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| - IN TIHE UNLPED STATES DISTRICYE COURT ‘
It ‘ FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA :
i
JHAROLD WEISBERG, ) E
“ Plaintiff, ) ¢
] )
” V. ) Civil Action No. 771997 E
) ]
ICENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, ) i
jet al., ) !
! )
Defendants. ) :
S ) :
H
SUPLLEMENTARY AFFIDAVIT

{
, Robert. E. Owen, belng First duly sworn, deposes and says:
| e Lam the Intoimation Reviey Ofticer for che Directorate

£
of Operations of th.. Contral Intel Ligence Agency (CIA). My offiji- t

cial position, authority and knowledge of this case remain the k
‘same as described iy, my ftidavit of 25 May 1978 in the above- E
;cuptioned Litigation.  phe substunce of my 25 May affidavit and §
Jits accqmpanilnq Document Disposition Index is incorporated by %
rreference and made o part hereof. It will be referred to sup- I%

£
j/sequent]y as the Owen ofidavig. "%
{ ;
” 2. This affidavil is intended to supplement and amplify IE
. 1
Hremarks made in the Owen alfidavit and to relate the rationale IE
!and the related Freedom of Information Act (I'OTA) exemptions to k
the various documents or portions thereof withheld in thisg FOIA ,!§
!ilitigatiun. The cateqgorics oF substance withheld and the related ifg
K ;
éiratLonale cexpressed 1o Lhe Owen affidavit are ayg rollows: g;
;; Classitication - Paragraphs 4 and s ;%
i Intelliyence souarces ~ Paragraphs 7 i1hrough 14 f %
: {
” FQLulgn LIOrson onn g em Paragraphs o thiougly 14
!g EE&}QESEQANIn[u[liqgncgﬂéggEggi == Paragraphs 7 and 8




|

i

|

i Intelligence Methods --  Paragraph 16

i CIA Installations Abroad --  Paragraph 19

j Cryptonyms and Pseudonyms -- Paragraph 17

| Identitieé of CLA Components -- Paragraph 18
Identities of CLA Staff Employees -- Paragraph 18
Privacy -- Paragraph 20

3. All documents ociginally released with portions deleted,
have been annotated and copies appended. The notations are
letters which have been placed in the areas from which deletions
were made. The letters correspond to the letters used in the
Document Disposition Index to designate the different categories
of information deleted. 'The only deletions which are not so
marked are those which contained classification markings or
related information control markings, including declassitication
determinations. These latter markings are not deleted as being
exempt under FOIA exemptions, but because classified documents
processed for release under FFOIA cannot bé released if they are
currently classified. When they are declassified, in whole or
in part,‘removal of the c¢lassification and related information
control markings is part of the administrative procedure of
declassification. See paragraph 19 of the Owen affidavit.

4. In each instance in which classification is claimed as
initiating an FOTA cxzemplion, the document 1s cleavrly marked on
its face with the stamped designation of the level of its classi-
fication; either CONIMLDENTIAL or SECRET. In those instances in

Iwhich classification is currently claimed to withhold information

‘/in a document, that determination was made in accordance with the

criteria established under Executive Order 11652.
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i 5. The comments in the Document Disposition Index regarding
;douumenLu which arce denited in Loto are supplewmented by comments
Iln the appended Supplementary bDocument Disposition Index. fhe
’purpose of the supplementary comments is to make a more specific

description of the application of the various exemptions cited

for withholding the document.

Glolut & . Owen

Robert E. Owen

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA )
) ss.

COUNTY OI' FAIRFAX )

; wC
Subscribed and sworn to before me tnis _é; day of

October 1978.

L

e (z@w

Notary Public

My commission expires: , jfgé: 2 e 2271/737 L




medical report would have, predictably, damaging consequences on

IN THE UNLTED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOQR THE DLSTRICT OF COLUMBIA
HAROLD WEISBERG,
Plaintitf,
Civil Action No. 77-1997

V.

