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Bear David,
J'OU..L eriticisn of lartin Luther King Ur 's survivérs on the Today show was
a surprize. The viciousness of your attack on thenm, on; exter King in particu—
lar in your Hew York mef; Op-td piece of april 2, shocks because it is based
eftirely on the ignorance of the erime in which you have persisted from the
first and the prejudﬁe that is obvious in what you have and have not done
and said,. :
What are you doing at this juncture not ojly covering PRI assfé; but kdssing
it so publicly?
tthen you were here I could not interest vou in a single page of the
bundreds of thousands of assass:;nai.uon records L had gotten irom the FBI
nor in the many thoussnds of i1g MURKIN and related files although you had some
kncowledge of the latter records borause after I sued and got them they were
available t¢ you in the FBI's rcad:Lnr, roombaﬁd ou did make some use of some of
them, to dawageg the reputations of the HAACP's Memphis leadership as FBI in-
formers. Any real scholar would have lmown that when the FBI disclosed those
nasnes, as it was proha,blted from doing, it was seeking reveng;é on them, hoping
for {L, e wpongful use you made. 411 who work with the FBI are not# its informers.
But you vere interested, very intercs sted, in the records I showed you that
you were able o and éid use to circumvent Judge John Lewis Smith's decision
that was so wrongfully restrictive and wis openly ridiculed in open court by
oMeither judge. Thay it helped you got thé Pulitzer is fine and that you wete

carei“m not to d_"LS(,] 0se how you sicre abln ‘Lu do this was no trouble. I've 1 been

rn«vl«:lnf all I got by ali those FOII‘ law it~ availgble to all{ I was a bit disap-
pointecl, though, wher you discouraged Univers ﬂ; Publlcz:ﬁ,mnc from making thes

AT

I and related files available on microfilm when I proposed that to them,

In this you saw to it that the FBI's own records disclosing that it did not
investigate the “inp assassination and never intended to would not be generally
knoun or aveilable, lhis is what those records leave without any question at c.11.

Please excuse my typing. *t ‘camlot be any better. The infirmities. you may o
recall from when yuu were here have nultiplied and I'm now 84,

Based on *'OU” arigtine dg gnorqnee of the fact here you are, now a professor

in o law séhool, Eiaeh your special interpretation of our "onstrttutlon and basic

law - that mybody you consider guilty should not get the trial we are all
. s r 1
supnosedly guaranteed \/)‘ecame he does not need a trial to confess!!



This is your stated position. . | \/\:\ ﬂ/& [%7”@\

4s you knew before you Were hdre, I was James Barl Ray's investigator./I

did the investigating for the successful habeas corpus and then L did the in-

vestigatilg for the two weeks of hearings in federal district court i) I“kamph:i_s
in the effort to get Ray the trial he never had.

Ve alleged, truthfully, that Ray had not had the effective
assistance of coﬁ\gel and tiagt his gndltﬁfpﬁ—%ae had been coerced. With senior
colinsel abroad .LC fell ?"o gim Lesar and me fo exercise the limited and severely
obstructed discovery permitied and o prepsre for the hearing. We divided the
work, Jim handled the law,I the evidence, the fact.

With the country's most famous criminal lawyer how does: one show ‘thaﬁ he

; :
did not redder effective assgstance as coiunsel?

I decged that the only way we could do that would be to try the allegations
nade against Yay, We did that, there was the most vigorous c¥oss—exanination, we
exculated Hay, disproving most ol ihe charges against him, and this force;llthe
judgé\ s Who did not dafie ovcf;[:m'zh and cauze the terrible s}&rm that would follow,
to state that guilt or imnocence vwere not material to vhat was before him!

"The cafe we }_)ut in and the inebility of the prosecution to do a thing about
it are a permanent record for idstury. The transcrip’cs_ of those lwaringsy' were
available to you ghe:ce but yod had no interest. lour pxmfe is much
more secure if to begin with you do not question the official fnythology and now
you insist that it is true and must . be undisturbed by thxﬁnofz,'mal workindg of
our system of justice,

We shewed that the rifle the FBI roferred to as the death rifle was not
and could not have been used in the crime. Ve glso showei that the pkosecution
@ould net place Ray even in the city of Hemplﬁ.s at tIf)v tine of the cfime, (As a
professor-in-a law schoel it should interest you to kuow that the Federal ‘govern—

’W(;znt'filed what it knew were dishonest if not perjurious affidavitis to/{;écure
Ray's extradition but obviously this does not interest you and you prefer yoxfr
state of ignorence as the =0lé bassgs for your @hzrges against Ray and against
Yexter King« )

As you should lmow, Congressional commitiees are not bound by the rules of
evidence and there is no crogs-examination, They can put on what they like ‘and .
they can procedp in secrecy. This is what the House assassing did that you
refer to as real when it vas entirely unreal. ) y}) ﬂ

The House assassins comrittes began with the intent of C’E'M irting the
official mythology in both bases.'—ﬁri;fe was not only obvious to me{at the outset

when I’was invited to confer with it, it was stated, literdlly, by éne of t@/ e



committee's lawyers on the iing side of its supposed investigation. f'rom then

A

on I hd nothing 4o do with that committee.

