Dear Jimzy, 3/2/71
Vhen I brought the norning paper in and looked st it I aaw signs of something

Bed8re [ explain this - ang i ag ueual you pay attention it will gerve as notes
Tor the future for me - let me apdate you on your new pal’s relationships. la had
awitched to Gonsales becaues he had ne choice. The committee and the ataff leamed that
hiz word is worthless and realized that he had booby-trapped them at avery twm. Then
ha boasted th the Wash, Poast thet Sprague owes his Job to him. Se to Spreague and not
Just recently, he became peraonna non grata. He may still be palsy with Fauntroy - I
ugice 0o offurt to keep up with those kinde of things but suoh coues t0 we - but he wanted
in on the JIK stuff. This meant he had to get cosier with Gonmalog and he did. Congalos
is a lightweight with a taste for nuts.

Then the mail cawe with some clipudngs, new and returned, I'11 be quoting a few of
them, Jis sent we & copy of the letter in which you say "any fool can see what Welaborg's
zotive is, be gonoerned about his unpublished book, that Lens by somehow being in with
Sprague will have tho uppars.”

if it 43 a nice day you might even think,

Norwally a book 1s finished at least three months belore ita publication date,
“ormally i& is aubmitted six month earlier. Work bacikward and you'll see that for a
4/4 pud date Lane had to have his book in about the first of the year. So s uppers would
be of the past in eny event. If you lmew anything about publie relations you'd know that
any offleial lovking for attentdon doss not 1imit usell 3o one. 46 Plays the field. So
there was no competitive situstion, Pesidesa, this kind of information that you iuagine
and doon not exist there cen't poseible hold long encugh for a booke The little bit of mn
Donsense they had is known in detail or in outline and it is nonthingness. You don't
understand lane, His beuk will make & bid deal about how he made the conritiee possible
and then did all its work for ite So e is hyaterical now with the ocommitteo coming
apart and all hs stuff being expoasd in the mass-ciroulation media a8 stolas where it
is not bullshit. Hot much of a book. You will leam ebout its error. He is famous for it,
I'm saylng he is aluays that NEY e

1f I wented any kind of "uppers" with Spragus would I have fought with him? You know
1 did because I sent you a lutter or two. Who seeks favors that way? Besides, why would
I seck them from » hired Mand? Wiy would I not cultivats the black members sand thsir black
ataffs with entras I have? To tids day I have seen none. The faet is that & have stayed
away from this comdttea all aiong, not & way to_get "uppers,” axcept when they asked me
to go there. Tusy asked for rosition papers and + provided tham. They did aot take the
advice they agreed to mo you can see what bhas hapoened. If § went some "uppers” thege
provide 1% once they becoue Koystone Kops, which editorials all around the country are
calling them

They had nothing to givo mo.dum It was the toher vay arounds. You have to know that.
You are wwing the wrosg kind of ou‘fit amd $he wrong kind of powder whe: you guess asbout
what I have and do not have and that I'm anxious %o gei whai thsy get by sebpoena, of
which mora,

1 do hope you can see that nonc of this makes sense as you write it end I sup; ose
believe 1t. It is A1) as unreal as it can bo. Hot only that but I announced st a meoting
at New York University Law School almest two years sgo. They were ali there. I said if
they were going to lay their customary bullshit on the Congress, which I then wae sure
wouldxheg get interested, it would be without me. I GAave some spocifics about Bud & Lane
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in gettin; back to the committe farce I'd like you to ask yourself why Foreman took
your care when you had no money end if you uwere gullty and he zot hiz mpney from that he
had a coatlict. Thers was no book with you ndt gudlty, you inow. Publicity can explain
it becansu‘y:!.t brdign cazes to hime Thet ix not true of Iprague. His is not that idnd of
law firm. “c has sll the ‘hiludelphia ares businsss he can handle, including Mafia., This
iz B0t %o argme fm but ¢, suzgest conext for his being mo atublorn, faking all this
mmishnent and loss of incowe and oven taking the job when he had a ral J¥K conflict,
You she:ld kmow that there is no precedent for either an emplpyee staying on when the
chairman wants to fire him or the Houss not supvorting the chairwan. firat tiue hore.

