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wheU questioned pertaiaing to any known asociate8,
visitors, mail, and possiols veaicles used by tAti the G L atated
that 4uring the aonth and a half tanaS he resided at apatrtment ;18
two (2) visitors only were seen visistag him and these were two kv)
elderly woman, approximately 40 to 42 years of age. The only
ttscription "von of these two (2) women was tltS one had reddish
brown hair ano t oter black hair. At ti1s point the Sses Ars.
!ia 2.il., 56t4 tranklin and Aery DilhMU 55) Jollysood nVaue,
Datt fra Los angeles, .alifornia, were volunteered to .a2TA.L in
te event nt atins known associates of 6di were IA fact the two
women in uestion; however, neither case ease any impression whatsoever
on the WLCmb. Upon urther ;ueationin& Mr. dsUNA abated ta t
at tetUe subject rented the apartment "T questioned him as t tae
price charged for parking & va-icle and when i formed that it was

QAhJS a monta CALT stated that t.i* figure was too high an* asked
.&iTAL where else he could park a car. ibiTA' informed hin that
he could eitaer leave Lae car on tan street in front of the apartmant
building or parking facilities were availadle at either a 4hell or
Lso Service tation don the block from this particular apartment
building. It saculd s tntioned here that at no time did either
tr. or rS. blMAT obiere a vehicle used by GtT. tith retard to
any ail received by GtA. the stated taA during the urta ,t.on
of ais stay mil was received by hi. from two (2) sources only;
letters free an unknown company in the U. . . and aaother one irw,
Uip top Tailors, Wt. Catherisn zStreet, Montreal, ?.,. advising hia
that a suit he had purchased was ready for delivery. The only other
piece of infornatlon concerning GAL7 that coaaia be supplied was that
C4A bad infored Ms. ,vlTAL Satie was emptoyed by LIU 607.

5. Mr. 10lIT4 was quest~oaed ith regard to thq Itase
alleged to be signed by G.L and stated uite eephatzcally t't
had sigaed toe lease a 4I his memory served his correctly an
inforaation shee was attached to tari dciamet stating SALT
employment, past employeat, past addresses, ant two (2) relaLive-.
These documents, according to l TAL, sabald either be in the safi
or file cabinet en top of the safe in possesslo of the present
superintendeat of abe aprtment builtiwg or in possesvion oi ta owner
of tae building, Mr. i. ROYi$A&s,11 ioltkaan Load, AMstead, . ;.
Ao other infonration pertaining to cL couid bi supplied by the

UItd 44 atLL time.

.1768

6. This dato, tbaafomzentioued tatormatinA was
telephaoed to CM. AsEAO, hatreal G... for t4ir information.

7. Sane date, the .&IMTL were once again contactic
In an effort to ascerain additional infrmation pertaining to ,,"
Sat say nave been overlooked by savu tat previous evening. Aru.

wbiblAL stated that altaoua ane was not positively certain of tar
ane o: the coapany wtica wrot to Gad4, wne was of tut opinion tat
tae letter was from te tecnical company associated with snt blind
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4. When questioned pertaining to any known associates,
visitors, mail, and possible vehicles used by GALY the QUINTALS stated
that during the month and a half that he resided at apartment #18,
two (2) visitors only were seen visiting him and those were two (2)
elderly women, approximately 40 to 42 years of age. The only
description given of these two (2) women was that one had reddish
brown hair and the other black hair. At this point the names Mrs.
Rita STEEN, 5666 Franklin and Mary DENINHO, 5533 Hollywood Avenue,
both from Los Angeles, California, were volunteered to QUINTAL in
the event that these known associates of GALT were in fact the two
women in question; however, neither name made any impression whatsoever
on the QUINTALS. Upon further questioning Mr. QUINTAL stated that
at the time subject rented the apartment GALT questioned him as to the
price charged for parking a vehicle and when informed that it was
320.00 a month GALT stated that this figure was too high and asked
QUINTAL where else he could park a car. QUINTAL informed him that
he could either leave the car on the street in front of the apartment
building or parking facilities were available at either a Shell or
Esso Service Station down the block from this particular apartment
building. It should be mentioned here that at no time did either
Mr. or Hrs. QUINTAL observe a vehicle used by GALT. with regard to
any mail received by GAL? the QUINTALS stated that during the duration
of his stay mail was received by his from two (2) sources only;
letters from an unknown company in the U.S.A. and another one from
Tip Top Tailors, St. Catherine Street, Montreal, P.O. advising him
that a suit he had purchased was ready for delivery. The only other
piece of information concerning GALT that could be supplied was that
GALT had informed Mrs. QUINTAL that he was employed by EXPO 67.

5. Mr. QUINTAL was questioned with regard to the lease
alleged to be signed by GALT and stated quite emphatically that GALT
had signed the lease and if his memory served him correctly an
information sheet was attached to this document stating GALT'S
employment, past employment, past addresses, and two (2) relatives.
These documents, according to QUINTAL, should either be in the safe
or file cabinet on top of the safe in possession of the present
superintendent of the apartment building or in possession of the owner
of the building, Mr. H. ROTHMAN, 11 Holthman Road, Amstead, P.O.
lio other information pertaining to GALT could be supplied by the
QUINTALS at this time.

17 APR 68

6. This date, the aforementioned information was
telephoned to Cst. ROUSSEAD, Montreal G.I.S. for their information.

7. Same date, the QUINTALS were once again contacted
in an effort to ascertain additional information pertaining to GALT
that may have been overlooked by them the previous evening. Hrs.
QUINTAL stated that although she was not positively certain of the
name of the company which wrote to GALT, she was of the opinion that
the letter was from the technical company associated with some blind
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institutiona. aMtn *-ustiontet~ petanin to ay telhnroe calia
rcivd by GAL the bALt stae4s that te only phon avaiabloe
to aim was a pay ptone located in the hallway, and to the best of
tair knoWlege one call only, a local call, nas received by GbL
3o lcon distance ttlep tionefcalla were either received oy him or
placed by im. As this stage of thet proceedievws thiese persetuslWt
&sKtC if ttay could sp -. wi.e t t 4 . -.

8. Y~ais Mate, a flarther tele.y10tt c~a w.as rcie
Lroa Cat. He~ . A, hountreal G.I.. andi he requested tas ta. *astw.
Flyr no. 442 issued oy tae k.&.I. date 17 . (4 be snowa to the.

W44.i for a positive identification. s .4AL also reguested a-i
w 4A staply ta. akaes o the persons occupying apartmts 17 1"917
1y; who te lease sine d fsa.ST was tuned over to; ia* t ttt

rent was paid.tPo.

t. ae datt., the antud ;Jyer on tGST was S4tnL to
tae U who tatec a t th ais definitely was the man in questa n
.ad taere was to physical tdaae in nis ap,earatc. The tlt14
*ent o to say taat an elderly gentleaaa by the nam of man I-D.
was sresently occuapyin apartment li an had aeen tare for approzi te y
thirteen (13) years. They could not sauppy ta nams of the occupants
of apartient 17 nor 17A, howetvr, taey did state tat tis iformatbin
az.ould be in tae posssnion of tas present superintendent and Janitor,
a tr. baciCT. 4ith reg ard to the lease signed oy CL the .Uik t
once again emphatically confirmed taat a lease was mined by C4T
and was turned over to tat owner of tae buiding, Mr. i. 1.
The renti for too aparsaat was also turned ovi*r a, I o;r.

10. The informattonl epplied above wa telephoned to
/-gt t . {1 %, 4.!. i/cC.I.'., lontrea, . . for tieir

i4nform&at ioui.

11 .aI X *. Atat i ct taA t ; . .-eto .00 4 O
unowledte 0& tae exact ext.at O' tla+ iavzati*a tiona rr lts boir

conducted by Aontreal . . o.s flurtaer investi&atiors aave been
coaducted with regard to GALT nor has any of tae aforementioned in&f r
ation been supplied to ny 0i tat .:. agencies. AAy we please be

advised if the information at and should as disetinated totyAricn

t'*cCie4. In view of tha fact twt we are now in posssiun of a
sinted tlyer us. 442 issued on (A.tA and tae I a4a'. have positively
identified ia as eiaj tut occujant of ipartenat 18 ana a composite
drawng is no kner retuirea use tktk.

0
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institution. When questioned pertaining to any telephone calls
received by GALT the QUINTALS stated that the only phone available
to him was a pay phone located in the hallway, and to the best of
their knowledge one call only, a local call, was received by GALT.
No long distance telephone calls were either received by him or
placed by him. At this stage of the proceedings these persons were
asked if they could supply a composite sketch of GALT to which they
replied in the affirmative.

18 APR 68

8. This date, a further telephone call was received
from Cst. MOBSSEAU, Hontreal G.I.S. and he requested that the Wanted
Flyer No. 442 issued by the F.B.I. dated 17 APR 68 be shown to the
QUINTALS for a positive identification. MOUSSEAU also requested that
QUINTAL supply the names of the persons occupying apartments 17 and
19; who the lease signed by GALT was turned over to; and wao the
rent was paid-to.
9. Same date, the Wanted Flyer on GALT was shown to
the QUINTALS who stated that this definitely was the man in question
and there was no physical change in his appearance. The QUINTALS
went on to say that an elderly gentleman by the name of Owen TINDALE
was presently occupying apartment 19 and had been there for approximately
thirteen (13) years. They could not supply the names of the occupants
of apartment 17 nor 17A, however, they did state that this information
should be in the possession of the present superintendent and janitor,
a Mr. RACICOIT. with regard to the lease signed by CALT the QUINTALS
once again emphatically confirmed that a lease was signed by GALT
and was turned over to the owner of the building, Mr. H. ROTHMAN.
The rent for the apartment was also turned over by QUINTAL to Hr.
ROTHMAN.

10. The information supplied above was telephoned to
S/Sgt. R. PRINCE, N.C.O. i/c G.I.S., Kontreal, P.O. for their
information.

11. In view of the fact that this Detachment has no
knowledge of the exact extent of the investigation presently being
conducted by Montreal G.I.S. no further investigations have been
conducted with regard to GALT nor has any of the aforementioned infor-
nation been supplied to any of the U.S. agencies. May we please be
advised if the information at hand should be disseminated to American
agencies. In view of the fact that we are now in possession of a
Wanted Flyer No. 442 issued on GALT and the QUINTALS have positively
identified him as being the occupant of apartment 18 and a composite
drawing is no longer required from them.

o
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12. A copy of this report has been forwarded direct
to the N.O.O. 1/c C.I.B. Montreal, P.O. Extra copies attached
hereto.

INSTRUCTIONS AWAITED Cst.
R.C. Hartlen #20410.

(D.W.T.) s/spt.i/c Detachment.

o
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AIRTEL - REGISTERED

TO DIRECTOR, FBI

FROM LEGAT, OTTAWA (44-40 (P)

SUBJECT MURKIN
00: MEMPHIS

Enclosed are three copies of RCMP "C" Division
report April 19, 1968 with enclosures.

/ S Bureau (Inca,-12)
1 Liaison Direct
1 Memphis

1 - Ottawa

MLI:j1
(6)

} ¼- At ll

r
4/24/68

AIRTEL - REGISTERED

TO DIRECTOR, FBI

FROM LEGAT, OTTAWA (44-4) (P)

SUBJECT MURKIN
00: MEMPHIS

Enclosed are three copies of RCMP "C" Division
report April 19, 1968 with enclosures.

5 Bureau (Encs.-12)
1 Liaison Direct
1 Memphis

1 - Ottawa

MLI:j1
(6)

Ice stendto
MEpea e/s
4-29-68 REL/20
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Martin Luther KING - Murder of- Assistance to F.B.I. -

1. Further to this sections report dated the 18 APR 68,please be advised of the following:
12 APR 68

2. On the above noted date pictures of Galt were forwardedto this office and to Windsor Detachmont by the E.B.I. in Washington.Following their press release a release was also made, on our part, tothe Q.P.P. and M.C.P. for their information and assistance. Wantedcirculors have been circulated to all Detaehments.and Police Forces inthis Province by our C.I.S.

18 APR 68

3. On the above date the following information was receivedfrom Windsor Detachment: Positive identification of Galt was made byQuintal from the photo supplied by the F.B.I. Mr. Quintal vasquestioned with regards to a telephor in Galt's apto, Quintal advisedthat there never vas a phone in the apartment and that he had to use apay phone in the hall. The number of this phone is 532-0094. ToQuintal's knowledge Galt never received or made any long distancephone calls from the apartment, and only one call was received, thisis believed to be local.
4. Further questioning of quintal revealed that all utilitieswere paid by the owner of the apartment building. This would excludethe possibility of obtaining any information from the variousutilities. A complete report of the info contained in para. 3 and 4 isfortheoming from our Windsor Detachment.

5. Continued investigation in this area netted the following:At Harkay Apts. the room which was rented by Galt was checked. Therewas no phone, nor vas there a plug for a phone. This would corroborateQuintal's statement. Attempts were made to interview anyone whoresided close to Apt. 18. Apt. 17 was empty and there was no sign ofanyone having lived there at the same time as Galt. Apartment 17A wasoccupied only on the 12 NOV 67, again this vas not during the time Galtwas there. Apartment 18 was rented by a person named DUSCAN on the11 SEP 67 to the 18 NOV 67. However nothing could be obtained whichwould lead us to the identify of this person. It is highly unlikely anyinformation could be obtained from this Duncan as be took up residenceonly 1 week after Galt had disappeared. The only person residingpermanently at this apartment building was a Mr. 0. Tindall. Se ispresently residing in apartment #19, as be was when Galt was livingthere. Tindall was interviewed, however, no information could beobtained.
o (Cont'd on page 2)

ENCLOSURE
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tinga and doo rot mA or astociate witht oo tvaw
- m brs sOmne ivin in ti 4arteent but al 6.O idetif t

or su, ly any narther information.
6. Checks were made at all.garages 1 park~inj Lt4, tatrr -Laces waere vait may have rented space to >ark his car.

t witz neative resAlts. oCt. wnneite, j; 4 cavassed U t it
hiibtd Lat'r :4 otg to all arage owners and -- 7kin' lot atten

V thin a. roximat-l, a four block area with negptive results. AsL
a o dry-eltinj establishtnts in to imwadate ares thisasibflty co'uLd eot be eanvasd. All grocery storez in t.As ea

- also ctanvassad anda our smhfoot's ;oto extibited to toe own
1trks, Ywever a aln no resutzs were obtained. Ath resiect to

alt's roniote it twould be et h r - atrert i abnost urnt---
uise~ of an; tarking Lot.

