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AIRTEL Via _________ _ 
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TO: Director, FBI (44-38861) 
I 
I 

FROM: SAC, Atlanta (4412386) 
....---~ •' ... """"...,._.,~ I 

--"'/·~:~UR KIN . , __ ) 
'--··-·--..... -.,._.,,,...._....----

\1 A 

Enclosed is a copy of a self-explanatory memorandum 
submitted to· SAC, Atlanta by SC KELLEY, who was handling 
complaints in the Atlanta Division on 5/12/77. Also enclos2d 
is a ·copy of a newspaper afticle regarding MARK LANE and his 
current book. 'Extensive b~ckground data regarding LANE is 
available to the Bureau. 

l!·J !2t,., 
... d ''--. 

C-1 ~----- - LANE was in Atlanta in connection with a publicity 
\~::\.,campaign surrounding his new book, and was interviewed on r; ~ the afteinoon of 5/12/77, on a local radio station. Interview 

tJ_,'_i_.-".-~.-.·.• .. ··-,. o
1

f LANE b
1

y lfocahl televi
1
·siodn :newsman as mentio~ed in paragraµn 

• " , page , o t e enc ose ,memo, took place in public ~pace :::< ~- -~ o u ts i d e the rec e pt i o n room ; of th e At l a n ta Off i c e . 

\ ; -.. ~: ·t, Ba s e d o n LA N E I s 8 a c kg r o u n d a n d h i s o b v i o u s d e s i r e 
"1.. -.. '---1 •, J t o ob ta i n p u b l i c i t y f o r h i s. l a t e s t . b o o k , U A C B , no r e p l y t o 

·· l'"" ~ ti q u e s t i o n s r ~ i s e d by h i m , a s~ s e t f o r th o n pa g e 2 o f a t ta c h e d ., 
<·'·{~', (J memo, is being sent by SAC 1to LANE. f 

~. C-:.: i F o r t h e a ctii t i o n a l i n f or ma t i o ri o f t h e B u r ea u , I -~-( 
···~.;:_

1
;_ .'.,. __ ,_:i·_\ received a telephone ca 11 dn 5/13/77, from a member of the ,'·~:I: news media in Memphis, Ten~essee, who advised he had interviewr 

.'<,1\-~J LANE on that date in Memphijs. LANE -mentioned to this individuc. 
l\.,f,<'·i~ a 11 complaint 11 he had filed :with the Atlanta Office of the Ft3l 
t )'·';}~ a n d a l s o ma d e a . s ta ·t em e n t to t h i s i n d i v i d u a l t h a t th e F B I w a s 

~,~ involved in the death of Dt MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. I 
-~;;. ackno~le~ged tha! LANE had ,visi~ed th~ Atlanta ·off~ce seeking 
~,~J certain information and I described his charge against the . 

·1-~~'>Bureau. s i nvo, ve~tt\,~'.i n /.~I NG. s /;at~---~: ... ~~ d) c~) OU s. ~;·<.;) / r 
f'~ ~J J J ,r ,l ,1-·~ ~pt·~,11,i' , / /;· / · r' ! \ , t ,. 1 t' , . • (--;,f~i ...-;·.:; 2 - Bureau (Enc r.2i~,r.1X1q1:t:,, ·"· 1 : / 1 - /· ;,,.·•.·'·< ,,..., ,"'1/ ' "' \ . . • --~J ~,~.i ,., '/' I .,,.,. _.I' ,, I,. #' ( ,If ~,,,,. 

(</./) l - A tl t i:, ~--:~ . &/ i /-..,.~ ,, ·~-,/ I.· c.' l.t.-· / • (. 1 
" ;1 , a n a ~. •.~ 1 • =, ... ,. ~ m,~ 
~:~ . ., -dO '\ I.' ---~ 

PPll~ed'. 
3 

) ,>! ~JC nl ~ enl in '"''''•'.7 i . Sm,t . ~t ~ l \ s 6 ju i~\~; 1911 r "(''l' 1-,,,.,., .. 
. • ~I ,) 1,{~~~~(~~• 
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llCODE NAME 'ZOHRO'll 

The following is a concise summary of each chapter 
in 'the book "Code Name 1 Zorro, 1

" written by Mark Lane and 
Dick Gregory and published in 1977 

PART ONE "NINE YEARS AG0 11 

Chapter 1 - "On the Death of Great Men!! 

