To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg, King assassination records appeals 6/12/79_;74p5j§‘
Privacy Act records appeals ;

In the course of going over records and establishing them in files suitable fer‘
transfer to the university archive a folder of King ass&sSinstion records reflecting
that they are in response to appeals and were provided 10/26/77 surfaced. My notes
indicate ther%e;\?eﬂng letter that is not with these reoords. My notes ilso
indicate that I rene1Ved with these records an incomplete group of xeroxes of pictures
and that there were no attached explanations, This probably includes the meaning that
no workshects were prov1ded and thus no clalms to any exemptlons. None is indlcated
oppe51te any of the oblltfgationso

Rereading these records provides no reasonable explanation for their initial
‘W1thholding or the long delay in providing them, The few thatvlnvolve other agencies
are of a nature that was never referred to‘other agencies;fwifhin my experienee, prior -
" to the amending of the Act in 1974, which had quite the oppeSite intent, of facilitating
and specding the providing of informatlon. i .

There are withholdings by obliteration that in the‘pest I nould have appealed, not
because the withheld information holds any‘ggecial interest for ne but because this has
been determined to be an historical case and because obllgatlons have been imposed upon
my by my special knowledge, obligationgI 1nterpret as meaning I should do"all I can to
-'assure the honesty and completeness of the avallable historical record.

However, it is now apparent that the appeellng of such improper withholdings is g
futility and a waste of time, Tye FBI has been virtually non- responsive and with so
few execpétiens they can be ignored; obdurate and persisting in the‘identical offenses,
- When appeal has been né more than a waste of time because there has‘peen no real acpion
and the original unjustified and ﬁnjustifiable withholdings have “been perpetuated S0
long after appeal I do hot burden either of us with specifications end appeals of these
withholdings by obliteration. There are not many in any event in this batch and if the

FBI gets its lekS this way, let it.



. :he did not commit the crime'™

included among those described above.

The FBI has provided a copy of the AAG, Criminal, letter to the AG of 6/17/6'
No copy hau been provided by the Dopartmcnt from either of the :Lndicated filea b
- _copy is 44-38861-4T00. It reflects that F. Lee Ban.ley, the one lawyer to whom‘ ames

: q“ Earl Ray madée a direct request for representation, phoned Fred Vinson Jr to reporti*this ”‘

L 'a.nd say "that he iptended to tell Ray that 'Because of hls (Baj_]_ey' s) ﬁlose relation-"" g
i : only if) 4
‘shlp mth Dr, King, he would cons:.der handhng the matter Ray's defense wasnthat

"5, Thereafter Ray did deny guilt in open court in England and Bailey did ot
e ¢ H—m#mﬁ who this # ﬂ“/"ﬁ“ fo
"handle the matter} Son. " h:LS former: relationship with Dr. ngs

However, what lacks any explanation in any public record 1 recall or any‘

ij;;I recall from this instant lawsuit, i why Bailey declined to take Ray's defense ‘hen,

i Ray had publicly met Bailey's: precondlttion, "that he did not comm:.t the crime.' ; o

_would merely have declined. Period.

" “"“j‘This Bailey deClSlOIl represents an early turm.ng point in the case. It has consider— A

able historical significance. Also, I do not believe that Bailey Would have made the k:Lnd

of d.eal vith Hule that Arthur Hanes did or that 1ike Hanes and later Perc?y Foreman,

i would not have had a thorough and proi‘essn_onal investigation made. ‘f o

Because this was the kind of sensatlonal case for which Bailey had shown a liking,

.- the kind of case by which a lawyer gets much free advertis:_ng, Bailey's failure to take’
the casmespite Ray's meeting of hlS pre—condition does seem- to be unusual. On
- the bas:.s of the existing record there Wwas no point[:.n lus call to Vinson. He could and |
I have reasons for believ:mg ‘that there are other relevant records and that ‘it :Ls |

: possible the withheld copies of this record may contain nete.t:.ons of interest and sub~

& fstantial value.

