Dear Jim, attached letter to the phoney jark  12/19/76

4As you will see, I deal with myself only except for the one truthful reference to
you, that I had nothing to do with your filing chagges against him with the bar.

Of course I deal with Mark, in a way that puts Prentice, Hall on further notice.

HBark has to be completely out of control or desparate beyond description to
file an sult against me.

He may yet got that deaparate,

If he does I1'1 stabk pro se and do my own deposihf.

For this would I enjoy going into debt again!

He duplicated Foreman completely in getting to see Ray. If my memos on this are
not specific enough it is the Cigna show on KDKA, Pittsburgh, and my source is Karen.
She is also the source on the Mann stories, That is, the home-town boy stéry.

She is this good, dependable a personi just out of collepe she has s sort of
legal-apprentice job with Westinghouse, which is beingz sged and has to produce some
35,000 recorda. Her performence on this job has been so outstanding that in a very short
thme she bas been promoted and they talidng to her about helping her get a legal
education. She mafle my JFK sculpture. A and I are fond of her.

It is on this tape that he discloses other than he has recently written youl
about how he got to see Ray, the time the warden was not there.

You have the tape of his own account of how he got to see Holloman, Coretta and
others, Please preserve and refurn it to me. If you want a dub I'1) make it for you.
It holds what many people will not wgmx want known, Helpful to trukh and decency,

I'm so glad that his insane inability to respbnd to you drobe him to bringz me in.

Please bs open-minded about what smwlls like the ripest Lane: I am told that. Hs
may want to give the impression that this is Jimmy. Maybe it is.But I think it at least
as likely that it was the Freed crew.

Also, do not lose sight of the fact that he makes no reference to my writing the
American frogram Bureau, in Mass., which has not responded since I put them on notics,

The time has come not to ignowe his disinformagion opsrations and thefts. de has
gset the xxihw stage with an abundance of people who will not want to be sciled and can
be callad and can avoid being soiled by truth.

If I force him,
WeBl1l see soon enoughe

Best,



Mr. James H.

Citizens Commission of Inquiry
105 2nd Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20002
(202) 546-7500

December 16, 1976

Lesar

Attorney at Law
1231 Fourth Street, S.W.
washington, D.C. 20024

Dear Mr. Lesar:

Thank you for your unusual letter of December

12, 197e,

One -

Three -

Fouyr -~

You wrote to the wrong bar association.
Does Harold Weisberg do all of your
research for you?

It is not clear to me that you any
longer represent Mr., Ray, since I am
informed that his effort to fire you
was impeded only because a case was
pending. Now that you have lost that
case, as well as the rest, your status
may be in doubt. :

As I tried to explain to you so carefully
in my last letter, the Canons of pro-
fessional conduct prohibit my sharing
with you confidential communications
between Mr, Ray and myself, Should you
secure a letter from Mr. Ray authorizing
me to ghare that information with you,

I would examine your request in a
different light.

Your associate, Harold Weisberg, in an
effort to interfere with an existing
contract, wrote to my publishers stating
that you and he had met with Mr. Sprague
and that Mr. Sprague "confirmed" that -
the Select Committee had been led "into
difficulties™ by a combination of my
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"thefts and dishonesties." Mr. Weisberg
! made it quite clear that I had stolen

| material from his unfinished book, a

' - partial book that until Mr, Weisberg's
odd letter was forwarded to me I had
heard nothing about, and a partial book
which does not interest me in the
slightest, since I work with a logical
development of facts, not with quantum
leaps and hysteria. Since your close
associate contends that all of my material
is both stolen from him, and inaccurate,
I cannot understand why you now request
the material. . If Mr. Weisberg is
accurate on this occasion then:

A. You are familiar with the material
because you discussed it with Mr.
Sprague and Mr. Weisberg and

B. = It is all inaccurate and might lead
you also "into difficulties" and

C. It is all available to you from the
source--namely, Mr. Weisberg.

It appears to me that your letter refutes all of
these false charges made by Mr. Weisberg. In any event,
as you must know I am under no duty to share any of that
information with someone who may no longer represent
Mr. Ray and who, in fact, may be doing considerable
damage to Mr. Ray's important cause. Should Mr. Ray
urge me to take a different position on this question
I would, of course, give very serious consideration to
that request.

L tiretgep’ i

Very trutf:sours,

Mark Lane
Director
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December 12, 1976

Mr. Mark Lane, Director
Citizens Commission of Inquiry
105 2nd Street, N. E.
Washington, D.CC. 20002

Dear Mr. Lane:

In reply to your letter of November 29, let me make it quite
clear that I did not “threaten®™ that disciplinary action may be
taken against you. I wrote the New York State Bar Association the
same day I wrote you.

