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traced to a rnarticulsy rirfle. dow, the M

did not trace it to o pafticular rifle, <
did not trace it to the rille 120t on South
~ain Street, Instezad, the T8I's Baliisti
Drpert Dobort Frazicr, drow up an alffadavit
in whieh he stated that 4dus to the dizterti

and mutilation he could not duteriaine wheth

the bullet rewmovad from Mr. ¥ing was Tired

T

ey

that wdflz.. ... low, dn view of vhat I00 cut

talliztics exnort says,
trhat bvullet in fact comes from a different
rifzle. fnd the guestion is, why didn't

Y

BT dstermine that? amd why wags Fobort

.
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to a narticular rifls, sunnressed

frowm Hav's attorneys and from Jomes Darl Havy?

e

A1 eicht, aucstion. Say was in the building

across the strect from the metol. “o dizoute -

anout that.

EEPE IR T
LUSAR:

Some tilne that day, ves. Iut not at the tine

that the ot was Tired,
.

{3

e 1l or 1 not havae a vifla r1th hin?
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“net I om attewpting to do, vou understand,

is to come un uith a 1list of chincknointa,

Poorr saring,

A 4 29 IR
adoal ahout the

the most Linortant
A Y heN res e e 3.
t.;‘,.‘lL tha 200 (ufu"t

rem ths

T AD,
et v v

isn't vnozsible.

ig that thwe shot was fired frow a hathiroonm rindor,
in a roominz heuse ocross the street from the

Lorraine :otel at vhich Dr. MKine was stavin-.

How, the claimed that they hove ove iz lindng

T, And part

evidence arainst James
of' this overrhelnian evidance was zurnosed to bHo
laboratory tests videh connsat - whieh connactal

the £ifle to that windor si1ll. tha pif
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LESAR: (continusd)

cn Douth llain Street, Acecordine to tho law

o Y Ty % 1 A3 - PO S
to nave made thosse naris, secondliy, and nont
v T T N - , - - Ny ayris e
TUPOUUVAUTLY . the clalm iz that thas mark vas

tha receil of the »ifle., Lo the part of

vortion of ¢ha window zill. e, tanding

on o Lorrains Hotel Faleony zond to shicot hLim

P

from that buthroon "1nionsjll voulve mot to

here i3

."3

fire af a siiciatly dowmnrard omole.. .. .00

©

RO UARY you cu rest the harrel of tha rifle

nything but an wpvard anxle, 30 tha state's

o
b
)
o

n that rround alens simnly ©alls opzrt..
Sut there are other detvicisneiass in it. for
examnle, it's claimed —~-~- just le talte the
faet that’thc_shot i3 alle:,d to hinve coma fgron
the Bathreoun windoi. Why woull any ossassin

chioasn a bathroom to firs a shob from?



ROLL 1

LEZAR: (continued)
In the first nlace, thore's no assuranco that
someong will not want in the bathrcoen wvhile
he's there,

RATHER:
Thls 1s not a bathroom connccted to a rocm.
It's more of a floor bathroom?

LESAR:
It's used by all the tenants in this Yullding.,
And in addition, the naturce of those tonzinis
makes 1t more likely that they would he 7 in
nezd of a bathroom becpuse they are a nunbep
of alcoholies, ameonc then. You doxinot know
a2t what poin%t Dr. Hing 1s nsoing to come out
on his balcony so you mav hte in the bathiroon
for an extended neriod of tine. And in fact,
the state's allegation is that James Iarl Day
was there for almost an hour. Now, if you're
an ascassin and you're coing to shodbt somzone

why pick a locatilon with the disadvantare

flrat that coreone will zpot you when yvou're conins

out with a rifle Iin your hand. Or secondily,

that someone might interrupt it while it's
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LESAR: (continued)
in propress. Jecause he needed to o tothe
athroon badly.

Q-
AlY ripght, other deficienciés 83 you see 1t in
the State's case?

LESAR:
Well, they have no eye witness who can place

James Tarl Bay at the scene of the cripe,

And the investication done by the public Geofender's

office as belated and as nlniscule as it wasg
provided evidente of peonle who sald that the
shot wasz fired from another location. knd
also provided evidence from witnesses who 5214
that one of the %“hite Mustangs paried in front
of the street was gone at the time that the
shot was fired.......And then, In addition to
that, you have cot the very elemental rproblen
of the time lapre between when the shot i
X8I fired and the time that the first rollce
officer on the scene discovers the rifmle.

And Lieutenant Cormley, who was the first ran

on the scene tesgified that he Xwas there
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LUSAR: (continued)

. approximately two to three minutes after the

s hot was fireq, W11, this, I think, creates

an insupcrable problem, because it means

that the acsassin had to -- had to parform all

sorts of‘actions and then escape from the mcene
before Liettenant Gormley Qés on the scene,

,He:had'to within thrée ninrutes, he had to fipe

the shot, Ye had to clean the rifie of finperprints.

