Dear Jim, Clarence Kelley's 5/11/76 lettor 5/17/76

Alzhough I hed specifically in this case and generally in the nast asked both
Wiseman ond Dugan to sead wme carbons of letbters %o you whon there is any tme quasiion,
Rolley's letter, in the copy you made when vou returned %o Washington, did no% reach
ma wntil today. If there had been a plan to preoinde uy reaponding it could not have
been botisr desigmed %o accomplish this,

It iz imposaikle to imagine that the falme gistements are asccidental, They ars
rany. 4% i iopossibls Yo iuagine that the misyeprosentaticne are innocemt and they
also are not wweouucn, In fact, this letter ia sothing like wbat haprensd in our 5/5
meeting with Wisoman and i% iz consiatent with that of whdeh I complained %o him, I
mazn by tda the delibverete contrivics of aitustions in which it is our word against
their word and thodir insisting on this being impossible to resolve,

Tou will remenbar that I auticifpted this tho first time they invited us to o
Leating for wiich there was no neced, 1 then asked you to wrdte and ruquest that the
meetin be tapred, They refused this. How why should anyono rafuse to have an acourate
recoxd of any innocent mesting? In that case they actuanlly alleged tmat at that mesting
I walved any intercet in what I esiced for and filed suit for, I did resing liscmen of
this duwrding our 5/5 meetdng when I was specifying what is totally abssat from tiis lotter,

The first r h is a formalify. The second begins with falsehood,as you were
sdvized at the May 5, meeting, our Field Office had been requested io
gesreh thelr recnrda for any additional material which might be responsive to your
-..mm dated Aml 15. 1975' mt mm at m mﬂqwtmiu

The Memphis FO Jmows what is available at HQ? If it does not, how could it
comply in Kelley's osm formulstion?

Wigemen persounlliy refufed the opening words. sodd that the Memphizn office
had boen aslced gbout plotures onlys In even the restrfotive 4/15 Mmitetien, it is hardfy
true that the request was for plotures only. This is not interpretation. I wes specifie
in zoidng ke for decuments, e then said the requsct to Menphds wao for pis only,

material® fron _emphis? By §/5 we had received not a singlo rweord
from Mamphis, To date I haven't received even & picturs. Lou may have.

I beiieve this deceptive language is not sccidental, that it is intended to
decedve the judge. Regordless of ite pmspose, it is false and inap.ropriate.

domegver, the Memphis promise was made in court by Dugan 3/26, with the added
promise of Sull compliance within 30 days, which expired ppigr to our 5/5 meeting
without qur bedng given a single thing,

Yhet follows iz inaccurate in virtuslly every posaible way and i1s in direct
contradictiom of Wisomen's afridaviti"...you were shown 14 photograpis of suspeciz ia the
Bing investimtion..." In context this says frou Hempnis, Howewvor, whore ihey wers
idemtified, these were freom Birmingham, And we have recelved aothing frow She Dismiasham
office. But, how can 4t be that Tylsr, Dugen and Wiseman assure us, Wiseman <ho courd
under oath and Dusan on bis word to ths courd, that there anever was anotior suspsch
and now they ¢flim photographs of susvects in the plusel?

¥e were not shown photegraphs of suspects. We were shown photograghs that were
largely of sketches and some photogrpshe of photographs ab least one of which wes
not of Ray. Pictures, that is. This was also true of thes, bul there hers is no
referenca o sketckes, Howevexr, more ihan a year after the request and a month and a
half after Whseman, in ad ition to ko affirmadion, assured us perscnslly that thess
did not exist apd they lad made this goof~faithpearchk, he did show uz what I can srave
is an incomplete Pile of gihgr suspects, my request, mixed in with shota of Roy %o »ild
the figurs to his totel of 14.