Also, thls coincides in time w:.th a proeecution of Bailey along with a notorious

; ;::.4.4: f‘ client, as I recall named Turner.

Th:.s :LS a MURKIN record, the Department‘s shibboleth. 1 therefore appeal the



,,;f_‘good-fa:l.th search of other relevant files of the Department and the I"BI,..M :

E: ."f"i",‘.withheld. If such a record cannot be searched out in the Cr:Lminal Div:i.s:Lon

L queS_. ons of the good falth of the searches.

A ?"_i'fa:.lure to meet h:n.stor:Lcal case standards and requlrements a.nd the failureu o

L -’HQ and in field offlces, for all relevant records, including bnt not llmit

| .",__,.,,-G“neral"s oi‘ other d1v1s1oneal i‘:Lles, 1:.ke those of CRD, there would ‘besubst

T;Sern.al 5839 relates to me and . appears to ’7e tf{(; po:.ntlof orig:Ln' ) the B;
‘ mahcious fabncat:.ons relat:.ng to me and Stoner o spir:mg to besmirch it. i 5

I see no reason for this to have been withheld or delayed. It should have been

B provided years esrlier in response to my PA request. It should have been provided

Po name As I reoall the name of the lawyer wn.th whom Cr:.m:.nal D:.v:.sion made the date it

- along W1th the FBI's really venomous fabrlcatlon. But 1t wasn't.

Incidently, it totally confirms what I stated in earlier appeals, that my purpoees

.o _:in go:_ng to ISD had to do w1th an indictment over Neutrality Act violation,s in con~ =
ji'nect:.on w:.th Haiti, ‘ » o

In what it reflects of what I said about Stoner subseguent e ,i%ze have proven

" Who trto Ol sams loah . o
Ling%v& showed J 1‘6\10?

the accuracy of what I said. (I dJ.d ot Mnerw souroe,
‘ 'm coples of records provn.ded by @FBI whose views were not that dlstant from ld.ngo s.)

'fTh:.s copy does not :anlude the 1n1t1als of the one who wzhote the memo in Yeagley'

‘asked me to keep is Morris. I have provided the FBI with a memo I wrote ai‘terward. Now



‘»it is apparent that other relevant flles should have been searched. MURKIIN, for example,

e f; ‘f““does not include Neutrality Act v:.olatn.onso ISD 1s now part ‘,j;Cr:Lnn.nal, Wh::.ch has been

"non-responsive and I've written. :.t about thJ.s. Stoner 1s ‘the. subgect of many files. He

: was then Kay's defense counsel from h.1s po:n_nt of view pro

: ‘pauper.

Stoner s party, meanwh:.le, as I pubhshed :Ln 19‘71 5 had hung K:mg in efigy. He

,1'-‘1t d:c.d not love Kinge They are lmown to hava made what the FBI cons:.dered t be

threats agalnst Dr, Kings Sk | , ’ ,
L There should be Cr:m_mal records reilect:.ng my call to it relat:.ng to :Lts indict—-:
_"g.mentso(-s I though’r Weeso would. have been handled by Cn.m:mal rather than ISD),.:.' )

i request of me that I go;l to 1D that afternoon. ot

‘Partlal disclosure of false, k:now:.ngly galse records, wWas misuse of the Act and
' case in court for further defamat:.on of me. I want to clear this all up. Hlstori”}"?:» 3
s also belleve :Lt is s:.gm_flcant that such efforts were made agalnst me beh:.nd the

,es on what I bel:.eve to be the occas:Lon of the f:l.I‘St 1nformation :.nd:.cat:.ng the

.- SaeRT. LI —Sa e L)

e -."'"""‘T x.-.... m o 1 Y

b»v»{-wl

;they are ava::.lable for further ma.su.ses in the FBI's reading room.

‘. Tgere are illegible nostatlons on . thls copye I request a copy that enables all

: notatn.ons to be reads I also request all other w:.thheld cop:.es, wherever and however =

: ;t‘:Lled.

S If the f:).llng of a copy in 100—3519% indicates that the FBI has me f:.led as abrE e
. i .

