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Fred Yl

Er. lioward “ray 11/2/71
fuse fer lovesiigotive Journslism

1346 Connecticut ave, W

Vashilcgton, L.0. 22736

Dear Howard,

"‘tﬁnk» vory much for the Jecifie lews Service puffery of Lune by his beumate Don
Freed. Unly s subject axpert woula recoguige thie for what it is, the effliuvie of the
Freed-*ene opesatSons, Evea for the imsune Lane 1t 1e & virtoosos confession of incredible

subject and legsl ignorance.

iy kas Mis arguuent L the day escupe triel, hiv newset eupposeily nes legul ap;rosch
has already be:m ruled on by the courts. ;t is an. It was, in fuet, th: first bugis
on videh Bn;'s tien vacist lexyers tricd 3o get Mu u trial. The Judzs who sof on thst is
named Fequin, “e succesded Battle. What makea this lm more incredible 1a thai Freed end
lone are both fasdliar with my Prame-Up, whdeh repovts 1t.

it is typical for “ane to clsin ag his own esaging “digoovecy" what he rends in my
worice Hut in this case it zlso is in ihwpapers and in court records -~ a line of apesl
thet bas Tun its cowrne. Vhile the atatute ie fairly raflected, that there im an sutomatic
pew~trdal right if dsmanded within 30 deye, th: corrupt Tennessee courts beld in
cane thet thia right axisted only hefors the senteseing juige, vho in Ray's ease had died,

In ths_escape trial iune siesed upon wnd new, and got extepeive coverage on it, the
very isiue iagar Lol carried to the Supreme vourd -over iy & onjestions bud v tha
dirept orde? of the sixth circuit cowmrt of eppeals. ;:'ts!.s is was Ray legully in jail. The
bhabess corpus jrocosdings enc the evidentiury hearing endec, if wijustlyg, in the juddeinl
declsion that he waa logaliy in jatl,

Lane now clains Ray cluims he was coorcsd. I am aware of Hay's allegations now. Ho
never fold ps them, If {Mwse nev onas, that the FII threatone? hic fatkar, oo tue thay
also represent an ipsue we raised in elaborate detail at the evidentiary hearing. Sedly
the crcercion guastion hes bern reled upon -all the wey to iha Suprsme Jousd.

That the eriginsl jJudge dled with Kay's "petition™ under his chest is not attributable
to the clerk of the court. i1t comses from my wowik, which Jim and I followsd up Tor and af
the evidentiary besring. it is in fact in the trensoxripbe of the evidentiary hearing. How
Lene kuows sboui it is froam onn of irsed's flunkies, ane Jeff “chen, who attended the
evidsatiery hearins snd with Freed has been busily enguged in literary thievery since.

The denger %o justice and itas possibility of woridng in such historiec and sensationsl
case when the whores like Ysne come siong to comercislise them ard us in tois case lene
d4id, -nhul;nm—u.huﬂ.awiuh 1%, is exemplied by the deseription of the Huy affidavit
he filed, it siloges that thom lemphis 847 Robsyt Jensen wunt 40 see Rey at the j=il fo
intiminate his into not peeking & new trisle It was mot until gfter Jemsen went to see
Kay - then at Nachville, not Pexphis - thet "oy mede the fireé o hie effortu. J baen was
there for sn sntirely different reamon. I do have the relevent records, including Jensen's
cite (6 is cldef of ssourity for Eoliday Iuoo now.) He was foliswing up on the only
reasoneble interpretation of Ray's intrusion into th+ guilty~plea hearing, that there had
been & cons o With Rgy having slleged this several timss cizce abould Zhere be z hoare
ing on the scrimghaw, which I doubt, it will kick Ray's teeth farther down in his
integtines, Why if he is now charging there waes a consplrasy did he not tell Sha PAL when
they asked hin?

Rudunotb'totrnl!.n(QGB."iohaaumrboanMﬁ.TMPﬂ agents did not
visit "both he and ks 'hrnthtro af this Frond vorzicen haz 4%,"two days ba'ors he went to
trial.™ Both brothers were in nph:l.a and in coatinuoun cmtact with counscl Percy Foreman.
(I have long taped interviiws with both and with Jumes ou this.) The PHI was caraful to
stay awny from Ray from the momont they turmed hinc over to Tennessee authorities after
extredition. Jio and I have the joil loge, in sdditden, oo we can tell anyons to $he minute



when who was with fZay and for how long. Lven when Aay ate what, which pills he $ook and
why = how ~nd how long he slept even. In phort, this is totslly false. These kinde of
baseles: cherges against the FEI are used by it to exculpate itself of legit. charges.
(Some of whnat they have wade np and sttributed to me so they eould s=poenr ¢z de thic g
precious - and ludicrous.) have their records on it and me.)

