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Tour coluwmn as it apceared in what I believe is a small, rural Kentucky paper
of l"‘e‘ourary 9 ig ho.aded, "James Sarl Ray §hould Get g $rial." 4men!

‘n it you do not share the common misunderstanding, your words,"even if he
gets a Néw (sic) +trial it probably would nof produce the shocking facts and evi-

dence that the King family hopes for." ) 7}{ ﬁtf’ ‘

You also refer to a "possible conspiracy to kill Ping," ami=t is without
ghestion the already-cstablished fact. But I thupMc, from my own extensive ex—
perience not only in writing a@ou‘t thig bu*'as Ray's investigator in the early
1970s, that there was no oificial involvement of any lcifld with him, particularly
not as yeu have emple reason to suspect, by the BI, J‘t\mt apeyith hysteria.
%Qy was captuged despite tb({ FBI, )

You refer to I'BI records tc which vou had access. “hose relatihgd to
this matter got into the public domain through my FOIA lawsuit for them, ‘CA
T5-1946, I déubt you had the time to read gll i ¥ oz=ce:1\\£%%1 supp@ssion
but anyone can have access to my copies and “To our copier.

I also have more then the FBI discloszd, my own worlk, and thaT also others
can have,ﬁ.. _ A

To a degree L have kept up with rec:nt developments. I hope the courts per-
mit the testing of that riile, I anr nét familiar with this neﬁ est but if what
wag true of other tests is true of it, the repeqied firings of that rifle ﬁy
the Hogsc assassins comiittee in varticular may make a definitive conclusion
imposstble from itellovever, the existing ewidence that is largely unlmown is

¥hat that rifle could nol have been {fsed in thearime,.

Please excude :::y typing. I'm 84, in impairved health and it cannot be any
better, ' -

As Bay's investigator I did the investigating for the habess corpus in
which we prevailed and then for the two weeks of eviden‘ciari} hearing we got as
a result. TL was in fedeval district court in Hemphis, With senio¥ ounsel
abroad junilor counsel, :)Iim j;aesar, and l, did the limited discovery permitted
and had Q prepare for the hearing. ie took the law, 1 the evidence, .

Vith Ray's lawyer who put hin aWay]fercy Foreman, then the country's most
Tamous criminal#awyer, I de%\led that to prove he did not give\&g%/effective
asgistance as counsel, onc of thé bases of the }Q(iuest for the #rial, the only'

wa\}would be to trgy the charges again ji' Yy and disprove them. Th:_s is what
</



we did. I have the stenographic transeripts, as does %esar,x-fgose office phone is
395~ 1921, He also has an office at his home, 501/657li298.

The phoily iiberal judge merely decided the opposite of the evidence,

After my book l":rame-—Up appared I vent to your office in an effort to seek
your assistance in gotting the trial. I became Ray's invos’cigaror after that
book appegreds Lou vere not in your office. Lemar was with me. %e told your

assistant what he would listen to. I'd hoped to hear from you but never did.

Similarly, vhen it could and I think would have made a diff erence, it was
not possible to get the SCILC to interest itself « Senior counsel spoek to t’jrs.
King for me, Sﬁe referred me to the Wachtel law office in (\:;éw York, I went there,
got ne farthur than the reception desk, and later he had s law student phone me,
That was the end of that. I sent oopies/of Feame-Up to severai at SCIC and some
of the members offits radio staff also did. Yo reaction ar all. (

\]/ou shupld also understand, I think, what the record fof’ héstory does
show, that those in the Yepartment of Justice) anxious to wipe the whole thing out,
imposed on the trust of lrs, gi:u.ng and SULC leaders in telling them that ii Ray
did not accept the deal offered he would be electroduted, /Mo“c only was there no
case aganst ‘f'ay at all, ond please take ’ckis as I intend it, literally, there
Was in those days no poé:ﬂbilit%af all of any enf orced death sentence.

I have no reason to believe that Q@méey Clark was part of this and every
reason to believe that the FBI told him it had 2 solid case.,

I hope

.3

the apreals court grants the right to test that rifle and that the
Dl £1

results of that test are definitive. But even if so that will not and cannot
address what L begin qyoting from irour colurm, rom uy knowledge of the case
“ay cannot igen identify those who did the lcillin{_; and those for whom they
did, This is becausc the crime itself was never investigated/and because Ray
e fnot - dnformed’ or in -any -position r«t'offlearn[; s

| (on this, houwever, thers are some interesting FBI records +hat I learned
about before getting them from the I that might reflett who was behind it,
The FBI of course, ignored that.)

I would like to believe that there is a likelihood 925 nore information

being developed in court tha/!yl was responsible for but I do not now have that -
hope. lpwever, between those heuring tyanscripts and the records I got by I*‘OIA .
litigation Wonsidc:-able zmoun"t.‘}.of inforration is aveilable and I'd like very
much for it to be used and for the }’;(:/'Lng family to bg aware of it. When < cam%t
make it available it will be part of a free public archive at local zéjlbod Upllege.

Sirfcerely
1}

rold Weisbeth
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