou olfice1·s , holding ranlrn of .Junior 
Case Office~s, Cnso Office rs ~nd Senior Case Offic ers. At 
the tj_me of P:.:e:3ident Jolm 1''. Kennedy r s assassina,cion, 
NosenLo st:lted he then held the posi-tion of Deputy Chief, 
Seventh D0p~.i:'·i::r,1c, ;:1t, ('.i'our:i_s ·c: Dep«r ·tuent) , Second Chief 
Director~te, with tho rank of Licutcnuut Colonel. The 
Sovonth :Q--,p~r:..· ;:;1111..:: nt, co nsisU.n:._,; of HP:!/i.'OJ~irnately ninoty 
Case Of:i'.ice:::·s, is 1·c s flon ~;j_blc :CO:i.' KGB i,~vcstigutions of 
touri~,ts fJ..·om aL. r.•.on-co,,1~1unist coun,c:c·ios. 

Prior ~o Os v ald 1 s a rriv~l in the USSR he was 
comp].etely ur\l;:!,Ollil to ,.:he KGE, accordi[lo; -::o Eosen.ko. In 
this com:.e:c ,c_i_o ,1 l1<:! poi:1 i:ed cut that: :i .. ;;:.i:!8d:i.ately upon 
issuance o/ ~'. v:~s :,. ~-0 :., 1_)c1·:;on · to vis:i.t the USSR, ·che SovGnth 
D~pa1·tn2~1t (' ".'Ju ::.: i ::1t), Sc co:.J.d Chief Directorate, KGB, is 
notified. At th 2t time a preliminary evaluation is made 
of t l:3 i l"1dividu 2. l amt a cl ,~,:; e :;_·m:i.112.t :Lon Ti\~: cle :::..s to ,·,hat actiou 9 
if any, s ~10uld !)C t :ilrnn by tl1c Tourist D2p::..rtment. Oswald 1 s 
backe;rou.ncl \'/~ts no ·i: o :2 s u f ticient impo;_·t a ;-ic.e for the Tourist 
Departr:1cnt ·c.o have a ny 2.dvance intm:cst in him and No s eruco 
stated th~t his first k nowl e dge of the e~istence of Oswald 
arose in :::.bout 0 :>i:,)!Jcr, 1 :-)59, · whe n Kim G201·r;icvich IG..·upaov, 
a Case O:i'.l ::.c .::;:: i.:: hi s r.;.:::,c t:i-011, 1·cportc d ·to him infoJ:mation 
which K.:·u~,uov !l.1'.d. ::cecd.\1 2 d L·o ,:!. ~m I:.itou1·ist interpreter.. It 
wo.s to tho ellc ct ·tlH'.t Osvt~'.. ld., n.u !1 .. meric0.n citizeu who lrnd 
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