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evidence was dated April 15, 1975 and administratively

"since plaintiff had not exhausted his administrativa. remed
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Attention: Jeffrey Axelrad, Chief

Information and Privacy Section

%e wish to bring to your attention an fssue that has
been ralsed in this POIA case involving two reguests by the
plaintiff for access to various documents and photographs in .

the ¥BI filea of the assasslnation of Dr. Martin Luther King. (E?i
=
Plaintiff's first request for seven {(7) categories of

. -
reached the highest levels of the Department of Justice when o
Doweety ~ownaney Generdl Barold Tyler wrote to the plaintiff
©n Decemdar 1, 1875. A few &ays prior %o tnhis lebter baing
‘sent, plaintiff {iled the above-entitled action. -

Plafintiff's second peguest was dated Doecember 23, 1978
and ¢he pext day, plaintiff amanded his complaint seeking
access Lo twenty-eight {28) categorfies of evidence in the
King files. Our ansver to this amenled complaint azsaerted
that the Court lacked juri{sdiction over ¢his second request
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This czse is assigned ¢o Judge June L. Groash. The Co R
has held numerous status calls in this case with no end in
sight. One issue continues to be raised at the status calls -
and that 45 when will the ¥BI be able to reach plaintiff's
second request. W%Wa advised the Court that we are prepared
to file a mwotion seeking a styy of procsedings qﬁ*@b the
December 23, 1975 reguest and supportad by an %ﬁéfkavit of an
FBI official demonstrating that they are axentiaipg dus
diligence 4n ths processing of the ibousagSs'bf@?OIA regquests .
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.“he FBI has submitted one to our offlice on June 2, 1%78., . . .
(A copy of this affidavit 13 attached.} ¥e did not file _ |-
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this affidavit zince we had a status call get for June 10,
1976 and we wanted to see how the Court accepted another
affidavit submitted pursuant to her oral order that we
document the disclosures of the firat reguest.,

At the June 10, 1976 status call, Judge Grzen strongly

expressed her position that FOIA requests that are of national

importance should recelve preferential treatment (3ee Trans-
cript, pp. 20-22), For support of this position, Judge Green

"expressly relled upon the request for expeditious treatment

by the Attorney Ganeral and Beputy Attorney General in the

"Rogsenberg case. The Court éid not order -that plaintiff's

second gequést be gliven preferential &reatment, but we

‘believe she may we-1l be disposed to do this if we f£file this

affidavit and reguest four (4) more months bsefore ﬁhe ¥BI
even xeaches this second request.

In order to avold another order from Judge &r
requiring the PBI to process this subsequent requ%at
imrnediately, we asX that you reviev the Court's cocmments
and advise John R. Dugan {426-7251) of this office what posi-
tion we should take. The Court has scheduled another status

call for July 1, 1876 at 10:00 a.m.

Attachments

cCc: Tom Blaka
Lzgal Counsal
Pederal Bureau of Invastiga%ion
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