lr. Ransey Clark _ . Harold Weisberg

¢/ olthe Hation (Please bérward ) 7627 Old Receiver Rd.

{ 2 Mfth Ave., Frederick, MD 21702
ew York, Y 10011

Dear Yy, Clarlk,

Please under:tand to begin with that this is not writtens an accusyatimjl
but your The Hation editorial that is headed "Shedding Light on Ray" shoyld
rea,ll‘j‘ have been headed "Shedding Light on the Departuent of Justice,!

I have no reason to believe %that you had any part in the plea your Department
of Justice negotiated with the infamous Fercy Foremsn when he was Ray's lawyer ‘
but I ag confident that those under you persuaded the King family and associates
thet you had a solid case against lay when you had noned athll. Incredible as
it may seem, L do mean quite literally no case at all. Tt could not even place
Ray iu 1‘*@111?1:\13 at the time of thellrime and it 1ied, by vhich L mean it was

. o¥frad
congciously ungruthful in~the ¢

[fidavit it },c‘b/e the

g 1ish Vcom-’r,ﬁ{tm;c‘/k

geemed to identiy Lay as hﬁng; been seen in that flophouse wh He flcoholbe
had already told the MBI and CLS Hews that Hay vas not the msn he edlimed he
had seen.

This may all seem strangs to you, pmbmﬂ impossible, but please believe
ne it understates the actualitiss, I was Rayv's investigator beginning in as I now
recall 1972, + provided hinm with the counsel who replaced the right wing nuts he
had, * did the investigating for the successful habeas corpus and then for the

vio veeks of evidentiary hearing irif cderal district court in i‘;éemp‘gis. Con-
F‘ary to what you write in a case oli this sort the Constitutional gusrantees
are not real. The judge decided gpainst all the evidence. e gctually said,
having been éoxmellﬂd to by the casc L developed and the lawyers presented,

thot "guilt or znnoc,enoe:‘ were :\eratwlal" to what was before him. When whg!{t

vas bufo re hinm was whether the plea wes coerced, as it was, and whéther he had
the effective assistence of counsely when a case that excukpated Hay was
presented and survived cross examiration guilt or innocence were not immaterial.
That alone proved Uay had not had the effective esssistance of ocunsel.

Counsel who on several other occasions put his clicnts away, much to the
satislactuon of the Jepartment encl/ﬂ)r the I3 becalfse when he was finally caught
he did not go to jail.

Pléase excuse my typing. I'm almost 84 and my health is impzxgﬁ\ed. 3:1:

cannot be any botter.



4long with the fdng family and friends you seem to agsume Hay's guilt a@’
to believe he cen name those with whom he allegedly conspireé in the agsassi-~
nation. Tq&ﬁ} belief comes from what your associates in the Department of Justice
laid dn them at the time Ray was to be tried. Your assofiates kneéw they had no
gﬁééﬂﬁ L. T%M?/yﬁzpyﬁy’ﬁﬁ Ji Tgwkéfyﬁ‘jégfiﬁing family and associftes, alas. I
suspect that Vinson and Pollak werc most res) nsible for that.

I filed a FOIi lawsuit against the Department and the BT, which stalled
it for a decade, but + nonetheless got many thousands of pages including most

of the FBI's INURKI file, It had no case at all, Period!

b=

have those records and I havs the transcripts of that evidentiary hearing

i3

if wvou want ggnyone to exmmine them, .(I've writtegrpexter Hing withgqt response.)
Hore, and I'm sure you had no knowledge of it -~ and that judge ignored this,

too - your Depameent prepared a book for the locals on hoW o keep ﬁay #Fsafe"

when thefe was no speclal danger he faced. dmong the instructions to the locals~

and we got this from the sheriff's files and entered it into evidence — from your

Dopartmont was that even “gy's corresondence with his lawyers be intercepted

anﬁ zeroxed! Ve actunlly got some Sgéples of thate When belatedly the FBI

ferned tha’ Judge Battle had issued an order against that when the tg¢hn defence

had no proof of-itf, it ins-!;r%_/cted its “emphis oftice to accept the information

. Vreent
but not to accepty co;;n&s. |
Lven gay's letters to the judge vere in.lts'?rcepted and copied? WL 470;\ d