You state that Ray has asked you to represent him in "a specific
matter,” which you don't specify, and that he retained you in writing.
If you have been retained by Ray, I feel I should be kept advised of
your efforts on his behalf, what, specifically, did he retain you
to do? What steps, if any, have you taken towards that end?

The December 6, 1976, issue of Midnight states that you inter-
viewed Charles Q. Stephens within a few days after Dr. King's assas-
sination. The Midnight article contains the dollowing passage:

*The despription that Stephens gave me
precluded the possibility that he had seen
Ray," Lane said. "And after I spoke with him,
Stephens was jailed as a material witness.”

Are the quotes attributed to you in this paragraph accurate?
If not, how do they differ from what you actually told Midnight?

On what date did you interview Stephens?

Did you tape record or make any notes on your interview of
Stephens. If so, why were such records not made available to Ray's
attorneys? Becmamase it is directly relevant to the matter in which
I represent Ray, I request that you send me any records you have
pertaining to your interview of Stephena. If you do not have any
auch records, then I would appreciate an immediate statement from
you as to what description Stephens gave you and why it preclued the
poagsibility that he had seen Ray.

Did you mean to impdy that there was a causal connection be-
tween your interview of SPephens and his being jailed as a material



witness. If you did, what precisely is the connection?

Did you interview any other witnesses in Memphis shortly after
the assassination? If you did, I would appreciate you identifying
them and providing me with any records you have of what they told
you, or, if you did not make records of any kind, then I would ask
that you state to me what you recall their having said.

T understand that the Select Cormittee on Assaasinations
recently formed by the House of Representatives im large part owes
its existence to "new evidence" about Dr. King's assassinstion which
you made available to members of the Black Causas and Mrs. Coretta
King. I ask that you make all such "new evidence” available to me
as soon as possible, so that I may determine whether it can be of
benefit to my client.

Sincerely yours,

James H. Lesar







goute 12 « 014 Bacetivar icad
Fredarfek, ™4, 21741

Hark Lane
105 Second 52, 4f
Hashiagton, 4.C, 20002

Countarfelit sark;

I saw Jim Lasar tha day he recefved your letter of the 15th. He did not consider it
worth wasting time on, so I do not kmow what he thinks about i3. Excent that he
laughed. Instead, he gave me a copy of 1t and his of the 17th to you. ! find no
reforence to ae 18 his latier and no bSasis for fntruding me into this. Your resort
te tha traditional device of the totally bankrupt Tawyer is obyious, aven for you.
The total nonresponsivaness of your shysterism §s apparvent.

Although I had nothing te de with Jim's f1l4ng 2 complatnt against you with the bar,
; consider what he did & public service. If he had not, in time I probably would
1ave,

As some of your formerly deceived and sin @ then defacted associates have told you,
you are sick. You ara galled by a long carser that s, frow your own effort, stingu-
larly without any distinction sxcept as a thief and a skilled propagandist. 4 lack
of either principle or scruple assists you in both. You therafors nave mo chofce but
to taks from athers and to trade on others.

Bhy den't you try to be honest for a change? The world will not end. Ho aole will
swallow you up, public benefit toat this would he.

Your representation of what I told Prentice-Hall 1s unfafthful. the nors with yeu.
M gursose 13 and was axpltelt: T sut them en motice. 17 you or they think I did
not maan 1t. well, we'll just have to awail the working of time, won't we? I look
farward to what s long ovarduel

Gnly a t wisted mind that 13 113 Vnnevwost recossas tnows 1t 45 without decsat, rapy-
table accompiisiment would twist this into the sick sisreprasentation of “ar affort
to 1nterfere with an axtsting centract.* Your toviurad ega #1111 de vou is vet.

I went much further with Prentice-Hall than you indicats. I Invited a confrantation
with you, te ba teped and without restrictfens. dzither they nor you accepted. But
we have Desn through that befors, haven't we? Like the time I axpasad you as & thief
o the afr and in 2 TV gudlo, #ith the studie tape showing you dafending thisvery as
right and prapar, the air tapa holding your clals that i1t was all 2 “printer’s srror®
that would be corracied fa a reprint, in wiica It was aot “corracted,”

Like the juvenils delinouent that you ave smotfenaily, you tali brave talx when you
have no gne to face. Faca to face, a rarity, the cowsrd in you i3 meek. Twice when
I was 111 2ad weak. Even then vou wared yellow.

