The Yase Against Ray, ch 22
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Says Forenan and Canale worked out the deal.

juote from Kyles testimony those I used in F-U and taken from my transcripts given
ninm by cormittee in violation of agreement, pretty certainly. Illustrative is that
nobody clse referred to his volunttering about the tie being blown off,

Bskrigce and right ear also fron me.

Onissions in Yrancisco's testimony also from F-U,0nly.

While he quotes what I did of Zachary he does not point out the falsity of it.
That Zachary "foutd" the bundle.

Strains to belabor the FBI for not putting up a roadblock on the ground that when
there is danger of a kmxdmx state border being crossed "no local police roadblock
was likely %o prove effective," He knew there was no all-points, which is not
federal but local, from F+U.

Havin = been aole to steal the tran .cript only, not the éxhibits, “ane claims the
date of the Rebel registration is not in the record. .t is.

He says the state sald the shot came from the direction of botn a clump of bushes and
athe rearof a rooming house." 1% said the rooming house only.

I call it Peasley's "narration,” so.does lane.
I say no fingerptint from 225 in #oom, transcript does not address,lane repeats me.-

Days case again fay presented "thoroughly". .t was not. it was licd about.

Ch 2%, The iefense
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Despite Foreman he says that in a trial the facts would have come out, "testedi at
the trial."

"anatomy of guilty plea"to test truth.f -

Says “uie agreed to pay Ray. 1t was to pay Banes as used here.

Says “anes investigation was dilkgent and he went through their files.

He pretends it is origiual with him that the jury would not have convicted, his con-
clusion, not that to his knowkedge the case h:d been tested in court before him.

fde attributes an "affirmative defense" to the Haneses. I do not recall it.

He gives himself away on the absence of a case from anes! files in referring to

the pathologist. He is not in the banes files. They were out before this testimony.

He uses my stuff on frazier's story as presented by Beasley.

Le has no source on his "expert who saw it but was not allowed to examine it under
microscope" Sut I suspect this is his carelss theievery.This is my work and I did

arrange for and licDonnell did use a mircoscope. The testimony was not the the bul-

let was "sufficiently undameged" but that sufficient marks of identification existed,

He says that the State failed " to prove the tdeath slug' was fired from the " Ray

rifle but this was neither in nor necessary in the guilty plea. It is in th: evi-

dentiary hearing and the habeas corpus petition, again my work,

“e gays there was Prazier's "refusal to inform the State."™ There is no basis for

bbleiving the 3tate ever asked and 4 have every rcason to believe it did not.

But in coatext this is mark phoneying up a case of his own expertise about the

ridiculous, & statement of his elemental ignorance of the case.

He keeps talking about the misleading of the jurors, which indicates he h:s not

even taken time to read that t-anscript. 411 had agree to a finding guilty prior to

any representation of evidence.

The great man has an opinion, the State could prove that “ay bought the rifle. With

plenty of witnesses and a recipt and fingerprints, what else., But "I bleieve."

Yet he says the State could not link Ray with the rifle, in the same paragraph.

He says that “uie's wiiiing of the finding of Ray's prints in the rooming house

"inclined “ay to believe his defense would be more difficult than he had conceived."

As proof Mark cites the book} which was not writ.en at the tiue of the plea!



164~5His proof that Yrs. Brewer never identified Hay is atiributed "years later" to

165

16%

168

167

questining of Cabale by two of his assistants. “e does not say that he read this
bn ffame-Up, I think it is in the evid. hrg., too.

fe claims falsely that the State claimed only other witness who placed “ay in the
Rooming house was Stephens. It alleged anschutz

Here Mark puffs himself and his alleged investigation a week after the assassina-
tion and quote:s Stephens as giving a description Stephens never did_give. And that
Stephens told him he was the source of the atrist s sketch. Now if ark is so
dedicated to justice why did he not give his vital information to the ay defense
in 19687 -

He pretends that the statement gf reason for confining Stephens, to protect him,
was obtained by his two women. "t is in F-U,

The most Wirtuomo display of ighorance is at the bodtmm,"Howver, Canale did not
tell the court in 1969 that Stephens was an alcoholic who should be imprisoned
for his own protection." Here he can rip off only what is my work in the evid
hearing, not footnoted by source. The same jusge was in on all the deals in 1968,
All this is uncredited from my work.

He gives no source for the MeCraw interview, worth noting in what he says about
the later defense, which adduced this evidence. fe did not.

