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Tou referred my lotier to you to }"i{m felly. e either did not pay much
atteution to what I said or he paid more attention to what has 'neen the Pust's
policy on our politicsl assassinations. _

iy, l\el@ says he is intervested in any evidence of who might have killecl

¥ing other than Ray but has seen little or no such evidence.

Haturally not. ];fe did not look for it, did not ask for it, not even whch #

he had an offer of it bofore him, and ober the yoars he'd not have seen a
vord of it in the Post despite bthe ready availability of it for decades.

There is no likelihood, from what L learned, of cver identifying the
actual assass:.n(s ), but the record does exist thal Ray was not the assassin,
It is evidence produced in a court of law, subject to cross-examination, and
the Post was there and has some knouledge of it. !

The Hing assassination is ons of the most terrible of oa.;.r recent ctimes.
inother is the JIK assassination. The latter, whatever the intent, had the
effect of a coup d'etat in a sveiety like ours. That has not been worthy of
mention in the Post or any other paper I've seen.

Instead the Post %s s With both crimes, fallen into line behind failed

officialdom, and over the ye:rs has not only supported the official assassi- '.

ratjon mythology, it has suppressed what disproved it. I do mean suppressed
and by normal standsrds that is what it has been.

I'n sorry this imposition of a policy determination on what is or can be
news continues. You do not thiMk in those terms, 1'm sure, but this is what

we found so wrong under Hitler and Stalin, different of it is in degree.

I'u gorry, too, thal the Uost docs not take its obligations more seriously.

In the future some of you may come to regret this and in the present you alienate

many who are turned off by this f)olic:f.
erely

¥ c’é /Z/Zf(/(/

Eapold Veisberg




Harold Weisberg

Mr. Brian ielly 7627 Old Receiver Rd.
Outlook, de uty editor Fredenck, MO 21702

Washington F.st ,_?”3/ q 7
1150 15 Sr., W

Hashingtoa, DU 20UT1

Dear v, “elly, =

In your %/8, not here until today, you say "1 am not interested iﬁ...
any evidence of who night" have killed King "other than Ray." ’l-‘}_zis represents
the preconceplion of that issue of Cutlook and it misrepresents anything I
have n-rriTten, including in nr letter to by, Dounies

S5p, I have no way of under:-‘-tq‘fding what you mean in saying that "To date,

I have seen little or no such evidence."

I'm almost 64 with much clse on wy mind and my memory is not what it was,
but L belicve that whot = wrot: Hr, Younie raised question of the journalistic
Koonesty in vres:nting only one side end that from two with much to hide and mo
evidence that “ay was not and could not have been th: assassin, which L developed
and Tor the nmost part .Iim Losar presented at the hearing of several decades ago..-

If by this ypu mean what + think does not interest the l’ostl_, you'd be
interested in proof that day was not the agsassin, that L have, under oath
and subject to cross examination.

Jim Lesar consulted my memory on a couple of ppints so *+ lmow he and you *
have spoken. Fact is I urged hiyf to limit vhat he gives you to our worl, and .I
that was withoult any pretense of sclving the crine. '

iy interest was in mafing the unwilling system work. I regret that the
courts as well as the press insistad on not worlding in their traditional waye

Sorry, L misread your letter. What you do not uMderstand and what the
press nissed entively is that neither the JFK nor the Ling caseyy vas ever
pfficially inlveaatigated or intended to be. Lach was an effort to mgke g pre-
cor%s plion appear to be reasonable. If the Post' had not decided that beginning with
the very first book on the Warren Comrdssion wt weuld not J,review any of mine
vou might be avare of this in the JFK from the &ccu,--.‘entat;bn of it that is at the
beginding of my NRVER AGATH! In thé Wing case FBI vecords I got in CA 75-1996
in whick Jim wasx ny lawyer state that all it did was a fugitive investigation.

There are quite ¢ few cases such as e erap you published of those seeldng
favors maling up what they thousht could get them favors, like Byers and Curtis,
in those FBI files, There is also one rather provocative indication of who did
the job. You are welcome to that if you woent ite L have it from the FBI's

files and I have it froum the FBI's sourcy The MBI ipnored it. l‘fa'b:ﬁ‘all:f.




o
mﬁt;;n to the crmif’/from Lesar is not only unfair,
it is unpro:eszional whay you published all that hbgwgash from Diclk Jﬁil'iings

For you to e:;@%t a

and Priscilla Yohnson Meliflian, Whose husband announced his boolc as presuming
Ray's guilt ng then saying that nade the writing easier, Upat makes her an
authority? A gmotable scuree for the rost? (r jublishable as an authority?

Dick Yillings lmew me from when he vas at LiNE, Yg 4id not aveak to me
about the King sssassination although I had beg Yayts investigator an;f-;rrote
Yo first book oam on it. lle and f Lg comittee bagoen with the preconcygstion
of Ray's guilt and never looked at anything else. Until the ﬁBI pa]_me?Eyers
off on them, *uu migit be interested in vhat the “t, Lowis Post Dispatch morgue
has on that iine gontleman and what his situation was at the time he gulled
tie ‘ouse assassins.

You publish wlat L descfibe as lies. L ofrered, with no demand oy any
Kind, to address what you _--ug._z_bi!.i:sl@wd. That you publisl{_;d lies is net of ine
terdst 2 you or to the'=i? Un that giire in particular? 4nd all you ave
new interested in is what the Post did not demand of the FBI, a solution to the
crime by anyone other than U g

If you and the Post rogard s as Journalism, I do.not,

Si_picerel%

Harold Weisbe
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