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Ray frial- evidence. Ieads fo

{In.the March 21 edition of
LA Free Press, Peter Davﬁ
published an a.rtlcie which
ported the speculation that
entirely different menwereid
tified as George Ramon Sney
(Ray) in London and that the pos-
sibility of a conspiracy in the
death of Dr, M, L, King wasvery
real indeed, Since that time, the
events surrounding James Earl
Ray’s trial in Memphis have lent
even more credence to the theo-
ries of conspiracy, Ray’s all too
speedy trial and subsequent de-
mand for retrial have added to
the mystery surrounding the
case, Although the Free Press
does not fully subscribe to Mr,
Dawnay’s reports, we feel that
his investigation of the matter
contains enough information of
substance to warrant close at-
tention, especially in view.of
Ray’s impending retrial, Forthis
reason, we will be presenting a
series of articles by Peter Daw-
nay in the coming weeks which
we hope you will follow closely,
Ed,)

PETER DAWNAY

When the-late and unlamented
W. Preston Battle made the as-
tounding statement that a full
trial of James Earl Ray “would
have muddled our understanding
of the substantial evidence which
established Ray as the killer,”
he was probably saying little
more than the t{ruth. For at
least a month before the farcical
non-trial, Battle had been in pos-
session of evidence that made it
clear that Ray was not respon-
sibel for the death of Martin
Luther King., An open letter had
‘been sent to him by Joachim Joe-
sten, author of many books on
the Kennedy assassination, dated
27 January, 1968, which contained
the allegation that Ray was being
framed by the FBI, an allegation
backed by. a 45,000 word docu-
mentation of the case, copies of
which were also sent to Dr, Ralph
Abernathy, the American Civil
Liberties Union, and various
newspapers,

A copy of the open letter was

, dlso mailed to Perey Foreman,
Ray’s attorney, On January 29,
Foreman wrote to Joesten indi-
cating that he would appreciate
receiving a copy of the documen-
taton, Joesten replied, in a let-
ter dated February 3, that since
he had reason to believe that
Foreman had been discussing
with  the public defender and
others the advisability of pér-
suading Ray to plead guilty, he
would not supply him with a copy
unless he had Foreman’s writ-
ten assurance that he would in
no circumstances agree to put-
ting forward a plea of guilty on
his:client’s behalf,

M t"that stage, Ray’s trial was
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scheduled to start on March 3,
It is a matter of record that
four days after Joesten's letter ,
to Foreman was posted, William,
Bradford Huie was arrested for '
contempt of court on account of
articles published weeks before

in LOOK magazine, Thus notice i

was served tothe Americanpress
that nothing relating to the case
was to be published, Exactly a

“case on the grounds that het ctﬁ
i 7 not beready by the scheduled
date. The trial was in fact cons
tinued until April 7, However, on
March 7 it became apparent that
4 hearing was to be held on
March 10 and that Ray was to
change his plea to guilty. The
hearing turned out to be the
trial itself, 4
Thus it would seem that on

February 14, when Foreman
asked for, ar:d got, a contin
ance, he was not intending

persuade his client to plead guil-
ty. If he had been, he could have
needed no further time in which
to prepare his case, What thezi,
made him change his mind, ami
why, onhce he had done so, wa
the whole process rushed througa
with such haste? And what mad
Ray, once the trial was over,
change HIS mind and decide that
he would like a retrial?

For an answer to these ques-
tions, one only has to look at the
account of the so-called trial
published in the NEW YORK
TIMES of March 11, The “sub-
stantial evidence,” whichaceord-
ing to Battle "established Ray as
the killer,” turned out to be the
following:

1) A bundle of articles found
not far from the rooming house
from which the shot is suppos
to'have been fired, Among othEr
things, they included a riﬂe,’!
pair of binoeculars, some under-
wear and a transistor radio,

2) Evidence that Ray bought
the rifle and the binoculars, .

3) Evidence that Ray checke
in that afternoon at the rooming
house using an assumed name,

4) Eviderice that Ray’'s cazt
was seen leaving the scene short=!
ly after the shooting.