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY,
et al.,

DeLendanty .

SUPPLEMENTARY DOCUMENT DISPOSITION INDEX

James E. Ray Documents

Document No. Date No. of Pages
249 3 May 1968 1

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document concerns the activi-
ties of an individual in a foreign country. The individual was
initially mistaken for James li. Ray because of similarity in the

names. The record makes il clear Lhey are not the same indivi-
dual. The text of the message consists of a report received
from a foreign liaison service plus several comments about the
liaison service. The report from the foreign service was
received under an arrangement which provides for contidentialicy
for such reporting. Likewise, the information confirming the
existence of a liaison arrangement between this foreign liaison
service and the U.S. gouvernment is expected to be protected
against unauthorized disclosure. ‘'rhe report is consequently
classified and exempt from release in its entirety pursuant to
FOIA exemption (b) (1). Since the document established the fact
of the foreign liaison service providing intetligence information
to the United States, the document is also exewpt from release
pursuant to FOIA exemption (b)(3) to protect against unauthorized
disclosure of an intelligence source and intelligence methods.
The report is concerned with an individual who is not one of the
subjects of the FOIA roquest. Paragraph 1 on the report is a
detailed medical report aboul the individual. Kelease of such a

the individual's future. On the other hand, there is no evident
public benefit from rclease of the report. Consequently, para-
graph 1 of the document, which is the bulk of the document,. is
additionally exempt to protect against a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy, pursuant to FOLA exemption (b) (6) .
Some portions of the document are also additionally exempt fFrom
release for reasons se¢t forth in entries ¢, d, ¢, and f of the
original comments on this document.

}
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250 14 May 1968 |

Denied in toto.

H Supplementary Comment = Sapplomentary comment s Tor DocuMeitt ===
No. 249 apply equally to this docunent except Lhat this was a, 1 £
memorandum to the FBI rather than a cable.

253 8 June 1968 1

Supplementary Comment:  This document is a cable Lrom a CILA
installation abroad.. It relates information concerning the ] :
efforts of a foreign liaison service to obtain information con- :
cerning "James Earle Galt". All of the informalion in this
message was received frowm a roreign liaison service under an
arrangement requiring continued confidentiality for such
reports. The text of the message is therefore exempt under FOIA
exemption (b) (1) since it is properly classified and also exempt
from release pursuant to IFOLA cxemption (b) (3) since its relecase
would disclose information concerning intelligence sources and
methods. The text of the report and the headings on the docu-
ment contain an assortment of entrics which are also exempt
from release for additional reasons. “They are those listed in
categories d, e, and f of the original comment.

257 ¥ 13 June 1968 1
Denied in toto

Supplementary Cowment: Comment "a" is hereby amended to
read, "a. information pertaining to intelligence methods (b) (3)."

As indicated in the original comment for Document No. 257,
that document is a transmittal slip which accowpanies Document
Nos. 258 through 264. Document 257 explains that « name trace
or, in more commonly understood terms, a seacch for bidgraphic
data was made on a name ol an individual who was alleged to have
been contacted by Mr. Ray during the time he was a fugitive. The
search resulted in the retrieval of biographic information on a
number of people whose nawmes were similar to that of the person
being searched, but who were not the same as that person. Docu-
ment Nos. 258 through 264 are individual name trace summaries or
biographic summaries of the data available on the other persons. |
No'information was retitcved on the person of interest. The kind !
of personal data that is cited in the individual biographic i
summaries contained in Document Nos. 258 through 264 varies but
there are a number of instances in which the summaries contain :
information that, if publicized, could cause damaye to an indi- i
ividual's future. In onc¢ instance it is clear that the individual I
lwas involved in an intelligence activity. Ln another instance .
i%the comments reflect that the person was associating with an i )
|

individual believed to be o Communist Party member and an intelli- .
gence operative for the Soviet KGB. Another individual was shown i
to have been used for intclligence activities by CIA, in an iden- i
tified country abroad. Several individuals are identified as-
members of the Communist Party, in the United States. There is

no apparent public interest in or benefit from the revelation of
such information, while the tikelihood of damage to the indivi- i
duals' futures is predictable. Since these individuals' records




|257 (cont.)

