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3, Date: 

-District Attorney General, Shelby County, Ten 

in FBI documents). 
nane of an individual or the description of a 

S down mien g the “evidence” abstracts ~ the 

ms fw 

| i- Mr. Coc 

Attn 

2 - Mr. Dec 

: Attn 
: Attn 

1 -~ Mr. 

1 - ‘Mr. 

November 224 1976 

Mos United States Attorney sis 
pe District of Coluhia Marka 

Attention: 
, John R,. pugan 

Assistant Director - Legal Counsel From: 
- Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Subject: 

Assistant United States 

. Lenehan a 

. Schweickhardt 

HAROLD WEISBERG v. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT 7 
OF JUSTICE, (U.S.D.C.o, De Code | 22 
CIVIL ACTION ‘HO. 75-1996 

‘pureuant to the November 19, 1976, telephone Se 
conversation of Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) 
John R. Dugan and Special Agent (SA) Parle Thomas Blake 
of our Legal Counsel Division, enclosed herew: 
two sets of copies of documents, one of which 

ith are ae 
4s to be: ay, 

furnished by Mr. Dugan to plaintiff in compliance with. aided 
plaintiff's request for the “three boxes of i 
referred to in an October 22, 1968, letter fr 

to the Deputy Assistant Attorney General of t! 
States Department of Justice Civil Rights Div. 

(plaintife's eyipie Ww): REC-A0 yar 7as- 

ndices" — 

NESSee, 

he United | 
ision 

C139 
- fwo boxes of abstracts marked, resp: 

“Index to James Earl Ray Pile, Patsy Gesell, 
and "2 of 2," were recently located by a repr 
of the FBI, after an extensive search in res 
plaintiff's request, in possension of the Uni 
Department of Justice Civil Rights Division. 
abstracts contain brief descriptions of items 
evidence and/or the contents of original doc 
dealing with the FBI investigation into tha a 
of Dr. Martin Lurther King, Jr. (abbreviated 

Each abstract is headed b 

evidence and, since there is an alphabetical 
geographical breakdown -.as well as a numeri 

j 

| TELETYPE uNITC_) ~ 

actively, oe of 2" 0 

sentative 
mm@ to oo... 

Thesa - ee 
OF  nncnsane 
nts 

Sasg: nation 
*MURRENNOV 22-1975 

thQicemees 
item of of yaad 

1 break- ; 
As. 

M4: yh bf 



r Ratted Btateg Retormey 

. considerable duplication. However, every one ¢ 
- approximately 4500 abstracts, no matter how mar 
. times it appears in the boxes, is being furnist 

“,. ‘herewith, with the exception of two or three wi 
-. after deletions (further explained below) were 
a "would be absolutely meaningless. Cs 

_ investigation conducted, we cannot attest to 

‘very limited information contained in the abst 

f: individuals were left in the abstracts where it. As. 

$ BR
: 

"District of Columbia 

, 

Although these abstracts were appare 
prepared eight years ago by FBI clerical perso 
for the assistance of the Department of Justic 
Tennessee State Prosecutors and the FBI in hav. 
immediate access to a summarization of the bas 

accuracy or completeness since the abstracts h 
not been in the sole possession of the FBI thr 
out their existence. 

Necessary excisions ‘from these abstr 
were made pursuant to exemptions (b) (7) (C) and 
(b) (7) (D) of the Freedom of Information Act. (F 
In many cases, it is not possible to tell from 

whether the release of a name would be an unwa 
invasion of. personal: privacy or would identify 
confidential source. In these instances a con 
approach had to be utilized in excising the n 
identifiable information. A fuller release ca 
expected when the documents from which the abs 
were drawn are processed. Only from the origi te 
documents which contain, for example, the complete. = ° 
interview of the potential witness can it be ae 
determined whether the information falls withi . 
the (b) (7) (C) or (b) (7) (D) exemptions. In many’. .... 
cases it can then be ascertained that the material 
is already public knowledge or is not of such rere 
personal nature that it cannot be released. AML =. °° 
individuals’ names and information furnished by these | 

tate 
known to be 2 public knowledge; 



“united states Attorney. mgt TA 
_ District of Colunbia eee Hy amas - 

een fee 

In further explanation as to how th ge 

“abstracts were proceosed and to explain what is ~° 

_ meant by a conservative approach which can lead to (3, 
+ @ more complete release upon examination of era 

Sar edehe documents, the. following example ans flrs 
*farnished: arse - fs ; ‘wee 

In the typical abatract which > hypot 
states, “John Smith furnished information con 
Jane Doe," the abstract received by plaintiff 
we processed it would read, ba _ furnished | 
mation concerning ees eed eae ‘, F hos 

oe ee 

If at this time, plaintiff received 
names John Smith and Jane Doe, upon subsequen 
examination of the original document from whi 

ee abstract. was drawn, any personal information 
either Smith or Doe would have to ba withheld 
to exemption (b) (7) (C). By withholding Smi 
Doe's identity initially, upon review of the 
document a more complete rolease can be made, 
personal information, no matter how sensitive 
these individuals could be released as long a 

- dAdentity is not known. If the information co 
-4n the original document is not of a highly. p “ 
nature, both the identities of the individual a 
the information about them can be released. Ee 

; - rhe sama example applies for confid 
sources. If John Smith's name is initially r 
in. the abstracts and upon review of the origi 
gocument it is’ determined he is a confidentia 

then any information he furnished would have 
withheld pursuant to exemption (b) (7) (D). i 
by withholding Smith's name initially, when 

' original document is processed all infermatio 
‘ie would not tend to identify Smith can be relea 

ee “ Plaintif£e's FOIA request of April 1! 
_ concerning which the Court has ruled the attar 

aot, By . wo 
woe ec) ; 

mo ‘ pt . ao ‘ . - . 

ae OL Se as pean cos 
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