7'._1 11] ~.j* ..J4 ic aernlng tifls matter. The Managers * adr .snt,ie~r was
£nterviewed as v41 as tE sales st a f an alt's ixboto sas rhibit
t) them. Again no results were otained. r. Mantai-er was aske J
thiere were -ny oth-r of their stores in the 'roximity of Aarkay anidvtsed that the only lrancets lfre at 21rview- i-iop ing eter in.taeonsfirld and on de an .iacia in outrat. A phone tecek was mad.
t. aese stores by the &anaer-ita n&gati .4 results, verr r rzon
atrols to these stores :ill be -

na' anag-rs and th'ir sale, stat

ct. .artland in,
*. * th tar. ;rom Mr. thmann te Coliovlg infr-mition wa' re

-a z all Itilities at 3iariay Ats. a. taere was never a fr On,
A. 918. V last made ovut to and2 01 ne2 by -tic .. alt wat also
.le. The lease was dated tA' t19to day of Juyl 167 a"dJwas r.

t i os r t.r periodao tle betWeen tao 18 4d 67 and toe 18 JA. 68.
i. lase was male out :or Vse swt of four urdred and fifty dolr'ayable in seventy five dollar monthly 1aymn rts comnbatnin tae 1V

iso a mar1et of 75a.Q0 a mtde for te period of 1 DC 67 toWIl 6 .Af v o c s to be lorfriated to the .wsesor in the eventt th,vease was broken. Acrdinj to H.othrnan the subject, %lt* skippe
in the 2 S{i 67 thereby forrieting tnhe 75.00 and also lotirkjert a

-- antAl; rent. ZTe -aroemeentionzd wao corroborate:d by tulataTl in .is
i terview vith4 'iur member in: in L dor. +'r.tothma in voluntarily b
ver the onigi nl co,y of t.he lease and same ill be r;tained onaction's nil. Cpi-'s of lease are appended er6 eto. i0 fo traforation of value oLA be obtained from tothan. Aecordinm're w 'e no refzrrnces or passed a dresser or r

armoati: vattoever given regardin; Galt's last0
E Further to 1res: releases made by

tofposite jcture wnic a ajeared in tie .. ontr3a1.l : 4Raicc oas
'F*>rfl1 Wjnah Ve. tttd tL ofice du a1nIm d he

0
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It should be noted that Tindall is an elderly gentleman who is hard of
hearing and does not mix or associate with other people. He vaguely
remembers someone living in the apartment but could not identify Galtor supply any further information.
6. Checks were made at all garages, parking lots, and
other places where Galt may have rented space to park his car. Same
not with negative results. Cst. Donnelle, who canvassed this area,exhibited Galt's photo to all garage ovners and parking lot attendantswithin approximately a four block area with negative results. As there
are no dry-cleaning establishments in the immediate area this
possibility could not be canvassed. All grocery stores in this area
were also convassed and our subject's photo exhibited to the owners and
clerks, however, again no results were obtained. with respect toGalt's vehicle it should be noted that in the area of Harkay Apts.there is almost unlimited street parking and this would eliminate the
use of any parking lot.
7. Tip Top Tailers on St-Catherine st. was also approachedconcerning this matter. The Manager, Mr. Andre Lanthier was
interviewed as well as the sales staff and Calt's photo was exhibitedto them. Again no results were obtained. Mr. Lanthier was asked ifthere were any other of their stores in the proximity of Markay and he
advised that the only Branches were at Fairview Shopping Center in
Beaconsfield and on Jean Talon in Montreal. A phone check was made to
these stores by the Manager with negatige results, however, personalpatrols to these stores will be made and Galt's photograph exhibited tothe Managers and their sales staff.
8. Cst. Cartland interviewed the owner of Harkay Apts.,Mr. H. Rothean. From Mr. Rothman the following information was received:
he pays all utilities at Harkay Apts. Also there was never a phone in
Apt. 1/18. A lease made out to and signed by Eric 8. Galt was alsoobtained. The lease was dated the 19th day of July 1967 and was madeout for the period of time between the 18 JUL 67 and the 18 JAN 68.
The lease was made out for the sur of four hundred and fifty dollars,payable in seventy fivo dollar monthly payments commencing the 18 JUL 68.Also at payment of $75.00 was made for the period of 18 DEC 67 to
18 JAN 68 which was to be forficted to the Lessor in the event thelease was broken. According to Rothman the subject, Galt, skipped out
on the 2 SEP 67 thereby forfieting the $75.00 and also losin part of his
monthly rent. The aforementioned was corroborated by Quintal in hisinterview with our members in Windsor. Hr. Rothman voluntarily handedover the original copy of the lease and same will be retained on ourSection's File. Copies of lease are appended hereto. No furtherinformation of value could be obtained from Rothman. According to himthere were no references or passed addresses or for that fact noinformation whatsoever given regarding Galt's past.
9. Further to press releases made by the F.B.I. and the

composite picture which appeared in the Montreal Gazette on April 13tha Mr. Henri Hagnan Jr. contacted this office and claimed he hadinformation which would be of interest to us.
(Cont'd on page 3)
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t our offico And -ts cuplie the LollowCr ior.mr.jzati=n On :A.ril
stand 2nd a .ales ikeeting was aeld in Alan CT, Uennsylvania.

rig this convntion aemet a man named iaeyagal wao is
Sloyed 'a 7ack T,racks lr t ortland, urton .Accordng to -agnan t

at answers to thedysical description of -alt and be has the a
211- smile. ogal did not strike atnan as the salenman type as
'.vsnot a jleasant or outgoing type. _egal rntionod he had only
with cam:.iny two months and cLaimed to have been a seaman jrior to t.

s stated h .ozt lis boat on a trip to Atask'. '1 u t
course of teN c'nversatio with Magnan claim
vooroto area no4vr no names were mentioned.

LO. Aswe had n~o khoto raPh of Gait Jt to. siu -:

interview .r. Xagnan c'uld not be asked for poitiv identificr
r. Manan is presently in' nassau wita 21iswife and is tnot ex! c

to return until th- irst week in May. u4on ais return he will
-t-inrvis:u and asked for positive ildntification of Alt.

11. Investigations in this matter will be~c vtitu
re-ort ubmtted qs son as any new infor ation 1

* * :

, f s J.

-tea .1 .r r.
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Mr. Magnan, District Sales Manager for Mack Truck Ltd., was interviewed
at our office and he supplied the following information: On April
the 1st and 2nd a Sales Meeting was held in Allan Town, Pennsylvania.
During this convention he met a man named Stanley Segal who is
employed by Hack Trucks in Portland, Oregon. According to Magnan this
Segal answers to the physical description of Calt and he has the same
silly smile. Segal did not strike Magnan as the salesman type as he
was not a pleasant or outgoing type. Segal mentioned he had only been
with company two months and claimed to have been a seaman prior to this.
He stated he lost his boat on a trip to Alaska. Segal during the
course of the conversation with Magnan claimed to have friends in the
Toronto area however no names were mentioned.

10. As we had no photograph of Galt at the time of the
interview Mr. Magnan could not be asked for positive identification.
Mr. Hagnan is presently in Nassau with his wife and is not expected
to return until the first week in May. Upon his return he will be
re-interviewed and asked for positive identification of Galt.

11. Investigations in this matter will be continued and a
report submitted as soon as any new information is received. Copy
sent direct to Windsor Detachment with attachment.

S.U.I.

Dst.
(0.WeJs Mousseau) 22870.
Montreal 0.1.5. - C.I.B.

(J.D. P) S/Sgt.i/c Ntl. C.I.S.
2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



RCMP- GRC 6881 CONTINUATION - SUITE OF C237
P~t REV.114-66

I - OJET.PAGEMartin Luther KING - Murder to- Assistance to F.B.I.

The COJI SS IO:a , ttawa:

Our File No. 68-C-190-19

1. hd AxwLED for your inioration toetier with attachients.

2. This investiation was commenced as a result of a telepThoneconversation between Insp. MIACAULEY, H.Q./Insp. DUCH SNEAU, "C"1 Div.Iltl., requesting that enquiries be conducted in this area in an effortto locate Eric Starvo GALT. It has been established that GALT did liveat the Harkay Apts. in Montreal and he was positively identified by
Ar. and Jirs. QUlhTAL who were interviewed by meiabers of our indcsor Detachment.

3. ir. MALh,i of t is city contacted our office on the 13 AMr 63'with regards to the composite picture which appeared in the Montreal Gazette on that date. He is presently in Nassau and will be re-interviewedon his return to this city. He will be shown GALT's photograph in anattempt to make positive identification in line with infLorimation t athe gate to our investigating member.

3* Investigation is contiruin- anc you wi l be further advised.

*S.,U.I.

22-4-68
J.-. Duchesneau, Insp-.
A/Officer i/c C.I.E.

o

RCMP GRC 6881
CONTINUATION - SUITE DE C237

REV. 1-4-66
RE:

OBJET. PAGE

Martin Luther KING - Murder to- Assistance to F.B.I. -

The COMMISSIONER, Ottawa:

Our File No. 68-C-190-19

1. FORWARDED for your information together with attachments.
2. This investigation was commenced as a result of a telephoneconversation between Insp. MACAULEY, H.Q./Insp. DUCHESNEAU, "C" Div.Mtl., requesting that enquiries be conducted in this area in an effortto locate Eric Starvo GALT. It has been established that GALT did liveat the Harkay Apts. in Montreal and he was positively identified byMr. and Mrs. QUINTAL who were interviewed by members of our Windsor Detach-ment.

3. Mr. MAGNAN of this city contacted our office on the 13 APR 68with regards to the composite picture which appeared in the Montreal Ga-zette on that date. He is presently in Nassau and will be re-interviewedon his return to this city. He will be shown GALT'S photograph in anattempt to make positive identification in line with information thathe gaire to our investigating member.

3. Investigation is continuing and you will be further advised.
S.U.I.
MONTREAL
22-4-68

J.R. Duchesneau, Insp.
A/Officer i/c C.I.B.

o

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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THURSDAY, APRIL 18, 1968

Warrant issued

Witnesses
doubt Gait the ofCherpes, owner of a Birning

ham boarding house where an
Eric Galt stayed from Aug. 26

0p, Oct. 7-last year.

k d K ing , "1 don't really know,"
I herpes said. "It's so hard to

1 it: 1"His bal' aeemd 1p be
United Press International lighter."

BIRMINGHAM, Aia., April 18 - Murder and Undecided

conspiracy warrants have been issued for Eric Starvo The woman who runs the

Galt, a mysterious riverboat cook, merchant seaman Memphis flophouse .from where
and bartender accused in the assaspination of the killer shot King as the

Martn LuherKing.w.Negro leader stood on his motel
Martin Luther King Jr. balcony also was undecided

The FBI charged Galt aid his. about the picture. "I just don't
alleged brother" in a warrant !know if it's him," said' Mrs.

yesterday with conspiring to in- .Bessie Brewer.

jure , shot to death by a In Atlanta, the cab driver

whitQSniper in. Memphis, Tenn., repoorted driving Galt from a

s f April 4. Mernphis police later jhippie neighborhood the night
Apri 4.Memhis olie lter after King was slain said the

filed a, murder' charge against afrKn a li adte
f aFBI photograph "doesn't re
Galt. 1semble" his passenger. "The

The FBI also released a man was younger and had

photograph of Galt, 36, de- shorter hair and a thinner

'scribed as a 'loner"ith a face," the driver said

"rural -quality' in his voice. ture was of Galt. "It's him.
There was immediate conflict all right." said Joseph H
or uncertainty among witnesses Gamble, special agent in charge
who Said they had seen Galt. of the Birmingham FBI office.

The pictur - which had to He said the photograph was

have the eyes "opened" by an taken this year, "in March, I

artist - brought uncertati think."
responses from witnesses who The FBI issued two pictures

- ~ were acquainted with Gait or Cof. Gait, also known as Harvey
saw the fleeing sniper. Lowinyer and John Willard.

"Unless he was wearing, a Galt's eyes were closed in one

wig or had a face lift or some- photo. The other featured eyes

thing,) it's not the man I saw," sketched in by an FBI artist.
said Charles Q. Stevens, who The FBI complaint, filed in

Hunted: This photograph was lives at the rooming house from Birmingham, charged that Galt

released in Washington yes- which the fatal shot apparent- : and an individual "whom he

terday and identified by the ly was fired. alleged to be his brother en
FBI as Eric Starvo Galt. In "The hair is too full and the tered into a conspiracy" to
the original picture, his eyes face .s. too young,". he said. harm King, and Galt purchased
were closed. An artist painted A source in Birmingham said a rifle in Birmingham about
them in for identification the photograph was taken . March 30.

purposes. within .the leat three months,
- although the FBI did not spe- More pictures on the

cify when it was made. search for the slayer of
photo was sharp contrast, pa Dr. Martin Luther King
ngaiandfeaturepark. will be found on page 55.

The Montreal Star
THURSDAY, APRIL 18, 1968

Warrant issued

Witnesses
doubt Galt "It's very near, but I'm not

sure," was the reaction of Peter

Cherpes, owner of a Birming-
ham boarding house where an

Eric Galt stayed from Aug. 26

killed King to Oct. 7. last year.
"I don't really know,"

Cherpes said. "It's SO hard to
tell. His hair seemed to be

United Press International lighter

BIRMINGHAM, Ala., April 18 - Murder and Undecided

conspiracy warrants have been issued for Eric Starvo The woman who runs the

Galt, a mysterious riverboat cook, merchant seaman Memphis flophouse from where

and bartender accused in the assassination of Dr. the killer shot King as the

Negro leader stood on his motel

Martin Luther King Jr. balcony also was undecided
The FBI charged Galt and his about the picture. "I just don't

"alleged brother in a warrant know if it's him," said Mrs.

yesterday with conspiring to in- Bessie Brewer.

jure King, shot to death by a In Atlanta, the cab driver

white sniper in Memphis, Tenn., reported driving Galt from a

April 4. Memphis police later hippie neighborhood the night
after King was slain said the

filed a murder charge against FBI photograph "doesn't re-

Galt. semble" his passenger. "The

The FBI also released a man was younger and had

photograph of Galt, 36, de- shorter hair and a thinner

scribed as a "Ioner' with a face, the driver said.

"rural quality" in his voice. But the FBI insisted the pic-
ture was of Galt. "It's him,

There was immediate conflict all right," said Joseph H.

or uncertainty among witnesses Gamble, special agent in charge

who said they had seen Galt of the Birmingham FBI office.

The picture - which had to He said the photograph was

have the eyes "opened" by an taken this year, "in March, I
artist - brought uncertain think.

responses from witnesses who The FBI issued two pictures

were acquainted with Galt or of Galt, also known as Harvey

saw the fleeing sniper. Lowmyer and John Willard.