He had to returan to hisa roam; wrap £t up in a

e

bedspread with an enorious amount of missallancous
Junik, and»then had to ro downthe hallway. down
the stairs ocut onto the street durn the bundle
get in his car and take off and disappear from
gizht by the time Lt, Gormely 1s on the scene,
Qe
if the shots did not come from thaot window...,
Frem where did they come?
I*“'AR
¥y own belief is that they came from the -~ that
the shot came frOﬂ the ﬁarhin" iot 3otween

e fire station and —w—- and the rooming house,

Well, actually, 1if vou take it solng from the south
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covernment does.

LESAR: (continued)
to the north, thebe's a fire station and then
there’s an empty parking lot and then there's
Knipes Amnucewment Center and the rooning house.
And T think that thrat parking lot vag ideal
to fire the shot and there are some wiltnesses
who -~ who testifled that that's wheve théy
ehard the shot conins frem.

Q:
Other outstanding questions &» as yousae them?
¥E're tryinz to rundown the list of cheekpolnts,
polnts that yousay sioply don't mateh?

LESAR:
I'mHaiso a believer in lgékihg at what the
Looking at how willing
it 1s to produce the evidence or what zctions
1t takes to suppress evidence. ‘This is an
old lesson that some people knew long before
Vaterzate and 1s still germain today. The
government has suppressed or withheld basie
cvidence at every juncture in this casc.

I rentioned earller that the b2llistlies affidavit



ROLL 1

-10 -

3AR: (econtinved)

of‘ﬁobert Frazier had been withheld, The ..

as a matter of fact, all of the - of the affidavits
which the department of Justice put dnto evionae
that reasised extradition in London, was supdressed,
And immediatley thereafter and it was withueld,
And'if was §n1v 23 a result of.é Freedon of
Information.suit in 1979, a vear after Ray nled
sullty, that we ohtained to this basile affadavig
evidence, You have to understand that the
evidentiary hearing —w- the extradition henrine

in London was sort of a dry run for the xzza nini

triazl in Hemrhis, Arainst, the fundarental
eremises of American lzw were violated. There
was no cross-examination. There was no

adversary o ceedinms with any teeth in i%.

The FBI kept froa attendance or let's say they

the American rovernment did not senf to the

extradition proceedins in fondon, thoge

wiltnesses necessary to establish a primie

facle case aralnst Jares farl Ray who could
cross

ve been/exanined by Ray's attorneys' in Lendon.,

They did not send Charles Cuintin Stevens.
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ROLL 1 ; ' LESAR: (continued)
They-did not send Robert HEEYERY Frazier.
And they did not send Policenan Zachary.
And those -~ those es scntial witnesses subjected
to cross-examination simply on the basisof the
;ffédavits which they filed with the court in
Lordon, would have raiad very bertouv doubts—~

o b

as to whetber or ‘not there was any case agalinst

James Farl Ray'at ali.
. . ,
Question, if Ray was not gullity, vhy did he .
seek not to be extradicted? )

LESAR:
VELL, first_of all, that raises a very 1ntcresting
'dﬁestion béé&use Ray dropped hls aupeal of the
extradition proceeding vronsly. He dld so on
the advice or sthur Haynes, to come back and
stand trial. I think 1t was a wroneg deeision because
he had a good defense in London, a defense
which had he been a rich man would have left hin
free as then 2nd as of now.. I think. Wi've
had a recent examnle of this In which one of

the Vatergzate fisures —---
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e - QlemVesco?
LESAR:
Vesco sucecessfully résisted extradition,
Cn basiqally the same grounds that James Larl
Ray could have &nvoked under the 1831
Extradition Treaty between Ingland and America.

That this was a political'crime and therefore

~1t was not an extradictable offense.

:':,;wr,w.,‘ .. Q:v -

But he did appear to be on the lam?
LESAR:

On, yes, he was. You've pgot to remember that
he's an. escaped convict. And anytime he's wanted
he's going to run, And -~ but to return to
the extradition question, he did wave his
extradition appeal. Now, I think that tais
1s one of the fundamental Junctures at which -~
hils legal defensze failed him and it Failed
because of an inherent conflict of interest.
in that iééal defense, The attorney
representinz him could not get paild....his fee
for defendins James Zarl Zay until James Earl

Ray was extradicted to the United States.