Lane states this book is based on interviews conducted 
with James Earl Ray during 1976 ancr 1977. Lane says that 
according to Ray the murder of King was a conspiracy and.he 

·(Ray) was only an unwitting lmplement. Lane writes that the 
public has no confidence in the investigation by a "police 
agency that vowed to destroy Dr. Kingrr and a Department of 
Justice review of ihat agencyrs work-(Justice Department OPR 
Task Force), · 

' 

According to Lane, new evid~nce has been developed 
since 1968 in the assassination investigation, but in this 

~ chapter there was no elaboration. 

Chapt·er 2 -· rrNine Years Ago Tl 

In this chapter Gregory gives an assessment and 
build up of King, based on Gregory's personal relationship 
and asso6iation with King.· i 

PART TWO r1MARTIN LUTHER KING AND HIS MISSIONn 
I 

Chapter 3 - Martin and Coretta King" 

This ch~pter contains background data on King and 
his wife, Coretta, as written by Gregory. 

Chapter 4 - "King and Kennedy Call YI' 

This chapter is Gregory's: discussion of the Civil 
Right~ ·Movement including King inviting Gregory to attend the 
Birmingham Civil Rights March in April, 1963, followed by 
President Kennedy calling and askin:g Gregory not to attend. 

Chapter 5. - 11 Birmingham 11 

Gregory describes the Birmingham Civil Rights March 

.. 

of April, 1963, as the turning point in the Civil Rights Movement. 
He also relates his experience in jail after being arrested during 
this March. 

J !? 
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" 
Chapt~r 6 - "Pearls Before Swine 11 

Gregory continues description of the Birmingham March 
an~ cites in detail the case of Ro~sevelt Tatum, a Birmingham 
blick, who reportedly witnessed a bomb placed at the home of 
King's brother.by a Birmingham police officer. 

Chapter 7 - 11 Birmingham Jailrr 

Gregory describes a letter King wrote while in jail 
in Birmingham.· Th_e letter was sent to eight white clergymen 
who had criticized King for his untimely demonstrations. 

Chapter 8 11 I Have A Dreamrr 

Gregory describes the August, 1963, Civil Rights March 
on Washington, D. C., and King's 11 J: Have a Dream" speech. 

Chapter 9 - "A Far Deeper Malady 11 I 

Lane describes events which occurred in the.spring of 
1967 when King publicly condemned\U. S. involvement in the 
Vietnam War. Lane tells of King b~ing frightened ~y the hosiile 
public response to his position on:the war. 

Chapter 10 - ,:The Last Campaign 11 

Gregory describes King 1 s preparation for the Poor 
Peoples Campaign (PPC) to be held ~n. Washington, D. C., during 
April, 1968. Gregory relates the ~ostile white reaction 
to King's threat to bring thousandi ·of poor people to Washington, 
D. C., and thus broaden King's bas~ from Civil Rights to 
Human Rights. 

PART THREE "CODE NAME 'ZORRO'" 

Chapter 11 - 11 Hoover's FBI" 

In this part of the book :Lane begins to examine the 
FBI's motives and dedication in en~orcing Civil Rights laws 
and to raise questions as to what bearing he feels the answers 
had on the murder of King. Lane's 1insight into 
the FBI' s intelligence operations ifs provided by former Special"' 
Agent Arthur Murtaugh, who was asslgned to the Atlanta Office 
and the squad which investigated Kirg. Murtaugh is well 
known as a critic of the Bureau an~ in this chapter discusses 
the FBI's weight program, disciplin~ry transfers and other 
policy matters. 

.,.. 2 -
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·chap'Ger 12 - "One Man" 

Murtiugh's discussion of the Bureau is continued. 
I 

He claims Hoover's domination of Bureau Agents forced them to lie. 
, . I 

Lane also includes personal information about Murtaugh and his 
career. 

·chapter 13 - "The Obsession 11 

· 'rhis chapter begins a discussion of FBI '.s d-iscrediting 
.and counterintelligenc~ activitesfagainst King. Lane's main 
source of infdrmation here is the[report of the Senate Select 
Committee which rev:iewed the FBI's investigation of·King in 
1975. Lane includes a history of the FBI's irivestigation 
of King and the SCLC beginning in,1962. ,-

In this chapter Lane writes that "Hoover detested · 
c~iticism, blacks -and movements r9r change.-· Dr. King epitomized 
all that threatened Hoover's tenu0us hold on reality. The 
·FBI's unholy war against Dr. King\was on. Before it ended 
Dr. King would lie dead on a motel balcony in Memphis." 

