
Dr. Ki.'1g had only been gleaned from sporadic reports ,_ 

and t..11is particular report to the ·Di.rector was provided 

by Division ·6 which had responsibility for civil rights 

matters. 

In the·beginningof 1962, the FBI started and 

rapidly continued to gravitate toward Dr. King. The 

sequence of events has already been reported in sane 
. . . 

. detail by the Senclte Select Coomittee as well as· in the 

Robert Murphy Rep<?rt which you received in March, 1976. 

1ht? task f~rce in its· review of pertinent docunents con­

fi:•:ms these reports .. 

In essence, the Director conm.micated to Attorney 

General Kennedy during 1962 and 1963 a host of merror~da 

concerning the interest of the Conmmist Party in the 

civil rights novement, and, in particular, Dr .. King's 

relationship with two frequently consulted advisors whom 

th: FBI had tabbed as members of the Conmmi.s t: Party. As 

a result of the deep interest in civil rights affairs_by the 

Attorney General and by the Kennedy Adminis_tration, these. FBI . 

reports had the effect of alarming Robert Kennedy and affecting 

-his decisions on the nationai level. 

The.net effect of the ·Bureau nanorarida rieariy 

culmi..nated in-·the surrn:rer of 1963 when Attorney General 
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Kennedy suggested consideration of technical surveillance 

ori King and the SCLC (HQ 100-106670-3631). Previously, 

the bulk of" FBI intelligence on Dr. King was secured by 

· teclmical surveillance of one of his advisors and from 

infonnants close. to his associates . However, w-hen Attorney 

General Kennedy was confronted shortly thereafter wit.1i. the 

Dfa:·ector Is request for such surveillances, he reconsid~red 

his suggestion anci denied the request (HQ 100-106670-165, · 

· 171) . Attorney _General Kennedy as well as several ot..}ier 

Department' officials were sincerely concern.ed with King's 
. ' 

association with alleged corrm.mist members since proposed 

civil-rights legislation was then very vulnerable to the 

attack that comriunists·. were influencing the direction ·of the 

civil rights 1IDvement. Yet, an affirrmtive· program to 

gather intelligence with King as the subject was still 

considered ill:·adv:i.sed. However,· a significant tum of 

events within the circles of the FBI hierarchy would soon 

reverse the Att~rney General's decision, and without his 

knowledge the FBI would also latm.ch an illegal counter­

intelligence program directed to disqedit and neutralize 

the civil rights leader. 

Director Hoover's demeanor toward Dr. King has been 

well publicized and is summarized below. c.e:rtainly, as 

the task force detennined, this played a vital role in 
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FBI affairs, as did tne Director's attitude to:vard the 

Corrmunist Party. Ori August 23,- ~.963, tl"len Assistant · 

Director of the IbIIEstic L"ltelligE:nce Division, William·"< 
. ' . : -

C. Sullivan, pursuant to the Director's.request, presented 

a seventy-pag~ analysis of exploitation ahd _influence.by 

the Conm.mist Party on the Arrerican Negro ,population since 

1919 (HQ 100-3-116-253X) ~ This report and Mr. Sullivan's 

synopsis showed a failure of the C'.omrnunist Party in achieving 
,, 

,my significant inroads into the Negro population and the 

c:ivil. rights m:>verra1.t. Director Hoover responded: 

'''To.is meno reminds me vividly 
of those I receiveq. when Castro 
took over Cuba. You contended 
then· that Castro and his cohorts ·· 
were not c.oom.mists and not 
influenced by Comnunists. . Tire 
alone proved you wrong. I for 
one can' t ignore the merros · · · 
as having only an infinitesimal 
.effect on the effort$ to exploit-the 

-.American Negro by C,omnunis ts'' (HQ 100-
3-116-253X) .. 

'Ihe Director's canrnent had a resounding_effect 

on Mr'. Sul.livan. Seven days later, -he replied: 

"The Di.rector is correct. We 
were canpletely·wrong_about 
believing .the evidence was not 
sufficient to determine some 

- years ago that Fidel Castro :was 
not a conm.mist or under cc:mnunist .. 
:influence.: In investigating· and 
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_ writing about coom.mi.sm ·and t.."1e 
_. ~ican Negro, we had better 

~emanber.this and profit by the 
lesson it should teach us .·11 - (Mem:, 
£ran Sullivan to Belm:mt-,· August 
30,.1963, App. A, Ex. 8)·. 

· Even m:>r,e_ in:portantly, . Mr. Sullivan also said · 

in_ ~esponse _ to the_ action that he now believed was 

ne~essitated in detennining corrmmist influence in the 

civil right~ mvement:. - . 

"Therefore, it- may be :unrealistic-
to limit ourselves as we have been 
.doing to legalistic·proof-·or definite-· 
ly conclusive evidence that would_ 
stand up in testim:my in ·court· or· -­
before Congressional ccmnittees-that 
the Corm.mist Party,, USA, does wield 
substantial influence.over Negroes 
which one . day could -beccine decisive.'' 
(ide:n.) 

The FBI hierarchy had no written ccmnents on this_ mern::>-
. ' - . 

rancfum either ·supporting or negating the .Assistant·Director's 

'proposed line of action. 

'!hen, in September, 1963, Mt-. Sullivan reca:rm:nded 

~'in~reased c~verage of cannuni.st influence on the Negro'~ 

(Mam. from Ba~ardner to Sullivan, Septanber_16, 1963, 

App.; A, Ex. 9). The Director refused and cannented: 

"No I can't und~stand how you 
can so agilely .switch your think;_·_ 
:ipg and evaluation. Just a few 
weeks ago you contended that' the 
Camn.mist influence in the racial' 
nnv~t was ineffective and infin-­
i tesimal. This - notwithstanding 
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• • 
. rra.I1Y :IerDS of SPecific instances 
of infiltration·, New you want 
to load the fi-eld dOwti with m:,re · 

·. coverage in spite · of your recent 
mem::> deprec±ati:i:m CP ±nfluence .. 

. . in ra,cial m:::ivem:nt. .I don' t intend 
. to waste t~ and m:mey until you 

can make up your minds 'What the. 
: situation really is". (idem.) 

In COOIIfilting on a.cover.ID2IDO· to the above Sullivan 

request_, .Pirector Hoover also stated, "I have certainly 

been misled. by previous tnE;ID:)s which -clearly· $howe_d 

.. ccmmmist. perietr_atiori of the racial m:,vement~· The 

attached i_s ~tra,di,ctory of .all that.- · ·We are wast;i.ng 

IiE.npcwer and rrroey in~tigatinKCP~ eff~ct in raci,al · .. ' 

rove:rent .if. the attached·· is correct''· (Mero for the Director 

fran Tolson., :· September 18, 1963 ,· App. A, Ex. 10) . 

By now t..~e Dcxnestic Intelligence Division was 

feeiing the.full ~ght of the Director's.dissatisfaction 

with· their r,;ork product. Mr. Sullivan ~ain replied on 
. . . ., . 