I think that's a horrendous conflict of Interest.
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ERZaRx O
All right, this interests me and it's one of
the thinms that we want to follow. For the
moment, I'd like to return to what I coansider
to be the spine of this investigation, Which
is, Janes Farl Ray in the end, Taced the American

Judleclial process, flawed in rour Judgement»énd

in his, he went through that process and he

wound up pleading suilty. Vhere 1s the evidence

that the case should be reopened? YOu queétion
the evidence that put him benind bars, but where's
the evlidence that the case should be reopened?
LESAR: |
¥ell, the evidence for reonening the casze is
first, that vou have a man‘vho says that he did
not shoot Dr. ¥ing. Secondily, that his pleax
of gullty was coerced. . And there 1s é nountain
of evidence which shows that the Judical nrocess
which énded in that coerced pléa of pullty, was
tairned and flawed so as to make it unrecognizagiew
As part of the American heritage:of a free and

voluntary vlea of rullty in a free and open

procecdinr., YCu have a man who was subjected
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| LESAR: (continued)
to unprecedented ERR survelllance in every
form......while he was in Jail. Youhave a
man who could not trust his bwn attornevs
because people oprosed to Ray's leral interests
and legal rishts were financing them.  You
have a situation in which the man standingz
’¢tr1al was held 1& isolation for the entire
eizht months rreceding hils ploa of cullty
under lignhts twentyQfour hours a day with constans
TV and eleetronie surveillance. You have a man
who had two prison gurads with him twenty-four
hours a day, around the celoel writing down
whathe did every fifteen‘minutcs of the day, L
day or night. Youhave a man who could not
even trust the vhysician who attended hinm
because that physician was the brother-in-law
of the prosecutor, and that physician attembted
to provoke hinm into nmaking statement s which
the bhysician could then testify --- use to
testify azainst Lim at the trial. S0 in addition
you have a prosecution which withheld evidence,

evidence which would tend to be exculpatory,
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LESAR: (continued)
You have a prosecptiqn winich intercepted James
Eﬁrl Ray's correspondencé including correspondence
with his attorneys and read mnd was sware of
that correspondence., YCu have a prosccution
ﬁhich even intercepted James Zarl Rays correél
pondence with the trial judge.' The nroseecution

had covies of that correspondence before the

..Jdudge had copies of the correspondence uhiich

James rarl Ray wes writingz to him. Youhave

a prosecublon that'as of the time when the
gullty pleax nesotiations or when the strusgle
to force Rav to plead.guilty negan In the middle
of Pebruary, 1269, You had a prosecubtion
that had by surrepticion taken from James Earl

Ray's cell a page of notes to his attorney

4 / b - Y . et e 1
Vvvva Pmuv\VMNWOL%Aaz,in which he provided an explanation which in

h MMM/J/L

effect shows that he was declaring his innocence.
That he was trying to assist his dttorney in
explaining the flaws in the cuse against hinm.,

And vet, that note was neixhter returncd to

James Earl Ray nor zlven to his attorney.

S0 you have --~~ you have a situation in w=hich



ROLL 1

-1 6 -

LESAR: (continued)

the man who was vroviding the money for Janos

"EArl Rays trial, Wwilliam bradford Fuey, tried

to bribe Ray not to take the witness stand in
nis own defense.

0.

How that's a very seriéus charge.
LESAR:

Yes.
Q:

And you can demonstrate that as truth?

LESAR:
That is -~ 1it's Quite evidently true, The

charze was first made 1In sone afficdavits taat

I filed by Jerry Ray and Jares Rarl Ray in

1972. Essentlally, the story is this, that --
and this goes bhack to the question why James
Earl Ray fired Arthur aynes......

Q-

His original attorney?

LESAR:

His original, iis fivst American attorney to

reprecsent him,
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LTASAR: (cbﬁtinued)
Arthur Faynes- was zettinrg pald by Willlam
Eradford Huey;.....

Q:
An author and journalist,

LESAR:
An author and Journalist, excese me, a writer
who had written several books on rurder in the
dcuth dealing with racizl overtones. And
Iluey about the lst of ﬁovembef, i{uey sent
derry Hay who at that tire was living in S¢,
Loﬁis, 8% a plane ticket and sald, "I want you
to come down to Huntsville; Alabama and talk
with me. They emt at the alrport and then
in a motel, spent the day in a motel with
Huey'prdviding Jerry Ray with plenty of
hoose and trying to explain, asnser some of
the eumxfkiax questions that Jerry PRay wanted
to know??????? Huey told Jerry ray that if
James Earl Ray took the witness stand it would
destroy his book, and he offered Jerry Ray
twelve thousand dollar bribe if Jerrylﬁay

vould persudde James Earl Ray, ---- actually,
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LESAR: (continued)
he offered the bribe to Jerry Fay or any
nember of the Ray family; including
James Tarl Rav. A twelve thousand dollar
‘bribe 1f James Farl Ray could be persunded
.not to take the witness stand. . James EArl
fay fold me 1n-1572 that after he fired Arthur
Haynes, a few days after that, he received
a letter from luey in whilch fiuey offerecd him
vthis norney, Gffered to pay him something,
I thirk exactly ¥HsHE twelve tﬁousrnd dollars,
the sum mentioned by Jerry Rav. Last fall,
whén for the first time wlth the discovery

zet a

<

mechanisms of the court, I was able o
discovery order on a number of the partiles
involved in this ecase.. Ye obftained the mail
logs which recorded all of the mail, or at least
prrportedly recorded all of the mall which