“he liouse comudttes part io accurate. bane prranged it netwithstunding the dissstar
they have becn to Ray. a1l their King work, beginning with their original zllsgaticns
baped on which tus comvittee wus established, is prediceted on the masumption that “ay is
the killer. The lHenbers have bewn explicit on this, in their reports snd on the floor as
well as countless public statessnte. If gottin. Ray befors the comdttes ean't reasonsble
be expected to help Aay, it cen reesonably be erpected to promote lana, who i: working on
a movie acout himself as Shericck. Could leme has lese unselfish motive in desling the
stacked deck to Hey?

I have pene iuto this detail for a number of ressons. Use is to let you know that
geadiayg an want T would oot see fe helpfol, at lossd useld 500 L Suturs. another is
to parsit me to make a record and thereby, if thers is later inter:st, to iaform others,
including reportors. Jis Lessr, too, iz ihiwcasse,

So thanke very euch,
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NEW TRIAL FOR JAMES EARL RAY?

LEGAL TECHNICALITY MAY RE-OPEN KING MURDER CASE

By Donald Freed
Pacific News Sarvice

Donald Freed is co-author and co-producer of Executive Action, a film about the
John F. Kennedy assassination. He also is co-author of the Glass House Tapes,

MEMPHIS, TENN., NOVEMBER 7--

Lawyers for James Earl Ray are confidently predicting that the convicted

assassin of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. will get his day in court--in the form of a

full re-hearing into the King murdex case.

Attorney Mark Lane, recently hired as Ray's principal '‘defense lawyer, claims
he has uncovered a rarely used provision in Tennessee law that guarantees his
client the new trial he has been seeking for the p;st eight-and-a-half years,

Accorxding to Tennessee Statute 17~117, if a defendant appeals his conviction'
but the trial judge dies before rendering a decision on the appeal, then the de-

fendant wins a new trial.

This, according to Lane, is precisely what happened in the James Earl Ray case.

- Ray pleaded guilty on March 10, 1969, then fired off a letter and a motion for a

new trial to the judge who presided over his case, W. Preston Battle.

Howevar;.Judge Battle died suddenly of a heart attack less than three weeks
later without ruling on the Ray motion. Ironically, Judge Battle was found slumped
over his desk top with Ray's petition beneath him, according go the court clexk who
discovered the body.

As Lane reads it, Statute 17-117 is so specific that it alone would be enough
to guarantee Ray his first full-length public hearing into the evidence of the case.
Lane's staff is cuirantly preparing the motion for a new trial, .
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“If the law of Tennessee is respected by the courts of Tennessee, then Ray
will get a new trial," Lane said. "If he does, we are confident he will be acquitted,"

However, one Tennessee prosecutor was not convinced that Ray's guilt} verdict
would be automatically reversed. The prosecutor, who did not wish to be quoted
because of pending litigation in the case, said the statute may only apply to civil
and not to criminal proceedings.

Ray's attorneys have filed nearly a dozen other legal challenges in an effort
to win a new trial, including motions on these issues:

* Ray contends he was "coerced" and even blackmailed by the FBI into pleading
gullty by threats to put his elderly father into prison. In an affidavit,-néy
claimg that just two days before he went to trial in 1969, both he and his brothers
were visited by federal agents who claimed to have discovered that Ray's father,
George Ray, had violated a parole condition in the state of Iowa in the mid-1920s.

According to the affidavit, Ray was told by the FBI that his father "would be
feturnad to die in prison" if he (James) failed to cooperate with prosecutors by
pleading guilty to King's murder. .

* Ray also alleges in a similar sworn statement that an FBI agent named Robert
Jensen, the special ggent in charge of the Nashville office, visited him in prison
within 48 hours of his conviction in 1969. Ray charges that Jensen warned him to
"go along with the Bureau" by not appealing his conviction. He claims Jensen told
him he would be “sorry" if he attempted to win a new trial, and says he was warned
that if he persisted in his appeal efforts, one or two of his brothers would join
him in prison.

Even if Ray does not win a new trial, he may get his chance to speak out

) publicly in the King case-~if he chooses to do so. According to Lane, the House
.Seléct Committee on Assassinations has said it would like tolquestion Ray abogt
the King assassination during open, public hearings in Washington, D.C,, perhaps
next spring.
Lane reports that, in preparation for the upcoging public sessions, House
investigators are scheduled to gquestion Ray in his Brushy Mountain penitentiary

cell on November 14. HEAHHRGHHEHY