He thus pretends.it is his worke. That it is not his is indicated by his statement
that esaley ignored ite. Beasley did not have it,

Be interesting to get the source of his Jowers statement to two copse I suspect this
also is out hearing work. not footnoted.

But with it he says the State's case had "ecrumbled."

168-9 I only suspect it but it seems that what he has on gremie, shrdly from any

investigation, because she also was a souse and was then ill, coems from the

stuff we turnedover to <aul ¥ale mtinre. He is credited at the end, making it seem
that all except the fact that Paul wrote a story is “‘ark's original work,

It is my recollsction that contradictory stories are attributed to “racie save that
there seems to be agreement that she had been in bed when it haproened.

Ch 24 The Affirmative “Yase
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Says the "overblown promises made by Beasley" would have been the evidence presented
in court

g says he talked to "the relevant" witnesses, not one or some, and that he read
"interview reports" or sayin whose or how he obtained them - he dies E9t say “anes'-
e concludes the Stat: could not »rove way was in the rooming house. ~ere he also
claims to have read "the entire defense and prosecution cases." He does not say
Canale showed them, he cannot have read Breman's because they do not exist, so

if this is not complete fabiraction it can refer to the evidentiary hearing only.
Besides, with no trial there wags no such thing.

He quotes fay as saying the registration book is lost because it was not entered

into evidence. The F2I h:d it and I have the copy of the recport cn it.

Says it waz the only evidence to prove ay was thsre. e never heard of the $20 bills
in his enormous investigation. : )

dere he wuotes “ay in the incompetent and irrelevant but mekes it look sensational.
Having gotten nothing from ray and wanting to pretend that he did all the work and
having claimsd that he alone saw Ray, this is no more than a trick. I have the regis-
trations and so did the prosecution and the FBI,

He says the other crimes ay committed could have kept him in jail for the rest of
his life, His great invesTigation an: legal expertise do not include the extradition
treaty and its probisions. | e could not be tried on any other crime.

“e pretends further that the account he gives from ray of “ay!% moyepents % acts
is from nay to him, With the intro he does not have t0 statc”it anad in Tacl he



£y
doesnot say it. nere merely deceives. lo, he actualy says "to me." ay told hir ntohing
not elready public domain and much less than he told me. None of it ig new. It
Tirst apu:ared in Huie's magazine articles.
174 "to me" repeated fairly regularly con what wag printed earlier,

175 "karch 20, less that two months before King was killed." Yyeat investigator,
Two week is les: than two months. -
Nonsenscial account of +243% being a "large bore" rifle" and tha® Raoul showed Ray
the "right" one in the catalogue. The pictures of the two are identical. The difference
not onlt does not show in o catalogue-it cannot.
175-6_Says #ay's wherabout at the time of the crime are importamt, that he toldxitek
ark about it, that he h:d given different account (note not under oath, onli yo
to get Puie off, his back) and "as with in the case with much of the evidence, this
matter has Aot gggn tested mmtzxxmathx by cross —exesmination nor has it been of=-
feredlin a courtroom under oath," All false. I arranged the formula and jim did it.
It was Cross-examined, without shaking it at all,
Some of the firect quote is blacked out.
However, the “ay story here is what he testified to and what "old man Manes" also did,
in the evidentiary hearins I understand Lane later deprecates,
The accgunt he attributes to Yay #f all the errands he went on that day is obviously
false, It is, from *ane's earlier account, entirely impossible.
Where it is not it is not new. “ay testified to all or almost all of it and told me-
the rest in much greater detail,
17T *ane says he estanlished that r2Y wac at all the motels and restaurants of vhich
he spoke, without saying whiche 411 is imposzibles One of the main and the closest
= ones was torn down and replaced.
178 He suys the FBI wa: not able to rrove that Ray was "financed...in any fashion
toher than fapul, " InRays'zstory even this is not true. But it is not possible
to prove, either way. 4ll robberies ere not solves, A1l are not reported.
. Lane pretends there were no allegations relating to the package at .anipes.
Onr new expert descrites z identical rifles differéng only in caliber with the
larger caliber "much morc powerful and accurate." There is no difference in the
"power" of the rifles., The largerbullet can be propelled by a weaker charge. ind
the smaller the caliber the flatter the trajectory. Or the first rifle was "much
more,..accurate,” - B
The “ocd story, ingBerentially arkss, is the same one oft told,
He then goes into what hs repredentS as his own definitive study of the fanes
records and their "affirmative case."