September 25, 1963, in a humble mnner. that Division 5 
. '·,-' _, r 

h3.d ra;lled-in its ·interpret~t:ion of·ccnm.mist infiltration 
. - . . - .. - . ,. -

in the Negrp IIXJVanent (Mam £rem Sullivan to Belm:mt, 

·September 25, 1963~ App. A, ·Ex. 11) .. The Assistant Director 

asked the Director's forgiveness and r~sted the oppor""' 

. t:tcity to appr~ch this gra~ ·ID9.tter in the light of' the:· 

. Director Is ipterpretation~- ' Director Hoover ·sanctioned . 

this request .bt:1t again repr~ded Mr'. Sullivan for s·tating 
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that camunist infiltration ''has not ~eached the point 

of control or dom:ina.tion. 11
. The pirector curtly ccmnented 

that "Certainly this is not true with respect to the 

King connection' I (i~) . One could ntM foresee b.'iat 

Dr. King ,;.;ould be closely watched by FBI . personnel. 

·rn October, 1963, ,.the Director. forw<;IIded a request 

to the Attorney General for technical s~eillanc•= of 

Dr. King I s residence and the SCLC office in New York City. 

This time the FBI received authorization for technical 

surveillance and it was :instituted alnDst imnediately. 

In addition, the FBI had prepared a new analysis ,:,n . 

comnunist involvement in the Negro movement (Carrm.mism 

arid the Negro M:>vement, October 16, 1963, App. A, Ex. 12}; 

• A cover marorandum of this analysis ttrritten by Assistant 

to the Director A.H. B~lnDnt to Associate Director Clyde 

A. Tolson reads; 

"The attached .. analysis of Ccmnunism 
and the Negro Moverrent is highly 
explosive. It can be regarded as a 
personal attack on Martin Luther· 
King. There is no dom,t it will 
have a heavy .impact on the Attorney 
General and anyone else to whom we 
disseminate it ... This manorandum 
nay startle the Attorney General, 
particularly in view of his past 
association wi. th King, and the fact 
that we are disseminating this out­
side the Depart:rrBlt" {M:no fran 
Belmmt to Tolson, October 17, 1963 
App. A, Ex. 13? . 

I 
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• 
To the latter part, the Director ,;...--rote, ''We ~t do ~ · 

duty. " Mr. Belm::mt · furt.l'ier said: 

'.'Nevertheless, the mem:::,raridum is a 
powerful wanting against Carmm.:Lst 
influence in the Negro m:JV~t ••• '' 

The llirector issued his feeling ta" this po~ition and 

added, "I am glad that you.recognize at last that there 

exists ·such influence.•~· · 
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... 
· 2. Predicate for the Security_. Investigation 

The security'investigation of Dr'. Martin Iuther King, 

Jr. ; and the Southem Christian Leadershl.p Conference (SCLC) 

was predicated on the belief that they were tmder the 

influence of the Conm.mist Party, United States of .America 

. (CPUSA) . The basis for this belief was that Dr. King relied 
- . 

upon one particular advisor who was tabbed by the ·_FBI as a 

.ranking-· Corrmunist:- Party m:mber (HQ 100-392452-133). 

This characterization of the advisor was provided by -

sources the Bureau considered reliable. The task force was 

privy to this characterization through both our file-review 

_and our September 2, 1976, conference with representatives 

of the Bureau's Intelligence Division. For security 

purposes the sources were not fully identified to the 

task. force. Therefore, the veracity of the sources and the 

characterization-are rema.inin:g questions. 

· The advisor's relationship to King and the SCLC 

· . is amply evidenced- in the files and the ta$k force 

concludes that he was a rrost trusted advisor:· The files 

are replete with instances of his counseling King and 

his organization on matters pertaining to .. organizatton J 
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• 
finance, political strategy .and speech writing. Some 

examples follow: 

lhe advisor organized, in King's name, a fund 

raising s~ciety (HQ 100~106670-47, 48). This organization 

and the SCLC were in large measure.financed by concerts 

arranged by this person (HQ 100-106670-30). -He also 

lent counsel to King and the SCLC on·the tax consequences 

of charitable gifts. 

On political strategy, _he suggested·King make a 

public staterrent calling for.the_ appoint:rrent of a black 
' ' 

to t:he Supreme Court (HQ l00..:106670-:-32·, 33). lhis person 

adviseci against accepting a novie offer from a oovie 

director and.against approaching Attorney General Kennedy 

-on be~lf ~f a labor leader. (HQ .100-106670-24). · In each 

"instance his advice was accepted. 

King's speech before the AFL-CIO National·Convention 
' ' 

in December, 1961 was· written by· this advisor .(HQ 100-392452-

131) . He also prepared King's Ma.y 1962 speech before the 

United Packing House Workers Convention (HQ 100-106670-119). 

In 1~65 he prepared responses to press questions directed 

to Dr. King from a IDs Angeles radio-station.~egarding 

the IDs Angeles racial riots and from the "New York Times" 

regarding the Vietnam War. 
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The relationsrup betwe~ .King -anci ··ms ·advisor, 

as indicated;· is -'clear to -'the task _.forc~.:-·_:What.'is not 

clear is 'Whether this relationship ought to have been 

considered either a possible national·security-threat or 

CPUSA directed. We conclude that justification may have 

existed for the opening of King's security investigation 

but its protracted continuation was unwarranted. 

·0ur conclusion that the investigation's opening 

tra.y have been justified is primarily ba~ed on naroranda; 

·surrmarized below, written during the first six m)nths of 

1962. It is pointed out that· in October, 1962° the Bureau 

ordered the CCMINFIL SCLC investigation (HQ 100-li-38794-9) . 

In January the Director wrote the Attorney General 

and told him that one of King's advisors was a coom.mist. 

At. this tirre he aJ.99 pointed out that the advisor wrote 

King's December, 1961 AFL-CIO ~peech and assisted King in 

SCLC matters (HQ 100-392452-131): 

In March the Attorney General was advised that a 

· Mtrch 3, 1962 issue of "The Nation" magazine carried an 
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• 
article critical of _the administration'.s handling of 

civil rights. The article was ostensil;>ly,_written .. by 

Martin Illther King but in fact the true author was 

another advisor characterized by the FBI as a ranking 

nanber of the Comnunist Party (HQ 100-106670-30, 31). 
- ' 

In May the Attorney General learn~d that the CPUSA 

considered King and the SCLC its m:,st important work because 

the Kennedy Administration was poli:tically dependent upon 

~g (HQ 100-106670-58). 

Lastly, in June, 19~2 the Attorn_ey General became 

aware that King's alleged Ccmnuni.st advisor had recorrroonded 

the second ranking Ccmnuni.st· to be one of King's principal 

assistants-(HQ 100-106670-79, 80). Later King accepted 

the reconmendation,. 

The conclusion that the investigation's continuance 

was unwarranted is based on the.following t:as~ force finding: 

The Bureau to date has no evidence whatsoever that 

Dr. King was ever a comnunist_or affiliated with the CPUSA. 