S '_":Lnternal security" matter/\records reflecting the basis for this determ:matlon are

e ; : :
: x.-’levant. None has been provideds = ' %
Coplee are mdlccted for other persons. There has been no search of the files of

: ,'_f-those other persons. I appeal these denials as well as the denlals .of- any added notations s e
v._’,‘{or further memorarhga

’ 1 don't know why anyone would state that I asekd to be mtemewed when I d:Ldn't

& but the inclusion of thes makes it material in the sense in which misuse is made. The .

]



actual:.ty is that my wife and I were v:.s:x.ting fr:x.ends on Woodland Place :Ln Washington,

s fou:.s and Diana Hermann. They then cared for the late Mre. Ia.ly Vogel, a lady‘iof_”some '
SOClal prominence in Washington. There qu a news 1tem about the mdlc‘hnent: i

; 'alleged plan to invade Haiti, I mentloned to ou:.s that I had J.ntervnewed_ ev: ralymen

engaged in such a scheme, and he suggested that I :.ni‘ormﬂ the Department. So when I

-‘used his phone to call Cm.minal all ¥ aid. wa.e offer them my files, which included the
C

) ftaped interview in which these two, who are aleo figurés in the FBI's Kennedy"aesassina-

t:.on investn.gatﬁons My wife and I had other plans for the dey. The Hermann's ere our
‘T»Z-first stoDe But frmnm af ul/;d ﬁath um! q.rﬁ'n/ Me hs J’eg Morms m‘/fo ajjz%.i

- The characterization that the alleged information was valueless eleo becamea

part of the evil intended by the fabr:.cetione. ISD, Wh.‘l.ch expressed coneideﬁabl
‘3 %even excitement to my wife and me, has never seen the information, or heard
5 r-'offered to- glve it t6 the locaﬂ\ FBI representative but Morris seJ.d he preferred
:come for it the first subssquent work:l.ng day, a. Mondey.

* The taped interview was of Gerald Partick Hemm:l.ng and Lawrence Howard, et ay

5 :home in E1 Monte, Cas, a Los Angeles suburh. You can check the Tecords of indictmente

| since then and determine for yourself whet@er or not Bemming was :Lnd:Lcted by the ‘

‘ Department, or whether what I had was "valueless, ‘ Whlch is underscored in the FBI copy. L g
| Th:.s matter is not pew to yous I filed a number of earlier appealse I djicussed ’
this and related matters with your staff in. 1977. It is your fa:.lure to act in a timel‘y
manner that requires this added and wasted time this. late in C.A, 75-1 996 and this long L
: r:"after I}X/ P4 request and appeal. This long also after my counsel asked the AG to safefuard o
My rights under rléz lbzr?‘p)ronding all records prior to. the:Lr relea.se 80 that a statement

could be provided to acconpany them on release, -

The Not Recorded serial of 7/2/75 relatlng to the nuttiness of Dick Gregory and
: his versmon of the alleged Richard Case Nagell stoy has notm.ng o do with the K:Lng

assassinatlon, from the content of the memo, Yet 1t is filed in MURKIN. Gregory'

k. f‘_ ,:.rrespons:r.bllltles and wild c‘brgee relatlng to the ng assassinatlon have had a great

' :.nfluence on subsequent events and have become historn.cally important. There ‘have been



7 :{ioccas:Lonal and incomplete dlsclosures of the many ex:.st:.ng records. I beli e

WAL ‘»rfrom him, He was a ma,]or part of what the FBI and Department knew was 2 vma.]or,di,

'informatlon relating to Byron. Watson, a subsequent invest:.gation by the Atla.nta m

‘-police and the besma.rch:.ng of the black Atlanta admlnlstraticn, including the police.