180 His laying of a false philosophical base for an attack on the Bud=Jim-me defense
is ezplicit here. It is guised as the quest for truth, historicsl truth. not being
the right way to defend a client in court.
That i* is phonet and knowingly irrelevent iz clear in the next graf vhere he says
that among the questions the Jury would have had to decide in a trial are "whether
there was a deliberate police effort o let gay_ escape.from the scene" (which
also seys he was at the scene); "if the FBI/ai%%wgaa eg'ryto escape from the country
before advertising their interest with him (sic "iwhy Ray's rpints were not found in the
bathroom(!!!)" and ab;listics questions the naswers to whic: he knows from my work.
He then follows with an exaggeration of the importance of the flophouse because ?ing
hed not stayed there, This is virtuouso ignorance, even for Lane, because )
king always stayed there, and
it does not address the prosecution contention that king was known to be
there before Ray rented that room.
To t is he adds other falsehood, that the rear of the flophouse is hidden from the
Lorraine balcong by "trees and bushes." False, including then. Pix. "From the Lorraine
one cannot even know that the Lorraine existg." (And he calime to have investigated

the weel after the crime.) . . ) .
181 Thin a sil.y play intended to suggest local conspiracy by the claim that by entering



flovhouse entrance '"one will be able to see the Lorraine" from 422 1/2. This is point-
less. There is but one entrance o the two halves of the building and in fact the
view of the Lorraine would have been better from the other half., 422 142 is imuaterial.
Anyone walking around the block would kno« that this particular entrance was to
both halves either one of which suited.
he extends this to what amounts to saying that nay was part of a conspiracye.
None of these factors defend ¥ay. All incriminate. et he is winding up for an
assault on Jim in particular, obviously-all falsely.
No grester ignorance of the most elemental fact of the crime than iu to say that
by exsmination of "the autopsy docupents ...with eyewltnes: testimony...feconstruct
the exact mmeikimm vosiure of Dri “ing" when hit, which "will (emph added)
estahlisgh the angle of entry andthus the origin of the shot."
18 he then pontificates in a2 vacuum that the defense should have explored the possibility
Sf the s or coming from the bughes behind the flophpuse.
n the Solomon jones story he goes for the "spmething white" accross his face, lie
foliows this with the falsehood "yet the police did not interview Jones until
ten months had passed."
Then using Hays from Hanes! files without checking at all in his great investigation.
This is a story Hays invented to bas le the police with details that on the face
are impossible, the detachment of the stock and the stepping down onto an absent
barrel with all the people at the Lorraine looking on-and not being seen.
184 Hays described as Ray's "one investigabor.”
Ulairs Henes told him the police radio tapes show the white hustang broadcast
btegan at Gz 6:10. This is in direct quotes and is false. The claim is that there
was noboBy who made this statement. The reports show several. The fake broadcast
did not begin unti, after 6:30. What “ane does here is pick up from Waldron's
story what he read in *-U,
185 He has Ray driving Raoul away, out of town,""according to Hay he drove out of town
- in the opposite direction with the ubiquituous-Raoul huddled in the back seat."
Ray couldm not have said this and it is hurtful to fay and any possibility of trial.
"Po this date no adequate official explanation of the police radio broadcast has
been offered." He then follows this with questions I asked in Srame—ﬂp. But he
calls it a police radio broadcast and of that the truth is an adequate explanation
and it is the "official explanation.” i policeman rebroadcast a CB broadcast.
He then says that the “anes defense would have been exploring conspiracy with this
broaicast as evidence., Conspiracy with Jinmy= Jimmy guilty.
here he quotes from police broadcasts in a way indicating he obtained this from the
committee, I do not recall it from panes' files. He then makes a deliberately
felse interpretation, that homicide had completed its on-the-scene investigation, to
eran # the police had finished their work." without kno-ing the content of official
files he says "the unexamined clues the unfolloned leads,..today remgin unexamined."
186 He uses sburces quoted from *rame—Up as his original work, as on the Aj;ron bank robbery
He carries this furthsr, again attributed to Waldron with the four aliases. All this
is attributed to Mo's 7/13/67 story.
"Phe prosecution failed to address this intriguing question.” It had no need to
with . guilty,/ plea, as the lawyer “ane knewe It was not parg of "the case against Ray."
187 He accou.t of the deal is that Foreman "offered no resistance to an arrangement.”
Follow:d bywhat is in P-H on this, no death sentence in many years.

