lir. Stephen S{ Rosenfeld, editorial 8/2/98

The Washingtoh Post

1150 15 94,

Washington, D¢ 20071 i *

Dear bir, Hbsenfeld,

Please do not take t!is personally, for I do not intend it that way, but I
believe that if all the knowledge of the FPost's entire adit%l section were to
be combined it would not be qualified to write an honest editorial on what it
mistitled as "I, e King Reexamination." It is not that. 1t is not intended to be
that and with the kind of help you give it in today's editorial, it will be

helped not to be that.

I do intend what follows to be a lecture.

The more prosperous the papers get, the more highly educated Wtaffs.
the farther they take the papers from the grgt and original concept of those I
regard as the graaaat political thinkers of all time and from their obligations
under the system those great men crqatad.

Hepresentative society can thrnirve and continue only when it is genuinely
representative society, a society in which the people can be informed enough
te let their wishes be lmown. To a large degree the papers are not doing that
and instead they not only argue rather than report, the protect and m2a defend
nalfeasance, misfeasance and nonfeasance.

The Jave mado themselves part of or defendes/of goverivent when that is not
their intended role and defend and protect the government over some of the
most serious offenses against what our system is supposed to be.

Whal your editorial is really about is intended to be and will be a non-
invewtigation, aﬁ"ﬂ;ﬂaer's %%ﬂy—'s- story makes clear,

Tou may not knégw it but I wrote the first book on that case. It made out a
case, from what had been reported, that Ray was framed. Then I arranged for
Ray to have counsel with no confliet of interest and not motivated by money,
wiich he did not have. I becamwe his investigator. Not because 1 loved him but
because I wanted to make the aborted system work., I did the investigating for the
habeas corpus petltion and it $ucceeded. I then d.'ld'tha investigating for the two
weeks of edidenti lmarin we got, to determine whether Ray would get the trial
he never had. Jim Lesar, junior counsel and I had two days to exercise discovery
and with semdior counsel, Bud Fensterwald}ovaraeaa. we had to prepare for the
hearing between the two of us. e took the law, I the fact. The fact that p put
together led the jddge, who knew very well that he could n<t continue to live and

sit on the bench in lemphis if 1he agrzmted Uay a trial in the cliFaE of the early
1970s, in denying it actually Ba:i.-djthat guilt or inrmeence were not Pofore him,



That was the impoct of what the lawyers used of what + devekoped, the wit-

nesses L llcated and prepared. -
Exe .

With the basis for sesking the trial ineffectiveness of counsel and voluntarf-

ness of the plea, it is not easy to believe that guilt or innocence we:ie not mater-
ial, especially vwhen there was no rebittal to what we put in, no questions but
that there wa$ eolersion, no question but that Percy Foreman intended to thoow ¥
the case. ff‘a had a history of putting people wa away. Iﬁ,lcaae in Connecticut he
put an ignocent man aavay so the _goyermnent could seem to have solved that case.
“tephen Pike, a member of the Ialé":f‘aculty, undeftook the appeal and the man was
freed. The most recent case of which + know is the one in which by an accident
Foreman got caught. 1 lave the documentation if it interests you. He was going to
put a wiretapper away for the sons of H.L.Hunt. Their lawyer was in touch with
me. He gave me copies vof the proofs. Foreman was convicted but the grateful
government allowed him fto spend the rest of his life outside the jail he be-
longed it.

liow could we show ineffective assistance of counsel when counsel was the
then most fampus eriminal lawyer? I decided by trying enough of the case to
prove he did not make any effort to prepare it. Ve d d that and the judge ignored
it. Ve ineffect exculpated Ray, under oath and subject to cross examination.

There was no refutation even attemptedd,

The state depended on the prejuduce and the justified fear of it. (Byt it
even threatened me!)

While as with the JFK assassination, the crime itself was dnver —— 1
and enormous amount of information and misinformation is available. Available
because + then filed CA T75-1996 for that iu.fo}zntion. Tne overnment atonaweﬁ\ led
the case for years, failedgd to comply with the law and much else, but in the
eud I had about 80,000 pages of once-withheld inforwation.

They prove that the government nqitbomed perjury and filed that lerjury to &
get Ray extradicted and that his then counsel had the confleit of interest he
could not eliminate, he did not get a penny from Bill ﬂuie, who paid him for fthe
e¥clusive rights he wanted, until he had Ray back in this country. No consf:l.ct,
the judge said.