Jumzes Earl Ray received,'and which he sent out
during the time he was in the Shelby County Jail.‘

That ler confirms that five Gavs afte Ray fired?72?

Hasnsa ¥illiam Dradford Huéy????? he recelved a letter

u?/ from liuey, Noﬁ I had a discovery order on
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LESAK: (continued)
William Bradford Huey. Ard under the terrs
of that discovery onder,AHuey chould have pro-
vided me with a copy of that letter. ile has
not,
Yet, 1f I may, let me loop back......Your firck

boint.......Cn the face of it, you say, evidence
3

that would have raised at least a reasonable gt g

doubt about Ray's innocense has been suppressed.
Now what evidence do you want now %o nrove
that?
LESAR:
vViell, there's -- ¢o rrove that?
(&8

That there's a reasonable doubt about Ray's
innocence, In other words, what evidence
don't you have that you woul,d 1like to have or

‘ LESAR: -
nead, to do that. Wwell, there's a lot of

evidence that -- that would be relevant to

that charre, I'im not sure that I know of
all of it, But for examnle, if there

was any spectrorravhic or neutron activation
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LESAR: (continuedd

&Akyiisgég analysis conducted on thé'hullet or the cartridge,
qQ&Jvfﬁ$s (%/‘4ny laboratpry tqsts performned on the rifle,
o

prhotczrabhs of the bullet which I have attempted
to get and have thus far Leen refused.
There are a variety of other things which
I ﬁhinkw oudl gshow the fraudulent nature of
sorme of the claims made. Tor example,
the laboratory tests on the window 5111 which
jwere purvortedly made and which purnortedly
demonstrated that that rifle to the cxclusion of
all other rifles were fired from that windou,
.%hat I've been unable to obtaln. ' And then
therc's some other evidence which I don't want
to do into at the morent becauge it's vital
-~ .-£0 the defense and in sone ways, I don't
- want to disclose at the moment,
Q:
What is your bottom line theory on what happened?
Somebody shot Dr. Martin Luther Kingz?
LEZAR: . Bl
Tﬁe short.answer 15 T don't know, There are

some leads and we do not have the capability of
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LESAR: (continued)
foliowing them out. It's the governments
function to solve cerines. It's nmy function
to defend James Earl Doy,

Q:
Taking yourself out of the rdle of defense
attorney for the moment ——--- ‘

LESAR:
That I can't do,.....

Q:
Eut for the #xmx purnose of the inter?iew,
lookineg at it broadécale, voulre familiar
with most of the claims of most of the critics
in this ecase. Beyond the lezal péints that
you have faised, wnat are the other claims that
youconsider to be most believable, the most
supportable.about ﬁhis case?

LESAR:
izll, the basie claim is that Janmes Earl Ray
was framed and that the crime is unsolved and

hat that is an imporiant concorn for iho Amerlcan

people, And as a citizen, Ishare that concern.

G
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G
What you're outlined in listing the mistakes
made '
mistakes‘as you see them/by not one but tuwo

of James FArl Ray's own defense attorney's
3

the original judpge in the ease, by investigggprs,

if this is a conspiracy 1t is indeed, a very

"large conspiracy?

LESAR:

No, I don't bnow that. T don't mimt know

Vthat at all. 'I think it éould be ~-- 1if vou're

talking about a conspiracy 4o committt the

crime, I don't think that that reqauires a larse

conspiracy, And of course, comnon sense WMIIYLAREXEY
militates against large consovirzcies, Anytime

you're going to committ a crime you want to

kggplit“as”small as you can. TOu want to keep

the number of participants small. If youtre
talking atout a cover-up of the basic evidence
and of the fa?p that James Xarl Ray ﬁas framed,
then yes, you involve a much larger’number of
neonle. If vou extend 1%t to the number of
people that are some way or another participated

in depriving James EArl Ray of hils Constitutional
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LESAR: (continued)
. righfs, then it 1s a very‘iarge number of
peoﬁle.
‘g
So under your hypothesis, with this case as in
the case of some of the other well known assassination
cases over the lést decade, 1t 1s one small
conapiracy to‘committ the erime, b larger
conspiracy of cover-up?
LESAR:
I think that that's probably the truth. MNow,
I, of course, have no versonal knowledge
as to how large'of the orisinal conspiracy to
commltt the other erime is or is hot. YT simply
don't have anv evidence. And that's the
unpleasant truth that we have to face that
we do not knocw what was behind these erimes
because the erimes have been invesfigated wrongly.
anaeacg0ae
You're confident that given a Jury trlal, that
Ayou could beat the case against James Earl Ray?
‘LESAR:_
Without a doupt.