Ch 25 The Plea

18-"when clos.ly examined, the plea itself, in fact, supvort the other evidence...conspiracy."
Says “ay said then and always said there was a conspiracy. Hot exculpatory and not
factual. "de explained tie details of the cpnspiracy to his lawyers", false.
This whole section should be examined to see if it holds anything not in F-U, if twisted
a little, as above.

189 His two gals are quoted as asking anale what he read in #~U, on the cell end
conditions. Yo more than what 1 used.



190-1 In quoting from Jer y what we had said in court, I in the book, abdut the effects
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of the conditions of confiement dane says that the consequences "should have

been quite clear to counsel," for all the world as though counsel had not pursued
Jinm y's rights before all available judges. +t is part of a vicious attack based on
inuendos that are baseless and made to seem rea<onable by the most dezliberately
dishonest writing, e quotes from “erry in 12/75 what he does not say hderry h=ard
us put on as evidence in 1974.

Lie pays the “anes back and preparss, L think, for further attacks by saying the
Hanses "were adequately prepared to represent Ray at trial." Without test-firing
the rifle, for example? Lane doesn't inow enouéh about the case to have an opinion.
Oe certainly knows nothing not in the guilty-plea. "Adeqiately prepared" with the
Cornbread “arter garbage as part of their defense? Lane got it from them,

“rom Frame~Up, not from Foreman's record:"Once Foreman entered the case the inexorable
march toward a deal..."Also frow guilty-plea hearing but not frow any other sources.
Says Ray himself prepared 8/31/70 affidavit filed in court to avoid counsel who did.
Not only did “ane kno. this} he knew the language, typing and spelling are

not "immy's, no matter what the form in which he saw the affidavite.

Here 'he avoids the ap:searance of duplicating my work by use of a device, hid
personal ianterview with Yerry in w-ich he rcpeats the tes imougy I prepared for the
evidentiary hearing. There is no way the reader would know that all of this that

is not false or fabricated is in my writing, my work or Yim's or in the evidentiary
hearing,(His Cohen was there and he got transcripts from the com:ittee, mine)

He knows so litlle of the fact:"Wnexplained by that testimony is how Foreman was
able to secure the couwtracts among Hanes, Huie and Ray before meeting any of them.
Ray did not have the contracts. derry has some, not all. Me gave them to Foreman,
as I'-U repprts. This was when Foreman reached emphis first time, at airport.

Batés "this writing" at "February 25,1977." Probably additions byt a date at which
at the least he could have made changes. Uthers gre indicated, others necded. This
rel tes to ca]ability of correcting error.

de even claims that “ay charged in 1969 that Foreman coerced him into remaining
azimat "silent about theprincipals...Ray went to jail, remained silent, and the
rpincipals were not revealed.” Tjis says that “ay could name them or is guilty

of a Murder One charge.

and earlier, unnoted: Lane is up to his old tricks going back to Rish to Judgement,
alter transcripts he pretends to be quoting worbatim, here in bold face. e uses
Foreman's name instead of A and uses Q to avoid identify Bay's counseles The transcripts
are never this way. Trose of court are @ and A, without Foremsn's name.

The contracts “ane cites are in facsimile in uncredit=d £-U, The quotes from “uie's
book in Jim's court work, uncredited.

"I believe" Foreman was not rwady to go to trial. He did not read this in Jin's
court papers? How can he know otherwise, Foreman not having tolé him anything sbout
his preparations or lack of it. This, however, can be an important citation in terms
os motive and malice in hid attack on Jim,

The quotes frou Huie arc from Jim's work pnly, of the entire book.

Ref to *ay s criminal past slso from ¥~U: not this kind of criminal. bane doesnot
cite th: rap sheet, does not even claim to have seen it and then says"a thorough
examination of his record by the Frl revealed one fist-fight." This is faise,
whether or the criminal record alone or of the overall record, including in jails.
He lists what Foreman had to do, says he did not do it and cites no source. There
ate two pnly, F-U and the record Yim and I made in court.