This was so stated to us by representatives- of the-Bureau's 

Intelligence Division during our September 2, 1976 conference. 

This admission is supported by our perusal of files, which 

included informants I tnellX)randa ~d physical, microphone and 

telephone surveillance mem::>randa,· in which we fmmd no such 

indication concerning Dr. King . 
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• 
The Bureau provided us with no documentation 

that the SCLC under.Dr. King was anything other than a 

legitimate organtzation devoted to the civil rights m:,ve­

ID=Ilt. 

The Bureau files. that we examined lacked any infor­

mation that the alleged C-omnunists' advice was dictated by 

the CPUSA or inimical to the interests of the United States. 

Indeed, in early 1963 the Bureau learned through reliable 

sources the principal advisor had disassociated himself 

from the CPUSA. His reason was the CPUSA was not suffi-

· ciently involving itself in race relations and the civil 

rights nrivernent (HQ 100-392452-195). 

3. King-Hoover Dispute 

The flames of Director Hoover's antipathy for 

Dr. King were fanned. into open hostility ·in late 1962 when 

Dr. King criticized the Bureau's performance during an 

•investigation of a racial disturbance in Albany, Georgia. 
! 

Efforts to interview King by the Bureau were not successful· 

(HQ 157-6-2-965) and the matter lay donnant for a t:iIIJe. 

The controversy was publicly rekindled in early 1964 

when the Director testified before a House appropriations 
. . 

subcOIIIIJi.ttee that he believed comm.mist irtfluence existed 
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jn the Negro µpvanent. KiJ1g countered.by accusing the 

Directoxi ot abetting :r.-ac±sts and right wipgers Q:iQ 100-3 

116-1291) . 1"rlng November of 1964, the Director told 

a group of Washington women reporters that King was ''the 

most notorirus liar in the country." A week later, Director 

Hoover referred to "sexual degenerates in pressure groups" 

in a speech at I.oyola,tJniversity (HQ 162-7827~16). 

Dr. King and his inmediate staff requested a meeting 

with Director Hoover to clear up the- misunderstanding. The 

meeting was held on December 1, 1964. Hoover cla.:irned that 

''he had taken the ball SMay fran King at the beginning,'' 

explaining the Bureau'.s function ·and doing m::>st of the 

talking. On the other hand, King apologized for remarks 

attributed- to him and praised the work of the Bureau. Thus, 

an uneasy truce.was m:,mentarily reached. (HQ 100-106670-563, 

607.) 

However, the controversy flared-again when a letter 

was circulated by the Southern Christian Educational-Fund 
. . . . . 

(SCEF) which referred to the criticism of Dr. King by the 

Director and urged the recipients of the· letter to write 

or wire the President to renove Hoover fran office. In a 

man:> fran Sullivan toBelrront on December 14, 1964, Sullivan 

stated: 
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,_ • 
''Lri yietl of t.iu.s· sic-.iation, · re;2.lism 
tna..1<es it mandatoq that we· ta~e eve-7 
prudent step that we can take to emerge 
completely v±ctoriously.in.th±s conflict, 
We should not take any ineffective or 
half-way measures, nor blind otrrselves .· 
to the realities of the. situation._,.. 
·(HQ 100-106670-627.) 

We believe the· persistent controversy between Dr. 

King and Director Hoover ·was a major factor in the Bureau's 

determination to discredit Dr. King and ultimately destroy 

his leadership role in the civil rig..l-tts nnvement.-

4. Technical Surveillance 

Our revie1 of FBI files and interviews with Bureau 

personnel substantially confirms with a few additions the 

findings which have already been reported by Mc·. :Murphy 

arid the Senate Select C',anmittee on Intelligence with respect 

to the electronic surveillance of Dr. King and his associates. 

We found that some microphone surveillances were 

installed in New York City against Dr. King and his associat;es 

which have not thus far. been reported. These installations 

were as follo-wS : 

lmlericana Hotel (HQ 100-106670~2224, 4048) 
4/2-3/65 ( symbol) . 
6/3-3/65 ( symbol) 
1/21-24/66 (no syrrool) 

Sheraton Atlantic (NY 100-136585 Sub-Files 7-8) 
12/10-11/65 (symbol) 

New York Hilton (NY 100-136585 Sub Files 11-12)" 
10/25-27 /65 (symbol) . . . _ 
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A.11 of these installations W½ th the exception of 

the placanent at tli.e Amar±.cana Hotel :in January, 1966 

appear to have been unproductive· either because Dr. ·King 

did not reside at the hotel as planned or the recordings 

made did not pick up any significant infonnation. 

The installation by the New York Field Office at 

the Americana Hotel on January 21, to 24, 1966, caused 

SaDe consterna,tion within the FBI hierarchy and is 

illustrative of hav the Bureau apparatus could,on rare 

occasion, continue to function even contrary to the wishes 

of the Director. The installation was made at the Am:ricana 

on .J:anuary 21,. 1966, ~suant to the request of SAC Rooney 

in Ne;.; York. Assistant Director William Sullivan authorized 

the coverage. Bureau files indicate that Associate 

Director Glyde ·Tolson, upon being infol."D=tl of the -coverage, 

wrote back on the same day in a rather perturbed fashion to 

have the .microphone removed "at once." Tolson advised t.l-1e 

Di+ector that 'no one here" approved the coverage and that 

he had again instructed Sullivan to have no microphone 

installations without the Director's approval, Hoover 

confi.nred Tolson's directive. (HQ 100-106670-2224X). 

N:> synhol nUIIDer was ever attached to this coverage 

as was the standard practice. Th.is was apparently due to 

the strong disapproval voiced by Headquarters. Yet, despite 
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Hoover's orders , the coverage was rna:in ta:ined and · a good 

' deal of :intelligence on K:ing Is perso~i -activid.es was 

obtained arid transcribed. 

in a· six page mem::>randum. 

~- ~=- ',._•[: . ·, -

These activities are reflected 
. . - ·-

(HQ 100-106670-4048.) 

Irrespective of the level of Bureau ~pproval 

which vas required. for electronic surveillance j~stalla..: 
' ' 

tions dur:ing the King years, our review reWorced the 

conclusions of the Senate Select O:mnittee that the purposes 

· behind this intelligence gat..hering- became twisted. Several 

instances of Burea~ corr~spondence ar~ instructive. Section 

Chief Baumgardner in recannending coverage of K:ing in 

Honolulu urged an exposure of King's ''rroral weakness" 

so that he could be "for the security of the nation, can-
' - -

·pletely discredited"_ (HQ 100-106670 June File, Mam Baurrgardner 

to Sullivan, January 28, 1964). In a similar memo fran 

Sullivan to Belmont reccmnending coverage in Milwaukee at 
' ' ' 

the Schroeder Hotel; the expressed purpose was to gather 

information on "entertainment" in which King might be engag:ing 

similar to that "uncovered at the Willard Hot~l" (HQ 100-

106670 June File, Memo Suilivan to,Belm::mt, January 17, 1964). 

Director Hoover, upon b~ihg :i.nf~rmed of the results 

of the surveillance, ord~ed that they all be imnediately 

transcribed despite DelDach's recarrnendation that the tran­

scribing be done later (HQ 100-106670-1024). · As each of the 
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file reviews.has shown, portions of,sumnaries. of the 
-. .• . ', >: '-· ' : ;_:,' .. 

transcripts were widely disseminated armng governmental 
- . . ' . . ~ . ' . . . . : ' . . , . ' . . : .. 

officials. These disseminations included a rather 

comprehens~ve s_ix volume_ trB?smittal by. the Bureau in 

June, 1968. This was at the apparent request of the 
. . . ~ . - . -- - ..... 