'Unless he was wearing a Galt's eyes were closed in one

wig or had a face lift or some- photo. The other featured eyes

thing, it's not the man I saw," sketched in by an FBI artist.

said Charles Q. Stevens, who The FBI complaint, filed in

Hunted: This photograph was lives at the rooming house from Birmingham, charged that Galt

released in Washington yes- which the fatal shot apparent- and an individual "whom he

terday and identified by the ly was fired. alleged to be his brother en-

FBI as Eric Starvo Galt. In "The hair is too full and the tered into a conspiracy" to

the original picture, his eyes face is too young," he said. harm King, and Galt purchased

were closed. An artist painted A source in Birmingham said a rifle in Birmingham about

them in for identification the photograph was taken March 30.

purposes. within the last three months,

although the FBI did not spe- More pictures on the

cify when it was made. The search for the slayer of
photo was sharp contrast, mak- Dr. Martin Luther King
ing hair and features dark. will be found on page 55.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



0' S

44

* 0i

AP 'Wireptotos

-KNEW GALT AS STUDENT OF DANCING AND BARTENDING: Kathy They said Gait appeared to be a man of the same name who attended the 3
Norton, a dance instructor, and Rod Arvidson, manager of a dance school at dance school earlier this year. In photo at right, Tomas R. Lau, director of
Long Beach, Calif., look at a picture of Eric.Starvo Gait, the man accused Los Angeles' International School of Bartending, tells reporters that Eric I
of murder and conspiracy in connection with the killing of Dr. Luther King. Starvo Gait was a student at the bartending school and graduated March 2.

SCHOOLOFBAR
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[EASE
M R. . . ..... . .. . ......
gives in rent to Mr. ........ . .... .. ,herein k wn
as tenant, of th sam ce, w' promi to p rmit the said tenant to peaceably enjoy for the spaceo
mon , begin tin e oy of........ . . .......... i o

of. ..... //j. l9, the u of a certain dwelling situated

bearing the nv / ... of the some street, also, all that pertains thereto, without exception or reverse;
the said tenant declaring himself fully cognizant of some, and requiring no furt er designation thereof, and of
being satisfied therewith.

This present lease is moreover made for the sum of..,... .i . t ...... . .

.orliars, in currency of this Province, for and
during the said spoce of time with the said tenant, who promises to faithfully'and duly oy or have disbursed

to the said lessor, at his office;or to his legal representatives, by equol talment of .. . .. ... ..

dollars each, of which the first payment becomes due and paya on t e day of e.> -,

tureent, in advance, and thence consecutively from ponth to month until the expirati of the present lease.
.Under no consideration has the tenant the right to give up the presenf lease.

To suitably heat the premises let during the cold Season. To keep in good order the water~pipes
throughout their entire length, the drains or sewers, water-tops, sinks,,woter-closets, etc. The said tenant sholl
"make no change in the said rented premises without the consint of the lessor. To satisfy all the requirements
exacted by the police and corporotion authorities for which tenants in general are responsible. To have at
his own expense the chimneys swept, the yard kept cleon, and any damage resulting from negligence

-in doing some to be at his own cost and peril. To permit the lessor during the. . .. ..... month
that shall precede the termination of this present lease the right to have said rented premises visited by
such persons as may desire renting them, between nine o'ctek-in the morning and five in the evening, as also,
in this connection, or in case of sale, to allow theess6r the right of posting a notice of some.

To furnish said rented premises according to law.

The said lessor shall not be held to make any repairs whatever, not even repairs required by low
unless such repairs be herein stipulated.

The said lessor shall not be responsible for any damage, trouble or nuisance that the neighbors may
cause said tenant, nor for any damage resulting from the fall of snow or icicles upon any one whomsoever,
the said tenant being alone responsible for such damage. He shall not keep on the premises rented either
pigeons, dogs or fowl, or other animals whatever, and under penalty of damages shall not saw or split
wood in said dwelling. The yard is in common with the other tenants. The said tenant, besides, shall pay
the water-tax. All repairs or improvements made in the said rented premises and mode by the tenant shall
remain after the expiration of the term of his lease without any indemnity from the said lessor.

It is stipulated that should the said tenant abandon the premises rented before the expiration of his
Jeose, the said lessor may then take immediate possession and let them to his own profit by right of damages
and indemnity, without prejudices to his claims and legal recourse against the said tenant for the rents due
and coming due by virtue of this lease. During the term of this present lease, the tenant is to keep said
premises in such repair as devalues upon a tenant, and to return at the expiration of the present lease in
go on on, and without the lessor being c mpelled t dive ny n 'ice to such effect.

ofr biv d t d tm,t' /ga~ rsn

Signed in duplicot this ....... J . .. day

of 'r . ... 1........7...
Landlord

Tenant

LEASE

MR.Harkay Apartments
gives in rent to Mr. Erie S.Gaer , herein known

as tenant, of the somepplace, with promise to permit the said tenant to peaceably enjoy for the space, of
eighteenth July eighteenth

of

January 968 the use of a certain dwelling
1967

situated on2589Notre Dame
months, beginning the first day of. till the day

word

bearing the numberApt 18 of the same street, also, all that pertains thereto, without exception or reverse;

the said tenant declaring himself fully cognizant of same, and requiring no further designation thereof, and of

being satisfied

This present

therewith.

lease is moreover made for the sum of Fifty dollars
#45000 dollars, in currency of this Province, for and

during the said space of time with the said tenant, who promises to faithfully and duly pay or have disbursed

to the said lessor, at his office, or to his legal representatives, by equal instalments of
eighteenthdollars each, of which the first payment becomes due and payable on the Just day ofDuly1967

current, in advance, and thence consecutively from month to month until the expiration of the present lease.

Under no consideration has the tenant the right to give up the present lease.

To suitably heat the premises let during the cold season. To keep in good order the water-pipes
throughout their entire length, the drains or sewers, water-taps, sinks, water-closets, etc. The said tenant shall
make no change in the said rented premises without the consent of the lessor. To satisfy all the requirements
exacted by the police and corporation authorities for which tenants in general are responsible. To have of
his own expense the chimneys swept, the yard kept clean, and any damage resulting from negligence

in doing same to be of his own cost and peril. To permit the lessor during the month
that shall precede the termination of this present lease the right to have said rented premises visited by
such persons os may desire renting them, between nine o' clock in the morning and five in the evening, as also,
in this connection, or in case of sale, to allow the lessor the right of posting o notice of same.

To furnish said rented premises according to law.

The said lessor shall not be held to make any repairs whatever, not even repairs required by law
unless such repairs be herein stipulated.

The said lessor sholl not be responsible for any damage, trouble or nuisance that the neighbors may
cause said tenant, nor for any damage resulting from the fall of snow or icicles upon any one whomsoever,
the said tenant being alone responsible for such damage. He shall not keep on the premises rented either

pigeons, dogs or fowl, or other animals whatever, and under penalty of damages shall not saw or split
wood in said dwelling. The yard is in common with the other tenants. The said tenant, besides, shall pay
the water-tax. All repairs or improvements made in the said rented premises and made by the tenant shall
remain after the expiration of the term of his lease without any indemnity from the said lessor.

It is stipulated that should the said tenant obandon the premises rented before the expiration of his

lease, the said lessor may then take immediate possession and let them to his own profit by right of damages
and indemnity, without prejudice$ to his claims and legal recourse against the said tenant for the rents due

and coming due by virtue of this lease. During the term of this present lease, the tenant is to keep said

premises in such repair as devolues upon a tenant, and to return at the expiration of the present lease in

The Jenantassumes reponsibilityfor anywilfulordamage
Condition, and without the lessor being compelled to give any notice to such effect.

to
Paymentof

00 fromDec 18 toJan 18/68 Laoteinnees Rylessor thethe property causedporties presentAnd after having read the same, the have signed the or

Signed in duplicate, at this Nineteenth day bitementforcet
montheal

ofJuly
in the event ofhis

breaking
1967

The lease

Landlord HRothroom
Tenant Eric S. Galt
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-gLIA . Street

t

- I LEASE_

Fro 7~~

J ~~~Dated 9l7

Commencing the 2A I 1967
r- ff / at

Ending th'I19t
,'

GRANGEIKFRERES LTD., MONTREAL
r

2589Notre DameEatStreet

Apt 18

LEASE

FromJuly 18-1967

ToJan
Y18- 1968

DatedJuly 1.9th 1967

Commencing the

July
18 1967

Ending the
18 Jany

19.68

GRANGER FRERES LTD., MONTREAL
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/ ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE - GENDARMERIE ROYALE )U CANADA
4CMP C 237

OrtR FIL REFERENCES; *' S,ISON QAft RCM/ FILE REFERENCEs

REF. AJtSI OOSS;ERS& ? A REF, APR556RS RCs

. -o.s. ... 68GIS 790-.107

* -. OETAC$4MENT OUTAC+IEMEN

' Montreal G.I.S.
' a ; ~~~~ SE,RCHAUZED -SNEXE..-.--**

Martin Luther KING Mulfrder of ** SE PR 221968. ºt
Assistance to I.B:I. S APR 221968

' LEGAL ATTACHE, offAWA

.. 13APR 68
o1Further to F.B.I. request made on the above noted date,

please be advised of the following.

2. Checks were made at the address where GALT reportedly
had resided, 2589 Notre-Dame East, Montreal, P.Q. This'address is for
the "IHARKAY" Apartments. The janitor at Harkay Apts, one Roland RACICOT,
was interviewed. With his permission, a perusal of the room ledger was

made. Although GALT's name did not appear on any room sheet, on the re
verse side of page number 3 (which stands for room-#3) was found the
following: "Eric S. GALT, 507 Chestnut Street, Kansas City, Mo.". On the
front appeared the names Mr. MECKLIN, SEPT 4 to OCT 4 - moved, also MANIA
FEB 3 to MAR 3 - changed to Apt #4. The dates for MECKLIN are for 1967,
and the dates for MANIA are for 1968' When further questioned with re
gards to the Register, leases and any other information, Mr. RACICOT in
formed me that he had taken over the job only at March 1st 1968. He in
formed me that the former janitor, Morris QUINTAL, was no longer in the

area, but that his present whereabouts could be obtained from the Manager,
one Harry ROTHMAN.

3. Mr. H. ROTHRAN 11 Halthom Road, Hampstead, Quebec,

phone 488-8525, was telephonically contacted at his office in Pont Viau,
P.Q., at 669-1721. Mr. ROTHMAN informed me that Morris QUINTAL could be
contacted c/o Hi Neighbour Floor Covering Inc., 557 wyandotte, East,
Windsor, Ontario. When questioned further, Mr. ROTHMAN sounded hesitant

and unsure. He claimed he had no knowledge of any lease signed by GALT
or any further information.

4' - As a result of our conversatioa with ROTHMAN, Sgt,
CARREAU of our "0" Division, Windsor Detachment, was contacted by phone.

Itwas requested that QUINTAL be interviewed and any possible information
concerning GALT be obtained.

.. . 16 APR 68

5. On the above date, newspaper clippings from "The Gazette"

and "La Presse" along with a composite picture of GALT and the ledger
sheet with GALT's name.and a US address were forwarded'by Air Canada to

Windsor.

. .17 APR 6$8

On the above date, the results of the interview with
QUINTAL were received from Cst. HARTLAND of Windsor Detachment. Same are

" as follows: the interview was held with QUINTAL at his residence at

approximately N1idnight of the 16-4-68. QUINTAL advises that GALT rented

apartment 18 for approximately- one to one and a half month from August to
o September 1967. QUINTAL believes a lease was siged and same should be

AGO083 083X Add

ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE - GENDARMERIE ROYALE DU CANADA
C 237

CMP REV.1.4-66
RC 6880

OTHER FILE REFERENCES: DIVISION DATE RCMP FILE REFERENCES:

REF. AUTRES DOSSIERS: "Cn 18 APR 68 REF. DOSSIERS GRC:

SUB-DIVISION SOUS-DIVISION 68GIS 790-107

DETACHMENT.DETACHEMENT

Montreal G.I.S.
RE: SEARCHED INDEXED
ORJER

SERIALIZED FILED

Martin Luther KING - Murder of
Assistance to F.B.I. - APR 22 1968-

LEGAL ATTACHE, OTTAWA

13 APR 68 1

1. Further to F.B.I. request made on the above noted date,
please be advised of the following.

20 Checks were made at the address where GALT reportedly
had resided, 2589 Notre-Dame East, Montreal, P.Q. This address is for
the "HARKAY" Apartments. The janitor at Harkay Apts, one Roland RACICOT,
was interviewed. With his permission, a perusal of the room ledger was

made. Although GALT'S name did not appear on any room sheet, on the re-
verse side of page number 3 (which stands for room #3) was found the
following: "Eric S. GALT, 507 Chestnut Street, Kansas City, Mo. On the
front appeared the names Mr. MECKLIN, SEPT 4 to OCT 4 - moved, also MANIA

FEB 3 to MAR 3 - changed to Apt #4. The dates for MECKLIN are for 1967
and the dates for MANIA are for 1968. When further questioned with re-
gards to the Register, leases and any other information, Mr. RACICOT in-
formed me that he had taken over the job only at March 1st 1968. He in-
formed me that the former janitor, Morris QUINTAL, was no longer in the
area, but that his present whereabouts could be obtained from the Manager,
one Harry ROTHMAN.

30 Mr. H. ROTHMAN, 11 Halthom Road, Hampstead, Quebec,

phone 488-8525, was telephonically contacted at his office in Pont Viau,
P.Q., at 669-1721. Mr. ROTHMAN informed me that Morris QUINTAL could be

contacted c/o Hi Neighbour Floor Covering Inc., 557 Hyandotte, East,
Windsor, Ontario. When questioned further, Mr. ROTHMAN sounded hesitant
and unsure. He claimed he had no knowledge of any lease signed by GALT

or any further information.

4. As a result of our conversation with ROTHMAN, Sgt.
CARREAU of our "0" Division, Windsor Detachment, was contacted by phone.
Itvas requested that QUINTAL be interviewed and any possible information
concerning GALT be obtained.

16 APR 68

5. On the above date, newspaper clippings from "The Gazette"
and "La Presse" along with a composite picture of GALT and the ledger
sheet with GALT'S name and a US address were forwarded by Air Canada to
Windsor.

17 APR 68

6. On the above date, the results of the interview with
QUINTAL were received from Cst. HARTLAND of Windsor Detachment. Same are
as follows: the interview was held with QUINTAL at his residence at
approximately Hidnight of the 16-4-68. QUINTAL advises that GAL T rented

apartment 18 for approximately one to one and a half month from August to
September 1967. QUINTAL believes a lease was signed and same should be

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



ROYAL CANADIAI lOUNTED POLICE - GENDARME' ROYALE DU CANADA C221
02C &SSp. . 4RtV.*466

. ' O1xRIu REEECS 01VIRIQN OAlt RCMF *R~fRNCFS. 2
REF. AIJRES COWE$RS.

U O$~~

Martin Luth~ KIG - rdero
1 1, IA5~an 'at`I J,5.so

in the possession of ROTHMEAN.

7. GALTE's physical description as given by QUliTAL is as

receding. He has a light complexion, shallow face and gave the appearance
of being thin. He appeared to be 32 to 35 years of age. QUINTAL advised
he' would recognize GALT if he ever saw him again.