have become entangled i Lhe recovds responsive Lo Lhe subjoect
FOIA request only as an accidental consequence of having names
similar to an individual’ who was only possibly rclated to one-
of the subjects of the request, all the documents from 257
through 264 are withheld in their entirety principally to avoid
a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, pursuant to

FOIA exemption (b) (6). In addition to the privacy factor, some
of the documents from 258 through 264 also contain information,
the release of which could result in the unauthorized disclosure
of the identity of an intelligence source and which have been

classified to prevent the unauthorized disclosure of information
which could reasonably be expcecctoed to damage national security
interests by the resulting damage to intelligence activities.
These documents are identifiable by the individual comments
which claim FOIA exemptions (b) (L) and/or (b) (3) in addition to
(b) (6). There are also instances of portions of the documents
being additionally exempt from release for other reasons. They
are listed in the comments on individual documents in an attempt
to cite as completely as possible the variety of exempt infor-
mation in the separate documents.

258 undated 1
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: See Supplementary Comment for
Document No. 257 above. .

259 undated 1
Denied in EQEEI

Supplementary Comment: See Supplementary Comment for
Document No. 257 above.

260 undatad 1

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: See Supplementary Comment for
Document No. 257 above.

261 undated 1
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: See Supplementary Comment for

)
i ke s L RS Bodtoseiat
i
!

‘Document No. 257 above.

262 undated L

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: See Supplementary Comment for
Document No. 257 above. .
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263 undatod 1
Denied in Lolo.

Supp lementary Comment:  Comment "a" is hercby amended to

read "a. information pertaining to intelligence methods (b) (3),
and".

See Supplementary Comuenlt for Document No. 257 above.

264 undated 3

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: See Supplementary Comment for
Document No. 257 above.

265 L7 April 1968 1
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This information is withheld pri-
marily because it was obtained from a foreign intelligence source

‘who acquired the infcrmacion under unique ciccumstances. The

circumstances combined wilh the information ave unique enough to
insure that the identity of the intelligence source would be
immediately recognizable to the individual named in the report.
Consequently, the entire report is withheld to protect against
the unauthorized disclosure of the identity of an intelligence
source pursuant to FOIA exemption (b) (3) and the consequent
damage to an intelligence activity in furtherance of which the
document is classified and thus exempt pursuant Lo IFOIA exemp-
tion (b) (L). An additional consideration was the fact that the
individual named was temporarily of interest because of being
mistaken for James Earl Ray while the latter was a fugitive from
justice. The possibility of damaging publicity, should the doc-
waent be released, is obvious. Given the fact that the indivi-
dual proved innocent ol any involvement in the assassination, the
public interest or benctil in publicizing the individual's iden-
tity and related personal tacts is not evident. Therefore, the
document also warrants protection as a whole on the grounds of
privacy pursuant to FOTA exemption (b) (6). Portions of the doc-
ument would also be excmpt for other reasons explained in cate-
gories d and e in the original comments.

271 9 April 1968 1
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: ‘This document concerned an indivi-

{dual mistaken for James Larl tay when the latter was a fugitive.

