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lir, Bill Lann lee, AAG, CRD
Department of Justice
Washington, .DC 20035-6018

Dear “r. lee,
Your letter of December 22, weitten in alleged ¥° esponse to one of mjy

Haraold Weisberg
7627 Gld Recaiver Rd.
Freuarick, vl @170
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letters to the Dapm‘ﬁnent pf mgre than four months earlier, was not in response

to any letter I wrote you or Hr. Kowalski, who wrote that evasive *‘le.ttar for you.

I have no file on either of sou so I have no idea of what you may be referring to
in telling me what I do not believe in any event, that the "inforuation" I "providéd
is being considered as a part of" your " investigaTion.“ frwg’_:‘uld have no place in
what you refer to as General Reno's announced "limited inquiry into certain alle-

gations reﬂ,ardim* Dr. Kind's assassination. You S.ghxrl‘gth describe tl,:s.s alleged

"new information" but you do say that it does P('*amsam a supplemental investiga-
tion into recent allegations," again amdesd uﬂdescribed. I believe what you refer
to was investigated earlier by the FBI and found to be withoht merit and that yom
are nov# stalling to give the misleading appearance of taking time for a new in-

vestigation, It is allpgedly being made by your Civil Rights Division.

In any event, at 85 and of limifed mobility I am not going to try to search
ny files foe either the latest pf m;;'ftteveral letters to the Department in the futile
hope it might a@bid further disgrace of itself and of the cguntry@r to get the
exact words of the statement issued in the attorney general's name/ « The latter
was an unhidden decevtion. The Department id not about to reconcider what it o
concluded in the Lan@}g assassination and absent that nothing it can or will fo
can mean a thing. It decided immediately that Z2ay was a lone assassing and it never
really considered siything else. In CA '715-1996 I got what the FBI said was its com-
plete king asszssination file and those thousands of pages are quite “4231"} on thigﬁ.

@ The fact is that the FBI never got a bit of actual evidence that even

Justified the suspicion, after testing, that Ray was the assassin. “t never had
and still has no proof of this at atl.

Hov%er, ﬁ% begin with, it did a‘éega that there was a cﬁm}/ Bnowing full
well that the Unﬂ?ed Statew Attorney :mllemphls wpuld not go for xmt that cockamanie
fabracation. it mkx gyt the charge £11&d in’ mingham Eﬁvery word was dictated

by ¥BINQ, even of the press releasse on it. But when ﬁ‘t was realized tha# there
was ﬁno case at all it was demded to let thc‘locals desl wfth it as a state crime.
With the FBI able to ”“w"%e‘ it well, so well that the Jiprosecution could not get
any of the FBI investigation until it complained to Washington, v D3-

Between the locals and the federals and including your division, nobody
ever pdaced Ray at the scene of the crime. in fact} none of you ciuld place him

even in the city of E;emphis after two hours before the crime and you did not ﬂfk}a



and could not do that because the only witness to it had s history 015 mental illness,
You cpuld not place Hay in Femphis after breakfast that daye.

However, and when what the Department made public to extradict Ray was kept
secret in this country and T filed suit for iff, I got, with added proof in gér
the UeparTment and {FBI files, tha]: your division and the FBI both subormed ne—j—7
in England to pretend that llay was at the sfene of the crime gt the time of the
crimd, Yo’Lil both preparered affidavits for the alleged eyg_ﬁwifneg Charles Quithj._n
ngﬂ%ﬁ%& Ray. He was so drinkk that day his cabbie woau;‘_lﬁl‘ 'pot let him
in the j@rcahé to get another bottle, And the fact im thaﬁ@é‘ngtaphens was shown
q_%ture of Rey he said quité: explicitly that he dadnnt aejéhim, that Ray v@s
wag @'ﬁot the guy" he claime?jle saw I@umnng _aft-&y. nowing that he had made this

gstaterent, which wan reoorted by the media, pwe/diviaion and tre FBI both pre-
CreTyqd A4 .
pared and Stephens signed affidavits britchedinf a day identification.