8 -During his stay at the arkay Apts, GALT was a quiet man
who kept to himself. He only had tiro visitors that were noted by QUINTAL.
Both were female and were together.- The only description of these subjects
that could be obtained is that they were elderly women between 40 and 1;2

years of age and one had black hair and the other had reddish brown.

9. With respect to ail, only tw> letters were received
during his stay. Cne was from a US,address but no information was avail
able regarding this letter. The other was from Tip Top Tailors here in

Montreal. From the information obtained from QUINTAL, GALT had ordered
a suit there and this was a notice to pick it up. This information is
presently in the process of being verified.

10. GALT claimed to have been working at Expo '67. This
possibility was checked with negative results. Mr. R. MADORS, Personnel
Manager for the C.C.W.E., was interviewed; a check of his records was made

for the name of GALT and also John WILL.ARD, Harvey LAWMEYER and Eric STERVO
which are known aliases. As'previously mentioned, these were non
resultant. Mr. J. TRAYNOR of Expo Security was also interviewed and the
aforementioned names were again verified with the passes issued to Expo
employees both full and part-time. Checked were the press passes (both

permanent and temporary), the permanent work passes and the temporary work
passes. Again, this met with negative results. This does not exclude the

possibility that GALT was employed by a private concessionaire; however,
these types used a blanket pass for their employees and without the name
of the concession or concessionaire, it -is impossible to trace.

11. The possibility that GALT was driving a car in this area
was also covered. QUINTAL claimed GALT asked if there were any parking
spaces at the apartment. When QUINTAL told him there were, however, that
they were 620.00 a month, he declined. GALT asked if there were any other
places for rent and he was referred to a local Shell and/or Esso Service
Station. QUINTAL never sat the vehicle if there was one, therefore could
add nothing further in this respect. Checks were made at Charlebois
Shell, 2515 Notre-Dame East and at Michel Catala Texaco at 2508 Notre
Dame Fast with negative ,results. In either place, no receipts were given
and due to the huge number of cars that were hanidled during this -period,
no one could recall either the subject or any particular auto with US
plates. Enquiries along this line are being continued.

12. * With respect to GALT's name and a US address appearing
on the reverse side of Ledger sheet #3, QUINTAL could add nothing further. E
'He did not know why they appeared there but is reasonably sure that this

AJOS ANKIO
083X 083X

ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE - GENDARME ROYALE DU CANADA
C 237

ACMP REV. 1-4-68
GRC 6330

OTHER FILE REFERENCES; DIVISION DATE 2CMP FILE REFERENCES: 2
REF. AUTRES DOSSIERS: REF. DOSSIER'S GRC:

Martin Luther KING - Murder of
DIVISION SOUS-DIVISION- Assistance to F.D.I.

DETACHMENT DÉTACHEMENT

RE:
OBJET:

in the possession of ROTHMAN.

7. GALT's physical description as given by QUINTAL is as
follows: 526th 160-lbs, black-haircombed-backwards on an angle and not
receding. He has a light complexion, shallow face and gave the appearance
of being thin. He appeared to be 32 to 35 years of age. QUINTAL advised
he would recognize GALT if he ever say him again.

8. During his stay at the Harkay Apts, GALT was a quiet man

who kept to himself. He only had two visitors that were noted by QUINTAL.

Both were female and were together. The only description of these subjects
that could be obtained is that they were elderly women between 40 and 42

years of age and one had black hair and the other had reddish brown.

9. With respect to mail, only tro letters were received
during his stay. one was from a US address but no information was avail-
able regarding this letter. The other was from Tip Top Tailors here in
Montreal. From the information obtained from QUINTAL, GALT had ordered
a suit there and this was a notice to pick it up. This information is
presently in the process of being verified.

10. GALT claimed to have been working at Expo 167. This
possibility was checked with negative results. Mr. R. MADORS, Personnel
Manager for the C.C.W.E., was interviewed; a: check of his records was made

for the name of GALT and also John WILLARD, Harvey LAWMEYER and Eric STERVO

which are known aliases. As previously mentioned, these were non-
resultant. Mr. J. TRAYNOR of Expo Security was also interviewed and the
aforementioned names were again verified with the passes issued to Expo

employees both full and part-time. Checked were the press passes (both
permanent and temporary), the permanent work passes and the temporary work

passes. Again, this met with negative results. This does not exclude the
possibility that GALT was employed by a private concessionaire; however,
these types used a blanket pass for their employees and without the name

of the concession or concessionaire, it is impossible to trace.

11. The possibility that GALT was driving a car in this area
was also covered. QUINTAL claimed GALT asked if there were any parking
spaces at the apartment. When QUINTAL told him there were, however, that
they were $20.00 a month, he declined. GALT asked if there were any other
places for rent and he was referred to a local Shell and/or Esso Service
Station. QUINTAL never saw the vehicle if there was one, therefore could
add nothing further in this respect. Checks were made at Charlebois
Shell, 2515 Notre-Dame East and at Michel Catala Texaco at 2508 Notre-
Dame East with negative results. In either place, no receipts were given
and due to the huge number of cars that were handled during this period,
no one could recall either the subject or any particular auto with US

plates. Enquiries along this line are being continued.

12. With respect to GALT'S name and a US address appearing
on the reverse side of Ledger sheet #3, CU INTAL could add nothing further.
He did not know why they appeared there but is reasonably sure that this

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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13. When GALT left Harkay Apts, he said he had to return to

the US to look after some sick relative. He left around the 2 SEPT67 and

in so doing, forfeited the deposit he had placed on the apartment. This

amounted to approximately Y90.00.

14,. There is a possibility that the two women mentioned in

paragraph 7 of this report would be irs. Rita STEEN, 5666 Franklin, Los
Angeles, California and Mary DENINNO, 5533 Hollywood, Los Angeles, Cali
foreia. According to QUINTAL, these women and GALT had a party in his
room. The next morning, one left and the other stayed on with GALT for a

few days.

156 Record checks were made with both the Q.P.P. and M.C.P.;

however, same met with negative results. A check of the surrounding area
was made on the 13 APR 67 however with no results.

16. A photo of GALT is being forwarded by the F.B.I. to our

Windsor Detachment for QUINTAL's identification. Also, it is requested=

that QUINTAL supply us with the names of any persons who resided in apart

ments #17 and #19 while GALT resided at the Harkay Apt.

17. Investigations in this matter are still being conducted

at Tip Top Tailors, with the Manager of Harkay Apts and with QUINTAL.
Various parking facilities in the area of the apartment are also being
checked.

184 All leads will therefore be looked into as soon as

possible with a further report to be submitted. A copy of this report

is sent to Windsor Det.

S.U.I.

. Cst.
Mousseau ) -#22870

Montreal G.I.S.

(J.D.'PAtlNCE) S/SGT
i/c Montreal G.I.S.

, s 1 I 1 I 1 1 's

0y - "s
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PAGE 3
OBJEC

Martin ther KING - Murder of
- Assistance to F.B.I. -

13. When GALT left Harkay Apts, he said he had to return to
the US to look after some sick relative. He left around the 2 SEPT 67 and :

in so doing, forfeited the deposit he had placed on the apartment. This

amounted to approximately $90.00.

14. There is a possibility that the two women mentioned in
paragraph 7 of this report would be Mrs. Rita STEEN, 5666 Franklin, Los

Angeles, California and Mary DENINNO, 5533 Hollywood, Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia. According to QUINTAL, these women and GALT had a party in his
room. The next morning, one left and the other stayed on with GALT for a

few days.

15. Record checks were made with both the Q.P.P. and M.C.P.;
however, same met with negative results. A check of the surrounding area

was made on the 13 APR 67 however with no results.

16. A photo of GALT is being forwarded by the F.B.I. to our

Windsor Detachment for QUINTAL's identification. Also, it is requested
that QUINTAL supply us with the names of any persons who resided in apart-
ments #17 and #19 while GALT resided at the Harkay Apt.

17. Investigations in this matter are still being conducted

at Tip Top Tailors, with the Manager of Harkay Apts and with QUINTAL.

Various parking facilities in the area of the apartment are also being
checked.

18. All leads will therefore be looked into as soon as

possible with a further report to be submitted. A copy of this report
is sent to Windsor Det.
S.U.I.

G.W.J. Mousseau ) #22870
Cst.

Montreal G.I.S.

(J.D. PRINCE) S/SGT
i/c Montreal G.I.S.

o
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our Martin Luther KING - Murder of 4- Assistance to F.B.I.

The C.C. FOR TORONTO:

Our File No. 68-0-190-19

1. FORWARDED for your information together with composite picture
of suspect. Copy of this report sent direct to Windsor Detachment. Compo-
site picture of GALT forwarded to Windsor Detachment via Air Canada OIL

16 APR SE.

S.U.I.

NONTROAL
18-4-68 J.R. Ducheansau, Insp.

A/Officer i/c C.I.B.

The COMMISSIONER, Ottawa

1. FORWARDED for your information together with composite picture
of suspect.

2. Investigation in this matter is continuing and you will be
kept informed.

S.U.I.

MONTREAL
18-4-68 J.R. Duchesneau, Inso.

A/Officer i/c C.I.B.

SEARCHED INDEXED

SERIALIZEO FILED

0 APR 22 1968
LEGAL ATTACHE, OTTAWA]
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* Date ' 03.1i ,

.`he fol! o ui-g m,.t'-ial has been ry-tproauced
Tor excis r.z and review at.IE by r' esent.LtiYes of
the mouse Se'ect Comwttee on Lssassinations:

>.. '" "ile No. flui&i- o
Section________

,Serials trog- ~ .~

* (except follow-rng serials -not in
-file on this date:

-r nclosuxe Behind File or Busky Encosure:
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i . -f
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Material orm
Congressional Inquiry Un

6/27/77Date

The following material has been reproduced
for excising and review at FBIER by representatives of
the House Select Committee on Lssessinations:

File No. Murkin FOIA
Section /

Serials through

(except following serials not in
file on this date:

Enclosure Behind File or Bulky Enclosure:

No. Copies 2 By mer
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?r. J . ,3. Adams 6/1/76

Legal Counsel

HAROLD WEISBFERG v. U. S.
DFPA\IRTMr1T OF JUSTIICE

(U. .D. .,D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION No. 76-1996

PURPOSE:

To recommend approval of attached affidavit.

SYNOPSIS;

On 5/18/76, the Court indicated that by 6/2/76
we should file an affidavit stating why we have not yet
processed plaintiff's 12/23/75 vOI requoest ornd nlc
stating when we expect to prccess .r
affidavit suprlics this inforation:.

RECOMMNDATIC'

That arproval , grve for the i ito>
delivery of the original and appropriate number of c
of attached affidavit to AUSA John ;ugan, District <
Columbia, for filing with the court by 6/2/76.

Enclosure

(11- Mr. Gallagher
"'Attn: Mr. H 13erhoff

1 - Mr. !Decker
Attni Mr. Sm th

1 - Fr. Moore
Attn: Mr. Gunn

1 - Mr. Mints T1
1 - ir. Blake

PTB:lsy
(6)

Mr. J. B. Adans 6/1/76

Legal Counsel

HAROLD WEISBERG V. U. S. ColfDEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C.,, D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 76-1996

PURPOSE:

To recommend approval of attached affidavit.
SYNOPSIS:

On 5/18/76, the Court indicated that by 6/2/76
we should file an affidavit stating why we have not yet
processed plaintiff's 12/23/75 FOIA request and also
stating when we expect to process this request. Attached
affidavit supplies this information.

RECOMMENDATION:

That approval be given for the immediate hand-
delivery of the original and appropriate number of copies
of attached affidavit to AUSA John Dugan, District of
Columbia, for filing with the court by 6/2/76.

Enclosure

1 - Mr. Gallagher
Attn: Mr. Helterhoff

1 - Mr./Decker
Attn: Mr. Smith ARELICE

1 - Mr. Moore
Attn: Mr. Gunn

1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - Mr. Blake 121P 1706
PTB:1sy IMAGELICVLINE CONTINUED - OVER

(6) RECEIVED
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Manorandum to 1r. J. n. Adams
Ro harold oaisberq v. U. S.

Dopartment of Justice
(U.S.D.C., Di.C.)
Civil Action lo. 75-1996

DETAILS.

On 5/18/76, the Court indicated that b~y 6/2/76
we 'should file an affidavit stating why to have not yet
processed plaintiff's 12/23/75 .request for 28 categories
of information concerning cur investigation of the.,artin
Luther Fing, Jr. assassination and also advising when we
expect to process it. Attached affidavit of Special Agent
Donald L. Smith, FOI'PA Section, Records Vanagement Division,
furnishes this information, -and is to be utilized by AUSA
Dugan in filing a motion to dismiss or$ in the alternative,
grant a stay in the proceedings to allow the FIAI tine to
process plaintiff's request.

.-2--

Memorandun to Ur. J. B. Adans
Re: Harold Weisberg V. U. S.

Department of Justice
(U.S.D.C., D.C.)
Civil Action No. 75-1996

DETAILS:

on 5/18/76, the Court indicated that by 6/2/76
we should file an affidavit stating why wo have not yet
processed plaintiff's 12/23/75 request for 28 categoriesof information concerning our investigation of the Martin
Luther King, Jr. assassination and also advising when we
expect to process it. Attached affidavit of Special Agent
Donald L. Smith, FOIPA Section, Records Management Division,
furnishos this information, and is to be utilized by AUSA
Dugan in filing a motion to dismiss or, in the alternative,
grant a stay in the proceedings to allow the FBI tine to
process plaintiff's request.

- 2 -
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Mr. B.1. Adams 6/2/76

Legal Counsel

AROLD WEISL3RG v. U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF STICE

* (U.S.D.C., D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO 75-1996.

-. PURPOSET~

To re mend apprbval of attached affidavit,

On 5/18/76, the Court indicated that by 6/2/76
we should file an affidavit setting forth our compliance
with. plaintiff's 4/15/75 OQIA request. Attached affidavit
bets. forth our rthod of compliance with the request,

RElCOMEN~DATION

That approval be given for ironedial e hand -delivery
of the orig±hal and appopriate number of copies of attached
affidavit to AUSA John Dugan, District of col bia, for
filing with the court.

Enclosure

1 x' Mr. Cochran
Atta Mr. li

- r. Galla her
A Vttn: Mt. Hie3.hof

I - Mr. Decket
httn: mr. Wise an

1 Mr. flMoore *

Attn M *r.Gunn.
1-Mr. Mintz
-1 - Mr,Elaki

PWB~~lsy cC~TNF)- ovrn

* (7)

Mr. J. B. Adams 6/2/76

Legal Counsel

HAROLD WEISBERG V. U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

PURPOSE:

To recommend approval of attached affidavit.
SYNOPSIS:

On 5/18/76, the Court indicated that by 6/2/76
we should file an affidavit setting forth our compliance
with plaintiff's 4/15/75 FOIA request. Attached affidavit
sets forth our method of compliance with the request.