·. . Latl~ also alleges that Jhile working on his book in 
:late 1967, doduments containing d~rogatory informptton about 
-him were being circulated among members of the Wa~hington Press 
Corps, primarily to If friendly•" -FBf news· sources. This was 
done~ according to Lane, to disco~rage Congress from responding 
to Lane's call for an inquiry int0 the deaths of King and 
Kennedy. . · ·1· 

This chapter concludes :1th a discussion of the tape 
and letter th~t were mailed to th~-Atlanta SCLC office in 1964. 
According to Lane, King and his a~sociates reasoned that this 

. letter contained a suggestion that King kill himself and that 
. I . 

this letter and tape could have 01~ly come from J. Edgar Hoover. 
Lane writes that King, at that tile, said he could never again 
trust the FBI to protect him.· . 

Chapter 111 - "The pestroy King Sq ad" 
I 

Quoting Murtaugh extensively in this bhapter, Lane 
-criticizes the FBI's handling of ~ivil Rights cases in the 

-·. I 

South, and points out the FBI's personal vendetta against King 
was a concentrated effort greaterithan any single investigatiq.n 
observed by Murtaugh in 20 years mf FBI service . 

..,. 3 
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Murtaugh states that the security squad he worked 
c;m handled the. King investigation. · He claims the anti-King 
effort came mostly out of Atlanta !but also New York, Washington 
and: some other field offices participated· in the "organized 
veridetta. 11 

According to Murtaugh, A~lanta Agents·had a code 
name for King - II_Zorr.o. 11 Lane wri~es that "Zorro," the Spanish 

.. word for fox, was .a legendary, mask figure in the Spanish 
old west, popu1a~ized by a televis~on show in the late 50's, 
a noble man ih disguises a politic~l Robin Hood. . . . . . I 

Concluding the chapter, ~urtaugh is quoted to say 
that bugging of King was so constapt and he was even bugged 
in Sweden when he went to collect ~he Nobel Prize. (There is 
no evidence·or this ~n Bureau files and such action was 
~ertainly not ·carr~ed out or initi~ted by the FBI.) 

PART FOUR "PRELUDE TO MURDER!' . 

· Chapter 15 - nMarch _28, Memphis"_ I . 

· Lane discusses the Sanitation Workers Demonstration 
which occurred. on 3/28/68 ,- in Memp~is. · Lane says the Invaders, 
-a Memphis youth gang, were blamed bfficially for the violence 
that ·occurred. Ho,wever :i quoting al black reporter in 11Newsday," 

·Lane writes that t.he FBI and Memph~s police informants in the · 
Invaders were responsible for violence. Lane states that if 

• I 

violence had not. occurred during tpat March, King would not 
have returned to Memphis in April.I Lane states that all of 
this activity was part of the FBI 11-plan to destroy King and 
disrupt black groups. I .. · - _ · 

Lane believes that the infiltration of the Invaders 
touches directly on King because ah undercover Agent with an 

• I 
automatic rifle was part of the. Inyader security guard detail 
for King. Lane claims this same dftail on 4/4/68, left the · 

.Lor~aine Motel about 3O-minutes before King was killed •. 
I . 

The main point of this c~apter is that Government 
officials (probably meaning the FBJ) believe that if.King 
could not control the Memphis Sanitation Workers Strik~ March 
then similar violence would occur ~ith his proposed PPC in 
Washington D. Q., Which would begi~ in April, 1968. Lane 
leaves to the reader to presume that it was, therefore, 
necessary to prevent King from goihg through with the PPC . 

. I· 
,. 
l,,_' 

I 

.. 
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,. 

Chapter 16_ ._: nMarch ?9, Memphis an( Washington 11 

This chapter Lane discusses FBI counterintelligence 
activity to force King to move to the black-owned Lorraine 
Mot~l instead of the· white-owned Hdliday Inn ·where King fled 
'during the violence which errupted I in the Sani ta_tion Workers 
March. Lane ·claims that the FBI memorandum which approved 

· .this action contained a notation "11

.andled II which Lane feels · 
· was not thoroughly checked into by _the Senate Select Committee 

under Senator Church. · .·. · · 
' ' ' ' ~ ' ' ' ' 

· · This ·chapt.er also contairis excerpts from a .speech in 
. I . 

Congress by Senator Robert Byrd urging that King be prevented 
from bringing his PPC to Washingtorl. Lane states that Byrd 
requested the FBI to prepare a spe~ch for him and incorrectly 
leads the reader to believe that th~ FBI complied. (Bufiles 

. indicate that we re_fused to assist !Byrd with th.is _speech.). 