The text of the document i:s confined to infurmation received
from a foreign liaison service under an arrangement providing
for confidentiality. ‘he document must thus be withheld not
only because of the arrangement which protects such information

e
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to protect against disclosure of the fact of the existence of
the- liaison arrangement. ‘The  entire document: is thus exempt.
from release pursuant to IFOIA exemptions (b) (L) and (b) (3). The
majority of the document is also exempt on the grounds of pri-
vacy and the supplementary remarks for Document No. 265 regarding
pPrivacy apply equally to this case and warrant withholding pur-

are also additionally cxempt lrom release for reasons cited in

Denied in toto.

information was provided by the source in the belief that it was
relevant to the investigation of the assassination. The infor-
mation was, in fact, relayed to the FBI in Document No. 277
immediately below. Because Frhe information was received from a
foreign government under an arrangement of confidentiality, the
document must 5e withheld in entirety to protect against the
disclosure of an intelligence source and the existence of the

because the document is protected by classification and is thus
exempt pursuant to FOIA exemption (b) (1). Some of the informa-
tion in the document relates to private details of the life of
an American national which would also be exempt from release on
the grounds of privacy pursuant to FOIA exemption (b) (6). Other
portions of the: document contain categories of information which
would also:-be exempt Ffor addilional reasons as cited in parts d,
e, and f of the original comments.

Denied in toto.

message transmitting the substance of Document No. 276 above to

the FBI it is exempt in its entirety for the same reasons. Spe-
cifically, it is information received from a foreiyn government
under an arrangement requiring confidentiality and the informa- L

tion is consequently classified. The document is therefore """
withheld pursuant to FOILA exceuptions (b) (1) and (b) (3). Portions—
of the document are additionally exempt for reasons cited in c,

d, and e of the original comments.

Denied in toto.

above, tﬂTg_aocument, which i oa copy of the original report
received from the lorcign liatson service which is repeated i

i
i
7
?

271 (cont.)

from release and restricts accoess within the government but also

~

Suant to FOIA exemption (b) (6) also. Portions of the document

categories d and e of the original comments.

276 24 April 1968 2

Supplementary Comment: ‘'he text of this document is con-
fined to reporting received from a foreign liaison service. The

liaison relationship pursuant to IFOIA exenption (b) (3) and

277 25 April 1968 2

Supplementary Comment: Since this document is a copy of a

279 26 April 1968 6

Supplerentary Comuent: As with Document Nos. 276 and 277

———— |




l
Wthu Lext of Document Nos. 276 and 277, is wilhheld din its
ilentirety for the same reasons. Specifically, the document is

1279 (cont.)

iiwithheld to protect against the disclosure of the existence of
a foreign liaison arrangement with a specific foreign govern-
ment, to protect against the disclosure of an arrangement of
confidentiality and because the information is consequently
classified. The document is therefore withheld in its entirety
pursuant to FOIA exemptions (b) (1) and (b) (3). Portions of the
document are additionally wilhheld for reasons cited in ¢, d, ¢,
and f of the original comments. .

283 2 May 1968 10
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document records the trans-
mittal of a report discussed previously in Document Nos. 276,
277, 278 and 279. The first two pages are a memorandum
addressed to the FBI which contain a summary of the more
interesting elements of the report. The accompanying eight
pages of attachments include the original report received from
an identified foreign liaison service and an English translation
of the original veport with a one-page letter also pzovided by

the liaison service. 'The c¢ntirety of this document is withheld
for the same reasons expressed earlier in the supplementary
comments for Document No. 276. Particularly, the document con-

veys information received only from a foreign liaison service.
The liaison arrangement provided for confidentiality for any
information exchanged. 'The document is therefore exempt from
release under FOIA exemption (b) (1) as a classificd document and
because revelation of the contents would expose the existence of
an official liaison arrangement as well as the substance of a
document received under said arrangement and is therefore exempt
pursuant to FOIA exemption (b) (3). Portions of the document are
additionally exempt from relcase because they contain information
of the kind cateqorized under ¢, d, e, and f of the original
comments of this report.