. Such disinformatlons serve to obfuscate.‘ T’h“" _'record of the Department and the FBI,

S is that on all occasn.ons when these dis:.nfermatlonal activities could hsve been ende

’ : by truthful dlsclosures of non—secret 1nformat1 1t was never done. This leads to t}se

bel:.ef thst obfuscatlon was not u.ndesued by ’the Department as well as the FBI. However’ '

they and all relevant records : hav ,assume_‘_ his: or:.cal “'mportance, includ::.ng but not
. _“‘.1:I.m1ted to the:.r serv:.ng t ;

“ : _-‘I ‘-:of ‘the off:.cls.l :anest:r_gatlon, l’“ 0/1 M"W“' ﬁ" W M#Jma

I So, I am appealing the f _'”:.‘lu.re to 7ma.ke full dlsclosure of all relevant records. :
o ; Serial 157-8460-37 is from FBIHQ Invaders file. Th» vworksheets reflect referral

J ust:u.ce. VWhat appears to be strange a.nd to reflect Invaders fll:mg in other tha.n

in nvaders files at FBIHQ is the fact that th:.s I*Iarch 19,1970 record is but Serial 37

‘n there are S0 many thousands of pages of InVaders records of earl:.er date. 4s this

ecord reflects, the group was v1rtually non-ex:.stemh bg 1970. TMLF‘B/J Peepd s Al }'U”l"“ /"]};

e w’hat this ‘record really reflects is ths.t ut ere was g large domestic intelligence B

'-.‘-;operatlon sga:.nst those young blacks: allegedly i
AR there ne#n#o:bo-s decision on Whether there was law violation for three years, until

.,law enforcement purpoSes T

: '_‘_the 1ife of the group was paste Then the declslon was that there was no law v:Lolatlon.
’ Thlo record also reflects the emstence of Departmental records that are within my

request and have not bewn searched. In fact the Department has moved for partia.l summary e

s :'f'::_f ,)udgement, :i.nclud:n_ncP the Invaders s without gny ﬂepartmental fz.les yet be:.ng searched.
he . o @md‘w(.mmmm,\m lgz m st ’ SR
vAttached to that motlon**us "Ehe aff1dav1f‘ of ’SfBurl F. Johnss:n, allegedly attest:l.ng‘ el

to compla.ance. Th:.s record reflects, as I beheve I may have already :.nformed you, that




SA Johnson was Inbaders case agent in IIemphis. This is to say that because o

person knowledge his affidavit apnears to have been less':‘]:i.nformative th&n ‘an ai‘ davit “

.in‘a court of law should be, part::.cularly when the nature of the search ra.nd of om"

o of what was dlsclosed because of its admss:.on of :Ln“bent ’co violate 'bhe Ce
| Z-Even ’co Jeopardize future prosecu‘b:\.on and to risk indefensible sults"for:,_. :
"5 Me Ynis date date in thls 1itigation I should not have to be. appvealing‘

| v,{.‘aga:.n such withholdings and such failures to search all relevant files, I
k;not after the Department claims the sole remaining issue is the na'bure of with
i ‘i‘rom records that were provided. (In another formulatn.on the Departmen‘t ha'
this as merely the "prd maryd issue.) ,
There are separate JUNE f:.lee. I have records of and have appealed the removal

‘of‘ records for JUNE filing and their subsequent withholding.

o ._;y';ff"Under the FBI's interpretafion of law it could conduct such surveillances wi'bhou‘l: _
: -v‘-v.vthe au’chori’cy requested of the Attorney Genere.,'!. and not make a request until surveillance

.‘rf‘wa.s what the FBI regarded as productive. There is reason to ’bel;.eve that ’chere were

such surveillances in this case, There is no questlon at all about mail mtercept:i.en and
‘copyin.g because I have some such mcords,. I recall 'bhree 'bhat were not by the FBI bu.'b
. the esults of Wh:x.ch were given to the FEI,- These are Wn,th:m my request, which 18 not :
‘" to the FBI because I lcnew of some of these prior to the formulation of the req,uea‘h.;
I'f as I believe I have informed you I should not have to be repreat:.ng it at thie

date. There is no doubt abou'l: my 1nforming the FBI, as I d:ul, repeatedly but. 'bo