·This, chapter concludes bJj stating that the FBI had 
lfprevailed" and that King was not only to return to Memphis, but 
to the Lorriine Mote~.. · I · 

Chapter_ 17 - 11 Apr_il 3 & 4, _ Memphis 'j 
. . . . I 

Gregory describe~ King's llast night in Memphis, 
excerpting his speech which has bedome known as his _11 I Have 

· Been to the Mountain Topi! speech. · I . 
I 

Gregory discusses the cl~~e personal relationship 
be.tween King and Reverend Ralph Ab~

1

rnathy and describes their 
personal activity which leads to K:iJng's presence on the Motel 
balcony where he was shot. 

PART FIVE 11 THE -MURDER 11 

Chapter 18 · - 11 April. 4,. Memphis 11
. 

Lane describes th~ fire station loc~~ed near the 
murder site and·the 'transfer of two black firemen to other 
stations on the day King was killed. Also discussed is 
reduction in the. police security detail. from ten to two men·. 
Lane claims Frank Holloman, Memphis Director bf Fire and Police 
Departments, was responsible for thb pullback of police security 
guarding King. Leader of the deta~l, Ed Redditt, a black ~ 
detective, was removed a~ter .b~ing_~rought to Ho~loman's orr;ce_ 
and told of a threat against his lJ_f,fe. Information about this 
threat came from a representative .of the U. S. Secret Service 
who was also preient in Holloman•i ~ffice, according to Lane. 

- 5 -
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Chapter 19 -· tr April 4, Atlanta'1 

Quoting Murtaugh, Lane alleges that FBI Agents in 
Atlanta had no will to get the rig~t answers to the questions in 
the King murder investigation. Mu~taugh states Agent feeling 
~gainst King was to6 strong that if, in possession of information 
in advance that King was to be killed, these Agents would '.'sit on it. 11 

Lane quotes Murtaugti as saying thejcase was never investigat~d 
thoroughly and, if it could be, a conspiracy would be found and that 
"the King killing was s9me kind ofja counterintelligence scheme 
cooked up by somebody. and it couldibe .anybody. 11 Murtaugh 
states there are too many questions about "Oswald and Ray 11 and that 
no guy like Ray: could have done irtfat sor.t of thing on his own. 11 

Chapter 20 - "Director Holloman" I · 

. In this chapter Lane describes how he and his 
close friend, Abby Mann, interviewJd Holloman in Memphis. Lane 
states Mann wre>te "Judgment at·NurJmbergn and created the 

.television show, Kojak. Main poinis in the interview concern 
violence during t.he .sanitation Work[ ers. Stri.ke and reduction of 
the police security force guarding King .. According to Lane,. · 
Holloman said that a threat against Redditt's life,was the reason 
he was removed from guarding King.f Holloman denied having · 
knowledge that· two black firemen were reassigned away from the 
assassination site. Holloman, acc~rding to Lane, did not recall 

· the original source ( Government agency) that supplied information 
about the threat on Redditt's lifel 

. . . I 

In this ·chapter Lane includes biographical data on 
Holloman, connecting him with the ~BI as SAC in Atlanta.and 
Memphis and at FBIHQ as an InspectJr in Mr. Hoover's office. 
Lane implies that Holloman's loyalty to Hoover resulted in 
Holloman's inability to remember t~e. original source of the 
Redditt death threat. 

· .Chapter 21 - "f\.pril 5, Memphis 11 

In this brief chapter La~e tells of two Memphis 
reporters who claim, that at the t{~e of the assassination, trees 
obstructed the view of the Lorraine Motel balcony from the 

• I 

bathroom window.of the rooming hou~e from where the fatal shot 
was fired. According to one of th~se reporters, these trees 
were cut down just. as the murder iry.vestigat~on began. The 
implication is~ if the trees existed; the snot could not have 
been fired from the bathroom windoJ as claimed by the FBI 
and police. 

6 

"' 
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PART SIX 11 THE STATE OF TENNESSEE VS. JAMES EARL RAY" 

. Gha9ter 22 - '1The Case Against Ray 11 

.I 

In thi~- chapter Lane describes the hearing where 
· Ray pled guilty-. Lane's attorney, Percy Foreman-, is criticized 
for not obj e_ctlng to leading and_ improper questions by the · 
prosecution, which gave the ju~y details and evidence of the 
case against Ray. At this hearing testimony was received 

·· from two eyewitl)esses ·tq. the murd.er, the medical examiner 
· who performed the autopsy; Memphis Police Inspector in charge 

of the Homicide Bureau., and SAC Jens-en of the FBI off.ice in 
Memphis who would testify about identification of Eric S; Galt 
and discovery of a white mus.tang. 

After these witnesses, the prosecution presented 
stipulations of additional evidenc~ against Ray, mainly 
including purchase of the rifl~, r~nting of the boarding house 
room., movement of· Ray before and after the murder and finger­
print and firearm evidence. 