What + did forced the attorney general to hold the King Case a‘ﬂa—.a;s_- histori=

cal case, that in theory meant maximum disclo?\iﬁbnt conly in theory) and then
to have the OFR investipation in anticipation of what + would be able to use of
what + could turn up.

The official evidence is that the prosectition could not even place Ray in



at the time of the crime, leave alone at the scene of the crine- and the actual
official evidence is that he was not -anq,‘it could not, prove the rgmmﬂgg;n{ of
bullet removed from King's body was flred fron that bﬁh it said the suecimen
wes not good enough. The forensic expert * produced told me the speimen was
better than he usually had eid,bestified, under cath and subject to cwwes

cross examimation that given that rifle and allows tu test fire it, the specimen
enabled him to state with certainty that he could testified that it had or had
not been fired from that rifle. (As it had not been,)

He also proved that it was pm{_a:lr'all, iupossible for that rifle to have been
fired ns officlially alleved witb,a thz but]of the rifle and the body of *he one
using it being inside the wall) .

There is more bwt this is, _T think, enough for me to get to a graf of the
editorial:

"That may be the reascnable approach, one that could put an official stamp
of certainty on the matter without calling imto duubt:}‘%he process anﬁla,rmer
conclusions ab'i’ut Hr., Ray's guilt. But there is a fine line between this strategy
and one that would recklessly reopen questions abS/TtGihe historical record is
clear and jus'g}.fies no serious argument.,"

I challenge you to give me a single such question!

Only one!

Of th hundreds that de exist.

I also ask what puts the author, indeed, the entire editorial staff, in a

position to claim the factual knowledge necessary for such conclusions, which
AN tu/recommsndation, vhich maounts to anothe¥ whitewashs

When I was able to travel and speak tod collegiate audiences the two greatest
causea of disenchantement, of alienation from the government, which mesns separa-
tion from our system of government, were Viet Nam and the gelitical assassinationd.

Our system can't work as it is supposed to work if the people are turned off
and have nobfing to do with it.

You are encouraging more disenchament, more disillusionment, and that is parti-
cularly hurtful to the young. ‘hose who ar-< alienated often turning to crime.

I've never known of a paper to retract an editorial and * do not expect p&
the Post to, although it should and if it cares about the system and preserving
it and maldng it work as intended, if i_‘_b cares about itself and about the conse-
quences when it does wrong it will try“ to find some way to under this serious
harm,

I do not lgiow how much Paul Valentine remembers. )ﬂv covered that hearing. I



have the transcripts and much else. The Post migh{‘: congider having one of its
j;;‘ét-honorad black reporters look at some of this material and copy any of it
desired, s .

Not entir:ly irrelevant, and I phomed Suro, who wus not in, and have written
lim, he was lied to by his source(s), I believe at Justice.

Ray never"confessedd +to shooting King" and he was not "later convicted of
the murder and sentenced..." He enterrd a technical plea and when Foreman tried
to extend that Hay interrupted the voir dire tv objeect to it and not agree with

that (I have the transcript) and there baving been no trial lLe was not "later g
convicted" and then, later, sentenced. lle wes sentenced in the deal Foreman
cu@ced and the povernmet lied to 211:3 rqi.ng family to pget its agreement,

If tiere is qothing to be invgltigated (there not having been any investi-

gation ofl the creme itself it cannot be any reinvestigation) why does the
governument lie? And if it has the proof that Kay was guilty, why does it not
make that proof l;uublic and end this disenchantment, thbs lack of confidence in
f He govermment and in the system of justice?
Is not the answer obvious?
Sincerely,
.;__.ﬂfg,g {//é Ly
i

W arold Weisber;

If the Post was influenced by Posnergs newest endeavor in shilling for the FBI,

I have a book-length manuscript there is Me chance of getts ng published in the
climate today but will be a record for history. It is titled Whoring with History:
b the Lecald Posners Protect the bing &ssassins." After his Gase Closed I did
Case bpen proving him a literary whore. + referred to him as a man who has trouble
telling the truth even by aocidenaﬁ, es a plaglariset and as s shyster, and I heard

not a word of complaint from him of Random liouse. A& Post reperter boght a Case

Upen and gave it to the book review section. It would not even mention it. The ¥
Post has yed to raview any of my books and they are all basic and after all these
yeqrs, severe as sone of mfa criticisms are, L have 561: to get a call or a letter
from any of thos= of whom I was so eritical complaining that * was unfair or had
made an error in my criticism, This also says a bit acowt the press because my first
book) was the first on the JFK assassinatio and that should have been a subu:aci

to which the media gave attention other than as defonders of errant government.