President through Special Cotmsel Larry Temple Jor all 

:i.nfonnation concerning Dr. King, including the __ instructions 
. ·' • , ·• . • . : ,.,.. • . '.-· •• ,r 

and approval of former Attorney General Kenne~y_regarding 
. . , . '. . . . . ; - ·---· - -

the electronic surveillance of King (Maro R., . W. Smith to 
. ·. . .. · - ' . •. 

· William Su_llivan, Jtme 2, :1968, referring to merro DeI.oach 

to Tolson, ~y _24, 1968·, setting forth J:he ~es:j..dent' s 
- -. ": . . . . . 

request).· Included with the :transcripts were several 

surrmaries, previously dissE!Iltinated~ and, severp-1 hundred 
.. - . ·. ,_. 

pages.of Bureau comm.mications to the White House from-

1962 to 1968 regarding King_ and ~s associates. · _ The 

purpose of the White_House requestyia.5.not stated~ but it 

was the mst complete accumulation of transmitted inforrna-
. . . , .. ·. 

I 

tion on, the electronic survei!lan~e of Ki.Ilg_ ~ch we 
- . ' ' .. .• 

encotmt~red during our review of Bureau f,iles,. The task 

force noted the timing oft~ alleged ~i~e House request 

and.subsequent transmittal particularly iri l:i,.ght of 
. . . ' . .', : . - ..... 
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. . . ,. . ·.' . 

Director Hoover's conmunication to the 'White House 6n 
. , ' 

March 26, 1968 (included iri the transmittal) which 

advised that Robert Kenn,edy had attempted to c011tact 

Dr. King before announcing his candidacy for. thi 

Presidency (HQ 100-106670-3262). 

'Ihe task force reviewed selected portions of all 

o~ _the transcripts in the King file as well as selected 

portions of several tapes from which the transcripts 

were obtained. An inventory of the tapes reviei:ved is 

set forth below: 

1) Washington, D.C., l/S-6/64 (\~illard H:>tel, 
15 reels) - Reel Nos. 1-6, 9~ 10, 11, 12 and 14 

2) · Atlanta Tape (symbol) ·(one reel) 

3) C,ornposite Tape 12/15/64 
. Track No. 1 - Washington, D. C. recordings 
(edited version of 15 reels) 

Essentially, we. reviewed the tapes _ by listening to the . . . . 

beginning, middle, and end of each tape and compared it to 

the corresponding transcript. They were basically accurate 

transcriptions in the sense that what was in the transcripts 

was also on the tapes. However, sorre material on the tapes 

was not put on the transcripts apparently because either 

that portion of the recording was garbled or tmclear or 

it was considered -unimportant. 
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Our revie,;.; of -the· composite tape, the Atlanta 

tape and the agents handwr'±,tten_ notes :included L-ri the 
- , , 

box with -the recor-d±ngs from·· the· Hilla.rd Hotel gave an 

additional indication of where the Bureau•s-intere$t 

lay with respect to Dr. King. '!he canp?sit~ tape contained 

''highlights" of the fifteen reels_ of tape from ·the_ Willard. 
- ' 

Hot:ei and appea,r.ed to consist o:f tittle ·more than episodes . 
. ' ·~ - . 

of private conversations and activities which the Bureau 
- . ..... .. ·- ., . 

chose_ to ~tract £ran __ the original _recordings ._ ',[he 

Atlanta tape was obtained _from the telephone t_ap on the 
l'k;. 

King residence ·and consisted -o!:several of Dr. King's 
' -

conversations .. These included conver~ations of.Dr. King 

with his wife regarding his personal life and had _nothing 

to do with ·his politic~l or civil rights activities. The 

handwritten notes from the origipal Willard tapes contained 

notations-as ~o-wbat: point-in'the'tape a particular p~rsQila.}. 

activity or conversation took place. 

5. COINI'ELPRO·Type· and Other Illegal Activities 

'!he task force ha:S documented. an extens_ive program 

wit:h:in·the,FBI during the years 1964 to 1968 _to discredit 

Dr._ King. PurSl.l811t to _a Bureau meeting on.Decerri:>er 23, 1963 
. . 

· to _plan -a King strat~gy and ~e·.-~ulliyan:PF9posal. in January, 

1964 to prom:>te a new' bl~ck _l:eader, tile }13I accelerated its 
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. program of disseminating derogatory information, which 

was heavily fraught with the Bureau '·s·,.own. characteriza­

tions of King, to.various Individuals and organizations 
' \ ,, - . 

· who were in critiGal 'positions. vis-a-vis. the civil rights 

·leader. Our review :•has ~sseritiall y confi~d those already 

perfonred by the Civil Rights Division and the Senate Select 

Comnittee .. and we··, therefore, do not dwell on those areas 

which they have already ccivered. -. We did -find, -however, 
- - ' 

additional proposed activities against Dr. King; some of 

which were approved by ~e ·Director; They· are instructive 

.not only- in·reveaiing the extent to which the Bureau ~s 

willing to carry its efforts but also :in showing the 

a.t:m:Jsphere annng·some of the rank and file which this 

· program against King created. 
. . . - . 

In November, 1964, the Bureau discovered.that 

Dr. King was desirous of meeting with high Briti~h 'officials 

while ih England during· King's planned trip to Europe. · 

Section Chief Baumgardner recomnended a briefing-for the 

purpose of :info~g British.officials concerning King's 

purported corrmmist affiliations and.private life 

(HQ-100-106670-522, 523). ·within three days the briefings 
- ' 

-had been completed (HQ 100-106670-525, 534, 535). 
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.· ... 

One .particular diss·eriJ:4:iat::i.9n, t~ content$. ,qf which·. 
•:. ~ •: ~ - •~ • • • • .- •• ••••,• -~ • •• • -• • C ~ •.• • • • -r ; • •• >' 

· ·was not revealed in the, ':fil,e·s, .· ~s · apparently initiated · 
·.. .··:-~-- . ' ; .· ',. · ... ,.;., :_ ·:· ,, ·--: . . ~ ~. . 

and ~arri.ed <;rut persopally .by the Direct:9r. . On ;J~ · 22, 
, i •• ' - •. ( , •' : . . • ' ' • . • . • ·•· ,.•· '-. • . . . .• • - • • - . . 