0
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ROLL 1
Q:
Picture yourself in final summation before the
Jury..}.....and you've got 2 wmilnute, a minute
and a half lef tin your time in the final .
lsummatioﬁ, and you want to review the most imgortaﬁt
" points for the jury. I know this 1s a aifficult
task andyou'd want time ——w-
LESAR:
vDiffﬁcult because we don't know wnat tne
evidence 15........
Q:
You'd want more time to prepaie.
LESAR:
Sure,
IZZERX ¢ 9 0
But if.you can within »eason play that game
for me......
LESAR:
Vell, I think that the bvasiec points are one,
James Larl Ray had no motivation for assassinating
Dr. King, Secondlly, the evidence whiéh

exlsts shows that he could not have done 1it.



ROLL 1

- 25 -

~-"LESAR: (continued)
And in fact, did not do it. - He was not at

the scene of the erime at the time the erime

as committed.  And had no reason to shoot
Dr, Xing and every reason to avoid the difficulty

with the'law.....which'participating in a consniracy

to assassinate Dr. ¥ine would entail.
Q:

On the basis of what vou know now, if rou veere

given a Jury trial, wold you vut Bay on the

stand?

LESAR:
I think that I weuld, yes. He initially, one
of the —-- one of the difficulties that he
had with his first American attorney; wa;
that he wanted to take the stand and the? did not
want to put him on the stand. . And that, azain,
was at the inslstence of Willianm Braé@ford Huey.
There;s no cdoubt that William Bradford Huey
who pald all of the attorneys of Ray's choice,
Arthur Haynes and Percy Forman, William Bradford
Hueyvput pressufe on Ray's attorneys to not.put

him on the witness stand.
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You listed earlier what you maintain were vio-

htions of wwwea (cuT)

END CF ROLL 1
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RATHER:
Cdnstitutionél risnts violated,
CLE3AD:
Yes.
RATHOR:
Hhat aré Jour three best arguments, that his
éonstitu;ional were in fact violatéd?
LESAR:
Well, we'll bezin with thew- the easiest
andé most clear nrobably and that iz the
surveillance whalch was conductaed on him,
Any defendant in an imerican trinl has a

right to confer ennfidentizlly with his

A

attorney.‘ In Jamgs Farl Ray's caze, nis

rizat to confildential communications was
transgressed in a manner I tilnic nreviously
unknown to American liticants. His mail

was intercented 2y policy dtrective of the
sheriff, delivered to the nrosacution, Even_
his confidential letters to the trial judce,
Judme Preston 3attle vere Intzreentad and read
by thevprosecution beflfore they were delivered

to tne 2xiix trial judsge. le could not b

v}

certain that anrthing he told hisz ottornies

\

in the confines of hi3z cell would not se nicked

un by the prosecution because that ¢211 was
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LISAR: {(Cont
busged, if had consta
¥ gurveillance and i
of two guaris nost of
shotx of what was bei
I? he were anvone

would this alone be

" reversal?

- Certainly.

TIACITID)
PSS _.X!;Lul .

itowr Aif T may to met b

sumsation to the Jury

Va3 on the basis of the

Ao T -
LESAT .

Vell, the evidence at

James Earl Rar had no
Dr. ¥ Ein~, that fron
in-Londbn~through the
tie

s0lo exception of

nlead euilty e has ¢

inued)

nt elestronic and

t had always the presence
he tine wifhin ea

ng s21d in that cell.

e

e in any other case,

enoush to zustain

3 Ry
ack to tha—w-

the mini

« TYour second noint

evidence.

:

3ay. %What evidencee?

trial

& vhawts

sl would shor one, that
itotivation for shootin-s
the tim: of his arrest

‘date of this trial, with

bye

the Ny day on which he

onstantly maintained that
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LSAR: (Continuzd) . ;

.ﬁéwﬁiﬁ notishoqt Dr. ¥ing aﬁd’hnd no
reason to shoot Dr. King. Sccondly it's
not vhysiecally posaiile for tho erims to have
neen conmlited in the manner allzdsed by the
State by James Harl Ray. Thirdly, Jamas
Tarl Ray was not present when the shost wilceh
killed Dr. King was fired.

