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Deaxr “r, Downie,

I violate doctor's orders t'ka’r, L keep my heels higher than my heart
to make you an offer I do nct exvect mpyu to accept and in that to malce )
record for history of the ubter dishonesty of your today's corruption of
fact about the assassination of Hartin Luther King, Jrs, which is what yout
anti~Ray d&;shones’cies arce

The Post is of course cn‘*i tled to give mpd  opiniogs in its opinion

T T opnthese whra
section and it is even er 1t1.*'{/ed to restrict tbo se 1t uses wWge a2y rariisans

with pasts to obsc%.l'c but it is not entitled to Publish overt lies as fact.
I was, as he Yost knows, no+onl:y the author of the first bock on the case

i

bubthereafter I was Ray's investigator. I did the investigating for the suc—
cessful habeas corpus petition and I did the investigation ¥heéveafter for the
two weeks of evidentiary hesring in federal district C(%r-t in lHemphis. Paul
Valentine covered them for the Post. ifter that L iled a number of @OIA lawsuits,
af again the Post knows; and from them got s great volume of %he FBI's records

that for lack

Q)

of a better descrintion can be said to have been on A}The “:mg
assassinstion. éIn fact it never did investigate that crime, as its own records
state. +t assumed Yay's guilt and sought only to give that presumption credibility J
¥ never had and still does not have despite your loyal dedication to igzell todaye
Ny offer is for any reporter or combination of reporters of your choice to
interview me on what you published today, with my having the opport\;%i‘by %o
offer commpsts on what I am not aslked about, that their questioning be tape
reforded and “b/qqt * be given s copr of "hﬂvruwru:m and any teanscript made.
It is a lie for Billings to say that Ray has had his day in co‘ﬂrtf He
ertainly did not have it before the committee for which Bilij.ngs worked. L
had scne J ealingspithz ite “5 began with the overt intention %o support ghat
the FBI had cencluded abOth‘both\qésassh ations. This was so unhidden that on
my Tirst acceptance of Richard Spre ﬁue s invitation to sl)ealx to him after he
was appoiited the House assassins'chief counsel I told him to his face what was
going to mnpnn to hin i# he continued as I could see he was foinges When it did
haumn, Ken Broote*z, a [llorida lawyer on the staff, vhoned me to tedl me that
I was /’ \erlin remembaring the future.
That commiftee was so determined o ignore all that did not suggest Ray's
gudlt g/had to coerce it into borrowing “Lhe transcripts of that evidentiary



hezring - only to have them ignore 211 that evidence tosted as evidence is
tested in federal ebwzedt” couris.

For Billings to dismiss that proceding: as he does, in less than a sentence

ig nm.LheJ.\“hoae t nor fair.

it fell to .LI\ Lesar, junior of Hey'$ counsel, and to me t® prepare the
case for the hearing wit}-\ chg@f counsel abroa@{. We divided it up with Lesar to
take the law and + the fact, the evidence. With Fercy Foreman,, thed/ the countryds
nost fa%us cPiminal lawyer, ‘aj 's then counsel, I faced the problem of nzd(ing
the case that Bay did not have the effective assistence of counssl as weil as

of his plea not being voluntery.

—AlLdL-the-evidence—inthe-court record- on~tncild'tter point-is—that-his—pltea——
7 MW e

was Sfollmta_c_j»-th 1t Foreman eperced ite { Wrm,h 4 \J\ ow
alte g4t *“ .
“ Un the former I décided that the only way %o prove that I*orcman did no 1
render "effective assistance of counzel' was in effect to try & rsaae/ allgied
gainst Bay, I did get and produce those wiltnesses and that.evidence. is
" - f\ &) ) : 1 ——, . J-Mﬂ-\s
Siliings does nU gaysmuch space as yOu Bave g&¥ him, the\dw actually held
that {;u:'ﬂt or irmocence were imviaterial to what was before him!!! Idterally

O

E cyvaw true because the actual Pissues ave stated above. The judge merely
did as judges can do, decided againsithe weight of the actual evidence.
I dginot use theporit "lie" ‘,l“‘htlj and do\v‘{/k(gf' as fair and
accurate. Billings lies in his second sentence in saying that Foremen
"reviecued the evmo wee" against Raye. ﬂe did not even look at it! {iemember,

I havey as does c 7ho is pnysicalli) closer to you, the records we fot on

o]
te

scover W and .L'CE?m&n had no interest at all, from the records we got from his
cc-caunseé the vublic defender, in the I'Bi's cg ‘J recordse L got then but
Foremgn did nm:l The records L have reflect not the slightest Foreman in-
terest in them! '

If he had had any such interest, as*i}ﬁlﬁillings would have been compelled
©o say if he had, he wpuld 1uve known that the FBIL lacked a witness it dared
pj“' on the stand io PRV plqcec’@ Ray in gemplgs! 1

If $51lings ng{ug even glanced at the sworn testimony of that evi-
dentiary hearing he would have seen that the package with the rifle in it
was dropped when that would not have been possible for Ray had he been in
that flevhouse.