YHow at least one of the Hembers if a former ™I agent. Two were on the old un~
Amarican com-ittee and thus Foover's closes® pals. How mmeh do yoi think smy of these
three will do against St. Sdgar or the FII on he comittes when - if = it holds hearings/
I pat it this way not elose Lecause they a8y die bud bocouss the sumulleat ifem in thaip
Sprague budget is for witnesses, as I recall they planved for oaly %x 23 4n two hak
whils yesars out of a $6.5 million in expendtitures. Does this sound like the prosecutor
expectad to teat his case in the ovan or bewdnd oloped doors after which he would say
whatevar he wantsd, a luxury he does not engoy in open court?

1 have a 3orippseHowzrd story that weports the Democratic Leader Jin Bright as
8aying he had worksd out a dasl in which Spra. un takes a demotion. Sprague swore that
would nover hajpen. But this also means the politichins are not trusting Gonzaleg and
are trying to kesp Spragus by any means poseible. Thers is no lawyer thai indispensible
bgcause he 1s a top lawyer. There are too zany of them.

How when you put this alone tossther with the Lact that the stafi has not been paid
and Wirght's offer to let thn staff use hisg pitone for their ;.d. calls it means that
despite what the papers have aaid, that Sonsales has agcepted the wright deal, Lo hys pot.
4nd the leandarship hLaa insulted Minm in many ways.

T Gongaiez is not bright but he is not chicken, slthar. Ba'll brebabdly force the iasue
to the floor of the libuss. it will not wake much difference what haprens because a3 you
won't let yourcelf see this cemuittee does not have any ami credibility and if continued
it earried aothing by wey of eredibiloty over to help sustain them after all the fans
turm on and all their fales informaiieu ataris flying back into their faces. Ten angels
swearing on the witness dtand will be lenghed at and rificuled now. You any want it ¢o
bo otheruiss but it isn't. ind 3Sprague is not whai you ithink in professicnal torms, cither,
de may be tough 4i the court rroom bub he is putty to the opuks who plant little ghosts
bhe then chases wildly. bike your cortast in Portohal or Oswald in “axico, from which you
have pot hzard o word tals vear, have rou?

There is more sul 1f you are wililng to thiuk this should bs ensuzie

How subposnaes, Gocd point, sabpoenses. Tbat hotahot you pales so much Yaith in
delayed ilssung goy for two nonthe ami thsn flabbed 1t, First he wrote letters to o few,
l1ttle fingor out like at pink teas not fighting in court. Then he sent one of hia
ding people up to see me and we vorked watil & at night on what he shonld do apd where
he would find what. And then a month later Sprague issues suvpoenaes — againat your
forger couugel. His honoho Oger having said foolishly to Jim that this 13 hov they were
golng to m:lve the crice, thougk Foreman, Hor their own work or Cananle or Stsnton's files
or Uarlisle or the FiI but through you. Inpcsaiblo unless they bsligve without dod:

&4y work that you are guilty. This is etreighi DV, @ you kuow. S0 zaturally ther lrave
she 31 alone. You worry a-out what they msy got on some future subpoena and pay no
atiention when I tell you that in alumost & half year they have not issed the righ: ones
and lied to buet about what they did have as 1t relates to you. The fienphic gang gave

them nothing cxeopt talk= talk that is falss but places you ab thy scone of the erive by

sllsgod ¥l evidence, I have that evidence and the transoript of tuat Sovember heiring

end balieve we or not i'm telling you the IV lawyer Sprsgue put in charge of the ing
work licd about you and the ovidence that put you ate the scene of the crime. Then ht lied



a bout where he got the only records they had - whe: they were two months old mine youl
He said prosecution. I'm telling you it was from me the month berore aud Jim kuows ite
fe was there when Ken srooten gave them back to we 11/17 and apologiged because they
rad "lost" some,