. g 8 g R
Your wveople told the locals to cover M[Jall widowss that were already

barred with heavy steel plates, to l{e%p in under constabt lights, to have hinm
on clozedomircuit @V, with sound constantly recorded, and for all the tige he
was ,;:;\?;Lled he never saw the su or the moon or % 1?3‘\ "Iv!h\:::'ther _it waé night or daye.
Tou reiused the FBI permission to tap any i‘(as'(gﬂf\}mes. ;'t asrgued that even
if it got caught and the case was lost it was worth that risk and Inore to be
able to locate and arrvest Ray {and it had nothing to do with that in any event!)
and it ignored you and tapped those phones anyway. E picked me up when i was
tallking to brother Jerry Ray at the beginning of the srranging for hid
chunsel but by the time tiose records were processed under FOIs those doing
that did not Lmdeié}?/;and what they were d.‘isclosing. Jerry's call '!;79 S was tapped.
and it got me in at least a half~dozen FBI bank-robbery files, idpcssible as

~

honas & pon wutivy oy K v slpb By P

P}

that- may seem! I have copies of then! 4

R I . s - B L i
I a?/i amiliar with the new supposed solution. ~ror my own work + have no

coni'idenoe in ite I also believe thal Yay can make / no Aideni:ification ol those

with whon he was then assasiatod.i I lmow he could not to me and I spent days
Ly A

ol end with him at ./ﬁri.ls}y “suntaiy in the effort. He would not give me the phone




numbets he used to make contact. }10 said he'd not got out of Jjail by putting
soneone clse in jail, He hed no fear that he would be killed in jail and two of
the ¥ ui/hur hountain wardens, both of vwhon extended full court%aies and more to
ne, told me they read all «,1\0 mail ol all the black [or iszners and not one believed
Ray was guilty. .

ds I said to begin with, I ag certain you were not party to eny obf this, but
the Tatt is that whoen you vere the /A\'L torney Ysneral your people imposed on the
trust of '[:.Ll'l'j'., Tamily and associlates to get them to agree to the pleaw§ when
without that there was };jo ﬁéﬁ/_ce of it being acceptable. ind then that was with

i
a lie, that Ray would otherdse be sentenced to dﬂnh That did not happen in those

dayse There was no cl v.,,aw ol At hai e 1 cn c,omr e and no chance of conviction
at a1t, [Thy M( W‘ WW )

J.

This new jag® about testing 1, he vifle is not all thathew. ] presented an

authentic exvert who exardned the renm;f.z;mt of bullet recovered from ing's
body e 07 f(v}uuw‘d that ¢iven 'L}'\u h rf‘m([;raﬁ: and that rifle and being alluped to
test firc that ri lé he could and m>u.1d,4te stified without question that that rifle
had or had not fired that buddet. Pnowing that it had not, the FiI'd expoert,
Rober tf rizler, executed an affidvait sbat*nm%mr\, vere not enough marks of
ls.,‘fllncuon {or any comparison. he FE/ ‘f’wr‘" V“// eTher,
koreover, if the shooting h:d been ag the FUI slleged the shooter and part
¢ been ipside the wall of that flovhouse

of his rifle would have had to hav

Trd

<, Loo!

bathroen! Withhut yuestion
After you vere no longer dttorney “rnoral I 'triéd to get in touch with you
to aslt vou to toke the case over. L got no zésponse. The King family and
associates also did nob vespond Uhenz tried to reach them.
I'm sorry wy tuping nd writing cannot be any better but L assure you that

the foreguing is true, is undewvstated, and that I can docwr‘en’c all ‘of e

" ;f%% Utec,

“al‘olj_ W J.Lobnr}.,

Bincercl

With senior cfunsel abrogd it fell to junior counsel, who had never been
before a jury, and to me to preparc the case. U/e divided it with him taking the
law and I the evidence. With Forenan tlr\cn the most famous of criminal lawyers I
decided that the only way to prove hoe had not provided effective assistance as

counsel was to try the case alieged against Ray afd disprove ite ’i‘hat we dide
fo refutation, no rebuttal, not a single FBI witness! I could do thc‘lu and Foreman

could not?



