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asgistant Attorney General
L Civil blwision - December 1%, 1375
// - Attn: R, B, Greenspan

1 - Mr. Cochran
Director, F&£I httn: Mr. Rilty &
= 'l - Mr. Gallagher
. - ~Attn: Mr. Lawn
HAROLD WRISBERG ¥. - 1 - ;ﬁr- Mcbermott
U, 5. DEPARTML },:% D? msfrxag 1 ttn: Mr. Wiseman
: : - Mr. Moore
{v.6.D.C., D.C.) Attn: Mr. Gunn -
e R 3 [ [
MPWII) iy %40 75-1396 l - Mr. Mintz
e "‘ 1l - Mr. Blake - -
Refere ig rade €0 your memoranfun &dated

Decenber &, 1875, ;our refzrence REGreenspan:wr 145-12-2521,
which enclosed a copy of the courplaint filed in captioned
matter and zaquested a litigation xeport.

Bnclosed for your information and assistanca
are two coples each of the following, which with the
axception of the axhibits attached to the above-mentionad
conmplaint {which are not encloszsed), compriase all corze-
spondence in our posszaession concerning captioned mattar:

€1} Merorandum from the Staf?f Assistant ¢o the
‘Peputy Attorney General ¢o our Freedom of Informatlion Act
tnit dated April 18, 1875, veferring plaintiff's Freelorm of
nformation Act request to the Fsederal Bureaun of Investi-
atfon {FBY);

] £2) letter from me to plalntiff’s attorney

fated June 27, 1875, denving plaintiff's xequest on the

frounds that relsase of the material plaintiff souvht

rould have & harmful 2ffect on the government's position
~oncarning James Earl Ray's pending judiciel appeal;
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£3) Letter fron the Deputy Attorney Censral
w0 plaintiff’s attorney dated Decerder 1, 1975, modifying
hwmm”"““””“gg denial to the extent of granting accens to all material
e i within ?hm 3609@ of plaintiif’s reqmast,,~/; ;z"/CJ?Q{

Dep AD brv.

xxt. Burs “ {éi ter from me ¢o plalntiilts attorney

e dated December 2 1975, enclosiba gonies of the zecor&x ;
et Lfinses hs had zequaat%d. Yéxf””é;C;%C”2£~ . 4
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Tisted below,; and nunbered to correspond o tha )
allegations in the LO%pl&iht, are ouy suggested AEVers - .
to these allegations as they apply to the ¥FBI:

{1} Conclusion of lav and not an allegation il
of fact for yaich an anmver Is reculrod, but insofar &3

&an ansSwer wmay be

{2)

be deewmed regulred, domy. i

Dafandant lacks {nformation and khowledga

sufficlent to form a belfef as o the truth or iausity

of this allegati&ng

{3) ﬁmﬁnita

(£ Deny
plaintiff's ?xhibiﬁ
vreferred for a full
thereof.

- {5} Deny
ylaintiff'a Exhibit
teferred for a full
¢hereol.

{8} bDeny
plaintiff's Exhibic

Craferred for a £nll

tb&r‘a@fo

{7) Deny
plaintiff'’s Exhibit
referred for a fell
thereof.

{8) Deny
plalptiff's Exhiblc

except to adnlt &ath&nticity af
A, to which the court 1s : eayacifnlly
and @0?61@»@ statenent ¢f the contents

z

axcept. £o &ur&t anthpﬁticiky of ‘t :
B, to whiech the court %s respac%fnLly e B
and corplste statoment of the contents

grcept to admit avthentlcity of
€, ¢o which the court is feﬂyactfglly .
and @QﬁPlet@ stat &fent ef tha oontents .-

éxcept to adalt autbenticity of .
B, to which tha court is respectlinlly
and complets statement oI ¢he contents -

except to admlt suthenticlity of _
B, o whiech the edurt is respectinlly

veferred £or a £full and complete statemant of tua eontents u:
thereof,

{9’ "MO . \v_.“‘\__ - =

Sincs, pursuant €o the Deputy ﬁtc0¢sey Goeneraltsy . B

leatter vE Cecerbar 1, 1875, ané =y le'“ =y ©f Decenber 2,
1375, plaintiff hasz been furpiszhed all material which ha
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Asslstant Attorney General I
- Clvil Diviglon : - =7 e
- ' : A

a justliclabla Issus over which the eourt has jurisiictlion,
Fou may wish to reguest the United States Attorney to
ascextain if plairtiif's attorney la interested 4n &
voluntary dismisszal withont preiuvdice, in order o aeveld
unnecessary iltdication, If thiz course o©f actlion does . B
not prove viable, a wotion to dismiss, or in ths
alternative, for swmary judgement, supported by an
affidevit, would be appropriata.

Please keep us advises of 21l pertinent

Bevalopmants in this matter, and furnish us coples 6f
21l Gocumsnts filed with ¢he sourt. This ease {3 being
~handled by Spocilal 2gent Parle Thomas Blake of sur

I.epgal Counsel Diwvizion, and you may contact hirm at
175-4522 for any further inforpation and or assistancs.

Enclosuras {8)

1 - United Btates Attorney ({Enclosures = 4}

District of Columbia

NOTE: By letter of 4/15/75, plaintiff's attorney,

James H. Lesar, requested certain material
(primarily photographs and results of labora-

tory tests) concerning the Martin Luther

King, Jr., assassination. ' The reguest was

denied pursuant to the b(7) (A) exemption of

the FOIA (interference with enforcement
proceedings) inasmuch as James Earl Ray has

an appeal pending din U.S. Circuit Court.

Despite the objections interpcsed 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 reguested,
thereby in effect rendering moot the present
litigation. Of interest is the fact that a = .
3/25/75 newspaper article identifiea James Lesar - --
of Washington, D.C. as one of the three '
attorneys who. are handling Ray's appeal.