285 13 May 1968 2

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: ‘This document is withheld in Lts
entirety for two reasons. ‘The information concerns an indivi- L
dual who was initially thought to be Mr. James E. Ray during the
time that the latter was a fugitive. Since that was a case_of -

mistaken identity, which this document confirms, the release of ‘
information identifying the individual could result in needless i

‘unpleasant publicity. Since there is no evidence of any public

benefit or interest in such a disclosure, the individual's right
to privacy seems to clearly outweigh the public's right to know. |
Consequently, this document is being withheld in its entirety e

withheld because the information and the manner in which it was
acquired by the intelligence source involved is unique enough to

i

==

pursuant to FOIA exemption (b) (6). The document is also being »




285 (cont.)

insure that the intelligence source would be identified to indi-
viduals who witnessed the circumstances under which the informa-
tion was acquired. The sccond page of the document is a photo-
graph of the individual along with his name and the name of the
intelligence source who provided it. fThe first page is the
document transmitting the photograph and identifying the subject.
Withholding the document in its entirety is thus also justified
pursuant to FOIA exemptions (b) (1) and (b) (3). Some of the
information in the document is addilionally exempl For the
reason stated in paragraph b of the original comment.

286 24 May L1968 1

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document describes the nature
of an investigative effort conducted by a foreign liaison ser-
vice at the request of the CIA. The document also relates that
the results of the effort were negative. The document is with-
held in its entirety because the release of it would acknowledye
the existence of a liaison arrangement with an identified
foreign liaison service and would also reveal the substance of
the report provided by the toreign liaison service2 under an
arrangement requiring confidentiality for such information. The
document is consequently classificed and exempt from release pur-
suant to FOIA exemption (b) (1) and, because of the revelations
regarding the liaison arrangement and liaison information
received, the document is also exempt pursuant to FOIA exemption
(b) (3). Portions of the documenl are additionally exempt Lrom
release for rcasons staled in paragraphs d, ¢, £, and g of the
original comments.

288 22 April 1968 2
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document contains information
provided by a foreign liaison service. The document relates

some events which the source believed could be relevant to the
investigation of the assassination. The entire document must be
withheld because the release of the document would reveal the
existence of a liaison arrangement with a toreign liaison service.
The liaison arrangement includes mutual provisions for providing
a confidentiality for information officially c¢xchanged. Since
the release of this document would violate such arrangements, the
information is classified and thus exempt from release pursuant

to FOIA exemption (b) (1). In the interest of protecting intelli-
gence sources and methods, the entire document is also exempt
pursuant to FOIA exemption (b) (3). Some portions of the document

are also additionally cxempt irom release as described in sections
d, e, £, and g of the original comments.

H
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! 295 June: 19008 3
|

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This letter was an entirely per-
sonal communication from one individual to another. It seems
reasonable to assume that Lhe parties corresponding would be
offended by the publication of their correspondence. On the
other hand, there is no apparvent public benefit to be derived
by such a release therefore the document is withheld pursuant
Lo I'OIA exemption (b) (6) .

296 June 1963 5
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Commenl: ‘'his letter was an entirely per-
sonal comnunication [rom o individual Lo another. 1t scoems

reasonable to assume Lhat the parlies corresponding would be
offended by the publication of their correspondence. On the
other hand, there is no apparent public benefit to be derived
by such a release therefore the document is withheld pursuant
to FOIA exemption (b) (6).

297 June 1963 4

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Coumment: This letter was an entirely per-
sonal communication from one individual to another. It seems
reasonable to assume that the parties corresponding would be

offended by the publication of their correspondence. On the

other hand, there is no apparent public benefit to be derived
by such a release thevefore the document is withheld pursuant
to FOIA exemption (b) (6).

298 16 October 1964 1

Released with portions deleted.

Supplementary Comment: The original comment is amended
to read:

Deleted portions contain:

a. information from a foreign liaison service (b) (1)
and (b) (3)

b. information which could identify an intelligence
source (b) (1) and (b) (3)

c¢. information pertaining to an intelligence source
(b) (L) and (b) (3)

e. information confirming the existence of a CIA
station in a named city abroad (b) (1) and (b) (3)

The entry, "d. cryptonyms and pseudonyms (b) (1) and (b) (3)"
was erroneously shown.