RECOMMENDATIONS

That approval be given for immediate hand-delivery
of the original and appropriate number of copies of attached
affidavit to AUSA John Dugan, District of Colúmbia,for
filing with the court.

Enclosure

1 - Mr. Cochran
Attn: Mr. Kilty

1 - Mr. Gallagher
Attn: Mr. He littlerhoff

1 - Mr. Decker
Attn: Mr. Wiseman

1 - Mr. Moore
Attn: Mr. Gunn

1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - Mr. Blake

PTB:1sy CONTINUED - OVER

(7)
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,Iemorandum to Vx + J. X3. Adams
no ; rold vloisberg v. U.. S.

Departr ont .of Justice
(U.S.DC.I D.C.)
Civil Action *=o. 75.1996

DEtIML

Cn ,5/18/76, the Court in~dicated that by 6/2/76
tde should file an aiffid~avit. setting forth our rethod of
conpliance 'with plaintiff's 4/15/75 request-for seven
categories of m~aterial pertaining to our investigation of
the -Vartin X1ther ding, Jr. assassination. Attached
affidavit of Special 7-gent Thoas, L.iseran of the,701X i'1
Section,.RIecords aagenent Division, sets~ forth our
,com~pletecompliance with plaintiff's 4/15/75 request, and
is to be used in support of a motion to be filed by AUSA
Dugan for disnisasal or, in the alternativo, st=mAry
judgement as to plaintiff's 4/15/75 request.

-2

Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adans
Re: Harold Weisberg V. U. S.

Department of Justice
(U.S.D.c. , D.C.)
Civil Action No. 75-1996

DETAILS:

On 5/18/76, the Court indicated that by 6/2/76
we should file an affidavit setting forth our method of
compliance with plaintiff's 4/15/75 request for seven
categories of material pertaining to our investigation of
the Partin Luther King, Jr. assassination. Attached
affidavit of Special Agent Thomas L. Wiseran of the FOIPA
Section, Records Management Division, sets forth our
complete compliance with plaintiff's 4/15/75 request, and
is to be used in support of a motion to be filed by AUSA

Dugan for dismissal or, in the alternativa, summary
judgement as to plaintiff's 4/15/75 request.

- 2 -
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Mr. J. B. Adas 5/13/76

LegaZ Counsel

AROLD I-MISDERG V.
U. S. DrPARTMIT OF JUSTICE
(U.S,D.C,., _D. C.),
CIVIL ACTION 11O. 75-1996

PURPOSE: To advise of receipt of attached
letter from Time Incorporated.

SYNOPSIS- Attached letter from Richard M.
Season, Director of Editorial

Services, Tie Incorporated, was zeceived on 5/11/76,
and states that time Incorporated has no objection to
allowing plaintiff to review 107 photographs pertaining
to the King assassination which had been furnished the
FBI by 14fe .Ma zine and which were located in our Memphis
officerT that if plaintiff desired copies of then he
should contact Mr. Seamon. Plaintiff was allowed to view
these photographs at FBIFQ on 5/5/76 and advised that If he
desired any copies he should direct his request to Tire
Incorporated.

RECOMMNDATION: tone. For infornation.

DETAILS: Plaintiff, who instituted captioned
litigation in connection with his

FOIA request for certain categories of records concerning
the Martin -Lutherring, Jr.,'assassination, was furnished
all none exempted records located at fBIEQ within the dcope
'ofhis request. le indicated that the PDi would possess
other records which would be responsive to his request, and
in order to insure that we had completely corplied with his
request, we voluntarily searched the Memphis office for any
additional material which would be responsive to the request.

Enclosure
1- r. Decker

Attns Mr. Iiseman
(1 - Mr. Gallagher

ttns Mr. IHelterhoff
1 - Mr. Moore

Attn Mr. Gunn
1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - IPAL (Blake)
PTDsrae

Mr. J. B. Adams 5/13/76

Legal Counsel

HAROLD WEISBERG V.
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U. S.D.C., D. c.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

PURPOSE: To advise of receipt of attached
letter from Time Incorporated.

SYNOPSIS: Attached letter from Richard M.
Seamon, Director of Editorial

Services, Time Incorporated, was received on 5/11/76,
and states that Time Incorporated has no objection to
allowing plaintiff to review 107 photographs pertainingto the King assassination which had been furnished the
FBI by Life Magazine and which were located in our Memphis
office, but that if plaintiff desired copies of them he
should contact Mr. Seamon. Plaintiff was allowed to view
these photographs at FRINQ on 5/5/76 and advised that if he
desired any copies he should direct his request to Time
Incorporated.

RECOMMENDATION: None. For information.

DETAILS: Plaintiff, who instituted captioned
litigation in connection with his

FOIA request for certain categories of records concerning
the Martin Luther King, Jr., assassination, was furnishedall none exempted records located at FBINO within the scopeof his request. He indicated that the PBI would possess
other records which would be responsive to his request, and
in order to insure that we had completely complied with his
request, we voluntarily searched the Memphis office for any
additional material which would be responsive to the request.
Enclosure
1 - Mr. Decker

Attn: Mr. Miseman

(1 - Mr. Gallagher
Attn: Mr. Helterhoff

1 - Mr. Moore
Attn: Mr. Cunn

1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - IPAL (Blake)
PTB:ITMG
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Nemorandun to 1W. J. R. Adars
Re: 'arold Weisberg v. U. S. Department of Justice

(U,S.D.C., D. C.), Civil Action N1o. 75-1996

107 photographs which had been taken by a photographer
for Life .Ma azine and which were furnished by Life to
the 9YJifere located in the mephis office, ande contacted
Time Incorporated to ascertain If they would have any
objection to our allowing plaintiff to view these photographs,
some of whichhad been published in Life agazine in 1968.
Mr. Seamon advised that they would have no objection to
plaintiff viewing these photographs, but that if plaintiff
desired copies of them he should contact Mr. Searon, and
not-attempt to obtain copies from the PBI. Attached letter,
which requires no acknowledgment, is a written confirmation
of the 3/4/76 telephone conversation between'I¶.. Harry
Johnston, Legal Department, pime Incorporated, New York,
New York and SA Parle Thoras Blake of the legal Counsel
Division, in which 1Mr. Johnston advised that he would
interpose.no ,objection to plaintiff being allowed to view
these photographs but that they were protected by statutory
and common law copyright. M1r. Johnston stated that even
if the -FIwas ordered by the court to release copies of
these photographs to plaintiff, plaintiff would be prohibited
from publishing ther1 by the copyright protection. Ie stated
that a letter comfirxing this would be sent to the Director
over 1r. Searon's signature. Plaintiff was allowed to view
these photographs at F7IING on 5/5/76 and advised that if
he desired any copies he should direct his request to Tine
'Incorporated.

- 2-

Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: Harold Weisberg V. U. S. Department of Justice

(U.S.D.C., D. c.), Civil Action No. 75-1996

107 photographs which had been taken by a photographerfor Life Magazine and which were furnished by Life to
the FBI were located in the Memphis office, and we contacted
Time Incorporated to ascertain if they would have any
objection to our allowing plaintiff to view these photographs,
some of which had been published in Life Magazine in 1963.
Mr. Scamon advised that they would have no objection to
plaintiff viewing these photographs, but that if plaintiff
desired copies of then he should contact Mr. Seamon, and
not attempt to obtain copies from the FBI. Attached letter,
which requires no acknowledgment, is a written confirmation
of the 5/4/76 telephone conversation between Mr. Harry
Johnston, Legal Department, Time Incorporated, New York,
New York and SA Parle Thomas Blake of the Legal Counsel
Division, in which Mr. Johnston advised that he would
interpose no objection to plaintiff being allowed to view
these photographs but that they were protected by statutory
and common law copyright. Mr. Johnston stated that evenif the FBI was ordered by the court to release copies of
these photographs to plaintiff, plaintiff would be prohibited
from publishing then by the copyright protection. He stated
that a letter confirming this would be sent to the Director
over Mr. Searon's signature. Plaintiff was allowed to view
these photographs at FBIHQ on 5/5/76 and advised that if
he desired any copies he should direct his request to Time
Incorporated.

- 2 -
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TIMC & LIFC UILOING
ROCKSELLiER CENTERTIM E NEW YORK 10020INCORPORATCO

JUSONO*1252

:OITORIAL, SERVICES

May 6, 1976

The Hon. Clarence M. Kelley, Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D. C. 20535

Dear Mr. Kelley:

Iam writing to you in connection with my recent telephone conversationwith Mr. Thomas Blake. Mr. Blake informed me that a Mr. Weissberg hasrequested, pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act, access to certainphotographs taken by Mr. Joseph Louw in-Memphis, Tennessee, in April of,11968.

These 107 photographs pertain to events and circumstances surroundingthe death of Martin-Luther King and were lent by Time Incorporated tothe Federal Bureau of -Investigation in connection with its investigationof that matter. Several of the photographs were published in LIFE magazine in 1968.

TimeIncorporated has no objection at all to allowing Mr. Weissberg toexamine these photographs. However, as copyright proprietor and agentfor Mr. Louw, we must-insist that no copies of these photographs be madeor turned over to the applicant. The photographs are protected by statutory and common law copyright and any unauthorized copying of them wouldinfringe these rights.

Yours very truly,

Director k/

TIME TIME & LIFE BUILDING
ROCKEFELLER CENTER

NEW YORK 10020
INCORPORATEO

JUDSON 6.1212

EDITORIAL SERVICES

May 6, 1976

The Hon. Clarence M. Kelley, Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D. C. 20535

Dear Mr. Kelley:

I am writing to you in connection with my recent telephone conversationwith Mr. Thomas Blake. Mr. Blake informed me that a Mr. Weissberg hasrequested, pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act, access to certainphotographs taken by Mr. Joseph Louw in Memphis, Tennessee, in April of1968.

These 107 photographs pertain to events and circumstances surroundingthe death of Martin Luther King and were lent by Time Incorporated tothe Federal Bureau of Investigation in connection with its investigationof that matter. Several of the photographs were published in LIFE maga-zine in 1968.

Time Incorporated has no objection at all to allowing Mr. Weissberg toexamine these photographs. However, as copyright proprietor and agentfor Mr. Louw, we must insist that no copies of these photographs be madeor turned over to the applicant. The photographs are protected by statu-tory and common law copyright and any unauthorized copying of them wouldinfringe these rights.

Yours very truly,

Dichard TuRichard M. Seamon
Director
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?Yr. J. D. Adams 5/7/76

Legal Counsel k'

UARO D 1WISDERG v. UNITED
Z3TAT WlMP ?UT1? OF CJUSTICE
(U..C., D.C.)
CIVIL 74TICH 1:0, 75-1996

This 'is to advise of results of .5/5/76 meeting
!:etweei plaintiff, his aittorney, and Special Agents
thomas L. tit eman,i FOIPA Section, Racords 1a ament
D~ivision, and Philip C. _'Iogeri, 2ega'l CounseJ. Dvision.

At 5/5/76 meeti~ng between plaintiff and FBI
representatives, ho reviewd material located by our
Mar~his Division which is :considered to ba within the
scope of plaintiff's YOXA .request -of 4/15/75. Certain
available item~s were salected by plaintiff * these being
photographs; -hawas tdvised a number of photographa were
not available to him as thaty were exeorpt from disclosure
-pursuant'to -Titles 5, United States -Code, Section 552
(b) (7) (C) -and (b) (7) (Dl). Ziaewas .allowad to review a set
of photographs owned by *iA~e Inc. There were 107
-photographs Involved. Ird desired to obtain copies of 15
of these photcgrap s. NIeisbarg eras further advised Tizt,
Inc., directed th FB~I that tic should not r~elease ,copies
.1 - -.̀ t. Cochran -CONTINUED O-CV~M

Zittni _Mr t
Xgr. Cali r

A-2ttn~I eltearhof f
`l - Tr. 'Decker D

Attn3 7-Hr. Wiseman

2Attnht , ir. Gunn

1
3J

Mr. J. 3. Adans

Balance

5/7/76

Legal Counsel

EAROLD WEISBERG V. UNITED
STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C. 1 D.C.)
CIVIL ACTICU NO. 75-1996

PURPOSE:

This is to advise of results of 5/5/76 meeting
between plaintiff, his attorney, and Special Agents
Thomas L. Wisoman, FOIPA Section, Records Management
Division, and Philip C. Rogen, Legal Counsel Division.
SYNOPSIS:

At 5/5/76 meeting between plaintiff and FBI
representatives, he reviewed material located by our
Menphis Division which is considered to be within the
scope of plaintiff's FOIA request of 4/15/75. Certain
available items were selected by plaintiff, these being
photographs; he was advised a number of photographs were
not available to him as they were except from disclosure
pursuant to Title 5, United States Code, Section 552
(b) (7) (c) and (b) (7) (D). Ha was allowed to review a set
of, photographs owned by Time, Inc. There were 107
photographs involved. He desired to obtain copies of 15
of these photographs. Weisberg was further advised Time,
Inc., directed the FBI that we should not release copies

1 - Mr. Cochran CONTINUED - OVER
Attn: Mr. filty

1 Mr. Gallagher
Attn: MK Helterhoff

1 - Mr. Decker LDIAttn: Mr. Wiseman
1 - Mr. Moore

Attn: Mr. Gunn
1 - Mr. Hintz
1 - NE! Blake

PCM:1sy
(7)
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Ieorandun to Xr. J; . Ndams

STATES DB~PARt-TMT OF -JUSTICE

CIVIL, ACTIO NO1. 75-1306

of these photographs to hi and he should deal directly
with that organization concerning name. Plaintiff's
attorney furnished a check in the amount of 007 in payment
for raterial furnished on 5/5/76 and for search costs .by
ourfle phis Division. At conclusion of meeting plaintiff
repeated is belief that the 701 possessed additional
material not furnished him which would be responsive to
his request.

RECOMMENDT ION 3

That FOIPA Section, Records Banagement Division,
promptly prepare letter to plaintiff furnishing receipt
for check received and confirming results of zecting told
5/5/76. Tahis should be accomplished prior >to ednesday,
5/12/76, as court status call Is scheduled for that date.
AUSA John Dugan, District of Columbia, should be in receipt
of a copy of this comxunication prior to -nextcourt status
call.

DETAILS:

on 5/5/76 plaintiff Harold 'eisberg, his attorney,
James Lesar, and a third individual identified as 'tr. Paul
liaurtzel, a friend of plaintiff who was driving for him on
that date, appeared at 7I8180 to review material furnished
by our M1emphis Division concerning the investigation of the
artin Luther -ting,Jr. assassination pursuant to plaintiff's

rolVA requast of 4/15/75 which requested, in the main, photo
graphs or sketches taken 1y the PS3X or in our possession
concerning that murder as well as certain scientific tests
performed by our r I Lahoratory. 'On 3/23/76 (see my memorandum
.to Nr. Adams dated 3/25/76), a conference was held between
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Merorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Ro: HAROLD WEISBERG V. UNITED

STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

of these photographs to hin and he should deal directly
with that organization concerning same. Plaintiff's
attorney furnished a check in the amount of $87 in payment
for material furnished on 5/5/76 and for search costs by
our Memphis Division. At conclusion of meeting plaintiff
repeated his belief that the PBI possessed additional
material not furnished him which would be responsive to
his request.