If Prentfce-Hall wants %o belleve what you say, thay will learn. gs hat everyona who
ever had enything to de with you, from the tnevitable pain. They have yat to . learn
wiat 217 who kaow you recogaize as you at vour hest and most depemdable. tha suotatien
of your words from Midolyht - which is where you balong - in Jim's lattsr:
"’2.’;4 after I spoke with %m {Charlus Siephens) %2 wos jailed a8 a materias
witness, >

After & took a Crap has as much relevance. After he sTugoed 3 womge while the cops
wers “proteeting” Rin. And aftar he was f1lmed denying Zay 12 the man he saw. You
had loas o do #ith tiils than a sealed garlic waved over a stmmerisg Stow.
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© 1 hava raised zany 4ogs, knew stiil more, and a aw pigs, bub naver havs I ssen ov

heard of 3 cur who from his deap immarsion {n sanura sought £o Hita the succoring
hand ~ excapt you. You disgrace the caning. the bhowine - and axcreuent.

You ware ocnca less carsful than vou have since laaraed to he in your descidntions as
you 2cguire 2 synthetic fame by thefts and othur dishonesttes. So in 1365 you an-
nounced that you wars suing Wasley Liebelar for libel for calling vou 2 Viar. low he
and bis snjoved 18§ How thay neadled you and vour frisnds! How tetal a defense -
truth - Liebaler hadl while your tatl remained Detween your legs, your friands askad
2o to take after Lisbaler, you being unablao to in your own dafanse. I did, be ran,
and you wers fras {0 rasute the suwz crooked caraar, naxt with Sarrisen. (I skip your
books, aot Sacause they are not malodorsusly ovarrips,)

3ick with self-faportance and no parsonal accomplishment as van are, naturally you
rasantad my saviag your s&lf-sollad ass, '

4nd, of course, you don't hate yourself, 30 ysu hate others.

Whan $t has becn rasortad to me thet you safd you warz golng %o suz ma, I have soan 19
1t that you bad awple groweds, iz personal, return-roceint coventsondence. Yoy have
not sued. I do mot think yeu tan get desperate sacugh fer that., &htle you do npot know
what I have, you have 3 pretty fair {dea of what is availeble fo those who have any
krowledge of you at all and of the votential, not anly of tho thievery and deliberats
dishonasty of your writing, but uhat thare {s on tape as you g0 around 4 your juve-

" ntla ersaty harpics.

I your advance was for $10.900 or mowe, you now hava mow and amla groumts for geing
into fadera) court.
Byt vou Wnow I am ot Lisbalar, dem’t vou?

fnd veu know that, In addition €0 what 1 kaow and have, 1 cza produge ethar< who will
astabiish aot oniy that youw nave a career of thievery bud ars a walifong 2nd louwd-
taliing encyclorandiz of aisinfarsation.,

You will want that airad in court whan 3 wrizps ehiztls Yankeos Toodle from the hacks
af cows juwmping over a graanchagsy soom,

Sut 1 would tasot tha vampire to whoe truth, decency and honesty awe Tika B0y watser.
3o I send copies to eihers and inform you that I 4.

Hearevnile, do koo those tapes thet impress peonls, T kesw of thom what Prentice-
Hall doas not.

Sue #e, yollow dag ~ and risk a countersult.
Good people - autheatic experts ~ will stand 1n Vine to testify!

How, on Jin's complafiet to the bar, with which I really fad setaing to do. =t weuw
do have 2o laok forward 2o 13 what T can tentify to and »hat ny sewrcey oho have taped
md cYipped you apd your associated Yiterary Fagins fram coast 1o ceast can and would
testify ta, T could w0t follnw you if 1 nomuiderad that a wettinirile andeavar, whieh
Idood. So on what s relavant with Preantice-dell, what I sava {5 copias. Plus
those wil ars 8y souress. wh have the svfainals,

1 strain o hear (he whistling of sheimps, of which 1n hunsrn qualitias you ars ong,
Truly.,

Harald Yelsharsg

P.S. Ara you wan ancugh o send s a topy of your vesponsa to Prantice-Hall? You
v?hava road my lettar. Do yau davs plsk my writing thes further afier reading
Jours



¥r. Feter Oremquist, Presidunt 12/20/76
Trads Book Division
Pruntice~Hall, Ince
W Cﬁﬂs. X.J. m632
Dear Ep, Crenquist,
In the month aince I told you to feel fres to give a copy of eur correspondence to .
Rark bane he has not addressed me,

Ituwammthmumumummmw.&
has attempted this sith Jin Leser, who gave me copies of their exchange o show that
while Hr, Lesar made no referenve to me in thet matter, in which I am not involved,
mmummmmwfamumwnudmmum
¢lse. 1 have thersfore written Lame. I enclose a carbon. Lone can provide you with
copdas of his correspondence with My, Lesar if you want it.