RATHER:

<

yhat about the bealistic's evideneeg which the

TTIAD .

i
State elaims was conclusive arainst hay? k
Qur valisties -~ our balistis's expert will
testify and has testificd in this trial that
that balisties -~ that the hullet i3 traccable
and i3 traceable to a diffzrmnt rifle tihan thoe
one whieh 1loft on 3outh luiu Siyveet. The
obvious conclusion from thab 13 that somebody
used a rifle associated with James Tarl Ray
to imnlicate him in a crime whdeh o dld neb
cormlit,
RATHER:
Is it your contention thni Jawes Darl Jay had
no connection whatever iszh the neovle, the
person, or nersons who ko nnob DY, %inﬁ and

they no conn=2ction with aiad
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LiESAR:
Well T think what we've said is that James

-

sarl Ray was framed, and that imnlies that

tx

sonm2one who>had had some contact with hinm
knew enough about him and his association
vith that rifles to be in a position to
-- to frame hiu.
RATHER:
If he is innoecent, why did he nlead suilty?
LESAR:
VWell, basically because he believed tunt
he had no other alternative, he beliesved
that his attormey Percy Foraran woulc sell
him out, fercy Foreimanhad refused to withdraw
from the case whan James Farl Ray asked that
he withdraw,and Percy Foreman had remninde
Ray that the trial Judﬁe had~- had indicated
that he would not look favorabley unon any
further attemnts to. changre attornies. 3o Ray
sa¥w himself in a box. He couldn't trust the
attornay who was reoresentins him, he had
avery feason to believe that that'attorney
would -- yould not renresent hiﬁ faithfully
‘would not »nut fTorward his ho-- best effort;.
ile kneﬁ that an adequate investigation had not

heen made and thz:t the attorney was advancine
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LESAD: (Cont1nwLi)

"spurious reasons for Hay's nleadins mulltsr,

S0 he concluded that rathér than have a trial

at which - which woﬁld be faked, but‘which

wou;@ annear to be Qeﬂuin-,vtaau it would bhe

beﬁtef for hin to/"o throush ﬁlfh a -~ g mailty

plea proceedins and then try to-overturn that.

myTee
’h -}“;;A e

But he -+ he adnited flatly that &

D
w

£=

5]

uileer,

.

-0, he did not adnit flatly that hedzzz ~uilty
and it's one of the very intereutins aborrationsg
of the cuilty nlea nrocacdinr.,  In other wopds

in particular, one point at whkeh his atte

i~

s}

W

7

Percy Foreman nade statems ants denyine that

there had been a consniracy to kill Dr. Kinz.

And Ozy . later éot to his fz22t and said that he

€id not armree that the statements that had heen

made that thers v¥as no conspiracy invelvid, Hou—-
ARADTR .

Thls is at the-- gourt hearing in uhiéh ne vleads

guilecy. , ) . :
LESARS _

“his i3 at the llarchl?d, 1969 guilty olcad nroceéﬁinf.

This 1s the day that James Barl tay ~-- waves his
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LESA:L(,ontinaed)
riaht to a trial, by vlaadinﬂ Tuilty,

RATHER:
S &ou’re having hig defense'attorney T
Perey Forenan sayineg that.thare is no
ceonspiracy and then yOou hiave Ray gettine
(IHDISTIHCT) is ® feet--

LESAR: (v ALAPPING)
You have vames Tar] Ray denving that, o

l_ji&u\&td at that point the trial Jjudse sortof said,

Wow, what's zoing on here? 7T rant some
specific ansvers to some snecifi juestiona,
I want to know‘whatﬂpr ¥min you nulled the
trigoer, ars you admittine that ¥ou fired the
shot whieh killed 9r. Xing?

RATHER:
But that Questioax was not asked?

LESAR:
That question was not asked,

RATIZR:

254N o
You've talxked with James Zarl Nay many timeg,
LESAR:
Yes,
RATIRRA:
43 2an 2tieorney vou muat considep ybﬁrself an

officar of the court.
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LESAR:
Yes.

RATHER:
lere you have, what to all_agpearances
was a dewn and oubt escaped fe2lon, on the
run. Were did ho ret the monevy to got all
the way fronm demmnls Tennessee ko London,
Enzland? ‘

LESAR:
Well I don't-- I think that 2ildn't reaquire
that nmuch mbﬁey and the -~ the nore interastin-
'question is whére did he met the money to live?
The year nracedin~ the asiassination and the
answer to that is-- is contained in what
Ray has yritten William Bradford Fealy; that
he was>invclved with some neouple, enrased in
1llegal activitiesn, running contrahand across
the Can2dinsn and Zc#ican Serders and that they
pzld hin for thesa jobs thatrhe was running
for them?

DANTHSR .
Do we know who these veonle were?