1965_,· the SAC . in Atlanta advised Mr. Su+l.i vc;n J:hp.:t, , 
.·.•· .. ,- : .... ,. ..- . . ... , . , ·-1. .. - .. ; _. - " '. :·,_' \ -_ 

· · . pursuant to their electronic suryeillance, J:he ~eau 
• ; __ •• • :·• - ; • < -~·: , -~,· ··, • ·.' ·- : •• ·.:. c'' - •• ·-. _. -. '· ~-- _- :· -:- --~-:-_.-_ 

learned tb?-t King had phoned ~lph Abernat;hy .. andc9£I1Plained 
.• , - • • • •• ' • ·: . • ._ •• ' . • • • f '·-

that Hoover had·had a neeting with a particular Atlanta 
• ., • , : . • '. • ~ •· • • I • ,, • ." "• , • . , .. ' ., ' • . • • • , . , , ' • . , • •, 

. , ' ,, o~ftcial while in_ Washipgton a.tt~!1ing t!ie fuB,.ugu;i;-a_tion. 
' , • > ._ • :: • ~ 'J. ,; • .' •" • a ' - , • • • • , • •, , ·•· ., , • 

At::lanta he contacted Dr. King. senior ~d passe!;lon,a 
-·~~~~·,..: .. ·,- .. _ .. _-.' ~-·~ '·. , .· · .. , . : · .... -.·,. -· ..... _ ! ·,. 

"g~d· deal''. of ~orma.tion,. : Ac~ordi?g to .s~~J,.:iv?Il'S 
..,, . . • . , . . •. • ' •." ' .~l ; •. :. • .- ~ . . .. • ' . ',. • ,: 

mam to Beliront, nr. King, J1:. -wa~ .v&J upset:_. ~Q, 100-
• ' • - ' ' - • -. . • - ' • ,· •·. ~ '. 4 • 

10~670'.'" 7 68) ~. . lhe f~les. diq_ not re.y~c1.l apy Jormal · proposal 

.. for- this briefh:1g but Section: ~ef. Ba1m,gardn~:1ater speculated 

that ~e· Atlanta official ·-wa~ ~~f of Poli~-: ~~ · . 
. . . . . - . . . ~ ' - - ,- . . 

• ,~,.: l 

since the Director ~d ~t with h:in1, on Jarn;iary , ia, . 1965 

(HQ t00_-l.06670-780) .. The fil.es do not ~cli.cate ~~,ther 

the Difecte>r. ~uggeste( t~t. the. :u.:if~nnati911 be·. p~ssed on 
. . . ' ' . . . . . '.. . ' . . ' ~ ~ 
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In connection with th~ post-assassinati~ 
. . , . 

efforts to declare a national holiday in merwry of 

Dr. King the Senate Select Corrmittee has outlined 

in its report the attempts by the Bureau to prevent 

such a declaration by briefing various members of 

Congress on King's backgrotm.d (HQ 100-106670-3586). 

We 4iscovered that_ the Bureau also sent a m:mograph 

on King to the President and the Attorney General 

in 1969 for this sarre purpose (HQ 100-106670-3559). 

·The Bureau's efforts to discredit Dr. King's 

m:wernent also included attempts to damage the 

reputation of King's family and friends. The Bureau 

looked very closely at Core~ta King although a 

security investigation was never opened. 'This 

included scrutinizing her travels :in an attempt 

tom.cover possible facts embarrassing to her . 
. , 

These attempts also included a plan, pr(?posed 
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by Assis~t to the D7-.rector Del.oach ,and app:t:'oved 
. ' . - . 

by Hoover to leak. in.fonrati-on to the press that Coretta 

. ~ and Ralph Abemathy were. deliberately plotting to. 

keep th~·E1:9sass~tion in the.nevrs_by claiming. a conspiracy 

¢sted in order to keep m::meta.ry contributi~ flowing 

· for their benefit (HQ 44-38861-5654). 

· Ralph Abernathy and Andrew Young also becane Bur~ 

targets. Shortly after the assassination the.field was 

instructed to report any infonnation on possible "immral 
. . - . -· . _- - ' 

activi~ies" of King's two associates (HQ 62-108052-Unrecorded 

serial, Atlanta t:o Director-, April 29, 1968) . _ Presumably 

th~e were CDINI'ELPRO type purp0ses behind this · request. 

The Atlanta Field Office in attempting to dem:rnstrate 

the initiative_ B:tld imagination demanded by Headquarters 

proposed additional ~ures• against Ralph Abernathy .. The 
Bureau learned that after ·Dr. King's death, Rev. Abernathy 

- ' - . .· ' . . 

may have wiced sc:ime concern over possible a,ssassinatiort 

attempts on his own life. The Atlanta office proposed that. 

the Bureau begin notifying. Abernathy directly (instead of· 

·on1y Wonning the poiice) of all threats ·agililst him in 

order to-confuse and -worry him (HQ 62-108052-Unrecorded 

serial, Atlanta to Director,· March 28, 1969). This activity 

was not approved by Headquarters, 
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Bureau files indicate that the FBI may have also 
, __ 

attempted to help the executive branch in its efforts 

to deal with .Abernathy after King's death. In a merro 

to Associate Director Tolson, Director Hoover related 

a telephone conversation with former Vice President 

Agnew in which Mr. Agnew expressed concern over the 

"inflamna.tory" statements which Abernathy had made. 
. . . -. 

The Vice President was seeking information from Hoover 

which could be useful _in destroying the credibility of 

Rev. Abernathy. Hoover agreed to the request (HQ 100-

106670-Unrecorded serial, Hoover to Tolson, May 18_, 1970). 

We did not find what information, if any, was forwarded 

to the Vice President. 

Finally, we dis~overed that a series of illegal 

surreptitious entries · was conducted by the FBI. Some 

of these entries had as one purpose, arrong others, the 

obtaining of information· about Dr .. King. The FBI in 

the review of its indices was tmable to locate records 

of any entries onto the premises of Dr. King or. the ·sCLC. 
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. -' 

- . . ' ' 

The agents began to retrieve information about 

·nr. King during these ~tries·· through the ~e of photo­

graphs. In one _instance a supervisor in the appropriate 

field office requested authority to conduct an entry 

for the express purpose of obtaining information about 
. . . , . 

Dr. King. The proposed entry was approved at Head-. 

quarters pursuant to a telephone call by an Inspector 

and was later conducted.· 

On four subsequent.occasions the Bureau agairi 
. . / 

conducted entries and obtained infonna.tion concerning 

King and the. SCI.C. Ch one such occasion a specimen of 

King's handwriting was· obtained. The purpose of 

gathering this piece of intelligence was not revealed. 

· Bureau policy at the tine of these entries 
. - ~- . . 

required the approval of such field requests by 
. . 

Director Hoover or Associate Director Tolson (Menn 

· Director, FBI,· to Attorney Genera:i, September 23, 1975). 