1 wrote Mr. lesar further about thda. I alsc enclose a oopy of that letter,

Tour Wayne Carson did phons Mr. Lesar, who tald ms about their conversstion.
I wrote Kr. Carson 12/10. I bave had ne response. .

I told him as 1 have told you, if you want to inform yourself that is
posaible. If you 40 not you are on notice.

#r. Carson did not asccept sy offer o go to yowr Washington office om tuis.
If thers is other correspondence of which you should know I will send copden,

Otherwiwe I feel I have done ali that can be expected of me undey the eircum~
stances.

Sinoerely,

Harold Weisberg
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Pear Jim, iy yesterday's letter te #ark Lene 12/20/76

I got up sarlier then usual for work I was not ablc to complete last night
and my eye was ta.en by the letter to Lane ~4i) hed retyped for ae,

Let ze add a few things.

you for a minute think that he would have been silent going on eight years if
5¢ hed told Mim the man he "esw™ was not Ray?

This is typical iene. Who ia yoing to deny it? Stephens is = drunk nobody believes,
even asks,

But it did not happen enyway. Kark cares nothing about truth and nobody cver has
any interest in ke:ping him honest. -

I bave no doubt that he was in Memphis, He was on the Garrtson teat then and Kamphi o
iz close to lew Orleans. But he never came up with anything. ny place he went. Zzcept
the garbage be put on film and couldn't use. Ee did a long bit with Dago Garner in
which Garner boasted of houosexual relations with both Oswald and Rudy. Teyrible stuff
like that, what he thought could get atiention. Ssme with Koger traig. In tese and in
uther caxes he followsd up after others. He xtidxd steals without digcerimination.

If Hark really kmew the fact of the “ing assss-ination it probably would have made
Bo difference. He does ani says anything and people who do not knov him or the realition
generally are impresred.. But the give-away is that he was in Memphis before Ray was
identified so he could not have asked Stephens to *identify" Ray. After Hay was identi-
fied by the FBI CBI was there with a ploture. They did not them use their footage but
they did fils Stephens, I think 4/19/68. This was the week after Mark wes then and left
empty=-handed. 9

His m.0. then was %o go arcund and say he was the "representative™ of the New Orleans
Listrict dttorney. With the colloge kids that wont over Mg. In bemphis, a town you now
kriow well encugh, it just socared the hell out of most pevple, @speoially asome of the blacks,
So they turn to those thay foared, which is how I know about pome of it., From the local
cops to Fil Inspectors. 1 have records on this. I've mede an extra copy of one that will
anuse you,

hark's problem comez fro= all he has, what he makes out on - his mouth, I know vhen
he was in “emphis alsoc from him, He sees an open mike and the most incredible stuff poubs
gut, He makes it up as he goes and then bolisves it. S0 one of the waye I know he was in
“emphis laying egus before Ray wes identified/ is from a taps of one of his broadcasts
an cutraged student sent me. Probably more than one but I remember one,

You should have asked him wh$ be did not give that hot evidence to defense counsel
if he had it. There was to have been a trial. ind hers he is the chaxpion of the opireswed.

Before he put togather the fairy-tsle he told you about bow he ot to sse Ray he ancs
told the truth. It also was sent to me, I think the bar will be intareated if they ask you
any more about your complaint. Of course Hark will probshly be gedng around flashing the
paper ho got Bay to sign but not Ray's withdrawl of it. He did pot got to see “imzy decause '
Jizay wrote and asked Mu to be Jimmy's lawyer. He may have slick-talked Jiocy into some-
thing like a meaningless FOIA deal Wik but not to be his lawyer, I'm sure. He falls mhort
of saylnz this in his letter to you. Ho only implies it. Be flashes that idnd of paper %o
impress thoss who know nothing. I'd be surprised if he is not doing this with his oon~
response to you. ie has often enough in the past.

Thanks for the letters. It is entertaining. Bapacially when taken with his virtuoso
display Bf worse than ignorance. Those parts are going to kick back hard, dnd it m;t
be long, oither. I can see it happendng when it is too late and the book is wreoksd, I'11
love it. I've never asked for fairness dcotrine time on these things but then I will!

Best »