(11 the other evidence which the
prosecution outlined, although it

diddnot produce a single witness
to substantiate any of it, merely
congerned details of Ray's move-
both before and after the
kildBg, It had no bearing what-
evengon whether Ray had or had
not “fired the shot but it no
bt, impressed people with the

dout

aoroughness” of the FBI’s in-
ation, It is no wonder that
Ray realised just how little

#arnmg that Galt and Lown
re aliases Ray had »

|

For although the evidence may
ook impressive to the uninquir-
ing mind unfamiliar with the
facts, it amounts precisely to
one enormous zero, A .thorough
discussion of every part of it is
not possible here, but we can at
least look at one or two reveal-
@ng aspects,
* The most significant paragraph
the NEW YORK TIMES’ ac-
unt relates to the evidence
presented by Robert G, Jensen,
e agent in charge of the Mem-
s office of the FBI, In re-
rting that evidence, the paper
gays: “The FBI began the search
for Ray in Los Angeles a‘iter
r

«Not only is that statement of
ensen’s false andiinaccurate, but

“ the .whole 1nvestigatli

how did the FBI establish
Galt was Ray? That this ques
was intentionally glossed overy
clear from the fact that no sin-
gle reference to Ray’s Ilngg;—.\
prints was made during the’en-
tire hearing unless are tobe-
lieve that the NYT omitted this,

e most crucial part of the em-
cpance But there wasavery gﬁod
reason why the fingerprints
should not have been referred
to, as I shall show,

TAt the extradition hearings in
London held on June 2§, 1}:68

FBI fingerprint exg'g.-rt,
George J. Bonebrake, test ified

t he had found Ray's [left
thumbprint both on the riflefand
the binoeulars and one of hisfin-
gerprints on the rifle sight.
cording tothe READER’SDIGEST
of September 1968, the FBI
19 separate cards on Ray at their
headquarters in Washington.
Since Ray had a lengthy criminal
career, there can indeed be no
doubt that the FBI had his ‘fin-
gerprints on file, Despite this,
it took them 15 days to identify
him as the killer,

It will be remembered that,
during the week after the shoot-
ing, the FBI loudly proclaimed
that there was no evidence that
more than one man was involved;

ap ever, to
! idea tman
| was, All it did have, andthec Irt
- makes this eclear, was evide
that the killer had left in a2 wh
Myustang, thata man calling him-
s%::rmyer had bought the rifle
in

ingham on March 29 and

they had on, hi Yxmqséeu |
f mself, hWt he had
Dbeen taken for a ride

_given an‘ address which was
the address of an E tar-
Galt, and that a man called
Eric Starvo Galt who owned a
white Mustang had spentthe night
before the murder at the Rebel
Matel in Memphis.,
King was shot on April 4, On

ril 11, exactly a week later, a
ﬁh Mustang registered;in the

‘me of Eric Starvo Galt was

found abandoned in Atlanta,
Since one or two small clues

indicated a connection between
this car and the killing, the hunt
was then on for Eric Starvo Galt.
Laundry marks led in the direc-
tion of Los Angeles and it was
found that a man called Eric Star-
vo Galt had attended the Inter-
national School of Bartending
there. The school was even able
to produce a picture of the wanted
man., Aceordingly, a warrant was |

%&lﬁease turn to Page 9)
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ﬁg‘%svo)(}alt’ sar-

“on the 17th of April,

One should bear in mind that
there was no such personas Erie
Starvo Galt, but that the FBI be-
gan the search for Galt in Los
Angeles; not for Ray, as the pfo- -
secution maintained at Ray’s

. For the warrant 1ss d tc
n April ‘17 carried with it
“fHe Los Angeles photograph, Tt
was only two days later that a
fresh warrant was issued' for
James Earl Ray, Hoover himiself
explained to reporters how the
identification of Ray had’ been
made, It had been the result of a
systematic and exhaustive search
W Butit later
Mheﬁé finger-
; ose found on the

rifle or the binoculars, ‘but a
thumbprint found on a map“ina
00 house in Atlanta where
Galt’ had stayed during the last
week of March, And this mapwas
found after April 7, If this con-
stitutes proof that Galt was Ray,
and that Ray therefore shotKing,
then it ought to be equally-eagy
to prove that Abraham Lincoln
was shot by Jack the Ripper,
For the fact of the matter is
that if the fingerprints found on

| the scene of the crime are iden-
' tifiable as Ray’'s there can be no

explanation of the fact that the
FBI spent six days searching for
the non-existent Galt, If the

thumbprint found in Atlanta after




sible to do the same with the fin-
gerprints found on the rifle and
binoculars?

