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Doar . “elly,
in your /3, not here until today, you say "I am not intercsted in..,
any evidence of who rdght" have killed King “other than Ray." This rcpresents

the preconceotion of that issue of Uutlook and it misrepresents anything I

-

have wriTten, ineluding in my letier to Y, Dounie.

S0, I have no way of under:tjding what you meon in saying that "o date,
I have seen little or no such evidence,"

I' almost 64 with mueh clse on my mind and my memory is nct what it was,
but L belicve thab what = wrot: dr, Yovnie raised question of the journalistic
IConesty in vrea:nting only one side and that from two with much to hide and MNP
evidence that “ay was not and cuuld not have been th assassin, which i developed
ond Tor the mest ;mr'tjim Logar presented at the hearing of several decades ago.

If by this ypu mean what + think does not interest thé Pogt, you'd be
interested in proof that <ay was not the assassin, that L ‘have, under oath
and subject to ¢ross examination.

Jim Lesar consulted my wmemory on a couple of ppints so * know he and you
have npoken. Fact is L urged hiy to limit what he gives you to our worlk, and
that was withont any pretense of sclviny; the crime.

Iy interest was in ma}ﬁm'; the unwilling system work. L regret that the
courts ag well as the press ins:i.sted on not worldng in their traditional way.

Sorry, L misread your lstter. What you do not uMderstand and what the
vress rissed entively is that neither the JFK nor the ling cascyy vas ever
officially inveuligated or intended to be. Bach was an effort to make a vre— '
curfc-p'i.'ion appear to be reasonable. If the Post' had not decide.d that beginning with
the very first book on the Varven Yorrdssion ut weuld not ,review any of mine
vou might be awere of this in the JFK from the docw.entatbn of it that is at the
bosdinning of my MRHVIR AGATH! In thé Qing cage FEBI records I got in CA 75-1996
in which Jim wass ny lawyer state that all it did was a fugitive investigation.

There ars quite g few cases such as the crap yeu published of those seeldng
favors malking up what they thowsht could get them favers, like Byers and Curtis,
in those FBI files. There is also one rather provocative indication of who did

he job. You ar¢ welcowe to that if you vant it. I have it from the FBI's

files and I have it from the FLI's sourcy The FIT %mred ite MNaturally.




For you to e:g:\@t a A/ﬁ:;;n to the cmmalfrom Lesar is not only unfair,
ik is wnproseszional whay you published all that higwgash from Dick Blllinga
and Priseilla Yolmson Meliillan, Whose hugbund announced his boolt as presaming
ILU 6 guilt und then saying that nade the writing easier. That mukes her an
authority? A guotable sow-ce for the Post? Ur publishable as an authority?

Dick “illings Imew me from whon he was at LiFB, “e did not speak to me
about the lEing assaseination although I had bcél: Say'y investigator anzllrote
the firot book omm on it, llo and fi s commi ttee bagen with the preconcy tion
of Say's puilt and never looked at anything else. Until the ﬁBI palnery Byers
of £ on them. ‘oun might be interested in vhat the “t, louis Post Dispatch morgue
has on that tine gentleman and what hiuv situation was at the time he gulled
the ‘ouse assassins.

Tou publish ulat + descfibe as ljes. L of: ‘ered, with no demand og, any
kind, to address what you )xybﬂ.:..,lﬁ»d. That you pubhvll}rl lies is not of ine-
ter€ot to you or to t verzd'f{:? “n that glime in particular? And all you are
now interested in is what theé Poct did not demand of the FBI, a solution to the
crine by anyone other than Ruw? ,

If you and the Post regard ‘jflis as journalism, I do.not.

Si;tcarely
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