I puess Srooten snd Sprague do not £et along and that is why Gonzales pdcked Brooten,
who has previous Congres:ional expuricnce, to be staff director. (i'm told I conlid hove
bad that job at the beginning. I refusad ali Jobs there.Jo much Tor your irmagined "uppers.”
Jud was to have beea in Spregue’s job as chied cowngel. I talked hm out of ite)

Brooten called ma on 11/7 to ask for information and helps I Jumped all over him
tecause ho was there on 10/20 vhen I told Sprague that a precandition of any sssociation
I had or hely I provided was the strict prodection of all your righta, Ythervine I snid
L had a conflict and would bave nothding to do with them. This was ascurance azainat
prejudicial leaks like there have been and you lgnore and against the kind of dirty
deal Spraguc and Ozer tried to pull with Foreuen, Brooten was honest, He 20id he knew
I was telling the truth, knew Sprague had made this giarantee and knew he would not
keep it. It is thds snd not your invention about wme apeaking for you that cause the hot
detter of which I sent you a copy. Sprague replied by phone and in writing and said I was
totally aad cowpleotely correct. So they go ahsad anyway aft.r that and after his promises
to Jim in wy presunce and then they use Fauntroy to leak the stufi adout you being the -
dller and then they put 1t in their report. ,t really is all this vay.

Cn the clippings: what Jugtice ie new talking about ts you"malting s clean breaat,"
I thiak that will change before vary long.

_ 2/3 Gongalex had you and Oswald the assassins in an %ake intorides with the Phila
Yuliotin, "said yesterday e has new evidence that the two assaseins did not act alone,"

— Sale paper, whers Sprague 1s a hero, about the comadttee 2/6,"regarded bu some here
ag little more than a media spestadle.” lame pager, 2/4, they have witnesses vho will
"rowst ont Cewald's role™ and on you Gouzalez “hinted that the witnosses in the ¥ing cage
have eriminal backgrounds.” Curtis?Dmt Dowda? Austin? Aady? Bradley? Want a longer list
an for tho chorus? They all aang and more with thom, but it waan't nelody.

What are the prospacte? According to Hajority M«: Jim wWright (2/26)7I% either
of them walks off in a huff, that's the end of the investigation.” Vith uo pay and wuat
1% reprocekssit 4s not far off. ‘ '

You want to get caught in the atddle of all this?

You have no questions when you knos you were Hocdiered by Lane when ho got you to
8izn for an T0TA "guit® he has never filed? Ho neoodg nothing from you under the Act.
@ 4ot you to sign for ontirely difierent rescons, so be could rretend thia is how he
ot whatever he steals or iakes up.

#e, Jiu and I, were mot “hostile from the beglouing. " I havs notes and receipts to
show it, I zean notes frox them, not mina, ALy do you think I gave them as heevy s box
of wy records as their man could carry 10/22 when I'm writing a book if not to hely them
with you, to get them off right and honast despitc what I ¥new of some of the Members?
Thelr research director was on hi: own invitation coming here thres deys later, taicing a
motel roor with his own xarox and it never haprenad-long before sny hasole, I have an
indez to the evidentiary hearing. Jim has $%. I offerad it. They sti1l don't have or
wont it and thet, to0, was long bsfore the hasale. Sprague ordersd them not to resd Jinm'g
bricfs ~ long before any hessle. To bs "anpre judiced,”

1 could go on and on, I suspect you've been fed a load of Lana. In any aevent, I
have nothing to lose in this and all to guln except for the time I take tryiong to keap you
from wreciing yoursolf. My problem is not having enough. I bave too mich for a bocke L had

all I needed and more in time to have had a book oul ﬁ;faar Or Ore acd, if 1 was still
worklog for a booke o wise up belore you nurt yourself” more, Slaceroiy)
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Mr. James K. Lesar February 24, 1977
Att, at Law

910 Sixteenth Street, N.W.

#ash. D.C, 20006.

Dear Jinm:

I have your letter dated February 13th to the House Speaker, Thomas P.
O'Neill; also, your letter dated February 20th to me.

