Mr. David G, Flanders, Chief 8/10/79
FOIA/PA Branch

FBI

Wash., D.C. 205%5

- Dear My, Flanders,

After reading your letter of the Tth and its enclosures, for which I thank you,
I was prompted to check your citation to the HSCA hearings (8.74-5CTI 1, for Whioh I
also thanky you. : L, 0
Under other circumstances the determination of the FBI would be admirable. Itd
.+ determinations relating to a law that is supposed to assure the right of the people to
know what their government does, reflected in your letter and enclosures, include not

.+ to adher to the dictates of its supposed boss, the Attorney Genera.l or the 4ct or its

own prior actse It remains determined to withhold the public domain and not to
correct itself,

-

The exemptions you have claimed are not necessary and are contrary to the ,
5/ 5/77 volicy statements

, What you ignored when I appealed in my King case and cont:.nued to withhold is
: nob{ with FBL assent, disclosed by the HSCA,
. The first record in your Attachment & is an unserialized Memphisuteletype of
- 10/16/78. It cites the Jackson 4/18/68 SN oirtel to FBIHQ as ‘reflecting an
AZE;,FBI investigation of the motels at Corinth, Miss., and finding no record of any “
':I‘agn.atration by Ray or under any known ‘ allas or under a license number that I may
bp wrong in thinking is not identical with his. While I don't doubt that this 1978
¢ te],etype reflects the 1968 investigation accurately from my recollection it is not
c{ampleta. Later that year lluie received more information from Ray and the FEL this o
received Ray's information. But it then decided not to check what it 1earned through

Stay iy
Huie about Rgy near Corinth on 4/1/68.

Then there is the official of the 4Alabama hotel esuocia‘tion whose name you withhold.
Jemes Earl Ray mew his nume although Ray was in Jaile How secret could it be end what
. need could there be for you to withhold it and claim 7C and D? Is this the FAL inter-

‘ pretation of the % 5/5/77 policy and the historical case deternﬁ.nation o:f‘ th.e
~ Attorney General? WL e

Next ®hen it suits your purpose you do not withhold fha-"f{;.x,ames of police‘iaéurces."’
Yet throughout the King FOIA case you have done precisely this and not changed . on appeals’

Attachment B is of six pages. Yet the cover slip reiers to the production of 91-
27494 Serials 1 through 32. This is more than six pages. , .

Your lettex does not state that these are all records relating: to the. Alton bank
robbery an\i Mw‘éﬁow printed by the IISCA they are not. Nor are they all _the records :
relating to the bank }jobs the FBI theorized were Ray robberies. Those recoq;dg h_a.ve et



; been provided although the HSCA had eccess to them and drew upon ‘them. The FEL managed :

to 1nclude me in them but has not provided any copies under my PA request or und.er ny..
appeals in both matterse : o

The hundreds of pages in Volume 8 were oo much for me o read :meedia.taly ao I
made a spot check for evidence of prior and uncorrected FEI withholdings' in Cede 75~19964
In one record the names of two men arrested or named as suspects were withheld. ’.l‘h@y
remein withheld even though the judge said they should not be. Now you release them,

without asking HSCA to withhold them. ¢ o P
: I also decided to spot chheok the first FBIHW MURKIN redord# I gaw against thq ‘

: copy provided to mes It is serial 4043, Sure enough you w:.thheld from me in the case in
‘ - court what you permitted the committee to disclose - public d.omad.n information t0 boot
. now that I can read ite

The name of Jack Gawron, doceased, was withheld consisteffly and remaingfii th-
held from many pages provided in C.ds 75-1996. I remember providing your unit with
even his nick-~name, "the cat man."

You also withhold the address of the Bay uncle, William Mayher (sic)e Do you
suppose that the phone bool for Alton, or the city directory, don't include :H;, or
~that the various Ray's don't know it or that all the reporters sgnd book writers who
“interviewed him do not? Yet this also was and remains withild dn Code T5-1996,
X long after appeal, ' |

As usual, d:!.sclosﬂr 8stablishes there was neither need nor justification= that

_the FBI merely harasses f requesters, partheularly me, runs up cost statistics, and
_dignores directives and the law.