£
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314 8 April 1968 2

Denied in Loto.

Supplementary Commcent @ rhis document conlains informal ion
Iprovided by a foreign liaison service. The report describes the
plans of certain local polilical groupings to conduct public
demonstrations against the American Embassy in the country. The
report provided information about the plans and the leaders of
this activity. To release any of the report would expose the

existence of the liaison arvangement with the foreign service
involved and would also violate the arrangement which provides
for confidentiality for intelligence information exchanged.
Consequently, the document must be withheld in its entirety pur-
suant to FOIA exemptions (b) (1) and (b) (3). Some segments of
the document are additionally exempt from release as described
in paragraphs c, d, and e of the original comments.

315 9 April 1968 3

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document is a memorandum which
repeats the substance of Document No. 314. This document is
therefore also exempt in its entirety for the same reasons cited
in the supplementary comments on Document No. 314 above. Portions
of the document are additionally exempt from release for reasons
cited in paragraphs d, e, and f of the original comments.

316 10 April 1968 2
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document contains information
provided by a foreign liailson service. The document relates
plans and activities of a foreign political organization in its
efforts to exploit the death of Reverend King. Release of this
document would violate the liaison arrangement cy exposing the
fact of the existence of the liaison arrangement as well as
information provided by the foreign liaison service under an
arrangement of confidentiality. The entire document is therefore
properly classified and exempt pursuant to FOIA exémption (b) (1)
as well as FOIA exemption (b)(3). Portions of the document are
also additionally exempt from release for reasons cited in para-
graphs d and e of the original comments.

325 L5 Apcil 1968 1

Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: The text of this document is con-
cerned with the substance of an intelligence report provided by
a foreign liaison service. The document summarizes reporting

received from a foreign Liaison service about the political
activities of a foreign organization and makes mention of the
death of Reverend King as a propaganda subject to be exploited.
The document may not be released because the information was
received under an arrangement oFf confidentiality which requires




325 (cont.)

Lthat such information be protected from public disclosure.
hRelease of the document would also expose the fact of the exis-
|tence of the liaison arrangement. The document is therefore
withheld :in its entirety pursuant to FOIA exemptions (b) (1) and
(b) (3). Portions of the document are also additionally exempt
from release for reasons cited in paragraphs c, d, and e of the
Ioriginal comments.

331 20 May 1968 26
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document is concerned entirely
with reporting provided by a foreign liaison service. The docu-
ment contains a collection of information received from a foreign
liaison service about foreign political organizations. There is
an incidental reference to Reverend King's death as a possible
cause for demonstrations expected by the government. To reveal
the contents of the document would violate an arrangement pro-
viding for mutual confidentiality Ffor intelligence reports
exchanged. Since the release of this document would violate that
ajgreement as well as confirm the existence of such an agreement,
which is subject to the same understanding of confidentiality,
the entire document must be withheld. The document is therefore
exempt principally under FOIA exemptions (b) (1) and (b) (3).
Portions of the document are additionally exempt for reasons
cited in paragraphs d and e of the original comments.

332 24 May 1968 10

Denied in. toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document is a report provided
by a foreign liaison service under an agreement of confidential-
ity. This document is a periodic report prepared by a foreign
liaison service concerning the political activities of dissident
political groups in a foreign country. There is mention of the
plans of one group to hold demonstrations to protest the assass-—
ination of Reverend King. To reveal this document would -violate.
the understanding and also confirm the fact of the existence of
the liaison arrangement which is also privileged information,
consequently, this information is exempt from release under FOIA
exemptions (b) (1) and (b) (3). Portions of the document are
additionally exempt for reasons cited in paragraphs 4, e, £, and
g of the original comments.

il
1
M 334 9 October 1968 4

{Denied in toto.