- We ass~ that such approval was· granted. Handwritten 
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notations on the field.office menos indicate that . . . 

the B1,rreau -was advised of. the entries in each case. 

We also raise the issue of these illegal-entries 

because aside from being violatiye of Fourth Alrendment 

rights the entries ran the risk of invading a privileged 

relationship. 

_ · We note in passing that the FBI .. continued to · 

·. employ an infonnant · in t:4e· SCLC despite the fact that 

the infonnant conceded to.agent$ that the infqnnant·had 

· embezzled sorrie SCLC funds. The Bureau voiced strong _ 

disapproval of these a:ct'ivities. Yet, no legal or· 

disciplinary: action -was ·ever taken with .respect to 

. the infonnant · (HQ 134-11126-56, 57); 

B.- Critical Evaluation of ·the Security· Investigation 

In the'area of domestic intelligence the mandate 

of the FBI has been.both--broadly· and vaguely defined. 

It is stated.in the Code of Federal Regulations as follows: 
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· (The FBI shall:) carry out the Presidential 
directive of Septerrber 6, 1939, as reaffirmed 
by Presidential directives of January 8, 1943, 
July 24, 1950 and Cecember 15, 1953, designating 
the Federal'Bm:eau·of Investigation to take 
charge of investigative work .in.matters relating 
to espionage, sabotage, subversive activities, 
and. related n:atters·· (28: CFR Q. 85 (d)) • . . · 

Given thistj:larte~ and the·history of the sorretirres 

ove:qx,wering inf lll~ce .. of·· the views. of the late Dir~ctor 

.J. Edgar Hoover on his suoordinates and on succesi ve 

Attorneys General, it was understandable that a security. 
' ' . .. -· . 

investigation sho~d be initiated_into the pJssible 

influence of the Camnmist Party, u.s.A~, on Dr. Martin 

Lui71~ King,· Jr. 'l'wo of ~•s .close advisors,. at :the 

. outset of the secutj. ty In:itter, .. were reported to be 

Ccmnunist _Party members by s.ources relied upon by.the 

Bureau. 

The .. security . .investigation continued for alm::>st . . 

sfx years tmtil Dr.: King's. death. · .rt verified, in our 

viav , .. tha:t 6ne- alleged ,~amnmis~ was a very influential 
' •-j;, • • • • r 

. ' 

. advi,sor to Dr.~ King (and_ hence . the Southern Christian 

Le~derslrlE) Confer~ce) ·. on · _the. strategy @d tactics of 

. King.' s leadership of the bl~ck civil rights rrovement of 

the early and mid-sixties. Another had no. such weight 

al though he seerred to be of use to King. But this 

very lengthy investigative concentration on King and on 
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the:princip~l advisor established,· in our opinion, 

that. he did not "sell" Dr. King any c~se oi conduct 

o~ of ·advocacy which cari be identified as c~st or 

''Party line". King, himself never varied pclJlicly or 

privately from his ccmnit:rral:t to non..:vioience and did 

not advocate the overthrow of the government of the 

United States by violence or subversion. To the contrary, 

he advocated an end to the discrimination and disenfran­

chisement of minority groups-which the C.Onstitution and 

the courts denounced in terms as strong as his. We 

concluded· that Dr. _King was no threat to domestic security. 

And the Bureau's contin~ed intense surveillance 

and investigation of the advisor clearly developed that 

he had disassociated himself from the Comm.mist Party 

in 1963 because he felt it failed adequately to serve 

the civil rights m::,vement. Thµs the linch-pin of the 

security investigation of Dr. King had pulled himself 

out. 

We think the security investigation which included 

both physical and technical surveillance, should have been 

terminated on the basis of ,;,vhat was learned in 1963. 

That it was intensified and augmented by a COINTELPRO type 

campaign against Dr. King was unwarranted; the COmI'EI.PRO 

type campaign, m::>reover, was ultra vires and very probably 

in violation of _18 U.S.C. 241. (and 242), i.e. felonious. 
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_The continuing.security investigation reflects also 

that the Attomey General and the Division charged with 

reS!)~sibility fo'f i+itemal.· security ~tters failed badly. 

in ~t. should Jiave been ,fµm supervision .of the FBI' s 

internal secur!ty activities. 

I 

,i . 
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IV. REC~TIONS . 

·• 

A. As To 'The M.Jrder Investigation 

1he task force does not fault the technical 

competence of the investigation · conducted· into the• . 
~ . . 

. death of Dr.· King.· We_found no new evidence which 

calls for act.ion. by State or Federal Authorities . 

. Our concern has developed. over ·administrative 
'· ' 

concomitants-of the crime.detection tactics. 

· ·. 1. 1he progress of ·such sensitive cases 

as the King murder .investigation· and the develoµnent 

of legally· sufficient evidence to sustain prosecution 

are- prope:t:ly the ultimate .responsibiliey of the Division 

.of the Department having supervision of · the kind of 

criminal prosecution involved:· The Division head should 

delineate what progress reports he wishe~. The Bureau 

should not be permitted to manipulate its sul:xnission of 

reports to· serve its purpo~es, such as the protection 

of its public.relation efforts, or.the prevention 6f the 

responsible Division of the Department from caus_ing the . 

. . ·Bureau to pursue a line of inquiry, which the Bureau does 

not _approve. -'Ihe·Attomey General and his Assistants are 

the officers mJst accountable .to ·the .electorate and they, 

· not the police agency, ··ITD.1St maintain-effective supervision. 
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2. As a· ·corollary ,of our· espousal of · ti~hter 
·. ·, . . . . . - . . . 

Department authority over · the FBI, vJe recomnend ·1:hat the 
' ; _, .. - - ' , -

Bureau' s··public relations activities and press relations 

be·cpntrolled·by the Attomey General's Office of Public 

· Information.· :-clear directives to·.prevent the development 

of personality cults_arOLmd particular Bureau Directors 
. ,, 

and .officials should be drawn .. Bureau press releases should 
. . . . . 

be cleared ·thro~h the ·Office of_ Public ·Irifonnation .. 

3. The_. task force recorrmends that in sensitive 
. . 

cases no- criminal ·action be instituted· by the Bur~u without 

the c;:_1,osest coordination cE!Ild con513:ltation with the supervising 

Divi$ion of the Departmmt;· This· supervision qy the Depart-

· +rent shouicl be as-tight_asthe control and consultation the 

Bureall·hadwi,th its-Field Offices as exhibited in: our review 

:of the assassinatiqn investigation .. 

, 4. It. was obs~rved tr:ia,t alriost no blacks were in 

the, ~I special agent' s., corps. in . the 1960 's · and none in 

. the . Bureau Is .hierarchy; This :undoubtedly ·had the effect 

of limiting not only the outlook artd understanding of the 

problems of .race relations, but. also tIDJSt have hindered the 

ability of investigators.to comnunicate ft,illy_with blacks 

· during-the murder _investigation .. ·By.way of illustration 

·.---hac;l there_ been,,black.agent~ ·in .the Memphis _Field_ ·office 

p~:ticipating -f.ullY: in,·t~e-·µivest:igation:of Dr-: King's 

IIll.lrder, it is unlikely-that the interviews with 
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at ·least three bi~ck members of the Merrphis Police and Fire 

Department ~uld have been:overlookeci. It is also very 

probable that black citizen "lead" :input muld have been 

greater. 