RECOMMENDATION:

That FOIPA Section, Records Management Division,
promptly prepare letter to plaintiff furnishing receipt
for check received and confirming results of meeting hold
5/5/76. This should be accorplished prior to Wednesday,
5/12/76, as court status call is scheduled for that date.
AUSA John Dugan, District of Columbia, should be in receipt
of a copy of this communication prior to next court status
call.

DETAILS:

on 5/5/76 plaintiff Harold Weisberg, his attorney,
James Lesar, and a third individual identified as Mtr. Paul
Hurtzel, a friend of plaintiff who was driving for him on
that date, appeared at PBIHO to review material furnished
by our Memphis Division concerning the investigation of the
Martin Luther King, Jr. assassination pursuant to plaintiff's
FOIA request of 4/15/75 which requested, in the main, photo-
graphs or sketches taken by the PBI or in our possession
concerning that rurder as well as certain scientific tests
performed by our FBI Laboratory. On 3/23/76 (see my memorandum
to Mr. Adams dated 3/25/76), a conference was held between

- 2 -
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nMemorandum to Mr.J, B. Adams
Be: HAROLD EISBEBG v. UfNIlTED

ETAT0ES DEPARTIENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D,C.)
CIVIL .?OTIOUNO. 75-1996

plaintiff, his attorney, and PBI personnel to review docu
ments deemed releasable pursuant to the OIA. Plaintiff
indicated the FBI possessed :additional material, and we
subsequently requested the Memphis Division to forward
material falling within the scope of plaintiff's request
for review. By airtel dated 4/9/76, Memphis furnished
aterial found in their files concerning the above inves

tigation. This consists of several categories of photographs
as will be outlined hereinafter:

1. Forty-seven crime scene photographs taken by
the emphis Police Department on 4/5/68 at and in the vicinity
of the Lorraine Motel, ;Vemphis, Tennessee. This material was
considered exempt fr6 disclosure inasmuch as they were received
from a confidential source pursuant to Title 5, United States
Code, section 552 (b) (7) (D). Current contact with Memphis
police Department disclosed that agency does not wish these
photographs to be disclosed.

2. A set of 14 photographs of suspects in the King
assassination investigation. Of these photographs Mr. Weisberg
selected five that he desired copies of and this will be sub
sequently handled by yOIPA Section.

3. A set of aerial view negatives of the "Lorraine
Motel and vicinity taken in April of 1968 by United States
Corps of Engineers personnel. Weisberg did not care to
receive copies of any of the-negatives reviewed.

4. A set of 107 photographs of the crime scene taken
at and in the vicinity of the Lorrain Motel by Joseph Louw and
furnished to the M87 by Life Magazine. Mr. Weisberg was allowed
to review these photographs and -he selected l5 that he wished
copies of. 1r. Weisberg was advised these photographs were
considered to be the property of Time, Inc., New York, and
we had recently determined that organization retained control
of these photographs and did not grant this Bureau authority

-3-

Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: HAROLD WEISBERG V. UNITED

STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

plaintiff, his attorney, and FBI personnel to review docu-
ments deemed releasable pursuant to the FOIA. Plaintiff
indicated the FBI possessed additional material, and we
subsequently requested the Memphis Division to forward
material falling within the scope of plaintiff's request
for review. By airtel dated 4/9/76, Memphis furnished
material found in their files concerning the above inves-
tigation. This consists of several categories of photographs
as will be outlined hereinafter:

1. Forty-seven crime scene photographs taken by
the Memphis Police Department on 4/5/68 at and in the vicinity
of the Lorraine Motel, Memphis, Tennessee. This material was
considered exempt from disclosure inasmuch as they were received
from a confidential source pursuant to Title 5, United States
Code, Section 552 (b) (7) (D). Current contact with Memphis
Police Department disclosed that agency does not wish these
photographs to be disclosed.

2. A set of 14 photographs of suspects in the King
assassination investigation. of these photographs Mr. Weisberg
selected five that he desired copies of and this will be sub-
sequently handled by FOIPA Section.

3. A set of aerial view negatives of the Lorraine
Motel and vicinity taken in April of 1968 by United States
Corps of Engineers personnel. Weisberg did not care to
receive copies of any of the negatives reviewed.

4. A set of 107 photographs of the crime scene taken
at and in the vicinity of the Lorrain Notel by Joseph Louw and
furnished to the FBI by Life Magazine. Mr. Weisberg was allowed
to review these photographs and he selected 15 that he wished
copies of. Mr. Keisberg was advised these photographs were
considered to be the property of Time, Inc., New York, and
we had recently determined that organization retained control
of these photographs and did not grant this Bureau authority

- 3 -
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Memorandum to :r. J. B. Adams
It: AROLD WEISBERG v. UNITED

'STATES DEPARMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

to release desired copies. Mr. Weisberg volunteered that
he was aware ;Time, -Inc., possessed -more photographs than
he viewed as he had previously (at an unstated time) viewed
same through the coutesy of Mr. Ralph Pollard of Life
Magazine. He was merely advised that the 107 photographs
were the only "Life" photographs in the FDI's possession.

Mr. veisberg 'was,advised the' searching costs for
locating the photographs was'$63. James Lesar, plaintiff's
attorney, gave a check-made out to the FBI in the amount of
$87 to cover the costs of this search and in addition, to
cover the cost of additional material previously selected
by fir. Weisberg and presented to him on 5/5/76. These items
are identified as three color photographs of 064, which is
the death bullet in the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr., at $3 each, and $15 for three negatives of the
color.photographs of Q64 made to the specification of Harold
Weisberg.

Mr. Weisberg strongly suggested that the scope of
his request had not been complied with and that the zaterial
furnished him on 5/5/76 did not represent all material within
his request contained in the records of the FBX. For example,,
he said he had a "receipt" indicating the transmission of
documents from the Memphis Pield Office to the Washington
Field Office subsequent to the date that James Tarl ay plead
guilty in the assassination of Dr. Martin .uther King, Jr.,
and Mr. Weisberg further stated he had no information to
indicate these documents had been returned to the Memphis
Field Office. Therefore, it is the contention of plaintiff
that-the Washington Field Office would necessarily have
documents within the scope of his request which have not been
identified and located through the search conducted at this
point in his FOIA request. It should be noted that during
previous meeting of 3/23/76, plaintiff made identical claims
during which time he was advised that we would very .much
appreciate receiving the information -inhis possession which
would help us locate other material responsive to his request.
'e had offered to furnish this information orally, but refused

Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: HAROLD MEISBERG V. UNITED

STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

to release desired copies. Mr. Weisberg volunteered that
he was aware Time, Inc. possessed more photographs than
he viewed as he had previously (at an unstated time) viewed
same through the coutesy of Mr. Ralph Pollard of Life
Magazine. lie was merely advised that the 107 photographs
were the only "Life" photographs in the FBI's possession.

Mr. Weisberg was advised the searching costs for
locating the photographs was $63. James Lesar, plaintiff's
attorney, gave a check made out to the FBI in the amount of
$87 to cover the costs of this search and in addition, to
cover the cost of additional material previously selected
by Mr. Weisberg and presented to him on 5/5/76. These items
are identified as three color photographs of Q64, which is
the death bullet in the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. at $3 each, and $15 for three negatives of the
color photographs of Q64 made to the specification of Harold
Weisberg.

Mr. Weisberg strongly suggested that the scope of
his request had not been complied with and that the material
furnished him on 5/5/76 did not represent all material within
his request contained in the records of the FBI. For example,
he said he had a "receipt" indicating the transmission of
documents from the Memphis Field Office to the Washington
Field Office subsequent to the date that James Earl Ray plead
guilty in the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.
and Mr. Weisberg further stated he had no information to
indicate these documents had been returned to the Memphis
Field Office. Therefore, it is the contention of plaintiff
that the Washington Field Office would necessarily have
documents within the scope of his request which have not been
identified and located through the search conducted at this
point in his FOIA request. It should be noted that during
previous meeting of 3/23/76, plaintiff made identical claims
during which time he was advised that we would very much
appreciate receiving the information in this possession which
would help us locate other material responsive to his request.
He had offered to furnish this information orally, but refused

- 4 -
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Remorandum to Mir. J. B. Adams
Re: HAROLD WEISBERG v. UN7ITED

STATES DEPARTHENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C.,, D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

to give a written statement containing so-called -leads" to
the location of the material desired. During our 5/5/76
meeting, described above, he was reminded we would appreciate
receiving a written statement which would assist us :in locating
material that Mr. Weisberg claims we possess and that we have
been unable to locate to date. Mr. Weisborg stated he felt it
was,the burden of the Fax3 to locate the material and not his
responsibility.

-5-

Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams
Re: HAROLD WEISBERG V. UNITED

STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D.C.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

to give a written statement containing so-called "leads" to
the location of the material desired. During our 5/5/76
meeting, described above, he was reminded we would appreciate
receiving a written statement which would assist us :in locating
material that Mr. Weisberg clains we possess and that we have
been unable to locate to date. Mr. Weisberg stated he felt it
was the burden of the FBI to locate the material and not his
responsibility.
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Mr. 3. B. Adams 4/21/76

Legal Counsel

RAROLD WEISBERG V.
U. S. DEPART-MENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D. C.)
CIVIL ACTION H'O. 75-1996

PURPOSE:

To recormiend that attached affidavit be approved.

SYNOPSIS:

Attached affidavit of SA Thomas L. Wiseman,
FOIPA Section, 'Records Management Division, explains
our method of compliance with plaintiff's FOIA request for
Murkin material, and is to be utilized in support of
defendant's opposition to plaintiff's notion to compel
answers to interrogatories, which must be filed on 4/21/76.

RECOMMEN DATIO1:

That the original and seven copies of attached
affidavit be approved for immediate hand-delivery to AUSA
for the District of Colunbia John Dugan, who is handling
the litigation of this matter, and that one copy also be
furnished to Departmental Attorney Richard Greenspan.

Enclosure

1 - Br. Cochran
} Attnt Mr. Wilty

(1-1r. Gallagher
Aittn; Mr. Itelterhoff

1 -'r. McDernott
Attn: Mr. Wiseman

1- .1.r. Hintz
1 - FOIA L.tigation Unit

(Blake)

PT13:rmo (CONTINtmD - OVER),
(6)

Mr. J. B. Adams 4/21/76

Legal Counsel

HAROLD WEISBERG V.
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
(U.S.D.C., D. c.)
CIVIL ACTION NO. 75-1996

PURPOSE:

To recommend that attached affidavit be approved.

SYNOPSIS:

Attached affidavit of SA Thomas L. Wiseman,
FOIPA Section, Records Management Division, explains
our method of compliance with plaintiff's FOIA request for
Murkin material, and is to be utilized in support of
defendant's opposition to plaintiff's motion to compel
answers to interrogatories, which must be filed on 4/21/76.
RECONMENDATION:

That the original and seven copies of attached
affidavit be approved for immediate hand-delivery to AUSA
for the District of Columbia John Dugan, who is handling
the litigation of this matter, and that one copy also be
furnished to Departmental Attorney Richard Greenspan.

Enclosure

1 - Mr. Cochran
Attn: Mr. Kilty

1 - Mr. Gallagher
VAttn: Mr. Helterhoff

1 - Mr. McDernott
Attn: Mr. Wiseman

1 - Mr. Mintz
1 - FOIA Litigation Unit

(Blake)

PTB:rmo (CONTINUED - OVER)
(6)
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.Memorandum to ?r. +T. 13. Adams
Re: Rarold eisberq v. U. S. Department of Justice

(U.S.D.C., D. C.), Civil Action No. 75-1996

DETAILS:

Bymemorandum from Legal Counsel to .M. Adazs
dated 3/10/76, se furnished answers to plaintiff's First
Set of Interrogatories, as well as objections to answering
portions of these interrogatories, Plaintiff subsequently,
filed a motion to compel answers to the interrogatories,
supported by a lengthy affidavit in which he attacks our
method. of compliance with his FOIA request and our answers
to his interrogatories. Attached affidavit, the preparation
of which hao been coordianted between SA Wiseman, SA Parle
Thomas Blake of Legal Counsel Division and AUSA Dugan, will
be utilized in support of defendant's opposition to plaintiff's
motion to compel, and must be filed by 4/21/76.

Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adans
Re: Harold Weisberg V. U. S. Department of Justice

(U.S.D.C., D. c.), Civil Action No. 75-1996

DETAILS:

By nemorandum from Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams
dated 3/10/76, we furnished answers to plaintiff's First
Set of Interrogatories, as well as objections to answering
portions of these interrogatories. Plaintiff subsequentlyfiled a motion to compel answers to the interrogatories,
supported by a lengthy affidavit in which he attacks our
method of compliance with his FOIA request and our answers
to his interrogatories. Attached affidavit, the preparationof which has been coordianted between SA Wiseman, SA Parle
Thomas Blake of Legal Counsel Division and AUSA Dugan, will
be utilized in support of defendant's opposition to plaintiff's
motion to compel, and must be filed by 4/21/76.

- 2 -
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HAROLD WEISBERG,

Plaintiff
Civil Action No.

v. 75-1996

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE,

- Defendant

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS L. WISEMAN

I, Thomas L. Wiseman, being duly sworn, depose and

say as follows:

I I am a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of

Investigation (FBI), assigned in a supervisory capacity to

the Freedom of Information - Privacy-Acts (FOIPA) Section at

FBI Headquarters (FBIHQ), Washington, D. C.

II Due to the nature of my official duties, I am

familiar with the procedures we follow in processing Freedom

of Information Act (FOIA) requests received at FBIHQ, and our

full compliance with plaintiff's April 15, 1975, FOIA request.

I am familiar with Plaintiff's First Set of Interrogatories,

wh~ic deal with our response to~his April 15, 1975, request,

having answered same. I have read and am also familiar with

the contents of plaintiff's affidavit dated March 23, 1976,

which also concerns our methods of complying with his April 15,

1975, request and our answers to the interrogatories.

III The purpose of this affidavit, which is sub

mitted with the affidavit of Special Agent John W. Kilty, is

to set forth the pertinent facts concerning the allegations

made in plaintiff's affidavit and to correct the erroneous

statements he has made therein. In the interest of brevity,

I am attempting to limit my responses to only those of plain

tiff's allegations which bear any relevance to this litigation.

- 1-

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HAROLD WEISBERG,

Plaintiff
Civil Action No.