LESAR:
Yo, we do not,

BATI
o1

i

Ny

.y
R —

Ray knous wao they aref
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CLESAT:

o not in the sense that he can identify then.

"You've got to remember that a~ain Iay was

dealing in - lives in a shallowly world,
L
The peopls he deals with 7o by vseudonyas
or aliases, not bty real naues.
RATHER:
And vresunably also could deal through thirad

pa:ties. ’ e

Yes,

= AT
2ATEER:

wdiis

Get money to him throuch a broker.

LiISAR:
Rizht. I think -~ I think that that would be--~
well, -~ not retting money to him throurh a
brolier but if you're talkine about the
assassination I would 2 imagine that the neonle
Ray had been in contaet 1ith would be niddlemen
for someone else who actually cbnspired to

assassinate Or. {ing. (CU7)

Let's talk about Ray's movements, after the

murder of Dr. ¥ing. Firstof all ho knew

vlemphis well?
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LISAR:
ilo, Nay was a strancer to “Terinhis, andae
went there on the directions of someone
e¢lse. Ee stayed on the outskirts the day
before Dr. iing was shot and then on the day
that Pr. Iing was shot he went into the city
but he did not know liemphis and he did not
have any basis for ‘nowing even that Dr.kKing
could havi heen shot from the roomine house
fron whicﬁgis alledzed Dpr, Wing was shot.

IATHER:
Question, if he didn't know Memnhis so well,
- how did he manaze to get away 5o x Izl
quiclkly with what was ostenszibhly an all noints
out,

LESAR:
Yo, you-- your'e makins an 2ssurmtion that's
not Justifed and that it that he was there
at the tire the shot was fired, snd 22 ras not
at the scene when the shot waz fired, - Secondly,
veu're assuning that that, &hat the all »oints

And

bulletin was imnlerented. /I don't thiniz that
we can make that assumntion, either.

RATHER
What about the strange circumstances of his

and
stay in Canada/which =- and the fact that he



LESAR:(Ccntinued)
aonarently used several aliases.
| LESAR:
Well that, I haven't really gone info nyself,

I'd rather defer to (MANE) Weissberz

to diséuss that;he's ralid nore attention to
hat than I havé. I've been concerned with
the -~ the imnmediate questions of what I need
to know ton get James Earl Ray a ~- a trizl.
RATHER:

Were you a.lare that the prosecutors in the
case, and the law enforcemant officers in
the case, tick off arong ovhers the following
pleces ofwrhat ihev say are overvhelning evidence;
James Zarl Ray boupht the fifle>thaf kiliéﬁ
Dr. MMartin Luther King/ Not only dié he buy
a rifle then he exchanged the rifle,.

| LESAR:
~- They dan't say that excent on occésion and
you see their own balistice exper; contradictg
that becauze he shvs that the remnant o a
bullet removed from Dr., Kin~ can't ke linked
to that rifle. 30 there'’s no wvay of_determin;ng_”
according_to the I'BI, that that rifle w23 the
6ne waleh fired the shot; So all we knoir is

that Ray left.a rifle which was left at the
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LESAR: (Continued)
scen2 of the crime.

FATHER:
That he bourcht a rifle.

LESARE |
That he bousht 2 riflas whicﬁ was left at the
scene of the crine.

RATINR :
This was not the rifle that he originally
bought?

LESAR:

it vag--

34 LA

Y¥o,/he first bouzht a 243 ecaliter rifle and.

then »k went back the next day and exchanmed
6‘“7 i

it for a thirty (WORD) six. ‘low

in terms of an assassination of Dr. ¥ing

there's no voint in exchancine gk x thaﬁ

rifle. One 13 23 good 23 the other for the

purnesecsg cof assassinati,ﬁ and the 213 whieh

he returned‘is pefhaps better for the nurnose

of shooting Sr. Xinm from the location fromn

vhich he was shot than the thirty (WORD) s1x.

So the odvious imolication of that 1s that

sonebody was setting Ray un and that returning

the rifle accomnlished two nurnoses, First,

that 1t Served to identifly Jawes Darl “=v in

the mind of the person that sold hinm the rifle-

ety



LE3AZ : (Continued)

so that he could be easily identified vy,
that verson and a second nerson nay ha§e
heen the second possibility is that the
oriz--~ tha rifle vhich Say orisé#nally bouzht
was of a type which the pnerpetrators of the
assassination knsw was inconsistent with
the rifle whieh wés zoing to ta2 used in the

assasgination and they ordered him to &0 bhack

and exchange it for one whiech would be consistents

ATy
AALIIL T

On fhe basis of what you know did James Zarl
Ray eier at gny tine, in any way zhave any
conneétion with the Central Intelligence
Agency?

LESAR:

To ny knowladge,no.

