o
)

Ducewber L, 1975

Hr, ‘Cward levi CERTIFLID - RATURE RECIIPY
Attorney Jsneral ' -

Department of Justice ADDREZZZL QULY

“MM. y. c.

Dear M. Levi:

On April 18, 1975, I requested certain still withheld FBI evidence
ia the sssassingtion of Dr., Hartin Luther Xing, Jr. ihen the De-
partment did not with the law, my lawyer, M, Jim Lesar,
filed an appoal dires with you cn May 5 {(copy attsched), ihen
you then did not comply with the law, he filed C.A. 75-1996 for me.
Yosterday, Docemboer 3, in response to a letter stamp~datesd Dvoewber
1 and mailed the next day, he ploked wp wbat the FBI faleely repre-
sents a® all this long-suppressed evidence I have long sought. I
have now gone over i,

I am also investigater for James farl Ray.

Txamination of the materisl received confirms the susploion I had
when the Department’'s Mp, Varney Brown atarted asking M, Lesar,
who also representa Mr, Fay, S0 merge my stonswalled request with
8 lster ons by CBS and to get Mr, fey's permission to include cer-
tain porsonal information sbout him. Mr, Lessy recently filed an
appsal before the siath eirouit court of eppesls in Mr, Ray's of-
forts to obtain a trial,

The ap:elumlm I felt from long saporisnce over the unnecssaary
and I believe 1llegal de in sct en proper request and then
sssking to me vﬁh ltl:,hm o::. by cn"a iz more than Justirisd
by an ezaninat of what the FBI has supplied. It teld M+, Lesar
that 1t aupplied the mterial to UBS prier $o del ivering it to me
or o?n letting me know slthough I had elready filed C.A. 75-1996
for 1.

“hat heas been supplied is not sa eertifisd, o1l I requested. Rather
is it & careful solection from the FBI's files that, i used by CBs,
¥ill inevitably be very prejudicial to Mr., Hay's Interests and that
of Jjustice, espeaially at this srucisl staga his pursult of long
and deliberstely denled legsl and cometitutionsl rights, Ths FBI
sannct bo other than deliberate in thia, for all practisal purposes
lmsmmmmtormawmmeham-ﬂwnm
lar to Frame M», Ray once agaln or taking sdvantage of the cleer biss
CB5 has dlspleyed on this genersl subjsct to put 1% in a position of
dolng exmotly the sams thing with sllegedly officilal evidence.

What i not #till suppressed - end thers can be no doudt of the FBI's
purpossful aontinuaed suppression of evidencs emberrassing to 1t and
sxeulpstory of Mr. Bay - Sogether with other evidencs I have eollwsctad
and of which the Dspartment has soples, proves the deliberateness uith
which Hr, Ray was fremed whem ths FBI bad proof he had not killed D»,
King. It also proves that ¥r. Ray 1s the vietim eof perjury. The
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Department has this proof, hes suppressed it and has sinee perpstu-
ated the success of this felony by violating my rights under 5 U.3.0.
552 with eight wonths of stoneswslling.

m:h{m announced you had ordered s new lock inside the Department
at s terridle crims, I wrote you telling that you had put
those divisions responsible for this mizoarrisge of justice in charge
of investigating themselves. What has Deen given me of what I re-
quested together with what I odtained in the past leaves no doubl
that the Dspartment's lawyers knew this snd took other 1llegal sots
to perpotusts it. (There is only the sltsrnative that avery Depari-
wnt lawyer in say way involved on sny lavel is uttorly incompetent.)
T obtalned some of this proof from the Departmsut when federal dis-
trict court in Vashington swarded we & summsry Judgment in en earlier
Fresdom of Information Act case, T18-70. The history of that case
proves that the Department confiscated from the will British Gov-
sranent all efficlal coplos of that axeulap svidoncs outaide the
£1les of the Uplited States Jovernment, clazsified it 1llegally, and
then liod about it.

Tsonessee authorities sre also iavolved in this and are the users of
the porjurious testimony known to the Departmcnt to have been per-
Mm.

This smounts to a conspirssy to deny Mr. Ray his oivil rights as

woll as to kesp him in jail for the reat of his 1llfs when the FBI
had exd suppressed proof that he did not kill Or, King. I therefore
mwﬁuwmuu that Mr. 2y 12 freed snd to have an in-
dependent investigstion - not another whltewashing self-inveztigation
- of what amountes %o & conspiracy within your Department So deprive
Mr., Ray of his elvil rights,

This endless official misconduct has also put the fRey deo-~
fense to enormous cost for whilch thore now should propor and gdeo~-
quate compensation and the restoration of all coats.

Had the Department behaved in sccordancs with the law onse I filed
the April regquest, it would not lave Deen necessery to do all the
work reopreseanted by M, Ray's appeal. ‘he% ths Department dié was
doliberstely delay proper request until after ¥r, Ray's appeal
was filad, then until sfter CBY mmde reguests for i1ts nowsat com-
mereializetion of these tragediss, and then again untll efter {83
had in «ffsct pald off ths PRI with a coast-to-gsoast whitewashing
of the PBI's behavior in ths invesatigation of the sssassinstion of
President Kennedy.

Sincerdl v,

Harcld Waladberg