V. 75-1996

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF JUSTICE,

Defendant

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS L. WISEMAN

I, Thomas L. Wiseman, being duly sworn, depose and

say as follows:

I I am a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of

Investigation (FBI), assigned in a supervisory capacity to

the Freedom of Information - Privacy Acts (FOIPA) Section at

FBI Headquarters (FBIHQ), Washington, D. C.

II Due to the nature of my official duties, I am

familiar with the procedures we follow in processing Freedom

of Information Act (FOIA) requests received at FBIHQ, and our

full compliance with plaintiff's April 15, 1975, FOIA request.

I am familiar with Plaintiff's First Set of Interrogatories,
which deal with our response to his April 15, 1975, request,

having answered same. I have read and am also familiar with

the contents of plaintiff's affidavit dated March 23, 1976,

which also concerns our methods of complying with his April 15,

1975, request and our answers to the interrogatories.
III The purpose of this affidavit, which is sub-

mitted with the affidavit of Special Agent John W. Kilty, is
to set forth the pertinent facts concerning the allegations

made in plaintiff's affidavit and to correct the erroneous

statements he has made therein. In the interest of brevity,
I am attempting to limit my responses to only those of plain-
tiff's allegations which bear any relevance to this litigation.

1 -
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If, in the opinion of the Court, other allegations made by

plaintiff are relevant to the issues presented here, a supple

mental affidavit will be submitted which will furnish the Court

the correct information concerning these allegations. Further,

my affidavit treats only our method of compliance with plaintiff's

FOIA requests. The allegations plaintiff has made regarding the

general area of our Laboratory procedures, which-I honestly do

not believe are the proper subject of this litigation, are dealt

with in the affidavit of Special Agent Kilty, since they are

within his area of expertise.

IV The subparagraphs listed below are numbered to

correspond to the paragraphs in plaintiff's March 23, 1976,

. affidavit:

1-22 These allegations are irrelevant to this

litigation, and therefore no factual correction of them is deemed

necessary.

23 The proper use of interrogatories and the

proper subject matter of FOIA litigation are for the Court to

determine, and it is therefore not deemed necessary to specu

late on these matters in an affidavit.

24 The subject matter of this allegation is

not within my personal knowledge.

25 Plaintiff's unsubstantiated characterization

of Defendant's Answer to Plaintiff's First Set of Interrogatories

is incorrect. Regarding plaintiff's claim in the last sentence of

this allegation that he has "personal knowledge of documents which

(he has) requested from the Department of Justice but which have

not been yet given (him)," he has made this same claim in another

FOIA suit with which I am familiar that he has filed against the

Government. He has made this same claim in letters with which I

am familiar.that he has written to the Department of Justice and

the FBI. He has made this same claim in meetings which I have

attended or have knowledge of, that have been arranged by the

FBI in an attempt to identify and comply with his various FOIA

-2

If, in the opinion of the Court, other allegations made by

plaintiff are relevant to the issues presented here, a supple-

mental affidavit will be submitted which will furnish the Court

the correct information concerning these allegations. Further,

my affidavit treats only our method of compliance with plaintiff's
FOIA requests. The allegations plaintiff has made regarding the

general area of our Laboratory procedures, which I honestly do

not believe are the proper subject of this litigation, are dealt

with in the affidavit of Special Agent Kilty, since they are

within his area of expertise.
IV The subparagraphs listed below are numbered to

correspond to the paragraphs in plaintiff's March 23, 1976,

affidavit:
1-22 These allegations are irrelevant to this

litigation, and therefore no factual correction of them is deemed

necessary.

23 The proper use of interrogatories and the

proper subject matter of FOIA litigation are for the Court to

determine, and it is therefore not deemed necessary to specu-

late on these matters in an affidavit.
24 The subject matter of this allegation is

not within my personal knowledge.

25 Plaintiff's unsubstantiated characterization

of Defendant's Answer to Plaintiff's First Set of Interrogatories
is incorrect. Regarding plaintiff's claim in the last sentence of
this allegation that he has "personal knowledge of documents which

(he has) requested from the Department of Justice but which have

not been yet given (him) ," he has made this same claim in another

FOIA suit with which I am familiar that he has filed against the

Government. He has made this same claim in letters with which I
am familiar that he has written to the Department of Justice and

the FBI. He has made this same claim in meetings which I have

attended or have knowledge of, that have been arranged by the

FBI in an attempt to identify and comply with his various FOIA
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requests. He has never, to my knowledge, offered factual-support

.for these claims. On March 23, 1976, the day plaintiff exec'uted

his affidavit, representatives of the FBI, whose services were

desperately needed elsewhere in connection with their official

duties, spent an entire afternoon with plaintiff and his attorney,

furnishing plaintiff additional material he had requested, and

attempting to explain it to plaintiff. At this meeting, which was

the latest of those arranged between representatives of the FBI

and plaintiff and/or his attorney, in which we have gone far

beyond what is required by the FOIA in order to resolve plaintiff's

various questions and requests, he once again claimed to possess

"proof" that he had not been furnished all material he had reguested.

F He was told, as he has been told in the past, that we would welcome

any documentary assistance from him which would enable us to more

. completely comply with his request. As in past meetings, this

offer was made several times during the March 23, 1976, meeting,

but each time plaintiff would move to another subject, or make

-some further claim which had no basis in fact. Again, as in past

meetings, plaintiff made his offer to immediately furnish his

"proof" orally. Again, as in the past, we explained to him that

we are receiving FOIA requests at a rate in excess of SS per day,

and it is impossible, because of the tremendous administrative

problems involved, to respond to oral requests. We again invited

him to furnish any written material which would assist our per

sonnel who conduct the searches of our records, in locating any

additional records he feels we possess which would be responsive

to his request. We have never received any sort of written

assistance containing this "information" plaintiff claims would

direct us to other records.

26 Plaintiff is correct in his allegation that

the answers to the interrogatories do not describe the search

which was made for the documents he requested nor state who made

- 3

requests. He has never, to my knowledge, offered factual support

for these claims. On March 23, 1976, the day plaintiff executed

his affidavit, representatives of the FBI, whose services were

desperately needed elsewhere in connection with their official
duties, spent an entire afternoon with plaintiff and his attorney,

furnishing plaintiff additional material he had requested, and

attempting to explain it to plaintiff. At this meeting, which was

the latest of those arranged between representatives of the FBI

and plaintiff and/or his attorney, in which we have gone far

beyond what is required by the FOIA in order to resolve plaintiff's
various questions and requests, he once again claimed to possess

"proof" that he had not been furnished all material he had requested.

He was told, as he has been told in the past, that we would welcome

any documentary assistance from him which would enable us to more

completely comply with his request. As in past meetings, this

offer was made several times during the March 23, 1976, meeting,

but each time plaintiff would move to another subject, or make

some further claim which had no basis in fact. Again, as in past

meetings, plaintiff made his offer to immediately furnish his

"proof" orally. Again, as in the past, we explained to him that

we are receiving FOIA requests at a rate in excess of 55 per day,

and it is impossible, because of the tremendous administrative

problems involved, to respond to oral requests. We again invited

him to furnish any written material which would assist our per-

sonnel who conduct the searches of our records, in locating any

additional records he feels we possess which would be responsive

to his request. We have never received any sort of written

assistance containing this "information" plaintiff claims would

direct us to other records.

26 Plaintiff is correct in his allegation that

the answers to the interrogatories do not describe the search

which was made for the documents he requested nor state who made
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that search. This is so because the interrogatories do not

request this information. In response to plaintiff's alle

gation that the answers do not state they are based upon all

information available from all FBI files pertaining to the

assassination of Dr. King, I reiterate that the interroga

tories did not request this information, which in any event

would seem to be self-evident. However, for the information

of the Court, the answers are of course based upon all

information available in the files we reviewed. We conducted

a complete and thorough search of all central records located

at FBIHQ concerning the King assassination. We conducted the

same search in response to plaintiff's request and interroga

tories that we utilize in our own day-to-day retrieval of

necessary information in connection with our normal duties,

which, because of our uniform reporting rules and filing pro

cedures, enable us to be certain that we maintain, in one

centralized location, all pertinent information in possession

of the FBI deemed worthy of retention which has been acquired

in the course of fulfilling our investigative responsibilities.
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a search of the files of our Memphis Field Office in order to
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inasmuch as it was in Memphis that Dr. King was killed, and our

Memphis Field Office had primary responsibility for the inves

tigation. As plaintiff and his attorney were advised in Court

over three weeks ago, any releasable material located in this

search which is within the scope of plaintiff's request will be

furnished him in the very near future. The final sentence of

Paragraph 26 of plaintiff's affidavit alleges that I do not

state that my answers to plaintiff's interrogatories "are based

on information contained in files belonging to or in the custody

or possession of the Department of Justice's Criminal, Civil,

and Civil Rights Divisions." Plaintiff is entirely correct in

this allegation, inasmuch as I, as a Special Agent of the FBI,

supervising a search of FBI files, cannot swear to what infor

mation is contained in files other than the FBI's. As I stated

above, and as I stated in the answer to Interrogatory No. 25,

the files searched were FBIHQ files..

27 The first sentence of Paragraph 27, con

taining plaintiff's recollection of plaintiff's attorney's

recollection of what I allegedly told plaintiff's attorney,

is incorrect. Special Agent Kilty, who is assigned to the

FBI Laboratory, personally conducted the review necessary to

respond to certain categories-of plaintiff's request, primarily

those dealing with Laboratory matters. I, in my supervisory

capacity in the FOIPA Section of FBIHQ, am responsible for the

overall supervision of the processing of plaintiff's request,

and therefore am the only representative of the FBI who is

legally competent to answer plaintiff's interrogatories. The

last sentence of Paragraph 27, to which the Court's attention

is respectfully drawn for a further understanding of the problems

we have encountered in this case, and as another example of the

type of statement plaintiff swears to, requires no factual

response beyond denial.

-28 Although plaintiff is in error as to the

number of interrogatories which were not responded to, and

he errs further in alleging that Deputy Attorney General
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Tyler's December 1, 1975, letter "redefined" plaintiff's request

and required a new information request, he properly states our

position that the interrogatories are directed at information

outside the scope of his FOIA request, and also properly states

the fact that he did not give written assurance that he would

pay the fees for the special search necessary to locate the

additional records.

29 On December 3, 1975, before we were notified

by the Department of Justice that plaintiff had instituted this

litigation, we furnished plaintiff's attorney, pursuant to plain

tiff's FOIA request, 18 photographs and 73 .pages of records, much

of which was FBI Laboratory material setting forth the results of

very complicated examinations which would require even an expert

a great deal of time to review, digest, and comprehend. Yet,

plaintiff admits in this allegation that as soon-as he received

this material he wrote Attorney General Levi and informed him

that the FBI had not complied with his request. The attention

of the Court is respectfully drawn to his December 4, 1975, letter

(attached as Exhibit K to plaintiff's affidavit), in which plain

tiff claims that the United States Department of Justice, the

FBI, numerous and unnamed "Tennessee authorities" (presumably law

enforcement and prosecutive officials connected with the James

Earl Ray case) and even by implication, the Columbia Broad

casting System, have engaged in a conspiracy to keep James Earl

Ray "in jail for the rest of his life when the FBI had and

suppressed proof that he did not kill Dr. King." I cannot

comprehend how any reasonable construction or interpretation of

the FOIA could possibly result in a belief that a claim of this

sort is the proper subject of litigation involving the FOIA.

30 This allegation is correct, and no further

response is deemed necessary other than again respectfully drawing

the Court's attention to the entirety of plaintiff's December 7,

1975, letter, a copy of which is attached to his affidavit as

Exhibit L.
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31 The first sentence of plaintiff's Paragraph

31 is incorrect. Deputy Attorney General Tyler did not "rewrite"

plaintiff's request so as to "suppress the vital information"

plaintiff allegedly seeks. Deputy Attorney General Tyler's

December 1, 1975, letter states "... I have decided to ...

grant access to every existing written document, photograph and

sketch which I consider to be within the scope of Mr. Weisberg's

request." The body of the letter goes on to describe the complete

release being made of all records located falling within the

various categories of plaintiff's FOIA request. The latter

portion of the letter could not be more clear. Mr. Tyler states

that he has not included the results of ballistic tests performed

on rifles other than the one owned by Mr. Ray. The letter then

states, as directly as possible:

"If Mr. Weisberg wishes access to'them, he

should make a specific written request to Director Kelley,

Attention: Special Agent Thomas Wiseman, agreeing to pay

both the costs of reproduction and the special search fees

which will be necessary to locate and identify the same as

provided by 28 C.F.R. 16.9(b)(6). In addition, in an

effort to save your client considerable expense, I have

construed Item No. 6 so as not to encompass the several

hundred photographs in Bureau files of Dr. King's clothes,

the inside of the room rented by Mr. Ray, or various items

of furniture and personal property. If Mr. Weisberg, does,

in fact, wish copies of these photographs, he should make

a further request for them and agree to pay the reproduc

tion and special search costs which will-be involved."

Plaintiff and his attorney did write letters to defendant in

December of 1975, complaining that-plaintiff had not been

furnished all records he felt the FBI should possess which would

be within the scope of his request. However, none of these

letters complied with Mr. Tyler's clear and simple directions

that plaintiff provide written assurance he would pay the fees

for the necessary searches. It is plaintiff, not the Department
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of Justice or the FBI, who has been on notice since receipt of

Mr. Tyler's letter of December 1, 1975, and yet he did not

provide this assurance until nearly three months later, when

by plaintiff's attorney's letter of February 23, 1976, these

assurances were finally furnished.

32 Plaintiff is correct in his belief that

several facts must be considered in order to judge whether the

FBI and plaintiff have acted properly regarding plaintiff's FOIA

requests. Plaintiff's allegation that Mr. Tyler's insistence on

written assurance that the special search fees would be paid was

"merely a pretext to deny and delay" his access to records is

without merit. There was no "pretext to deny:" Mr. Tyler's

December 1, 1975, letter could not have more clearly stated the

fact that he would be given these records if he would agree in

.writing to pay for the search necessary to locate them. There

was no "pretext to delay:" The sheer volume of thousands upon

thousands of requests we have received has been more than suf

ficient to cause numerous delays in our responses to these

requests; we have no reason to invent "pretexts" to cause us

additional problems, by "delaying" access to records which are

in fact subsequently furnished.

33 This paragraph is irrelevant to this litiga

tion. Again, we have enough administrative problems in complying

with the FOIA, and cannot afford to conduct special searches at

everyone's request, only to find after we have conducted these

searches that, if a requester is not satisfied with the results

thereof, he refuses to pay for the time it took to conduct this

search. This would even further delay our responses to the

thousands of legitimate requests we receive.