This-copy of this record indicates some of those to whom copies ere _rol

the Inspector General should have been J.ncluded is not apparen‘b to me. Pleaae

: ?"{hat hr. Long of the tickler is included-

None of the files of any of these officials Was searched :!.n compliance and d:ld

v-":_:_ask th:Ls, over and over again, be@.mung no-l: 15,1;31» than grlya1977 xand‘I-?
earller. I am certain I also d:.d tha.s in wrn.ting

W:.th the belated d:Lscovery of the Iong tickler 11:5f1s apparent ‘bhat the FBI'

o denials of E{t\wing any records outs:z.de Central Files'i_ false. In this connection I have

.more recently provided you W:Lth proof that D:Lv:v.sions‘ have the.u' own f:u.les a.nd :E'ile

e -'ulerks. However, I have had no response :t‘rom yon ) ’d:Ld appeal failure to-f' 521 d

e , search those and other relevant files,

I ‘believe it is mevitable that as my filesbcan be'-re ganized and ref:!.led more’

| ilike this will emerge. I‘rpeat that :Ln a case of thn.s ': L an histor:i.eal case ar

(k_wt l Lam u,)

one so long before a cour’c of 1aw, partlcularly when the epartment is try:l.ng tend

o ‘;tha.t failure to act on appeals can be attributed 1:0 'l:he De N t's desire not t'o

comply with the Act)la.nd wi‘bh ny ini‘ormattbon reques‘l:s. I therefore hope ‘to have

ltord from you relating to all these ignored appeals pmor to a.ny furbher iniacourt

‘ d.evelopments.




o FBIHQ in the 10/26/77 ma:.]ing has the accompa.nying » FD34O withheld, as do

ay King appeals, 6/12/79 2 B

. This is a continuation of the elght iages to th.ch JI added. the letter A

: because it is based on the other materials referred to :.n the notes to.: h:l.ch

in s earlier appee.l, the xeroxes of p:.ctures. The f:l.le'f'_ def_' ih whlch the X6 ‘xes

‘are is identified as response by the I‘BII to my appealr rela‘ to ‘pictures,- wit-

FBIHQ MURKIN Serial 3763, and :.ndloated as. be;mg mailed on; he‘same day, 10/26/77
My notes indicate that there Was no accompany:.ng explana'bion of why these pi
Aa.nd these ~only were sent, and only in xerox form when I had requested photographi

prints of some, J,C. Hardin and Claude Chester Bic Laren for ‘example,

I made a list of these because none . was p _vided 1n the maa.ling. hE have ik
| the time I should not have had to take to compare th:.s ln.st W:Lth that pmv:.ded.»in the

»‘attachment to the M:Ltchell affldav:.t W:Lth the Mot:.on for Par‘b:l.al Summary J udgemen

: be a book. The Mitchell attachmentiv efers to a color photograph only., The one :;fp vided

£ that ma.:.l:mg (In the sequence in which I received them all follow::.ng the ancient ;
» -_of B:.ll ey wilh helﬁf) | ‘ »
. The single xerox of a ‘Mo Laren photo bea.rs the Memphis identif:.cat:.on, o

‘ 1987 and is indicated as rece:.ved :Erom Nathan L, Ferris, lMexico Legat on 4/1 5/68.
‘ , 'l‘he FD—340 ‘has under descrlptn.on "18 photos of CLAUDE CHESTER MC LA.RI:-N, Ik, Taken on
o Thus 17 are w:.thheld, desp::.te the relevance of th:Ls %o the matter of the ‘sketeh I
" gave the FBI and the Department's prom:u.ses to the Judge relating to :Lt and -the . pa.cture
fritn 1t; @ i : |

Whlle I do not recall the FBI malﬂ.ng the spec:.f:.c representatlon that Mc Laren is

.‘ “the sub,)ect of the sketch 1t is my recollection that 1t ind:.cated th:.s. ‘

Fror the xerox this is not supported. Perhaps it might be by a photographic ricture. 5
omd r\cle va.wf re u\d_f

j__rather tha.n a xerom of a photograph. While I ‘appeal the w:Lthholding

i - not prov:.ded I do not des:u.re to put the FBI to the ‘extra cost of melﬂng printe of all



| '; _angle of the sketch. The latter may be the photograph a xerox of »ihn.ch was pr

allegedly provided by a woman he knew in Hem.co. I des:.re & photographic GOP‘.V Of