THe evidence we nut on, end this hqrdl indicates 1ihe extent of it, was
hot refuteds To this day it has not beenyinCluding by Byllings'! committee.
(What it aid do was remove the FBY identification of what he refers to,
+hese ‘

‘ lgpm



A@anw\ laundry l“"CGintS, to hide the fsct ‘thi L had a}.% ady placed them in

the public domg_;i_'a in Civil Aption T5-1906, / ¢ \g e ﬂu V@ W@ VZB !
Bitlings says that "The FBI's fugitive uzvms{;lgatlon (which is what the

FEL says it was, not a nurder investigation) ) was efxpc:.ent and 91‘01)@." he

cpuld not have gone over those records end have thet belief. The FDIT was

ncver cloge fo Yay and i3 even refused to do what could Ihz:z.ve beén helpful

in catching him. That was done as the result of vhat 'Canédian officisls 4id

after the FII refused t¢ make that reguest,
Russell Pyers, part of Billings' fictions, and Ra de'ﬂ‘f‘tl sy whopas a

t
mﬂ‘l r character in CGeorge Mollillen's apology for a work of nonfiction, vere

_among the 50-75 criminalseither facing rj _osecutionpr already in 33i1 who nade

thoge l-mnd_;}cf stories up in the hope of what Byers got, a break from his Lies,

lies of value to officialdom. Curtis was even mo:cp{o:i/a, joke, as the disclosed |, .
BT rpcords I m:de pubfic domain lsave 1-:3'_1:11&/1’6 any glestioh at all{ [T, (. 40 fwé ﬂ ar
Hrg, Hellillan is wrong in stating that “a] robbed +the Fulham banh in

London and got 9240 from ite ff\szf s oYe of two ‘mo got that and divided ik

in half. But all you publish on Ray and money is fiction. Commoy sense should

tell you as it would have told the commitiee that if Hay ha(i gotten that

supposed 9 / 00O for the gob he'd never have been caught. * ‘o got to  Portugal

{with monev he ¢ got from robbing a Canada whorehouse ;){ with $100 less than

4

;L‘-oa’z rassage to then Rhodegia weuld heve cogte There was then no extradiction

e . . ; . dJ I sl ’l . .
Billings is wrong in saying thal ~ohn Ray = c,é:;bh James and Jerry ih

treaty and he'd have been fres

ﬁhicag . Jerry was alone then. Yohn, and ‘J,.nmy never did get along very well.
They vwere not close Y. W‘l’ oLl )(,( 6¢1‘C 4"?” (/U’L@ﬂ

Deavy-]

“n such suppozed evidence as &? that "a p=zes positive ballistics match
could not be made between the bullet (sic) removed from King's body and" the
swpposed rifle used to IZ1l him Billings again is not faithful to the record,

1 R {
The FBL never even tesi i ed thgu f:ule’ fl, test-Eired one it mE knew could not

—
have been fized and » .aumbef of odwe and * have those records - but not that
rifle, Ins;baad i% had 1ts Bobert '*‘m zier of the Lab so much now complained about

execute an affidavit o get “ay ex‘uraa;‘.;(,i@ed from England (in oren violctiong of
that extradition treaty) in which FrazJer attested "I could draw no conclusion
as it whether the submitbted Lullet wes Tired frow the subritied wiT le 0 I _
mblished this in facsimile in 1071. I got it in the records I had to sue to got
thet were used by our goverams vm, publicly in England- and found they were
Blugsified "secret! vhen ’chej were ,under court orc_e'ﬂ produced. But as Ray's

investigati: I, ok & :ccco;mbau. and respected experl, to tk@ clerk of the



court's office to exafine the rcxmaﬁ/ o bullet removed from ;gng's body. He

T

{
vsed his microscope and took n@c?}/m“es and testified then and there that if
AT

he vere given that remnant of bullet he had examined and that rifle and permitted

to

dis

that it had or had nct bteen fired from t}ja% rifle., Hie testimony was not

tost-Tire that rifle %o onbiain specincns he had found enough marks of

tinetion on that remnant of bulle'b to be gble to tectify unequivocally

Vadli

refuted or rebubted. Hor was his teshimony about other Qalleged eYidence A 7\101'1

as

."..l.

Lou

g

Scy+
the mark the rifle supposedly made on that bathroom windowsille asksg
could not h-ve come from that rifle and again was not refuted ox rebg/’c’ced.

= 7 an . . nyzzle
In faft @ if the shooting had been as allcged, with the E%éae& of that
"

£le in that mark ~onwE(-'-{;hat~ wgﬁhdox{@silll,‘rr the-shooter and-—part of the rifle

\Would have had to have been inside the bathroon yalll

S

it is I think one of the great tregedies off our time that the major media

%@E has been in uncritical support of the governmént®s palpablg, false
4

accounts of both the JFK and King asssssingtions Jtaher than meeting the

traditional obligation of trying to inform the people fully and honestly ﬁ

S0

th

that representative society cunﬂ Worke

Popular lack of confidence in the major media is justified, as the

a,
cregoing indi%;es to & sl:’.gl»\i desree.

Sincerely,

Harold Yeisborg
1=

{
I'm gorry ny typing cax\l\ii{t be anv better. In addition to this nel pilment

T've gwvived quite g few others and am almost 84.

had o,é putting clicnts away. I have two cases of that. & He flew to llew York for

some Pree publicity before the bar could advertise, in I think 1971, for a IV e

how and he Tled with the mekeup vartly qpplied when the makeup man told him he
vould be comfronting me. ™% h.ppened so fast the highlight in the IY Times Q&SXM

could not boe eliminated before the paper x-zerﬂ' to press. And ask, L.suggest, ?

in Lesar 4o tell you what kind of conniption Foreman threw when he just thought

< s
Wy name...Despite what Bdllings seysit, that wes a time when there was no chance

v being electrocuted. The x?aéT is that the judge hod told Lay he cpuld not

chgnge lawyers and Yoy had no option other than to afree %o the plea and then

fire Foreman. ¥hich is what he did.ind he wrote the judge a® soon as he vas

.l A - "1 - - . - - - a
out of ~emphis. The judge died of a heart attack while writing out an order for

S e T T ; - A i as .
Thsik "/Vew" triaill. Gmite o story there and I have it on tape. e died while

by

a prosecutor was arguing against that ordeTe s, % i 4 f alf 64/(; ©e