Fisrt, what is the difference who was responsible for the melect coxmittes?

., Accordimg to you if Lane had not supplied the information thare may heve

never been a committee, now you suggest the committee should £° out of
business and amother one formed. That na‘y be fooliak thinking as if the
Prseat one goes under mast likely they won't vot‘ in amother.

Actually since the HC, vas denied there is no way to get a forumn except
poasibly the committes, However I think it would be a nistako(tor e to

commit myself to anything, I EEEl.i.EEZS waited until I saw what the comaittee
intended doing by way ot subpoenaing files we were mever abtle to, and never
will be able to through the courts, before comziting myself to the Committes,
However you and Welisberg, apparently because of Lane's association with
Sprague, were hostile from the begining insted of uslng a 1lille finesse.

Any fool can see what Veisberg's motive is, he*s concerned about his unpublish-
€e Book, that Lane by somehow being "in" with Sprague will have the uppers.
“ow where I could have Bet~back and waited for the committee to indicate what
they intended doing, not what they heve necessarily beea Baying what they
intended doing, I have to write then that your Sherman statement does mot
necessarily apply to me.

I would like to know by what authority you have for writing the committee

in a manner which suggested that you have the final say on what ever I do?

I wrote ypu about a Jyear ago saying there would not be mush use of further
litigating the HC, as that was blowm in Memphis with Bud & BoB's "good guy”
roll, and to just let thing die out. But Youcwsnt ahead and appealed the Gth
cir. judgment apparently for reasons of your own.

Also, I get tired of listening to talk like you and Earold "breaking your
ass" for me, I have always assumed there was a quid pro que involved.

Now it is not my fault if Harold can't get his Book Publishked; I suppomed when
and 12 it is published Jour argument is thest I'l1 get 8 new trial. H
Your talk about Lane seting up the co-ittoqﬁhorororo is responsible for

the Justice department recent report don't make sence. Justice did not

set up the task force because of the committee or Lane's actions, and you
know it. As far as Lane is concarned, you have twist that around just like you
have the committee, Ifno’he don't Elve a shit for me without you distorting
the situation

In concluding, the case is CLOSED. If Harold can publishing anything for a
buck GOOD he has By blessing, but I don't intend seting here like a hermit
untill he publishes it.

SN

Sincerely: James e. Ray #5477

a :""‘% .‘ ‘
4
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P8. 1 sent the letter Harold ferered to
too your old address, certified.




n dr. James H. Lesar February 24, 1977
Attorney at Baw

910 Sixteenth Street, H.V.

Suite=-500

Vashington, D.C...20006.

in re: Mark Lane.

Dear Jinm:

In reply to your ietter dated February 20, 1977, wherecin you rejuested

amoag others things certain information concerning the abuve cited Attorney,
“r, Mark Lanae,

1. After Mr. lLonald Freed contacted me a couple years>ago I subsequently
agreeded to see Mr. Lane in

for, tir. Freed.

» Mr. Lane capacity as Attorney or representative

2. Y¥een I signed the paper for fr. Lane authorizing him to file a FOI suit
I "did not" sign a walver. Further, as you well know having received a
duplicate copy through, I believe, Harold, I later sent Mr. Lone a lgetter
dated October 4, 1976, aduing certain stipulaﬁicn to the OI suit,

3. I have signed a paper written by him authorizing him to published not
more than 6 or 8 pavers (letters) I have mailed verious incividunls & organ=
1zations during the past eight yéara.

4e In substance‘I have told him I am now sure I can prove that I could not havs
shot Dr. Martin Luther King jr.

The above 1is substantially all I have told him. I now consider the matter
closed Rermanently, i.e., I have no interest, and do not intend, responding

to any furhter disputes between you and ¥r, Lane no matter which party
should correspond to me about sald dﬁspute.

Sincerely: $anes E. Rey #65477
- 'P.0. Box=73
Petros, Tn. 37345.

maeb o LN

et i, L 0L20002,
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