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I am forwarding to you the memorandum prep
ared by Assistant 

Attorney General Pottinger and by Robert A
. Murphy, Chief 

of the Criminal Section of the Civil Right
s Division, on 

the partial review which has been made of 
the relationships 

to Martin Luther King, Jr. In addition, I 
include the 

commenting memoranda from the Deputy Attor
ney General, 

from Robert Bork, from Richard Thornburgh 
and the members 

of his staff, and from Antonin Scalia. 

I note that Mr. Pottinger concludes that "
we have not found 

a basis to believe that the FBI in any way
 caused the death 

of Martin Luther King" and that "we have a
lso found no 

evidence that the FBI's investigation of t
he assassination 

of Martin Luther King was not thorough and
 honest." 

My request for the review involved four ma
tters. First, 

whether the FBI investigation of the Dr. M
artin Luther 

King's assassination was thorough and hone
st; second, 

whether there was any evidence that the FB
I was involved 

in the assassination of Dr. King; third, i
n light of the 

first two questions, whether there is any 
new evidence 

which has come to the attention of the Dep
artment concerning 

the assassination of Dr, King which should
 be dealth with 

by the appropriate authorities; fourth, wh
ether the nature 

of the relationship between the Bureau and
 Dr. King calls 

for criminal prosecution, disciplinary pro
ceedings, or 

other appropriate action. 

As to the fourth point, I again note that 
from the partial 

review which has been made, Mr. Pottinger 
concludes "we 

have found that the FBI undertook a system
atic program 

of harassment of Martin Luther King, by me
ans both legal 

and illegal; in order to discredit him and
 harm both him and 

the movement he led." Assuming that the ma
jor statutory 

violations relevant to this conduct would 
be 18 U.S.C. t 241 

and @ 242, Mr. Pottinger's memorandum conc
ludes that any 

prosecution contemplated under those acts 
would now be 

barred by the five-year statute of limitat
ions with the possible 

exception which would exist if there were 
proof of a continuing 

conspiracy. 
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.."_s to the matter of new evidence w
ith res,,ect to the 

assassination, my understanding is
 that the Department 

has never closed the Martin Luther
 King file and that 

numerous allegations of the possible involvement of co-

conspirators are promptly investig
ated. The thrust of the 

review which I requested, however,
 was to determine whether 

a new look at what was done by the
 Bureau in investigating 

the assassination or in the relati
onship between the Bureau 

and Dr. King might give a differen
t emphasis or.new clues 

in any way to the question of invo
lvement in that crime. 

At this point in the review, as. I 
read the memoranda, 

nothing has turned up relevant on 
this latter point. 

The review is not complete. Mr. Po
ttinger and all those 

who have commented upon his memora
ndum recommend that the 

review be completed. Mr. Pottinger
 also has made other 

recommendations upon which there i
s some difference of 

opinion. In my view, it is essenti
al that the review be 

completed as soon as possible and 
in as thorough a manner 

as is required to answer the basic
 questions. In view of 

what has already been done, and th
e tentative conclusions 

reached, special emphasis should b
e given to the fourth 

question. In conducting this revie
w you should call upon 

the Department to furnish to you t
he staff you need. 

My conclusion as to the review con
ducted by the Civil 

Rights Division is that it has now
 shown that this complete 

review is necessary, particularly 
in view of the conclusion 

as to the systematic program of ha
rassment. If your review 

turns up matters for specific acti
on, we should discuss the 

best way to proceed on each such c
ase. 



04A0A FEB 2 3 7977 

James H. Lesar 

Attorney at Law 

1231 Fourth Stre
et, S.W. 

Washington, D. C
. 20024 

Dear Mr. Lesar: 

This is in respo
nse to Freedom o

f Information Ac
t 

requests 4-6 of 
your letter to t

he Deputy Attorn
ey 

General dated Fe
bruary 7, 1977. 

In response to i
tem 4, enclosed 

is a memorandum 

from Attorney Ge
neral Levi dated

 April 26, 1976,
 

instructing this
 Office to compl

ete the review o
f 

the FBI's invest
igation of the a

ssassination of 

Dr. King. 

In response to i
tem 5, no writte

n orders, memora
nda 

or directives we
re given to the 

Project Team, ex
cept for 

the memorandum f
rom the Attorney

 General referre
d to in 

item 4. 

In response to i
tem 6, enclosed 

is the report 

prepared by this
 Office on the F

BI's investigati
on of 

the assassinatio
n of Dr. King. 

Sincerely, 

MICHAEL E. SHAIIE
EN, JR. 

Counsel 





Dear dim, 	Re; Levi to Shaheen 4/26/76 

I have aarkea the copy you got from ehaheen so that I can u i- in writing and 

discuss it with you when you want to. I've started an 0.2 file in the new file I an 

creating for writing and
 Pave it filed there. 

Let us be grateful for bureaucrats who create phouey records and write them eelf-

servingly1 

Thu first three mattere 
in hi3 grief three we ca

n addreoo definitively a
nd other 

than the OIR report does
, eepoeite it. And best 

of al.. in giving us a h
andle from the 

same records. Al the wor
k I've done en them is a

ppropriate to this. 

I can see tee bureaucrats' salver, but appropriate as a handle is the third "mat
-

ter," "whether there is any 
new evidence which has co

me to the at:ention of the Depart-

ment concerning the a
ssassination at Dr. ling

 which should be dealt w
ith by the appropriate 

evethorities;" 

Tbis has the traditional built-in conclusion that all was honest anti thorough in the 

original investigation. 

Limiting it to "new evidence" to the eop-eut. 'This means in the files only and after 

the guilty-plea only. 

Teis also explains what )
13 other explanations, the ausence of any reference to 

Frame-H an the evidentiary !axing and the eivils suite. Among the latter there jei 

"new evidence" in C.A. 75-1 end with the ACZA there and DJ the defendant it is safe 

to assume that it "has coW t4he attention of the eepartment." 

There is the Harris matt
e never referred to. In 

their lingo it is "new."
 

Thera is the Sift "newne4 in terse of the Department's pretonne, that tAere are 

pictures of the crime and werdber suseects. The FBI told the lawyers and swore in 

court that it had neith.re hcilboth are "new" to the Department. 

:sec. 

Also new is what I have ated that ' hav filed under "hot paper." You know I have 

always had that in mind, front very first. They had cams,: to look into it. This one 

has no aerial, naturally. I aldo not recall - and could have missed - the basis for 

Rosen writing DeLoach about t and other matters which: bury it 4/22/66, D.3. 

— 	We've sot for Bell what epretendee to want. 

"estily, 