The F3I suckered it by giving it what $t got from one of the many proi"essi%al
law-violalors who fed it junk they hoped it might like enovgh to get téfzm some
kind of break. There must be at least 50 instances of tf/,is in the FBI's HURKIN
records. Beorge Hcilillan was suckered by one who made all he gave )\{c;{’ﬁ.llan Ups
The ,(ffozm:ﬁ}i ee liked the story from the prof essionel felon Russell Byers who sought
and got a break from providing the fiction the committee went for and you repeate
The allegdion is that there vas a racist Ste.Lpuis conspiracy to kill King and
that a pan by then safely dead had put up $50,000 for this. GYen id true this
Y'I&S%Omected with Jimny or any other “ay oth@r than in the committee's
imggingti e That l“f‘ was allegedly in St. ?ouis and that the': brother Jimmy never
got along with, John, was in 4, ?:ouis, is all the connection the commitiee could
contrive, ,

Common sense is nover a consideration with any of you, ywu, personally here
in particulsar,

You say in the “imes tha? Jimiy had “l'epeated” contacts with his breothers
John and Jerry "betore Ui, *Mng's killing.” For the vear prior + know of not a
single contact with jahn and of a couple with %erry% on ly. You gssume that
U‘,:QIS nensense,qlong with the committee, but

wou

Xfﬂ ignore the fact that if Jimmy
BRay had had any of that supposed $50,000 he miever have beed caught. /‘fe did get

to Portugal, but not with any of 'ﬁtha’.: noNey. g ysed w he got when he robbed
a Canadian whore[{)oyae in the belief that woyld not be reported to the }}olice. In
Bortugal he %s only 100 short of fare to /’cl'xen/:‘ﬂodesia whitch had no extradi-
tion treatyd lad he gotten any of that alleged St. “ouis money he'd have been
safe, avar and beyond extradimetion.

When you are as professionally ignoranct on this as you are why yolf open your
Mouth is a mystery to me, other than 'tl\a‘?: any agtention helpd the sale of books.
Tou had access to all I have that T got from the FBI and as the result of ny #ork
and you didnot and would not Jouk at a page of it. (Vhile discouraging the sccess
of others with Mﬁi*f@r:’;it;y‘.) You asked me not a question. Yet here you are with
o lusty campaisn against the survivors in their hope that l&\g(":)latedly the systen

of justice can be made to work as it is supposed to work. The conclusion of. your
Times piece is an oubwagéous indecency. Tou aCiually align Dexter f{ing with A
"what hbdte terrorists have done %o blacl}"ﬂnerica for decade after decade.’® Have
you no share at ali? Yo self-respect at ali? This because he wants there to be
whal? most lav-school proiessors would z’-:g,ree there shofld be, a triale

Shamey on you!

v[/ -

Hardld Weisberg



That you would do what you did, get all that attegtion when you.@new you
apoke from ignorance, is not easy to understands %Du endanger your reputation
in this and absent some compelling motive that makes no sense at all. This is a
subject in which there wlll contvnuo to be interest and there is ever sc nuch
more that is official zforhatlog and is readily available that goes much farth&%
than in this I've bdk@ﬂ the time for. Other than in the mythology of the ﬁﬂouse
assassins commijtee ther: is no suprort for what vou sav. T%:§re is none,

absdlutely none, in the FBI's records. ds it conjectured the crime the

Q

shooting was impossible. It was so uneasy abput what its records reflect it
would not give them to the state rrosedfusion! The prosecutor had to complain
to the Yepartudnt to get a fraction of thenm.
It may interest you to know that the FBI was so contemptuous of the House
assassins comuittee that it recorded its intention to glVe them as 1it% ,io as
possible and ab mest toilet themn havodzyi raction of what I'd slréady put in
the public dowain via the FOIA 1ﬂulgatlon' It even disclosed thoaﬁéecords to ne!l
Tet with no more support than thode clowns you engage in this evil and in

that jeoperdize your own reputation and seek to @orrupt our tragic history!
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