Elthe;gose fingerprints were
niot. ther€, in_which case. Bone- |
brake cominitted perjury at the

¥

extradition shearingsy in , London,
vor, if thHéy. werd, the FBI d’eﬁ

erately withheld its knowledge of
their identity for 15 cruecial days,

in which time the fugitive wasab-

le to escape to Canada. But one

thing is certain: a thumbprint J

found on a map in a room which |

the suspect left over a fortnight
before, does not prove that Galt
was Ray,

. Equally fantastic, and indeed,
even more incredible is the iden-
tification of Ramon George Sneyd
as Ray. It will be remembered
that Ray adopted this alias in

anada and was using it whenar-
rested at London Airport,

According to the READER’S
DIGEST of September 1968, inan
account obviously based on inside |
sources, the FBI spent 1,4 m 2
lon dollars, deployed 3,014 ag ‘
ents and logged 500,000 miles of

avel in their search for Ray,
1t appears, however, that betwes
April 19 and June 1, they did npt
turn up one single clue as to His
Syhereabouts, Acting on a hungh,
it seems, they and the Royal Ga-
nadian Mounted Police combed
through more than 240,000 pass-
port applications in the hope fhat
they would find one traceab s to
Ray.. The only thing they hadt '
on were Ray's photographs, But
this was enough, On June 1/
RCMP constable spotted a ph
graph on & passport applica
which resembled Ray, The
on the application was Ra
Ggorge Sneyd and further inves-
tigation proved that the appli-
cation was fraudulent, This ac-
couft is corroborated by astag‘-
ment issued by the Canadianem-
bassy in Washington on the day ot
Ray’s arrest,

But the amazing part of this
story  is that this photograph
(i as published shortly after
thegarrest) bears.very little re-
semblance to the.sphotographs
previously publisheéd of Ray dnd
Galt; that anyone whould have
picked it out frofp nearly a quar-
tet of a million Bhotos defies all
credibility, "
«Handwriting analysis subse-
qiiently revealed that Sneyd and

o |

extraordinary story of
t. The question of wiiich
% the two men Arrested was ay,
and which subsequently appeared
in the courtroom at Memphis is
an important one, but I cannot
g0 into it here, I will only note
4An passing that the question of
t4§hmw and why Sneyd was spotted
“"has never been officially ex-
‘plained,

Enough has been said, how-
ever, to show that the casera-
gainst Ray was probably based
on: the purest fabrication, jand
certainly on the flimsiest -
dations, All of this and ch
more was contained in the doc- |
umentation sent by Joesten
Judge Battle, of which For T
was certainly aware if he did
actually read it, The combined |
efforts’ of these gentlemen.
pressure Ray into pleading 2u
t} in order “to save his life” ‘
therefore only be regarded agione
of the darkest stains on the whole
history of justice, L
sBut this is not all, for they

th connived at one of the most
outrageous falsehoods ever to;go
unchallenged in a court of law,

ey allowed Inspector Zacha ¥
the Memphis Police Depart--
ent to testify that he had fou
4 rifle which was later dete
lined to be the murder weapon,
it is well established that

the: bullet which killed King was
a dum-dum, and it must th%_’re—;
forg have been impossible touE-

tigle the
tha

tab'“I_srh that one weapon to the
exclusion of all others was uSed
in the killing,

No chain is stronger thar its
etikest link and the chain of gvi-

w
defice connecting Ray to the i1l
£ snaps at this point, Evé?} if
did purchase the rifle nd the
egula{-s, and even if ‘hg;, as
lease tunn tosPagesl) .

g

]
account fells us, Scotland Yard
then flashed word that Sneyd |
had gone on from London to Lis- |
bons: An “All Ports® warning'was |
put out for a man travellingunder
the name of Ramon GeorgaSneyd
on the 6 June, and onj#‘!éls he |
Was apprehended, s iv,"

I disciissed in a previous ar-