B.- As To The Security Investigation 

'Ihe task force -was charged.to address itself 

particularly to the question• of whether the nature of the 
, ...... - . 

relationship between the Bur_eau and Dr. ~ called for 

criminal prosecution, disciplinary proceedings, or other 

appropriate action .. OJ:r responses follow. 

1. Because the five year statute of H.m~tations 

has long since nmwe cannot recarmend crmdna.l prosecution 
. . . -

of. any Bureau persormel, past or present, responsible for 

the possible criminal harrassment of Dr. King. (18. _U.S. C. 

3282) . No evidence of a continuing . conspiracy was fotmd. 

2. The responsil?ility for initiating and prolonging 

the security investigation rested on the.deceased Director 

of.the Bureau and his imnediate lieutenants, some of whom 

are also deceased and the remainder of whcm are retired. 

They are beyond the reach of disciplinary action. . The few 

Bureau perso:pnel who had anything to do with the King security 

investigation and who are still in active service, did not 

make ·c:cmnand decisions. and merely followed: orders. We do not 
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think· they a~e t.1-ie proper __ subjects .. of any: disciplinary 

action. Some of the ·_act~vities cpnducted, such as ~e 

technical electronic .. surveill~ce, tiaq. the . approval of 

the then Attomey General. · The Courts had not adequately 

dealt with what aut;:rority :rested in the executive-branch 
' ,. ' 

to initiate such surveillance in the interest of ''national 

security'' _. We do not think "the "1eg nal'°' in ·the Bureau 

· should be held to' an un~firi~d standard of behavior~ much 

_ less ·a st:andard not. ob~erved 'by the highest -- l~gal officer 

of the.government. 
! . 

The. Bureau Is coIN'I'EI:PRb. type adtiv±ties': the illicit 

dissemination: of raw.investigative data to discredit 
. . 

Dr. King, the efforts to ·intimidate him, to break up his 

marriage, and the explicit and :implicit-efforts-to black­

mail him; were· not fully known_ to the D:pa~t, -b~t were 

none-the-less ord~red and directed by Director Hoover, 

Assisumt to the Direct~r De~ach, Assistant·D:i.rector 

Sullivan and the Section ·Chief under him. 

In our view.their ·rubordinat~s were·far·rerroved 

from decision responsibility; . llireover, we think the 

subordinates.c.l~ly felt that, by ~eason of Director 

Hoover·' s overpowering and intirirl.dad.ng ciom:inatio~ of the 

. Bureau, they ·had no choic'e but ~ impl~t 'the Bureau Is 
. . 

- directions.·: -Puriit1.ve action· ag~:ihst .the 'verJ- few 
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remaining suoordinate q.gents v.'Otlld seen to the task force 

to be inappropriate in these circuns.tances and at this 

very late ·date: · 

3. Th~·Bureau's iilicit:·surveillance·pr6duced 

tapes and transcripts concet'rling.King.and'"~Y others. 

·These may be sought by King Is ·he.irs and representatives. 

'librse· still, they may be sought by members of the public 

at'·larg~ under 'the Freedai{·of fufonnation Act.· ·we 

. reccmnend that these tapes and. transcripts be . sealed and 

sent· to the Nat~rial Archiv~s and ·that the C.Ongress be 

?5ked to pass legislation ·denying any·access to: then 
,,.,., 

. whatever ·and authorizing arid . directing. their total 

des~tion. along with th~ destru~tion o·f material in 

. reports kid memoranda. derived. fran them . 

. 4~; 'lbe po"tential for abuse by the individual 

occupying the office of Directo_r of the · FBI has been 

amply demmstrated by our :inve~d .. gation. We think it is 

a respons.ibility. of .the Department in. t..ii.e first instance 

and, secondarily, of the Congress to oversee the conduct 

of the FBI (and the other police agencies of the govern-

ment) . We endorse the establishnent by the Attorney 

General of the Office of Professional Responsibility on 

Decenber 9, 1975, as an effective means for :intra-deparnnental 

policing of the Bureau. We also think the pennanent 
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Senate Select Camri.ttee on Intelligence is an appro­

priate ag;ency of the legislative arm to overse~ the 

perfo:rmance of the Bureau. Both the Office of Pro-
, ·.' . - .. - .. .' .·' ' - ' 

fessional_:Responsib:i.lity.and the Senate.Select Cannittee· 

.should be expressly designated intheir respective 

enabling regµlatipns and res~lutions to be a ·place to 

which Bureau .~rdinat:es may cornpla4l, confidentially 

and with impuni,ty ~ of ord1:rs. which they_ believe to 
_:..- , . . . ' 

threaten a violation of the civiL rights _and liberties 
- ' . •.. . . 

of citizens and inhabitants of the United States·. . . . 

5. It. seens to t1S. that the unauthorized malicious 

dissanination_ of invest,igative data fran FBI files should 

be InOre than the presentiy prescribed misdemeanor (5 USC 

· 552.a(i) (1)). A felony penalty should be added. 

· Pa.r~thetically'~ it sho~d b~ not_ed _.here that it 

should be made clear that it is improper .(but not criminal) 
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e 
for the Bureau to by-pas_s. the Attorney C-eneral and deal 

directly with the White House. 

6. The task force recarmends that the FBI. have no 

authority to engage in COINTELPID type activities which 

involve affirmative punitive action follcwing Star 

Chamber decisions with respect to citizens or inhabitants 

(See 18 U.S.C. 241 and 242}. We believe that the guide­

lines which the present Attorney General has established ·. 

to govem the FBI's domestic security investigations 

effectively preclude these activities. Those guidelines 

noreover, appear to us to pennit only strictly.legal 
. . 

investigative techniques to be-employed in full·scale 

· danestic security investigations. · This too we endorse. 

'!he foregoing comprises our·report and reccmrenda­

tions. I:t i~respectfully sul:mitted. 

The · · Luther King, Jr. 
• · '-1,1,l,,~[Zi Force 

-

January 11, 1977 
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, 
For:r. )8 8 

AU T O P.S Y P R O T·O C O L 

A,utoosy No. f..6~-252 Hospital No, ,, , .. 

Name·Martin Lut~ar Kin~, Jr. 

Date of Admission. DOA 

Date and Hour of Aut_oosy 

Assistant 

Checked by 
... . . - . 

Date Completed 4-11--6G 

PlHt,iATfY mn ES: 

Distant ~un5hot wound to body nnd £ice 
A, Fracture_ of right 1:1~ndibl£1 
B. Laceration of vertebral artery, )ugu1ar vein and subclaiiin 

_artery, rit:ht 
c. 