“ ioharacter:.stn.cs that appear not to be 1dent1ca.l. It is my recollection that the *m81°

“Mc Leren photos
| age‘s I would want any of this approximate angle t° b

 of the withholding of relevant He Laren records, including

18. I do desire clear photographs full face, prof:.le a.nd as close as poss:.ble’

x '.bepau,se it does aporox:x.mate that angle. For the others xeroxes will suffice. |

+ In this connection there was a Xerox only of a photograph allegedly of Ray p.nd

,becaue,e, despite superflc:.al resemblance to Ray there are, as I recall, disv’ nguish

‘ 'g"”f}f,?"’lat which that photograph was ta.ken is similar to the 'one the’xerox copy of : vhe

Wnth regard to the McLaren photos, if there’_are plctures of him at different

hotographic rather than. mrox.

dlong with this 1 remind you that you have not acted on nw ‘ea.rlier appeal(e)

3 t.:mted“*?'%ffthqsq; 1
E:‘koof the Mexico Legato : vl ‘ ‘l |
T i My notes indicate no correlation of +these xeroxes with any of the appea,ls I had
‘e ‘:‘filed. Although almost rone appear to have originyted in HQ, if ‘any did, th:ts a.laa could
not have been provided in response to my appeals from figﬂd‘oil’fice.withholdings-fbecanlse e
3 . as the date reflects, those records had not yet all been providedo - ; Rt R
Where I had made specific requests for specific plctures they were not provided, .
'ex‘ample', J.C. Hardin, Historically these are not complete, example,_ no picture;of Marie

Marthn, who figutes in the Los Angeles and New Orleans parts‘iof the offigiel story.

At the time, it is clear, after making these brief noyas I was unable to do more

i ’becauae of the great velume of field office files d.umped on me at one time in violatién .- 45

'of the Stipulation. To prevent this from happening is one of the reasons, as I had

’ earl:.er in court, I asked for the provis:.on :ﬂl Bequln.ng delivery of the records as

%
proceesed and not in /great volume.

" There should be individual files on some of these people. I've already indicated :
5 M’M‘(sﬂ
my to the FBI, again Hardin is an example. I appeal the continued refusal to

o jsearch and oomply from these relevent filess And :m this regard also I remi.nd you of the

; 04,
historical case determination, _ A\/7
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UNITED STATES GOv._RNMENT 2 DEPAR’];M/D‘} ;

" Memorandum

‘ '/ TO : Director : » ’ : - DATE: OCtObEJ. ._..‘. 5t o
: ‘ Federal Bureau of Investigation:

) ‘ ROM J. Walter Yeagley ,
‘ Assistant Attorney General )
Internal Security Division !

SUBJECT: Harold Weisberg

"On June 13, 1969 Harold Weisberg, a free-lance writer
who resides at Route 8, Frederick, Maryland, requested an
interview with a Departmental attorney.

Later the same day he visited this Division and discussed :
certain Haitian exile revolutionary activities. He again.
visited this Division on October 8, 1969 and continued his
discussion of Haitian exile activities. The information he
furnished regarding those activities was of no value.

i

During the course of ‘the interview on October 8, 1969,

Mr. Weisberg advised that he had recently received a telephone’
call from J. B. Stoner, National Chairman of the National Statesj ht]
Rights Party. He said that Stoner told him that two men in his :EE’ i
) Party formerly served as informants of the FBI. Stoner /:) =

allegedly said that these two men are prepared to testify in * '
court that the FBI offered them $25,000 to frame James Earl Ray (:)
for the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr. Mr. Weisberg
said that the- testimony presumably would be furnished in a : !
habeas corpus proceeding. !

“This information is being forwarded as a matter of possible

interest to your Bureau. . ' . Ph).'
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