It's a question of the evidence. ‘ihat in your
Judzmement .were the most imnortant sunvressions?

LESAR:

Well, the most -~ the most imoortant in terms

of prenarine James Zarl iday a trial, were the
3 =] R
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LESAR: (Continued)
docunments which the American covernment

supplied the British court with in Lonlon

»

t James Farl Hay's extradition onroceadings.,
“hose -~ there vwere affidaviis in those
oroceedings which stated -~ in sthieh the
¥BI's balistic exvert stated thathe could
not identify the bullet removed from Ir. King
as having ¢ w2 from the rifle left on
South ain Strezet. There was an affidaxit
in thers by the only allsdred eye ﬁ tness,
‘Charles Whitman Stevens, whieh ia effect
said that Charlss Vhitnan Stevens could not
] nan
identily James Farl Gay as the maiaftho
fled the rooming house, alledsedly fled the
rooming house after the shot vaz fired.
And thirdly there was a very immortatnt

affidavit »y a nolicenan, Zachary, in which

he stated that he found tae rifle;: and igz there

was a photograph accompanying that affidavit
‘ani the other affidavits and that photorranh
is a staged photogravia. It shows the hundle
and the rifle in 2 nositinn other than which
they were found. At a time other than which
they were found.

AATHER :

But didn't the Judse in the case know this?

T
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No. llovody knew this. -~ lixeent the
governzent offieials, First of all, it's
‘a very bizarfe tale hut JaﬁGS'Earl Ray!*
attornies none of then ansarently cver
obtained these materials rpirior to Pay's
plea of guilty. Se condly, after Zay's plea
State Denartment and the

first
nartuent of Justice/elained that they 411

of guilty, th

fs]

not have them and then —- and at the same
tirme deni=d access to tqbu, both to Jzaes
arl Ray and to nrtaur'qarold ifedssbers.
Only~- it took a vear contest, in court, a
year long contestin court before farld

Weissberg finally cained aceoss to them., And

3]

Then 1t was @txmuzxzezd discovered that they had
indeed been supressing public court rﬁcovda.
Publie court records had been supnrassed.

In fact even-- even waorit, aeccordins to the
Efitish authorities, the British gbvernment,

the British court, retained no cony ofthcse
records; they gave all tha court records to

the State Denartment. Uitimately what we

found out was that whoen -~ wvaen Richard Ki8¢ﬁuingt

of uUﬂf
and John *“itchell said that the .T)er):_’.rt«—\m:/wfﬁ

»

not i1ava conies of thnse document3 they x ware
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TE3AR: (Continued)

lyinz, they did have thenm and ultimately
they were forced under the Fresdoa of
Inforrationto produceAthem, ﬁheﬁ they
were obtalned they formed the basis for
Pay's habeas cornus petition, part -~- dart
of the »asis for that netition. o you
had cuppression of vary immortant basic
evidence, That's -- that i3 a sunnrassion

£xxk wvhieh continues today. I have reeantly

by

had corraspondence with the Departrient of

Justica asking for addithonsl materila, sueh

as the photogfaphsof the bullet, ths halistic
tests, any spectrdgtaphic teating thot was
rerformed and so far tiiey have not statad

that we will be <iven access to those materials,

o
18]

[V

And théir time for repnlving I tﬁink iz ~- &
run & now and I anticinate that I wwill ha filing
suit for those under the I'reedom of Infornation
Act very shortly,

AATHEBH:
What you sufzested is a consistent nattern of

s

suppression of the evidence.

Yes, 1t's -- it's extremelv consistent and one
unon
of the thinwa that intruded/and denied James
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LESAR: (Continued)
Earl oy the sort of full scalevjudicialv
inquiry which the Sixth Circuit wanted him,
to have last fallwas the fact that the
authofities for the State of Tenncsses

very astively obstructed our attemnts to

‘implemont the discovery orders nertaining

o]

to the Stata’s evidence againstJamnes Earl
Rey. Vhen we attemntdd ¢o examine this

evidence, all sx» sorts of objsctions were

.thrown un frivilous objections and tine

qqnguming‘maneuvers were rosorted to to try
andvimnede our access to the discovery

materisl. As a result we had to exelude nuch

of the materill thét were ~—that are rziyzd
relevant to the case. Ye never for example

got to examine the police lozs or the shariff's
loxs of ~- at the tine qf the scane of the

erine. Ye were denied conies mfx -- we ware
denied photographs of thé window 3111, nhotonranhs
of the bullst., ¥We had to ake our own phobterranns
of the bullet. 7e were —— hampoered in every way
in our attempt to exanine that evidence op
exanine if nrongrly, YWe wvore denied access to

the autepsy photosranns. We were given inmteaq

ofmhiotorranhs e waere miven zeroxs, only.