To hide this he attributes it, az thoush for the first time, to Hunes telling him,
There is nothing here directly attributed to personsl interview with the Hanses
that is not in F-~U, the trisl record we made or both,

He said "rengro hays seid he was never asked by Foreman" for his work, implying

he spok: to ays, o indication to hure than he did although there is aearlier
pretense of it,
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In saying tiat "Foremanls deseription of his investipgation was made under oath"
“ene does not say where; when or how thus avpiding saying that jim deposed him on
tMSm&m%hﬁeuﬁwd@mﬁhuhtmeﬁ@MMmhmﬂmaMcmﬁphﬁM&.
Lane can't say jim did all he says Jim should havs and didn't unles- he wasks as
he does Rere,

(How op_ osite all this is of his esrlier texhniques, repetitious footnotes and

they caliwmin:; his arithmetic on the footnotes means solid, original worke In R to J
the first 10 footnotes are a single one. Liebekter claims his inquiry into them
siows Lane lied. He did in Citizends Dissent, even inventing sources.)

"Ray told me that Foreman never askedhim if he had fired the short.” *his is in
P-U, from Foreman, and in the evid. hearing,“in #ay's testimony. .t is not, as in eall
prior cases not of invention, uniqusly what ~ay told bane. N

e again infers guilt in criticizing Foreman for not asking Ray "if he had been in
& conspiracy fm with others to kill Dr., King."

"It mpxearsximxxE is apparent to me thatthe most significant aspects of the case
are: Was there a conspiracy o murder Dr. King? And did Ray pull the trigger?"
Adgain the presumption of guilt. In any concept of a defense is not the"most
significant aspect" Whether or not the client is guilty? It he did not have proof
of a conspiracy, as Ray did not, and if he had not pulled the trigger, as all
available evidence ifidicates “ay did not, he could still be guilty of murder first
first without regard knowledge as proof of conspiracy and he could be imnzEemt ’
guilty if hr did not "pull the trigzer."
The usual "Ryy told me again" about my work and the court record Jim made over
Life and the pix. Jim also deposed Foremsn on this but Lane pretends it is his
original work.
Whether Hay lied or “sne put words in bane's mind and mouth his use of the so-called
Fpenchy sketch and picture with "I remember," "I have seen" and other such claims
to original work is a direct steal from F-¥, where I use the wto side by side. As
proef of his own ifnorance and the impossigility of this being his work “:ne says,
my emphasis,"the artist's sketch ...used by the local and federsl police in a
search for the murdereg. It was created by an artist employed by a memphis
newspaper." “e does not even use “errington's name. But each and every allegation
of fact in the quoted section is false.
Here ~ane says the opposite of what ﬁim says the warden told him, that Warden
Stoney “ay “ane "met me at the gate and had driven me to the maximum security
section of the prison hwere “ay was confined." (Aside from this different rep-
resentation, the warden having told dim that if he'd becn there he'd not have

let 1ane in, thst it was late and he'd gone, is not the entire establishment "the
maximum security section?") Is this the warden or an assistant.
4gain the ,ay told me bit with the court record.

e has Jimmy saying that all the money he got was frow Heoul:"He paid me for various
Jobs I did." This is not “immy's earlier story.
The same with Foreman's effort to exculpate Huie and look-allfrom sources other
than "Ray told me," and hidden by Lane to pretend originality.
He follows with a referencs to Foreman's testimony in «United States District
Court in Tennsssee," without saying which or citing the name of the case., He then
follews +ith quotes that have to come from F-U, the court record we made or both.
The conclusion of the quote makes it seem like from Jimds work,
At the bottom of the page he again has his gsls duplicating the courtroom work we
did while pretending it is their work. It is only part of what we did but we did
do it, “ane and his CCI did not, despite the pxp representation here.

Is not this story of Foreman's thinidng the Stephenses were the owners of the
flophouse also from F-U? .
He persists in not raming "Foreman's successor" as “ay s counsel. To here there is
no mention of Stoner, Hill or Ryan. Here it is with Foreman's knowledge of the
FcCraw real story, Stephems drunk, elso in the evid hearing for ripping off with pretenses.



