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Today's "fhe King Verdict" editorialy underscores one of the Post's major
failings of #y long life as a Post subscriber and it repeats that failure in
writing without the knowledse reguired if the Post iriIended to serve the mal
purpose of the press in o society like ours.

That erm.\tf\ trial also confuses two quite separate ”‘i« )g ?z‘é’epper make
out a case for a conspirvacy and was there, in establa.shﬁd. fact; a conspiracy.

g R Pcll:‘tlcr.l ascassinations, of which that of Kin was one, without the
observa ul'h)hj th: Post tumod the country around.

The assassination oi any presidont is, in our society, a de 1’:‘:3.::1:0*f coup
d'etat.

Wiich the Post also did not tell its readers.

There was an earlier testing of a nuuber of elements in the King assassi-
nation that the Post did covere I am confident that Paul Valentine, who covered
it, still has some recollection of it.

Wanting our system to work, as it did not when the President was assassi-
nated, I was able to arrange, without having seen or spolten to fay or to any
but one member of his rfamily, to provide him with counsel other than those of :
the eztreme right he had used, in an effort tuv get him a trial. I was the :Ln-j
vestigator vho did %l uvork that got him a habeas carpus victory when earlier
efforts had failed. L also did the investigating for those two weeks of eviden-
tiarl hoard in Hemplims in sbout 1973.

Jim Lesar, then junior counsel, and I exercised two days of discovery and
with senior counsel abroarlugi-c, pared for that hearing. Lesar took the law and I
took the fact. The argwwnl: was that itay had not had effective asaistance of
counsel and that his plea was not voluntary. With the lawyer who coerced Ray
into agreeing to tlm,[)lea the country's then most famous criminal lawyer, Percy
Foreman, I could think of only one way to prove that he had not rendered efiect-
five assistance as counsels try the case in nﬁ.no&i.ture and exculpate Ray-with
what was available to Foreman. In abbreviated form this is what we did and we
did it so efrectively that the julge, in his decision, fell compelled to say
that guilt or innocence vere not before hime Uad he held other than he did in
denying #ay the trial he never had he would have been lucky to survibe in liem™
phis in those days.

Thuth is~ and I can document this an/all I say with official proofs- :fthat



J

the prosecution could not even place Rey in “emphis at tie time of the crime.
The official proof is that the Ray rifle did not fire the bullet that killed
King. There is more for uvhich I do not take your time.

The Post had so little interest in the official fact of the criume, the
official fact that could not b: avpided when a real indbestigation was avoided—
was never of any interest to the Post. There must have been close to fifty
gtatug callg in that YOIA lawswit, CA 75-1996,and no reporter was at any one
of them. Not even when the judge agreed to a LJ request and appointed me, the
plaintiff { and dnot a 11-::::;&) to counsel the defendant! The defendant h%iing
claimed that I knew what it and the FBI did no€ and thus necded to draw on my
knowledge. Hor uas it news that when the DJ pmmisedi'%ha court to pay me for
my time, after I turied my consultant's report in it refused to pay nwe. The
DJ actually argued that the assistant division chief did net have the eﬁ’thority
ho told tie court he had, to authorize paying mes Chislfhc)adge had ot @ wnd 4o “'tvgf

But I did get in that litigation, aside from my own work product, about
vighty thousand pages that had been withheld. BEvem withheld was what our
sovernment gave the British courts, ‘i/sed publicly and reported in England, to
get Ulay extradicted. That was actually classified Secret until I got it dis-
closeds

All of these unusual things end many more like them and othér things that
were even worse, more anti-dmericen, were, because there is, and this is the

terel truth, no cese against Ray at alll

It was all made up.

The I'BI ever withheld it from the Hemphis prosecution until that district
attorney general complainedy to IJe The FBI then let the Hemphis prosecution
havd only a fraction of what I wound up with when there remained major and
wrongful uithho*.d:i_ngﬂ Qﬁm me.But that the FBI had refused to give its case
to the prosecution is a dependible evaluation of that case? none at alll

Yet the DJ got the King family and friend§ to agree to the plea by telling
them they had Ray dead to rights, Bo they agreed to the plea because bing and

they did nct aporove of capital punishment. and that DJ lie, and a bigger lie
is not easy to conceive, is why the system of justice was not allowed to vworke
and why there wa’:gs such fierce and not infrequently dirty determination
:13?(?,?' .E:Qt Ray have the trial that, without any doubt at ally he was coerced
—into by 1%.3 lawyer who had done simllar favors for the governnent before?
(Foreman fled a TV studio when b e T waa ko onhErout e )

There 1s the gfficial transcript of those two weeks of hearings in
federal district court in ;Semphia. The unrefuted evidence is that the crime
as atiributed to Ray vas a conplete physical impossibility, L7 wh,}-wtl-é‘ ;



Hard as it may be for you. to believe it, there is nothing at all that
can be c: -l]eu evidence theijmalces Ray puilty. It is all made up or imagined.

Hef difspite the history since that assassination, the editorial refers
tp lay as "the real killer" when the actual evidence is that he was not.

It says"tlere was no sowbrnment conspiracy" but aside from the actual
killing it was all govermwent conspiracy. They all knew better then what they
3\3@1(1 and did,

he editorial says truthfully that "The deceit of history, whether it occurs
in the context of the liollocaust denial or in an effort to rewrite the story
of bng's death, is a dangerous impulse for which those committed to reasoned
debate and truth caimot sit still." This is why, at 86, frail and unwell and
still wanting to do what the c&édia should have done and did not do, make that
record for history, I now take this time knowing that if you leok at it you
will pay no attention to it. Y'he Post, and not it alone, has a long history
of this,

But who among you knows what the truth is? Who engaged in any "reasoned
debate" and wita wh.m who had any real factual lmowledge?

Hot one of you know enough to justify most of this editorial. Not one of
you made the slightest effort to learn. 4nd the Post knew very well that all
I have I make availalle to all. In the past this often included the Post. It
also knew that 1 had conducted the habeas/&orpus and evidentiary-hearing in- ‘;'
vestigations and had filed the FUIA lawsuit that broke so many suppressed
pgges free. :

As one example of what is in those records, the FBI did not even test &
the so-called death rifle to determine :11‘,( if" had been fired since the last time
it was cleaned. ‘his is a simpl)e inexpensive and usually automatic test ; of
passing a cotton swab through the barrely to pick uz traces of firing. But it
did that #ith a rifle it lmew had not been used and which could not have been .

ired-ever = because the iring nechanism was frazen by an excess of seam;ﬁze-w

In this, and I mean no personal insulf, you h:x\re started on the path that
earlier was taken by Fravda and the Volkische ;’:eob;chter. You did that with
the JFK assassinetion, tco. The stories on that, Post stories, I spare you-.

liow cen ou¥ society function as the founding fathers intended when a major
olement of the wedia, typical of it all, misleads the people as you do in this
editorial and have done so often and for so long on this subject? How can
representative society work when it is so overwhelmingly uﬁ.sini'fc‘mmd? Do
any of you ever think of this and what you do to representative a.societ ¥ it?

Sincerely, %M

Harold Weisberg
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