Harold Weisberg




- Addendym of 8/13/7

I have been g*le to take a closer look at the records printad by HSGAﬂangzmgxe
about other requesters has come to mind,

The copies you sent are not the only copies you have provided to James Eaml Ray.
Ad:f:l‘Also, you have provided a fairly substantisl number of pages to Jerry Ray, Obviously
L the only real interest in Jerry Ray is that he is Yames! brother and the only real
interest in James is as the assassin of Dr. King,

:§ would ‘appreciate copies otvﬁhage
% - records that you have not provided and not referred to, ‘

, In the 433 pages of FBI records printed in the oited volums there is bia ‘_1__n§;9 :
kind of withholding, the names of symbolled informants, All the o her kinds of with~

' holdings you have practised in C.a, 7591996’hnd in other cases are notqiere. AJA thoae
éAthngs the FBI swore to so many courts had to be withheld are not’ withheld. Not a
single police name e not g gingle bit of police information is withheld. Ngtﬁggy
" single FEI names is wiphhold. Not a single "sqifice” is withheld, : '“
: If the FBI could release such information for publication there appears tﬂ ba ne
- 'basis for its withholding these kinds of information, Yet despite innumerabla gppeals
eﬁ over a long period of years the FBI persists in withholding such information fxnm me,

In C.4. 751996 the FBI has persisted in these kinds of uithholdinga even Whﬁn thg
“Court said otherwise. o d

_»1%,

'others brinted later in this sequence. Howsver, I call to your attention the 8/26/68
ESprlngfield report on page 444, It states "Will continue to correlate investigation

in this case with investigation under the Murkin caption to resolve any question con~-

cerning the complicity of JAMES EARL RAY in instant bank Tobbery." :
. On pages 451-3 the Atton case is under a MURKIN caption in the 5/29/68 Springfleld
- to FBIHQ airtel referring to the call from Sactn.on Chief C.L.MgGowang and No. 1 man
J.GiKelly, on ftay 24 ana 29, respectively, These were "with regard to the poasible
connection between the MURKIN subject GAMES BARL RAY and the possibility of hig in-
volvement in the Bamk of Alton robbery of July 13, 1967, previoueiﬁ/in conteot .

with ... St “ouis office.es” (There are othér references to the Ray .and St. Louis S
office involvements but my point here is that the Alton rnbbery is treated and regarded = - ff
as part of MURKIN, angd all relevant MURKIN records are to hava been provided Q )

Am the committes prlnte them there are earlier illustrations of what fblldﬁs.
call this one to your attention because without maeking g careful comparlson it appears
‘to be the first Springfield office request for a hair and fibers micro exgmination of the -
year after the Alton robbery. (page 460). Alsoyiplease note that Laboratonydyﬁtries of
MHM

case and file(that are and remain withheld in C,4. 75-1996 are not withheld in these
records the BBI knew were to be published, my undelstanding is were pPublished with {




the‘ FBI's assents There is reference to other such identifications, whivch

- . 8re necessary to anyone using these records, of other and earlier evidence submitted

\ to the Lab, again with Lub number and other identifiers not withheld, This includes

alleged Alton bank robbery evidence, like the clothing abe.nd_oned: by the alleged robbers.
There may be other roferences in the printed records to the clothing and similar

materials believed to be evidence. The first I noted is the FD 302 of 8/22/67, on page

209. .Gf all the clothing listed only one has the size glven, o€ the Hickock Pieneer

belt, mze 32, Shirts trousers, jackets and hats of different kinds all usually have i

gizes in them and the Lab can provide this information of not. included on the apecimene. o
Other, similar mees reports by the same SA James He Yalving*ton all have the same

omissions (pages 219-20,221-2,223,4, 225-6, 227-8,229-30, 480. +485,486,489, 491, 495 )
A section on "Laboratory Examinations" begins of page 233. :

In not a single omeof thege many records is any other size provided,

Based on my per sonul observations of all thfzoiiyn%'othars a aigze 32 belt wo ﬁ:te‘/

too small For thems If I cannot be and am not certaimythe sizes of the othix‘-1 ‘cnl:ﬁhing

. “would have been helpful to the FBI and sigfie then to others in determining wismm this

.. pecovered clothing wouid have £1t any of the Ray brothers. (You may not knoy. it out

. '».»clothlng much too small for James was found in the Mustang apto he abandoned in Altanta.) £
a‘ While this can suggest the e;d.stence of other and withheld records it can % N

:ve:f‘lect the FBI's knowledge that the recovered clothing did not fit the Rays. The hs;tr

a,nd fibre examination maf thed no Ray specimens, :