Lanels offense is the more grevous beginning with the bold-fazce hers because knowing
better and being critical of Yesar he here attributes to Ray's telling him what
Lesar develcped and put in evidence. PTiis in Tact began with mg and my work on
the habeas corpus. But it is bet ween Jin and me and is independent of Ray, who
did not really understand it. Knowing of the e id. hsaring =nd the habeas corpus
petition Lene knows this while representing g also as uniwely his original worke
206f This continues wikh mors of the "fay told me" for what is my work, jim's or twice-
told tales pretendedly original with +ane except for Lane's original error never
original or new. One such is about Bgoker, "his candidacy play ed an important part
in ultimately convincing fey to plead guilty." Entirely false. No basis, either.
207 Confusion between police 40mile statements and allggation that police said Bay
was "not within four miles" when ,ing was killed. “his is another sign of ignorance
of tje case and unoriginal work. esides, on the face it is unreasonable.
The rest is false because Foreman did meke an effort to gat those 4-mile statements.
"Ray was unable to sleep" because of the lights, With the most cursory knovledge of
the case he'd know the opoosite is true, Ray averaged a lon'- night sleep. The question
is no related to length of sleep.
208 le canBt even get the law straight. Foreman was not arguing the “"concept of felony
murder.” He was explaining kurder One. $his was not dependant on his purchase qf
the rifle and was not a felony-murder extension. e did not persusde gy that “ay
as guilty, even of a non-existent gun~smuzeling conspiracy.
Y again has “ay filing efiidavits, as thoush he had been his own counsel and had
even written the affidavits hinmself, pmither tmue, as Lane should have known.
209 The fear that Foreman would destory “gy in the courtroom comes from Jim and the
records in courts. '
But this one h.s no date. L4 pay be Ray s own. Zut the content is Jim's of earlier dote.
209 rerked ? not helpful to Jimmy and the argument here.
That the use of Foreman's letters is from Frame-Up and not from knowledge is clear
fyois the language with which Lane introduces one of the March 9 letters, "Un %arch
9, 1969, Foreman sent a letter to *ay which had the effect..."(emph added.)
07 Hay's interruption he quotes only what F-U does

211 Aafter quoting what I use in F-U Lane adds his unique capability for twisting and
delibe ately misint:rprets what «ay sald,"Ray had remained loyal to the only
concept Which he said might legelly establish his guilt. Th%re was a conspiracy
and becausethere was he was legalléy guilty." In fact what “ay did is the one thing
he could that said he was not guilty. If there was no conspiracy, which is what
Foreman extended the argument to be, I{ay had to be guilty, there being no other.

211 e manages to restrict himsclf to the same quote from Patlle I used.

213 So uninformed is he that when he uses my quotations from Gavzer he identifies
Gavger as "of the Washington Post" (F-U,90) He canBt give the date because I
do note I say it was for rapers of a certain date. Howsver, it was not as “ane
inprovises to hide his eribbing,"Just one week after"the gentencing. The story
was in the Washington Post and other AP papers 11/17, the date 1 use. (Above I mean
I do not use a date for the interview, as Lane does.) The irterview was beforsz the
ionday papere of the 17 went to press the evening of th 16th.

213 Che int.rview with Roge - Aldi of 10/10/76 refers to 'the book...by sonebody with
a Jewish name" as the origin of the evidence on ballistics. So on tiis adled ground
Lane knew four months before he was writing the end of his booke

214 Instead Lane pretends the book is not known, top page here

1"
216 Ch 26:They/He Slew the Drcamer”

Laturally to Lene the two most important books on the case are Hoge's and fic™illan's.
Of books of this nature far and away the most important is rank's. 4nd then there
is the one, the only one, that provided the @ffense. That i not important? lckiliai's
is when it has nnt on the case or the evidence?
fe gays that without doubt Jimny knew Huie had prejudged from the first. Hot helpful
and not true. -

218 1ln his haste in stealing Lane did not check und says the contracts with Huie are of



rather "entered into durinz “uly 1968." The were signed in auguste. Ray was not in the
United States when they vwere drafted and agreed between nuie and Hanes, in a side deal.
219 Un the title, that is first from F-U, then Jim's court work, neither credited,

220 Here he really goes bananas to make himself Perry Hercule Spade Holmes. e says that
"prior" to the publecation of the WR "almost every major publisher in the United
States declined " one is led to believs his book alohe. Well, Rush to Judge,ent was
far from the first book after the WR. He did have a contractfor a different book
prior to the “eport and he did not deliver it and he did not return the advance, as
I recall $1800, Below, here, he says his is a 1964 book by deliberate mixing of all
of this with an alleged lack of publish:r interest in 1964. e also says he was
of’ered an advance of #5,000. “e does not say by whom or if he took it. e goes
farthur and says it is only after he made a success of his book that "other manuscripts
on the subject were more easily able to find publicatiofl.(There were at lcast 7 before
his, -0 he lies.)

222 He can libel even a Huie through his ignorance and disinterest in readilyOavailable
fact. “e says Huie was paid more because he turned around and s:id there was ne
conspiracye.