- 34 Plaintiff correctly alleges that all initial

special search fees were waived, but I do not believe our prior

accomodation-to plaintiff has any relevance to the issue plaintiff

is raising here. Mr. Tyler's December 1, 1975, letter sets forth

his discretionary decision to waive the special search fees for
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the material furnished, and to require assurance that the repro

duction and special search costs for any additional material

plaintiff indicates he desires will be paid. Plaintiff admits

that he promptly prepaid the 25 percent of estimated special

search fees required by him by the Department of Justice Civil

Rights Division, while at the same time arguing that it was

burdensome for him to furnish the written assurance of payment

which Mr. Tyler asked of him, when a prepayment was not even

required. He promptly paid $80 to the Civil Rights Division,

yet delayed for nearly three months furnishing us the written

assurances requested, and then alleges that it is we who acted

improperly.

35 All parties agree that plaintiff's attorney

advised the Department of Justice and the FBI in his December 29,

1975, letter, as well as other letters, that plaintiff "wanted

all the documents which Mr. Tyler had 'eliminated' from (his) _

original request." But in none of these letters did plaintiff

* or his attorney agree to pay for the search necessary to locate

the documents, which was clearly requested in Mr. Tyler's letter

of December 1, 1975. The attention of the Court is respectfully

drawn to the second sentence of plaintiff's Paragraph 35 in which

he states, "in the months that followed, Mr. Wiseman did not

phone or write my attorney and remind him that he could not

process my renewed request until he had received a written

assurance of my willingness to pay the search fees and copying

costs." Mr. Tyler's December 1, 1975, letter, states this; also,

with the voluminous amount of requests which I am required to

supervise the processing of, I know of no provision in the FOIA

which additionally requires me to remind plaintiff's attorney

of the contents of a letter which was sent from Mr. Tyler to

plaintiff's-attorney, nor of any provisions which require me to

ensure that -neitherplaintiff nor his attorney are guilty of

forgetfulness or negligence. By the above-quoted sentence,

plaintiff admits that he was put on notice that written assurance

was required; any further argument he makes on this point is
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irrelevant. Subsection (c) of 28 C.F.R. 16.9, from which plain

tiff cites, states in part: "... the requester shall be notified

of the amount of the anticipated fee or such portion thereof as

can be readily estimated. In such cases, a request will not be

deemed to have been received until the requester is notified of

the anticipated cost and agrees to bear it." (Emphasis supplied.)

We advised him in our letter of March 9, 1976, that we were

"unable to furnish an estimate of the special search fees which

must be incurred," and neither plaintiff nor his attorney objected

to this in any conversations with representatives of the defendant

that I am aware of, and the fees were finally paid without protest

at the March 23, 1976, meeting. Subsection (e) of 28 C.F.R. 16.9,

from which plaintiff also cites, refers to advance deposits only,

and is irrelevant since, as I stated above, in an attempt to

further accomodate plaintiff we had requested no advance deposit,

but only a written assurance that he would pay.

36 Plaintiff is again avoiding the basic issue

here, which has been discussed in previous paragraphs. le was

requested to provide written assurance he would pay the necessary

special search fees; he did not do so. In an attempt to assist

plaintiff in avoiding payment for material which Mr. Tyler felt

he would really not be interested in, Mr. Tyler gave plaintiff

simple directions to follow if he really wanted this material.

Plaintiff waited nearly three months to comply with these directions.

Once he complied, we advised him in eight working days that we were

searching for the additional material, and in fact made it available

to him two weeks later, at his convenience. Thus, were it not for

plaintiff's delay, for the time necessary to write a one sentence

letter plaintiff could have reviewed all this material before the

end of 1975, and the Court and both parties to this litigation

could have been saved a great deal of time and effort.

37 As I have attempted to explain, no letters

written by anyone in the Department of Justice or the FBI have

"denied (plaintiff) access to materials which were within the scope

of (his) initial request." In response to plaintiff's allegation
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further on in Paragraph 37, concerning the point of whether

the FBI had any doubt about his willingness to pay for any

special search fees, one additional fact should be brought to

the attention of the Court: On December 22, 1975, plaintiff's

attorney called me and indicated that he expected us to initiate

and complete this special search in one day, -and to have the

material available to plaintiff on December 23, 1975. Not

only did plaintiff's attorney fail to give me even an oral

promise during this conversation that the special search fees

would be paid, but he indicated that he was not even sure that

he would pay the $22.10 reproduction charges for the material we

had already furnished him nearly three weeks prior to that con

versation. Although the,$22.10 fee was finally paid, with the

thousands upon thousands of requests we must process, we cannot

afford to make an exception to the law in a case like this when

at one point the requester's attorney has expressed doubt as to

whether he will pay properly assessed charges for material already

furnished him. The final sentence of plaintiff's Paragraph 37

once again alleges that Mr. Tyler denied plaintiff access to

these records. This is false. Mr. Tyler told him the records

would be furnished him, and they were in fact furnished nearly

one month ago.

- - °- 38 I am unaware of any "gratuitous merging" of

plaintiff's request with a later one filed by CBS News. Plaintiff

is correct in his allegation "... that Director Kelley's March 9

letter did not deny my attorney's statement that he knows of at

least two Freedom of Information lawsuits where well-known

millionaires have not been charged a cent by the Department of

Justice for searching for records requested by them." We do not

have the time, nor does the FOIA require us, to attempt to respond

to these sort of claims. What we have done, and what the FOIA

does require, is to make every reasonable effort to comply com

pletely with plaintiff's FOIA requests. - At our March 23, 1976,

conference with plaintiff, referred to earlier in my affidavit,

plaintiff again mentioned two millionaires, but either could or

-l11-

further on in Paragraph 37, concerning the point of whether

the FBI had any doubt about his willingness to pay for any

special search fees, one additional fact should be brought to

the attention of the Court: On December 22, 1975, plaintiff's
attorney called me and indicated that he expected us to initiate
and complete this special search in one day, and to have the

material available to plaintiff on December 23, 1975. Not

only did plaintiff's attorney fail to give me even an oral

promise during this conversation that the special search fees

would be paid, but he indicated that he was not even sure that

he would pay the $22.10 reproduction charges for the material we

had already furnished him nearly three weeks prior to that con-

versation. Although the $22.10 fee was finally paid, with the

thousands upon thousands of requests we must process, we cannot

afford to make an exception to the law in a case like this when

at one point the requester's attorney has expressed doubt as to

whether he will pay properly assessed charges for material already

furnished him. The final sentence of plaintiff's Paragraph 37

once again alleges that Mr. Tyler denied plaintiff access to

these records. This is false. Mr. Tyler told him the records

would be furnished him, and they were in fact furnished nearly
one month ago.- 38 I am unaware of any "gratuitous merging" of

plaintiff's request with a later one filed by CBS News. Plaintiff
is correct in his allegation " that Director Kelley's March 9

letter did not deny my attorney's statement that he knows of at

least two Freedom of Information lawsuits where well-known

millionaires have not been charged a cent by the Department of

Justice for searching for records requested by them." We do not

have the time, nor does the FOIA require us, to attempt to respond

to these sort of claims. What we have done, and what the FOIA

does require, is to make every reasonable effort to comply com-

pletely with plaintiff's FOIA requests. At our March 23, 1976,

conference with plaintiff, referred to earlier in my affidavit,
plaintiff again mentioned two millionaires, but either could or

- 11 -
2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



would not provide details concerning this-irrelevant isae.

From my own personal nowledge, I can state that I know of zo

____-caserfitting those which he describes here, although if they

did exist they would be meaningless to this litigation. With

regard to plaintiff's allegation concerning "four years of

costly litigation over records which the FBI now claims never

existed," the complaint in this case was filed November 28,

1975. I cannot claim knowledge of what records exist or do

not exist in our millions of files, and can only do so after

a specific file has been searched pursuant to a specific request.

Plaintiff was advised in Mr. Tyler's December 1, 1975, letter

that he was being furnished all records located pursuant to his

request, and I agree with plaintiff that the case should have

been mooted then.

39 This paragraph is irrelevant, with the

possible exception of the last sentence. The additional ballistic

tests and photographs had not been compiled at the time of Mr.

Tyler's letter of December 1, 1975, and Mr. Tyler's statements

concerning them were simply rough estimates of the amount of

material falling within these categories presumed to be located

in FBIHQ files. The actual amount of records falling within

these categories is somewhat smaller, as plaintiff is aware, since

'he reviewed these records at the March'23, 1976, meeting.

40 As I stated earlier, the affidavit of Special

Agent Kilty, submitted herewith, sets out the scientific data we

have already attempted to explain to plaintiff at our half-day

meeting with him on March 23, 1976. In response to Paragraph 40

of plaintiff's affidavit, please refer to Special Agent Kilty's

affidavit.

41 The case plaintiff cites in this paragraph,

in which the United States District Court for the District of

Columbia granted the Government's motion to dismiss as moot on

July 15, 1975, is irrelevant to this litigation. We are not in

court to compare the FBI's investigative procedures with whatever
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methods plaintiff would use to investigate the assassination

of a President, nor do we wish to engage in a "battle of

scientific experts" in an FOIA suit. In response to plaintiff's

"documentary proof" claim in the last sentence of his Paragraph

41, as I have stated earlier, we have given plaintiff numerous

opportunities to assist us in locating records identifiable with

the subject matter of his requests by furnishing us written

information, but he has never done so.

42 This paragraph is irrelevant to this litiga

tion. As I stated earlier, if the Court desires the facts

surrounding plaintiff's allegations concerning our processing

of plaintiff's request for material concerning the assassination

of President Kennedy, for its information in judging plaintiff's

good faith in this litigation, we will provide them.

43 - Please refer to Special Agent Kilty's affi

davit for the correct information concerning this allegation.

We are not in court to convict or acquit James Earl Ray; we are

here to prove we have complied with plaintiff's FOIA requests.

44 Aside from the fact that plaintiff's request

was never effectively received until he sent his letter dated

February 23, 1976, finally agreeing to pay the special search

fees, no further response is deemed necessary to this allegation.

Plaintiff has been furnished the results of all firearms examina

tions conducted in this case, with the material which did not

involve the "death bullet" or "Mr. Ray's rifle" having been

furnished him at the March 23, 1976, meeting.

45 As demonstrated in Paragraph 44, supra, the

allegations made in Paragraph 45 are false. Plaintiff has been

furnished all notes and reports which were generated in the FBI

Laboratory during examinations of the "death bullet" and "Mr.

Ray's rifle." Exactly what plaintiff is referring to when he

alleges that-he has been given "no reports and no complete

tests or test results" is not known.
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46 As plaintiff has been advised in meetings

and correspondence, he has been furnished all material within

the scope of his request. It is thus ipso facto that we have

not conducted tests falling within the scope of his request of

April 15, 1975, which have not been given to plaintiff. There

fore, he is in as good a position as the FBI "to list the tests

or examinations performed on the King assassination evidence,"

and I believe it would-be mere harassment to require us to do

this again. Further, I fail to understand how stating the dates

of these examinations would lead to a determination as to "whether

or not the defendant has complied with (his) request." Please

refer to Special Agent Kilty's affidavit for further correct

information concerning this allegation.

47 Plaintiff's unsubstantiated allegations con

cerning the FBI's report-writing procedures are false. Also, as

I stated above, I know of no rational reason why the dates of

examinations would assist in a determination as to whether plain

tiff has been given authentic copies of the documents he requested,

even if his false allegations were true. Please refer to Special

Agent Kilty's affidavit for further correct information concerning

this allegation.

48 As stated previously, plaintiff has been given

the results of all ballistic tests, including those examinations

which did not involve the "death bullet" or "Mr. Ray's rifle," the

results of which were furnished plaintiff on the day he executed

his affidavit.

49 Please refer to Special Agent Kilty's affi

davit for the correct information concerning this allegation.

50 Since plaintiff has been furnished all material

concerning all ballistic examinations conducted, he already pos

sesses the information he asks for in his fifth interrogatory. As

explained above and in Special Agent Kilty's affidavit, the dates

of these examinations are meaningless. I continue to assert the

exemption contained in Title 5, United States Code, Section 552

(b)(7)(C), to protect the identity of persons conducting these
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examinations inasmuch as this is exempt from mandatory dis

closure as it would constitute an unwarranted invasion of.

personal privacy.

51 The repetitious allegations plaintiff makes

in this paragraph have been dealt with in my immediately pre

ceeding paragraphs. With respect to the last sentence in

plaintiff's Paragraph 51, I believe that since we are now in

litigation, it is for the Court to determine whether we have

completely complied with his requests for all ballistic examina

tions, and it is for the very purpose of protecting our personnel

from the time-consuming activities plaintiff admits to planning

in his last sentence that I have asserted the (b)(7)(C) (privacy)

exemption concerning their names. The FOIA does not require the

FBI to release names of its personnel to assist a plaintiff in

taking depositions, nor, as the Court is aware, are these names

necessary.

52 The proper interpretation of the (b)(7)(C)

(privacy) exemption is left to the Court; I do not feel it is

proper to attempt to set out law instead of facts in an affidavit,

but I believe that plaintiff's interpretation of the (b)(7)(C)

exemption is obviously incorrect. The latter portion of plain

tiff's Paragraph 52, in which the manner of our past compliance

-with-other FOIA -requests plaintiff-has submitted to the FBI is

alleged, is irrelevant to this litigation. I am familiar with

plaintiff's prior FOIA request for Kennedy assassination material.

I believe it is pertinent to note that, in dismissing plaintiff's

suit (which plaintiff cites in'his Paragraph 52), the Honorable

John H. Pratt, United States District Court Judge, stated:

"Well, I have spend a good deal of time

going over the papers that were filed in this case,

-and I am satisfied in my own mind that there has

been a-good-faith effort on the part of the Govern

ment,-and that the Government has complied

substantially with its obligations under the Freedom

of Information Act.
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"Accordingly, I am going to grant the

Government's motion to dismiss this matter as moot.

"Mr. Lesar, you are familiar with going

to the Court of Appeals, and you may have some

gentlemen there who will tell me I am wrong. They

have done this before.

"But let me say parenthetically, that you

don't get cooperation from people by calling them

liars and kicking them in the face. And I should

think that you and Mr. Weisberg would have learned

that by this time.

"I think the Government has been oppressed

by a lot of the requests, which I think are completely

above and beyond anything that you are entitled to. I

don't think the Government is required in this type of

a case to go out and take depositions of people and get

affidavits from everybody under the sun.

"I think that in relying on Mr. Kilty for two

affidavits and also on the gentleman from the Atomic

Energy Commission, they did all.that they were required

to do."

53 Plaintiff's speculations as to our motives are

incorrect and improper. In.xesponse, the-Court is-respectfully

referred to Paragraph 51 of my affidavit.

54 In addition to my previous discussion concern

ing plaintiff's previous paragraphs, please refer to Special Agent

Kilty's affidavit for further correct information concerning this

allegation.

55 No factual response is deemed necessary to

this allegation.

56 No factual response is deemed necessary to

this allegation, other than noting that once again plaintiff claims

to possess "evidence" without giving factual support for same.

57 No factual response is deemed necessary to

this allegation.
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