Above in referring to the alleged checking of Corinth, Miss,., motels I noted that

hpre came a time when the FBI decided o \yﬁar than is reflected in the record you have

‘Jugt provided. Onve such illustration, conveniently, is published on pages 660~=1, '

X ‘The record you have juét provided, which is only one of the releva.nt records, is . |

the Jackson 10/ 16/78 teletype. It cites only 1ts 4/ 18/68 teletype, both to FBIHQ, The

' printed one, ong of thuse I recalled above, iff an airtel of 3/14/69. It does pot rep-

‘ resent a check of gll motels, only of unspecified and unidentified motels near Corinth.

With regard to learning what Huie had leurned from Ray it declined to conduct even. the

easy and minimal search and investigation {page 661) "sbnce it is not believed that it

is of any particular importance to establish whether or not JAMES EARL RRY sta,yad over

night at Corinth on 4/2/68..." '

‘This is inconsistent with reality and with the na.ture of %he Ff}’ﬁl's diligent'
me
bulldogg%xm, -of all the known irrelevancies on which.it could J.nvest and tabulato

time ASCor 5 wwing in advance that there would be no relevgnce.
A

to b
One of the obvgous importances would be the time of checking if Ray walfpl':ced

Personallyf in Atlenta that morning, there being a limlt to the speed at which he could

have driven that distunce. , .
e . o
Consistent with this/\lack of interest in where Ray spent the two days ‘be‘iﬁg_ra-hs




checlced into a templis mot.l on 4/3/68. #¢Luwiﬂj'
I checked pul wial tay Told me about the next night, 4/2\(3”56:55116d "hot sheet"
301ndwolosor to Yewphis thaN Corinth, whaoh ;2 not far away from Memphis. Two maids
and tho mmager placo lay at the YeSoto Motol, now about j/4 of & mileée below the expanded i
Bemphis city limdto. These people recall the I'Bl being there and making this check, I Asse 7"
"‘2;&:;5 no record indicaling this, took it up on & nwiber of occasions with SA4 John Haprt- p
ingh wnd others and when thal yie{Eﬂed no records apvealed the denisal.

For your informution, this place, the VeSoto lotel, is on the wrong side of Memphis

for one coming from eilher Atlanta, the FiI's account, or Birmingham, Ray's account, but
is ideully suited for a rundezvous @ Vith soimcone coming up from Yew Orleana, where
Hay is known to have hai gseveral con“acts wi lh olthers.
For your inlormalion also, bucause 1 progue you lack detailed knowledge of the
FBI'J investigation, 1l determined that both beer (which Ray reportedly does. not: prefer)
. and the bag in which Lhe beer was came from any easy walk from this DeSoto Motal. The

ﬁ3?besr and the bag werc included in the bandle the FHI claims Ray dropped on thﬁfaxuggt

in Memphis, ¢ ¢ '
' Supposedly the Fil's detailed tracing of kay was the greatest maenhunt in,ita~hiﬂtory.
It did great amognts oi work in foreign countiies, where the crime was not édmitted,

 '3‘even'tracinQ down wnd interviewed the whores with whom Ray associated. Relevance'ﬁo
the qrime i3 not apparint, Compared with whewve ltay was, what he did and with wham he

: nmy'h%ve met the fevw days before the crime, there is room for disagxeement with. the

PBI's view that the viwres are relevant and where Ray was Just before the crims ig

;not relevant., : : #
’ There is still a other gap in these records. The FiI did not come up Wmth its
“checking at the one motel # in question in borlnth. If in fact it did check that motel,
. the single one in the urea not on the main road Lhat Ray woyld have taken from Atlanta
to Memphis, 1t did nol provide the records of that checks

| Your ﬁbeple appeur Lo have considerable familiarity with the lSCA Volume 8 because
they cite most of its pupes. They therefore should have been avare of the nane of .the
motel because its co~couner and co-manager, Freddie Phillips, testified beginning on
page G657« The name ol the Motel is the Southern Motels I do- not recall the relevant
reoo@ms having been ok provideds : »

By a copy to #r, Shea 1 am appealing all the (continuing) denials as well ag.those
you mag Senmgess-eaed- (CC1ibE A4S new ones., .

blncerely,

»//(y yléﬁ (,M_/\

Harold Wcisberg