~ In rebuttal, Lane points out that no fingerprints. 
were left in the rooming house bat})o:>oom from where ,the shot 
was fired and that the entire case bgainst Ray was presented 
uninterrupted by Defense Counsel·anh unrestrained by the Rules 
of Evidence. · 

Chapter 23 - "The Defense 11 

In this ch~pter Lane eval]~~tes the cas~ against Ray, 
stating that if the State could not .prove Ray guilty then his· 
plea must be examined to see if it ~as improperly coerced. 

Lane claims he reviewed dlocument~ in .the office of 
Ray's first attorney, Arthur Hanes,· and·made copies of material 
later turned over to the House Select Committee on Assas­
sinations {HSCA) •. Lane believes thle case was flawed and 
Ray would not h~v~ been convicted if he had been_ tried. Lane 

·questioned that the State could pro~e the bullet actually cawe · 
from Ray's gun, and that a dent on fhe rooming house windowsill 
was made by Ray's g~n. Further, the bullet could not be traced 
to Ray. - Therefore, evidence of Ray[' s gun ownership is · 
·worthless. Lane states that the manager of the rooming house .. 
never identif:i,ed Ray as the man who! rented a room unde.r 
the nime John Willard. Other witnerses who p~t Ray into the 
rooming house ~ere .questionable as fo their reliability. One 
of these witnesses was kept in jail for his protection and 
another_unj-ustifiably committed to·a mental institution. 

7. 
I 

. ' 
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I 
I 

Chapter 24. - '1The Affirmative Case r 
. . I . 

In this chapter Lane dismusses the legal ~spects 
of lhe case. He states that Ray, ~uring invterview, told 

• I • • 

him the following items of signifimance: 

. (1) Ray registered as Joln Willard ·at.the rooming 
. I 

house, but the registration book disappeared and the prosecution 
made no reference to it. · · 

(2) ihat h~ rn~t R~oul in Canada and became involved 
in smuggling activities for Raoul, presumably contraband. 

(3) Ray met Raoul iti New Orleans four months before 
King was killed. Raoul promised Ray $12,000 and papers to· 
~et out of the country, stating he (Raoul) would need Ray1 in 
three or four rnonths. · · ·' 

(4) Two months b~for~ Ki~g died Raoul and Ray 
traveled together. from Birmingham to Atlanta,_then back to 
Birmingham where the rifle was purbhased. · 

.. I . . I 
(5) Raoul disliked the rifle and an exchange was 

. I . , made. 

(6) They met again in Meitiphis on 4/3/68, went to 
Jim's Grill on the afternoon of 4/1'/68, and· then together 
returned to the rooming house. 

(7) ijaoul told Ray to buy binoculars and to bring 
the car and belongings to the rooming house since they would 
be there a few days. • · [ ·. 

· · (8) As tb his location w~en the shot was fired, 
Ray told Lane that ~fter returninglto the rooming ho~se Raoul 
serit him out several times, the last of which was to a service 
station to get·air in a spare tire~·: As he was returning to 
the rooming house police· were in tre area and King had already 
been shot. · · · · 

' ·, ' . ' . ' 

. (9) Ray claimed he didn' even know King was in 
town. When he heard the report onia radio he kept.driving to 
ge~ as far away from Memphis as possible since increased polic~ 
-activity could -effect his. capture .. ! . · 

Usin'g the above information from Ray, Lane makes an 
affirmative case for the defense, hnd attacks the pros~cution's 
case, trying to show that Ray did 1 ot kill King and that a 
corispiracy existed. 

:- 8 
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La~i raises questions, sJch as where was Ray's 
source. of income since the FBI did /not find any substantial 
sources of funds? Also, why didn 1

~ Ray place his personal 
bel6ngings in the mustang, rather than on the street? Why 
did he go back twice to buy a gun ~nd, therefore, increase 
chances of being identified by sal~s personnel? 

I 

Acicording to Lane important factors in challengirig 
the case against Ray and to indica~e a conspiracy are as follows: 

I 

(1) Ray would'have no adiance information that King 
would be at the Lorraine Motel. 

(2) No fingerprints of Ray were located in the.bath­
room and it could not be proved that the bullet came from 
Ray's gun. 

(3) Trees obstructed the 1 view of the Lorraine 
b~lcony from the rooming house bat~room window. 

(4) Questionable angle of the bullet entering King 
and the statement of a witness that the shot was fired from 
a clump of bushes between the motei and rooming house. 