Which alone shou]& disqualify both of you from any part in the investigation
allegactly,

your division is TaEKing and thus controls. = (:’ M / W
The FBI could not conncet the alleged murder%g' Wk tlhe crime.'zéﬁd the

: nvas™ g ¢
fact is, from the inves-;t.tigation I made as I{ay{S\

when he sought a trial
(I conci'}_{(:ted thr investiga\}ion for the successful ka habeas corpus petition
and then for the two weeks of evidentiary hearingd, that vifle was not and cluld
not have been used in the crime. The e¥idence for which I was responsible and which
vwas neither refuted nor rebutted is that the crime aé} alleged by the locals
and by the PI-‘BI was a physical inpossibility. If the Department does not have
the transcripts of that hearing it can have copies of them, I have them.
Can you conduct akty anything that you are not ashamed of calling an in-
vestigation without that sworn testimony that was s:ubject to refutation and re-
buttal and none of ypu even attempted?
There is more but this is enough to get to the fact that the “epartment
sy preteNd that itaa( was the assassin and thafgf it dares not cited its own
evidence on this, which is -e%a totally nonexéstent, or the actual evidence of
which it lknows, didﬁ%d could not ref’ﬁte, and pretends does not mxist.
On the ballisfics, which Judge § rown made an issue of in Hemphis and then
got clobbered for his concern, I obtained the Rm criminalist for that hearing,
took him to the clerk of the cgurth ## office where I had eyeballed the evidence
earlier and showed him the major fragument of the bullet recovered fruom Yr. King's
body. He examined it with his own microscope, photographed it with his own camera, f
and told nd as we 1 eft that he wished he had that goof{ a specimenf in most of
his cases, which were for the .olice rather than for defendants.
Later that rufle was fired ofte:}/and those later firings altered the charact-
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eristics of the markings made in firing. But @s of the time of #..at evidentiary
hearing that was not true and our expert testified, without cgntradiction of
any kind, that given that rif}&tand alloved to test firegpit, j.the;;;\fécimen was
good enuu;_,:h £0 Eat he c:.-uld’.éagr"lunder oath that it had or had not been firedﬁ
from that 1 fle.

"hw simple truth is t‘na‘t' you are conducting a phony investigation for the
purpcgétoi‘ perpetuatinfg the fraudulent solution to that n:a,%ir cfime for which
the Deparfment is responsible. I anm willing to testifyfﬂ under @t?th and subjeet to
the penalitics of perjum? to what I state_above and to mors L:i.ke it and I have
documentation of what I could and would teiify to. I do not offer to go to
Washington because of my health problems but you can, as your will not dare, take
my testimony bere,

I do not expect that to happen and from the rccord of the past I have no g
reason to ba‘;ieve that any one of ypu will pay any attention to any of this. You

all iike ywur jobs and y-:.u:’ r futures too much t: be honest about this and to
vay the costs of honesty, in this you arve not ullike those who did as you are
doing for Hitler and for Stalin, althouly none of you think of your dishonesties
that wey. What you jﬁve done and are :_l‘:..\:i_ng i}s'rexactly what was done to mg(ﬁe
Hidler and Stalin apuear to be credibile with their big lies. ihat else are you
all doing now? And how else could the CRD, which did sifborn /':)er.-' wry to get Ray
extradited for trial in the United States, be part of/-gi“:__ any investigatism that,
were it honest, would have to include your subornation gif per/;iu.ry.

Without which Ray could not have been extradicted under the treaty that then
existed,,{) uithout which he gould not have been brought here for that fPame-up that
put him away &dd and covered all your coliecti}ﬁe failings and tranqb.gressions up
for all of you. il ; |

S0, you are again investigatibg j vourselves, That a.l,?n/e Justified a loud

-

Sieglfeil! _ , el
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And the contempt your dishonesties wtll enable you to awpid. i
Sincerely,- 7 .
w2t M/m-%
t'arold Heisberg
Sprry my typing cannot be any better.