.D. 
r, -n--+-, .... ,.. ,..;. .., .. ,;n,,. (T ·1 C 7) -

I,. , \.o \,, u .L w· v ,.. .J l'"' • a ...., • • J • 

t. 
Laceration of spinal.ccr<l (lower cervical, upper thoracic) 
Su~1raucosal hen6rrha~:e, larynx 

F. Intr~pulmcmary hot1atotHi., apex right upper loho 

SECONDAnY SE~IES: ... 
1. Remote scars as descri~ed · 
2, Ple\iral adhesions· -
3, Fatty chan~e liver, ~oderate 
4. Arteriosclerosis, moderate 
s. Venous cut-downi 
6. Trache?stocy 

LABORATORY FIHDrJr.S: 

Bloocl Alcohol 
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EXHIBIT 4 
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. ' 

Se:tion 

71 

74 

74 

74 

19 

. 60 

19 

17 

74 

· 19 

· 74 

21 

6 

21 

21 

21 

I. 

• • 
Sane Kn~-m Expenoitur8-S.: ··April 23,. 1967 - Ju1e a,.' 1968 

Serial. 

5246 

5448 

5413 · 

,, 

5437X 

2192 

4692 

2192 

2068 

5402 

2192 

5400 

2324 

·628' 

2324: . 

2324 

2324 · 

Item 

···Rent for one week at· 2731 
N. Sheffield; Chicago 

1959 Chrysler; Chicago 

1962 P1yrrouth; East ·st. 
Louis 

Bourgarde Motei; Dorion, 
Canada 

Arro\.lnt 

$13.61 

$200.00 

$209.50 

$17.28 

. Rent for Apt. at °i-Iarkey, $150. 00 
.Apts., 2585 Notre Dame Street, 
M:>ntreal at _$75/rro·; !-bntreal 

Suit at English _Scotch 
Woole.11 CQrrpany; &mtreal 

Book ordered fI:an Futura 
Books in Ipgle'~, calif.; 
~ntreal · · · 

$75.06 

$9.00· 

Corresp:mdence course .. at $17. 50 
IDcksmithing Institute in 
New Jersey; Montreal 

Grey Rocks ·Inn fran 7/30 $195.15 
to a/s; canada· · 

Fonrn.ila for making glass $1. 00 
pur~a.se by m::mcy order to 

. E.z .. Formula;_ l•bntreal 

Granada Hotel; Binninghan $4. 50 

Pron _and board f_or on.e week $22.50 · 

1966 White Ford ?-~tang: $1,995.09 
Binningham .. 

.iRcx:m and ooard; Birmi,:-igr.a:n 

~- and '~d; Bi±ninghlrn 
. -. - ,. 

Dance les?·ons ; Bi 6ir,;ha:n 
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$22.50 

$22.50 

$10.(,0 

Date 

4/30/67 

6/ 5/67 

7/14/67 

7/17/67 

7/19/67 

7/21/67 

7/24/67 

7/28/67 

8/5/67 

8/9/67 

8/26/67 

8/26/67 

8/30/67 

9/2/67 

9/9i67 

9/12/G7 
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• • 
section Serial Item-- · 

.. 
;.mount Da::8 

21 2324 Fcom and .boa..¥C'l; Binningham 
. ' . $22._50· 9/16/67 

21 2324 Io:xn and roard; Birmingham $22.50 9/23/67 

9 1135 can-era equi.¢.eht, Superior $337 ~ 2:4 · 9/28/67 
Bulk Film Co. ;. Binningham ~-

· 18 2118 Roan only; Binningham $17. 50 9/20/67 

55 1422 .38 caliber, Liberty 
Chief Revolver $65.00 10/1/67 

75 5496 Hotel San Francisco ;_ 
10/10; Acapulco $6"..oo 10/11/67 

75 5496 Pancho Villa - 10/15; $3.20 10/16/67 
Guac1:llaj ara · 

, 

75 5496 Pancho-Villa - 10/18; $3.20 10/19/67 
Guadalajara .. 

69 5150 Hotel Rio at $4 .. 80/day- . $91.20 ll/6/67 · 
10/19-11/6;· Puerto 
Vallarta 

69 5150 Elisa Arellano to rent $48.00 ·. ll/ /67 
apt. ; Puerto Vallarta 

69 5150 Hotel Tropicana at $7. 20 
day ·- ll/7-11/13; Puerto 

$43.20 ll/13/67 

Vallarta 

6 668 Rent at 1535 N. Serrano; $127.-50 11/19/67 

6 668 Utilities at 1535 N. 
,Serra."10; Los Angeles $10.00., 11/20/67 

52 4143 Appointment wi t.l-i Dr. 1-'iark $25.00 11/27/67 
. Freana..; Beverly Hills 

52 4143 Appointment with Dr. Mark $25.00 11/30/67 
Freeman 

52 4143 App:>intmeri.t with Dr. Mark $25 •. 00 12/4/67 
Freeman 

52 4143 ·oartce lessens at.National $29.00 12/5/67 
D:mce Studio; I.cs Angeles 

. ' 

52 4143 App:>inb~~ with Freeman $25.00 12/5/67 

52 4143 Dance lessons $29.00 12/7/67 
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• 
Se:::-don s~ial · I :.em .~m:aZtt ::)a-c..= 

5~ 4143 Appaintrrent with Fresnan $25.00 12/11/67 

52 4143 Dance lessons .$29.00 12/12/67 

.. 
6 745 

22 2325 ' · Dance lessons $100:00 12/14/67 
/ 

52 4143 . App:>intment with Freeman $25.00 12/14/67 

74 5399 Provincial .t-btel - 12/17- $24.00 12/19/67 
12/19; Ne.w Orleans 

6 745 
22 2325 · Dance lessons· · $364.00 12/21/67 

22 2325· r.ocksnithin:I' Institute; $15.00 "1/8/68 
I.cs Angeles 

22 2325 Intel.national Sc."1ool of -$20._00 1/19/68 
Bartending; I.os A."lgeles 

22 2325 · _ International School ·of· -- $.105.00 1/20/68 
~art.en.ding; Los A.--igeles 

22 2325 _ Rent at St. Francis Hotel;· $85. 00 1/21/68 
Los Angeles . 

12 - 1500 . Free Press of Los Angeles $4.25 1/29/65 

.22 2325· Locksmithing Institute $7~50 1/31/68 

12 1500 c.M. Hedgpeth, rnaii foi:ward- $3.00 2/1/68 
·ing service· 

6 668 Rent at St. Francis Hotel $85.00 2/21/68 

12 1500 Futura Bcoks $6.44 2/26/68 

12 1500 Tiffany Enterprises $9.98 2/26/68 

22 2325 Locksmithing Institute $7.50 2/26/68 

. 22 2325 r.ocksmi th Ledger '$5.25 2/26/68 

12 1428 Locksm.thing Institute $15.00 3/8/68 

8 1033 -F.ccrn/Wee.'< at 113 14th St.; 
Atlanta $10.00 3/24/68 
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