RN R L T CEL S e (U (L et T T B S O e T o B AR R D




Zefore this letter wee dwefted I apecified some the FBI has and has not
yat edritied lsving, I repested tlde 48 Wiseran 5[5, but the lettor 4o =3lond on 1%,

Uilgn, a set of acrial view negatives of the eriue scene and vicinity were
displayod.“

They not only were not "displayed,™ it waa made impossible for me to examine
them becaune of ti{r special character. Thess ave Arty :gineer serial views of a
fairly large part oi Wemphis, its cloverleafs and the muddy river, not in any sense
ofk the "orine scene." They are about 9“x9", were not printed, were m g lavge roil
like an old=fashioned piayer plano roli, and there was no proviaion for displeging
them, Wiseman enjoyed this when I ssked him how I was to look ef ihem withoui cemesing
theme Bocause . ieared tno screaming that would follow if I damaged e 1 suspended even
looidng at tiem when I had 15 or 20 feet of them wnrolled. While it rdght have been
o thet I would not hawe, it cau't honssTly be sald that *Mip, Wolsberg 44 not caro
45 moaive eopiess of ey of the zup negatives viswod." Viewing was impossible. These
are pagntiyes, toc, not .riats. They also were in 3 very loag roll.

Faventhetically I note that with all the cost of tho plae, ifs orov, this special
cameve snd the more expensive film, it iz beyond beliaf that no FBI amemt went to the
Aagikual scane of the orime with a 820 folareid or chesp Instamatic to take a single
bu i wees were shwn neme and egain assuved there are only thoss pictuves shoun. dot
that an exparimnced professional photogrepher, with the rBI aprarently baviag aona,
could not have been aogaged for much less than the cost of these irwelevaul aerial
viewa so lyrslavent Wissman asswed us 1ot one had been prinfed.

mAdditlenally, 107 photographs, the propsriy of Time,Incorporated, but in the
pov easion of the FBI, were displayed to ‘i, Weisberge..” If handin: a badsh is %o
digpley, then thefu were Aisplayedy but the vest is naither accurete nod couplete.

Theza gr:azr.,s;;tn;s, & T t31d Bigeran, are ths mropesty of the F3I snd are not
all tho-e gives 1t Wy 228 “ollurd of LIFE at the time. The dighta ia the sense of
litnrary rights are owmad by Tiwe, hut not thoeo zriats exd not those prints, as I
specified, not shown to me, What Wisemen hed, nretending it did not exiet in Weshinston,
which acvording to my infometion is falos, is ons of two seta of vrints of Joeldw's
nagatives 43llard gave the FEIL, The other, s I abso specified, ave 35mm contact jrints.

Wisesen's irformetion was 2o inadequate it can't be belioved that with a case
to go to trial the FEI's files do not inolude whet he clzimed not to know and I did
tell hiz, T4 can't be bolleved that there iz no recordfof asy Time reservation of
righta in the FEI's files but whon I s=o asied T wae told &hat a letter had not heen
recoived, would be sad I would veceivef a copye. I have nots

By pecolleotdon is other then thai "he wess——be advised that he would have fo
roquest Shese{ the 15 of which I said I would liks prints] &f Time, Incorporated.” L
was not aple to make notes, but it ls my ispression that tle FEI wes gedng So ook
Yire and I gedd I 4id not want these for publication bul for sbudy,

"Rolease” is an embiguity. While as a matter of wrinedvle 1'd be prepared 4o
contest the rizht of the weelthy t0 buy ewidence and theweafter sequester 1%, the
FEi's ingterpretaticn, there iz not and has not been any guestion of my reproducing
any plotures, I would, if I so desired, redise this uth%.m znd T would ecepect, as
I bawe in the past, %o pay for nommel one-tine use cherges. I 4o Lere note, houcver,
that whan thers has been a lapse of mows than eight years, those olbuves with ovldentiary
valuc »ame aoTer henn rublished anyuhere to oy imowladge.
if Gxemption (bJ{3) is relevant, no stetute is specified in this levior.
{od{4) also is invowsd, “comrerifai information obteined from a persen and privilsgud
or confidentisl,™ { believe no zingle worc is apolicabie, These pictures are not
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in aay semse "commercial information," they were not obtained {xom a person and they
sre not nrivilfaced or coafidential,

A3 T told Wimemes, Eoa “ouz gas thersy Sor Public TV, having nothdag 45 do wish
the wexpaots? asopssination, ¥hen he hoamd 2 sioys, instosdfée zmsbbing his TV susera,
ihdch would Have nade the £linm the yrounrity of Publie T, he gzraspsd hia own TSenfA+ill
gusome, He wnm o that fleoor of that wing of that zotel, Fe thun sold the rishts, which
inslude the originel nemilves, 4o LIM. This iz mo far from eenfideniiol thet I do
know it and do know that LIFE then priatel © o acluslis, 2ot thome pletures of evidentiary
value., gt if poblisied 1o .nﬂtl—m.lums, cut 1% bo alieged to be Feonfidential??