I 

(5) False radio broad~ast which misled police 
as to Ray's escape route. 

(6) Ray's Canadian aliases were actually names of 
existing people whose ages and phy~ical descriptions 
resembled that of Ray. 

Chapter 25 - 11 The Plea 1' 

I 

According to Lane, at th~ time of his plea~ Ray said 
that a conspiracy existed. 

Lane describes prison conditions of Ray which included 
constant observation and bright lights in the cell, all of 
which were factors leading to Ray's guilty plea. Lane also 
questions the personal motives of Foreman and alleges Foreman 
was not prepared to go to trial ana did not properly investigate 
the ·case. 

.. 

- 9 -: 

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Lane claims Ray told him that, while in prison, Foreman 
· df-spla)red photographs of people th~/ FBI wanted out of 
circulation and that·if Ray would identify one as Ki~g's killer, 
the :FBI would arrest that person and bring him to Memphis. Ray 

·told Lane .that he declined to make ~n identification but that 
one person's photograph was familia~ to him, that being a man 

-who resembled· Raoul, photographed wti. th two other· men in. 
Dallas just ~fter Kennedy was kille~. Ray also claimed that 
on another occasion Foreman showed him a list of places tnat 
had been robbed. Ray believed• this! list came from the FBI to 
either Foreman ·or William Bradford Huie v1ho also wrote a book 
on the assassination ·ca~e. Accordi~g to Ray, Forema~ said 
Huie had better FBI connections thab he (Foreman) had. 

. . . . I . 
. . I . . . 

Lane writes that, accordipg to Ray, the reasons Foreman 
had him plead guilty are: · f 

. ·. f . 
(1) He .wa:·s already convicted in the media. 

(2) It was in Ray's best financial int~rest. 

(3) A witness against Ra~ h~d already been 
promised reward ~otiey by the prosecution . 

. (4) A trial woul~ have adlerse effect on Memphis 
businesses and hurt city's image: 

( 5) Foreman would arrange a pardon for Ray in tirn 
or three years through a connection with the Governor of 
Tennessee. 

. (6) A guilty plea· would avoid the death penalty. 

· Lane alleges that Ray alJo felt that, if a trial was 
held, Foreman would deliberately d~stroy the cise. Lane . 
concludes by· questioning the judge~ conduct in the case, that 
Ray still talked of a conspiracy a~ the time of his conviction 
and that court pfficials talked Ray out of asking for a new 
trial. 

PART SEVEN rrKALEIDOSGOPE 11 

I 
Chapter 26 - 11 They/He Slew The DreaJmer 11 

I 

· In this chapter Lane discluss~s the book nHe Slew 
the Dreamer" by.William Huie. Acc9rding to Lane, Ray's 
reason for getting involved with Huie and later McMillan 
was that he needed·fuoney. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
- 10 -
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i 
! ,, 
I 

Lane tells how Huie first[believed a conspiracy existed, 
p:rimarily because publishing companies interests were better 
serv~d. to promote a conspiracy theofy. However, according to 
Lan~, Huie contradicts this ·theory ~hen, in his three articles 
~ihich appeared in 11 Look 11 magazine, fue was· paid more for the 
last article denoupcing a conspirac~ than for the first two 
which promoted a conspiracy. ! 

I 

i 
· Lane attacks the basis on[which Huie changed to his 

conclusion th~t no conspiracy existed and emphasizes that 
-such vacillation by· Huief is furtheriindication of an existing 
conspiracy. · 

Chapter 27 - 11 The Making of an 'Assassin 11 

In his criticism of the a!ove bobk by George McMillan, 
Lane writes that McMillan did not s~end enough time studying 
detai1s regarding the FBI and police investigations into the 
assassination. Lane also cri ti·cize~ "Washington Star" reporter, 
Jeremiah 0 1 LearY, who wrote· a favor~ble review of McMillan's· 
book during the controversy in the House of Reoresentatives , . I ~ 

involving funding of ·the HSCA. Lane alleges O'Leary to be _ 
~lose to the FBI and a publicly ideitified paid CIA operative. 

• • I ~ 

! 
Acco~ding to Lane, McMill~n uses statements by Ray's 

brother, Jerry, to support his conclusion that Ray killed King 
alone. Lane says McMillan refused to. talk to him or to deny that 
he (McMillan) made up statements at~ribut~d to Jerry Ray. Lane 
quotes Jerry Ray as saying he fabricated stories about his 
brDth~r to McMillan in order to get[money from McMillan. 

