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Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Division 
Attn: R. Z. Greenspan 

Director/  it:t 

0 
HAROLD WEISBERG T. 
U. S. DEPARM2,11'r OF jlOSTICM 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 
CIVIL ACTION O. 75-1996- 

.0;  

December 19, 1975 

1 - Mr. Cochran 
Attn: Mr. Kilty 

1 – Mr. Gallagher 
Attn: Mr. Lawn 

1 – Mr. McDermott 
Attn: Mr. Wiseman 

1 – Mr. Moore 
Attn: Mr. Gunn 

1 – Mr. Mintz 
1 - Mr. Blake 

eferenj e is made to your nemorane'un, dated 
December 5, 197 your reference RECreenspanvor 145-12-2521, 
which enclosed a copy of the conplaint filed in captioned 
utter and requested a litigation report. 

• Enclosed for your information and assistance 
are t'vo copies each of the following, vhich with the 
exception of the exhibits attached to the above-mentioned 
coaPplaint (which are ot.enclosed), comprise . all corra-
spondence in our possession concerning captioned 7.,aatters 

(1) Memorandum from the Staff Assistant to the 
Deputy Attorney General to our Freedom of Information Act 
'nit dated April 18, 1975, referring plaintiff's Freedon of 
nformation Amt request to the F&deral Bureau of Investi-
ation (FBI); 

in 1.-- co 	 (2) Letter fro ,me to plaintiff's attorney 
.., cc _ Lated June 27, 1975, denying plaintiff's .request on the 

CQ Z .... rounds that release of the 	 Doll-ht plaintiff Doht 
C...., 	mould have a Larr-fu/ effect on the governrent's position 

CD 
ULJ 	no ruing James Earl Itay':s pending judicial appeal; 

(3) Letter fron.the Deputy Attorney General 
co plaintiff's attorney dated DecenSer 1, 1975, modifying 
iy denial to the extent of granting access to all zaterial 

r“, AD 1... - 
brithia the acopse. of plaiDt-iff 's  reT"st;  '' Y 7._ iiiii_ r... 

ilts*c. Do. — 

t P-, 
Ass1.0.1.. 	 ' (4)'lLetter frorlrme to plaintiff's attorney A.d..,.. 	 dated December 2, 1975, 4-.,(nclosina 	pies of the record  
c.....,,,,.. 	 
E.,. A Ra .” 	 ha had regnested.- Y 	 REG- 	',c---;f7 , ..L--Z7-7 

EX-I fr 	SEE NOTE LAST PAGE 
...... J/  ---- ,C5 F llsra a Co.... .-- 	 / 	r  

C"""'' 	• pTB:id r 1 	- • fr, 	, • 	 .• teiwevt 	 (10 	 'J. &•s;.us* ■••• — 

DEC 30 1975 

e -"At  luems-I-Cee•••S 

IN } P."•., 
trA •!. I. 	

?Iirf. Lcr‘o•s•■••• 
Pt... E t 	 ( ‘1.--.'''' ,k , 
Sp.c. I.•••• . 

1.vo' C..., — 
7 re le rAlt  ' 	

1 	

YV/17411 
...  

'Tel., iAc.." A..- – 
D .n.c t-, !S.., i 'T  –.: / MAIL   RXrY, 	TELETYPE tm-rr r b %.: r - _ ,._ I: 

0P0 	0 - 1St-1QC 

;;4  •-rp. 
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Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Division 

Iisted•Lelow, and nunbared to correpond to the 
allegations in the col-3plaint, are cur auggeste at.s- ra 
to these allegations as they apply to tha. DSI: 

. •  (1)  Conclusion of law and not am a/legation. 
of •fact for which an answsr 	reQuired, Lut Insofar as 
an answer may 1>e doenea required, deny.-  

-(2) D.-a.fenaant lacks Lnforation.ana Mlovleaga 
sufficient•to form a Lelief as -to the truth-Or falsity 
of .this allegation. 

(3) .Xcl_rd.t. 

plaintiff 
referred 
the 

(4) PenY 
'a Exhibit 
for a full 

•(5)  Deny 
'a Exhibit 
for a full 

()  Deny 
'a Exhibit 
for a full 

(7) Deny 
'a Exhibit 
for a fill 

(8) Deny 
'a Exhibit 
for a full 

• 

except to aa.t.lit authenticity  of 
A, to whiCh the court Is res-JectfrIly 
and ooplete staterriant•of the contents 

xcept. to adrit authenticitrof 
to which the court is raspectfnlIy 

and coT.;;?late statement of the contents 

except to admit authenticity  of 
C, to which the court is respectftlly 
ande4v:4plete stateent of the contents 

except 	adFait authenticity of 
D, to uhiCh the court is ra3pectfully 
and coo_Iplete state.eat of the conte4.tA - 

except to aCz.cit authenticity of 
R, to which the court Is respettr.11y 
an complete otatement of the contents ... 

plaintiff 
referred 
thereof. 

plaintiff 
referred 
thereof. 

plaintiff 
referred 
thereof. 

plaintiff 
referred 
thereof. 

(9) 	Derzr, 	 • - •••• _ - -• 

- Sinoe, pursuant to the Deputy Attorney Gneral'a 
letter of December  1,  1575, and rey letter of Dece_nber 2 
1575, plaintiff haa be furaihed all naterial which la 

a 
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a t. 
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A-6815tar,t, Attorney Genaral 
Civil Division 

'.re,I;ue'bte:r1, hie cmplaint now fails to utata a claim of 
a justiciable issue over Vaich the court has u_ri5ftiotion. 
You nay *dish to request the - Vnited States Attorney to 
ascertain if plaintiffro attorny.  is:imtrosted in a 
voluntary diss,liEtsal without prejueUce, in order to avoid 
vatnocessary litigation. If this course of action. does 
riot prove viable,..a 	tic to dialoaiss, or in tha 
alternative, for etwTnary jud.geY-,ent, supported by an 
affidavit, would - b-a appropriate. 

Plea ,se !keep us advise of 141l pertinent 
developments In this ratter, and furnish zus copies.of 
all doCulints filed with the court. This case i5 being 
1-1,Andled by Spacial Agent Parle Thorcas Dla7c.e-ct 
Leqal .Counsel Division, and you nay contact hir at 
175-4522 for any further inforgation and or assistance. 

Enclosures (8) 

-_,Unitea.States Attorney lEncloeurs - 4 
District of Colv.P:Ipia 

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