i
|

! Supplementary Comment: ‘This document is a second report
received from the same foreign liaison service which provided
Document No. 332. This periodic report also contains one men-
tion of an instance in which the assassination of Reverend King




334 (cont.)

|
|
i
|
i
i
i
|

is o posoed as o justification for a proposed political demonstra-
i‘tion. ‘he liaison equities which justifty withholdiny the docu-
i'ment in its entirety as described in the supplementary comments
,for Document No. 332 apply equally to this document. The FOIA
,exemptions are likewise (b) (1) and (b) (3). Portions of the
Tdocument are additionally exempt for reasons ciled in paragraphs
(id, e, and f of the original comments.

336 ) 17 September 1969 4
Denied in toto.

Supplementary Comment: This document contains two letters
which are entirely personal communications between two indivi-
duals. It seems reasonable to assume that the parties corres-
ponding would be offended by the publication of their corres-
pondence. On the other hand, there is no apparent public
benefit to be derived from such a release, therefore the docu-
ment is withheld pursuant to FOIA exemption (b) (6).
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(8 May 1968)
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CENTRAL INTEL? IGENCE AGENCY
\WasHINGTON, D.C, " 20505

' g ItAY 198

TO -z Director . )
Federal Burcau of Investigation

Attention: Mr. S. J. Papich

FROM  : Deputy Director for Plans.

SUBJECT:

1. The following paragraphs summarize informa-
‘tion relayed telephonically to the Bureau, and are
forwarded fo you for confirmation and for yocur files.

On 28 April 1968,
re rted thnb

he Amerlcan Emb“ssy,

3 Z visited
at the reguest of the local

reported that he had seen 2 man
on 23 April 1968 who strongly rosembled new:paner
photographs of Eric Stavro Galt, who is currently
wanted in connection with the assassinatiocn of

Dr. Martin Luther King.

the Subject at the desk of thh
aiternoon of 23 A r11 ;Qen both were caecklng out

of the hotel. &% “=az=yas accidentally given the
hotel accounting reu-lnt 40; tne Subject, on which

he noted "hane &Z7

g’

+h
L
=

“In 2 short con-
learned thah S“bject

2s
route to
Subject
.inm

3. The above information was reiaved to the
Burcau upon receipt by our outv o ficgr on 29 April
1968. Ve were =advised thzisilh




w4

5 /
not contain 1nrorn"\t10n on Subject pr L}]C{“é 0

i3y

=™, Ve then requested £ ""CDI‘C&-PJ’H"LILV
:to 1nvc<11gate this matter Uuour'h e

Jur represen

) ation L on 30 f\prnl 19G8, and th
e citizen,
{§ =75 A and obtained the follovws
Hation rxersonnel files- = 7 Z
departod t on 9 Octobér 1967 f01 -mploxrmnu

Jle has been resident in

€51ﬂce Lh'lt date, except for tbe period 10-23 April,

on leave. Date of Birth:

W“élder. Home Address:

e = Fl s .
= ¥arried, wife

in U. S. Fa ther: VoAd
(city 'md st'\te not recorued)

S. ¥ "‘re,,recentaulve 2lso obtained 2

photogriph of the Subject from the = g
a.Dd is i‘orwnrdlng the photo to our IeadguartersS.

CSCI 316/01685-68
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SUDRJECT:  Investigation of Death of Martin Luther ing, Jr..

- ~

noted in our 18

: E s e R
L 1ril memo, theseds: p=s 5% Burean regpre— R

: ent with the nokation that they &id not appear to be t

ror _ AR

i

with the Bureau's suspect. -The Subject.of

d piotos was described as .22-27 vears of zge,
T et ¢ inches to 5 feet 11 -inches in height
N £ 5.pounds, light browa hair, and sligi
u comp S % e Lo :
- # B R S A s
’ 3: s poted in our 18 avril memorandum t
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