Lane alleges the FBI help~d McMillan and others who 
were writi~g in support of the offibial version of the 
.assassination and denied access to ~elevant material to those 
with other opinions. I · 

. PART EIGHT rtFOR A DAY IN COURT'; 

Chapter 28 11 The Appealrr 
I 
I 
' 
! 
I. 

In this chapter Lane stat~s that Ray 1 s first request 
to the judge for a second trial wasl ignored. After a secohd letter, 

I 

the judge improperly asked the pros~cutor to check into Ray 1 s & 

attorney situation. -That judge the~ died and his replacement 
re~used to grant a new trial. In 1970 the Supreme Court of 
Tennessee re~used t6 review the cas~ as did later the U. S. 
Supreme Court. Lane makes his fina~ point that the American 
people had been denied an opportunity to witn~ss an open 
inquiry into the King assassination~ 

. I . 

11 

. I 
I 
I. 
I 
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Chapte·r 29 -- 11 The Beginning" 
I 

. Lane discusses the Citizens Commission of Inquiry 
(CCi) which he founded in 1975 tb i~vestigate the assassination 
bf John F. Kennedy and later the de~th of King. The CCI was 
funded primarily by Lane's lecture iees. ·Small chapters of the 
CCI were formed at ~peaking sites aJd these chapters were . 
effective in influencing Congressiodal interest to conduct a 
new investigation in both assassinaiion cases. 

I 

Lane.goes intJ the historJ of the ~SCA, starting with 
House Resolution 204 on 2/19/75, which called for a Select 
Committee of seven House members to!study the assassihations· 
of· President John F. Kennedy, Senat~r Kennedy, King and the 
attempted killing of Governor Walla6e. However, th~ majority 
of the Rules Committee opposed this/resolution. In May, 1975, 
Representative Downing introduced aisecond resolution to 
investigate the death of Presi~ent ~ennedy. ~owever, in March, 
1976, the Rules Committee refused tib refer either resolution to 
the floor of the House. I 

I 

Lane continues describing/his own travel and activities 
in writing his book and working with the CCI during this period 
to support the Downing Resolution ahd encourage an'irivestigation 
of the Kennedy and King assassinatibns by the 95th Congress 
which would corivene i~ January, 197V-

I 
In August, 1976, Lane con~acted three members of the 

Black Caucus, including Representat~ve Andrew Young, .and 
presented his findings, to date, re~arding King's assassination. 
He received the Black Caucus' endor~ement that a Congreisional 
Inquiry was needed. This was follo~ed by meeting with leaders 
of the Black Caucus, various House ~eaders and Coretta King. · 
Lane states that House leaders were/ convinced· a new investigation 
was needed and a newly-drafted reso~ution was passed in the 

· House in September, 1976, creating ~he HSCA. Lane credits 
'Representative Fauntroy with maneuv~ring the resolution 
through Congress. f 

i 
Lane claims that the.new~ media attacked the HSCA 

and its Chief Counsel Richard Spra~ue while ignoring other 
significant events, such as the ma~or of Memphis ordering the 
police to burn all facilities (180 ~oxes) which comprised the ~ 
entire histoty of the Domestic I~tdlligen6e Division of the 
Memphis Police Department. In JanJary, 1977, efforts of the 
news media and Inielligence .agencids combined to fight 
reestablishment of the HSCA. l 

-· 12 -

i 
i 
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I 
I 

Lane concludes this chapt~r by stating that the 
k·nm,tn• evidence leads to the conclusion that "persons employed 
by the Federil Bureau of Investigation in 1968 must be 
considered to be prime suspects in ihe murder of 
Dr./ Martin Luther King, Jr.!! He coij-itinues that, if the facts 
ultimately acquit those persons, even to allow the FBI 

. to conduct the .only authorized inve~tie;ation is _to "profane 
our concept of justice and to betray our pretentions of ~ 

decency. 11 Further, the Department of Justice investigation 
enjoys limited credibility. Therefbre, the Congress should 
act. · i · 

nposT SCRIPT 11 

Lane states that the report of the Department of 
Justice, Office of Professional Resbonsibility (OPR), which 
concluded that Ray acted alone, wasf leaked to the news media 
on the day the new.Attorney General: took office and the day 
that Congress was to consider reest~blishment of the HSCA. 
Lane states this report raises· more: questions than it answers. 

,, 

. Lane gives the hist6ry o~ the Department's review of 
the King case, -first by the Civil Rights Division under 
Mr. Pottinger and then the OPR rev~ew. Lane focuses on th~ 
following key ~oints in th~ O~R re~ort: t · 

( 1) The report says only ]that the FBI did not conduct 
electronic surveillance coverage o~ King at the time he was 
kill~d. It does not cover whether ~r not he was 9hysically 
surveilled by the FBI in the hours [before his death. There is 

·only the statement that FBI Agents /observed the Sanitation 
Workers March. · r· . 