225 Of the entire content of the third buie piece Lane just japwens to fix on what I
did, th t "little conspiracy." o

226 P31 in "grand conspiracy" “ane says Kay "found to be directed against the nited
States." (Ref could be to LUie but litsrally and contextuslly to Ray.) ’



SR

4/5/11
Dear les,

When you did not call m. sa you sald you would after the dedditt re-interview I
assumed that whether or not with something from him to foliow up you might have gone
to femphia for the observance. You still were not home tonight,

You know I had some questions of faot with regard to Redditt but attributed them
to the normal worldngs of the mind, normal even for police intelligence officers.

I have had access to Lane's account of what one is led t0 be his-alone intarview
with Redditt. No matter how much I distrust Lane there are omissions and errors in it
that I cannot attribute to the frailty of human vecall.

There are subatantive differences, As I recall “additt told you he was introduced
to this Secret Service agent from Washington. In kane's acceunt he 1e not. In “ane's
your checiding with Seoret Service is assigned to “editt's personal investigation,

Whatever he told you uane says that Kedditt told Lane Riclumong Wwas there cnly to
epy on Reditt. Not like if not imposeibie. The heroies axc ahowing. With an iwraticnal
exaggoration of Redditt as the lone protector from the distance and his plan not
including what you said, the perimeter plan.

Lane makes a single reference to you, where he uses your Invader story. % uses this
to attack yourz oredibility end to suy you are .:}n error zbout the infiltration. He dgoa
do some strethoing, even for Lane. He quotes on Smith and the Tri-State cne, mim
selectively and in a way that inspires baslief thers were amoag the finkse

When he gets back to the Hedditt story there 1s no menticn of you, no indication
of the Newsday piece ou it, all pretense that it is exclusive and original with the
most intrepid of investigators, dark Lune,

- Yaturally nobody had ever spoken %o Holloman befores elthers It says.

Pretty dirty. Prentice-Ball lmew, I ment Yeroxes of your pisces and have their
letter of thanks. Also ¥rief's letter to Hew Times,

To the point I've reached , Pe 148, in this book about the SMngz murder there 13
no description of the murdar. I moant nothing,

If there is more “edditt-related I'11 let Jou know if it is significant.

'bgat.



Deer Jim, Code-Name Zorro, “ane and Ray 4/6/T1

I heve been reading and marking the proofs and annotating. I made thenotes on
the irrelevant parts in Pabd. ¥his actually is most of the book. To 185 in his aocount
of the murder Lane has no account of the murder.

1 interrupt this because it has been growing on me that if “ane is called as &
witness in any proceeding and cannot claim an immunity, as he cannot, ha'll"‘have to
lie in a way that will be rucnous to _‘1mmy. :

Th&s is clear at the top of 185 where he has a different veraion of whatit he
claims imny told him. He is not concernedabout consistency and it appears not to Bave
been a Frentice=Hall editorial consideration.

Here he mules Jimuy a consolous conspirator calmly driving Raoul away from the
murder, ‘

His pluggigg of this being a personal book when it is not and of his contact with

"immy make this much worse, if not actionable,

My hunch is that after his February interview with Yimny he made some changes in
the manusoript but not enoug: to make them consistent, that this pert was written
earlier,

If you think you should I think you should ask “immy if Lane taped their -
interviews. Except for indicating hurt to him from ¥dno do not say why. Not
under any corcumstances.

Even for Lane ths display of ignorance is virtuouse.
Beautfful with the pontifications sbout law, the practise of law and evidence.

The part that I like best in his lecture is how h: could have established the
point of origin in the bushes with the autopsy-mateerials and eye-witnes:es.

Next to that how the one entrance to the double flophouse would not let anyone
kmow he could see the Lorraine from there. Here he forget he had alrcady said that
trees and bushes hid it, gz gotting carried away in embellishing on false representations
attributed to Kay. These inolude that ®ng never stayed at the Lorraine!

With 8 fine judicial attitude he takes the Hays fakery from Hapes ﬂieu,"-. on
Cornbread “ater, at face value, without looling Hays up. I got Benfro to admit that he
invented the whole thing %o annoy the police. lane says "arter vas registered at 422 1/2.

I think not.

I could be tempted to write a book called the investigator!

But there is great danger here to Jimmy and to the establoshing of truth.
ane draws a fistinction between the two, you should note, Just before the cited
DPage, part of his beginning of an attack on us. C

Hastily,