The secong poge begling with a delfberste falaeheod hst probehly has 1ts oricin
tn et T 200dfind after te 5/5 exaination when I asied ¥iseman,™ihere ar the
othee mebews?® T was gegor "advieed Jlat oup/anphis AL 077ios hed fuomished
a group of shobtographs vhich were provided to the ¥EI by 2 nonPuderal law mﬁmﬁ%
gbeney whichhag specifically sequested tiab tais material coantinns to be held dowie-
x-uﬁ.alur =

Wicerm %old us of two michures or set he wonld 5ot chow ne. Ore he sald wan s
single, nude shot of Ray end the other he refused 4o sy anylldng about, Maybo $ids is
that one, But this detail he did not give us. Afterdard, wham I {old him I wourld in
each @sge specify only one preol of contimuad withhold, I did %ell o sbout the photures
from the Homphis pelice. I then apecifiel thal the FBI had been given pyints, not the
original negatives, and tha’ my source is o M Hesplis police ofiiciale

He were not offered or civen or shoun coplos of the alleged Poquasct. Put it is
falze g it weloted S0 the Yemphis polfoe wiless 1% iz a2 letd v procured for dhis
special misuse, Hather then "confidential" one of that series of pictures was used in
the extiowliiva alfidavite and, slfief susary julgesent, orovided in J.ia.TI16=T04

Thers never wa any zeniblon of a separats pioturs of “an dndividunl faben under
sircumstanges Implying crindnaiiiy.”

Hewowrer, as-it #eilfos to rmollice miotnzes 4n the foregoing, the inveonition of
(%)) i J.I:‘..““d 4a"(D) ddnclose the fdsntltr of e confidemtial smmes, or coniidential
inforuation Domdahed enldy Ly the cc",'ﬁ*!er":ial roteee,™ This is 1ud oum, M.
levant, decoziive and fulsse Now that the FBL can no g ¥ tbat it has
e rdetures of the soene of the orime it contrives $he ridistious, thot the Hemphda
police are a "confidential source.™ Would ledting me sec the mictires viclate the
elddmed “confidentialityl of the source when J identified this sourvs i the FBIT

Zore T am not relucetant fo atiribulc motive: presenting these dohwresz to e
coust or nermitiing mo to havo ofrdes of thom would lot outaide Departent pozsceaicon
proct that Demvoetmont layers subommed rerjury. Gome of these miotures do prove this so
thamhastobemMuplsgal&xbomMutofm‘MW.mthemu
gpecific, as & wnderstand the law, in ooldbideg thds os a besia fox withnholdinr,

Yhile wo each spontaneoualy s=id we 4id mot waui ﬁu o6 The apde pictur: = Ray

the existence of wiich liseman 3isclosed, the inwvoeation of {9){7) couil no': bo vore
irpolovant:”...compdied for m ani‘umxent pn*ponua..."%‘ig.m Lingddd, in ;la...rﬁ..@

thin single pleturs, gave the lie Yo the claim under Kel.=y's uignsfuzo .s..a...n % weadd
not be swerised %o leamn was drartad by Visekan. 9 sai. & fourbeonly view of Ray,
completely naiked, wa: taien, iuink Le said on the plans and I low he said to dopick
Ray's physicel conditéon waen the 78I tocic possegsion of his bodys I dad noh madcs an
ipaue of it LDecauss I have no inburect in nudity, but it is apravent thas s {gamt=only
View ia Lo way addressoes shotler Hay was whipied with a cabe’i=ninsesalis oo the backs
Thor 43 a stafement I can-ot cllemegd %o %o falset"is vou hawe previously Hren
adriged we beliove 4his ddacreticnsty mylenge chrnletes our redounsN...” BXcept for the
"Maopetionary,® It i3 Sue tha ¢ beginning in Denember, 1575 the deomriment hos stotad
that Lt imefiree polisves Yopmpliancae® $o be "oouplefe"uwith the moet exbensive nonwormiie