, . . I 
(2) The OPR report is not clear as to why the police 

security detail surveilling King was removed, and why 
Detective Redditt was removed from his fire station position on 
ihe day of the assassination: 

i 

(3) OPR was unable to determine why.two black firemen 
were transferred away from the. firJ station, but the report 
concludes the transfers wer~ not c~nnected in any way with the 
assassination. I 

(4) ~he· OPR report dismi ses_ Ray's claim that he was 
financed by Raoul. 

0 

i' 
I_ 

- 13 
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(5) That the FBI investigation did not show if Ray 
commftted any robberies in the United States or elsewhere, 
and,(hat OPR concluded that the sources of Ray's funds are 
f;}"t i],l_ a mystery. 

Lane complains about OPR denying public access to 
·Appendix B of its report, which contained key interviews 
relative to some of the points mentioned above. Lane also 
criticizes the· OPR for relying on 1Huie 1 s book for many of its 
findings on Ray. · 

Lane also refers to· the ,expressed reservations of 
Attorney General Bell that Ray acted alone. These reservations 
were outlined by Bell on 2/18/77, when the OPR report was 
publicly released .. Lane claims he met with OPR attcirneys 
on 3/3/77, and raised questions as to their report and interview, 
e~phasizing that no Federal employees ever interviewed the 
two black firemen and two policemen on the security detail until 
July, 1976, when it was done by an OPR attorney. Lane also 
believes OPR inter~iews were incociplete. 

Lane then adds the statsment of Carl T. Rowan in 
the i:New York Post" on 2/19/77. Rowan writes that "very 
clearly the FBI is suspect.ri Rowan based this on his claim 
that FBI noperativesl! told him that the Russians killed King, 
while within four hours after the shooting, the FBI was 
gathering evidence to the contr~ry and against Ray. 

Lane concludes the chapter by stating that the OPR 
did not examine the failure of the FBI to seek Ray from the 
outset in spite of his fingerprints left at the scene. He 
claims the report did not disclosci the fact that original 
circulars advertising Ray 1 s escape from the Missouri Penitentiary 
bore another man 1 s fingerprints and not Ray's. The report did 
not disclose or explore false stojies circulated by the FBI 
regarding the suggested culprits> I from Hooverts talk of a 
!:Jealous Husband,,: to a·llegations about :Russian spies. 

Appendix One 11 The Funeral 11 

Gregory begins by criticizing the FBI's investigation 
of Civl.l Rights by stating nblack foxes in America rate the 
FBI like they do the swine flu shots ... use it at your own 
risk. 11 
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1. 
I. 

He follows with a detailEid description of King's 
f~neral, including the verbatim te~t of King's eulogy • . - I 
delivered by Benjamin O. Mays, President, Emeritus of, 
Mor~house College, Atlanta. t 

i 
Appe11dix Two 11 Speech of Senator RotJert C. Byrd'' 

! 
This is a transcript of ~yrd's speech which is 

referred to in Chapter 16 when LanEi alleges the FBI assisted 
Byrd in its preparation~ Speech i~ critical of King as a 
'!self-seeking rabble-rouser, 11 who should not be allowed to bring 
his Poor Peoples Campaign to Washirigton, D. C., becaute it would 
cause the same.kind of violence tha:t occurred in f:Iemphis. 
This speech ~as delivered in th~ S~nate on 3/29/68. 

. . I . 
I 

App.endix Three nPer?y Fqreman Lett1r. to. James Earl Rayrr 
' . 1 

In this letter Foreman stiates that all Ray's 
royal ties from hi_s book, magazines ,i etc. , are his (Foreman's) 
and that Ray requested a guilty pl~a and agreed to accept a 99-
.year sentence. Foreman writes tha~ since legal proceedings 
·were shortened'by the plea, Foreman's fee would be only 
$150,000, plus .$15,000 for .expenses[ . 

. Appendix Four '1The Right to Know" 
I ' 

Lane discusses CIA documJn~s he received under FOIA 
concerning the CIA campaign ag~ins~ critics of the Warren 
Commission. .According to Lane, thils campaip;n would employ 
propaganda a~sets to refute the cr~tJcs, including a CIA 
critical review of Lane I s own book !!!Rush To Judgment.'! Lane 
deplores this a~tivity and makes tHe point that secretive 
Govern~ent organizations should notj interfer~ with the 
peoples' right to know. 1 

I 

- 15 1-, 
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