Chapter 14

With Posner, “Documents” Is Hardly the Word!

What Posner writes and how he writes it and the converse, what he does not write, may help determine whether he had help in the book, the kind of help that expected to be repaid and was repaid.

Notes are generally regarded as a measure of the scholarship in a work of nonfiction, as often they are.  However, the notes can also expose phoniness, the use the use of sources that are not dependable or are dishonest or false, or the use of sources that are provided to the author, as we have seen FBI has pro​vided other authors with what they used in their books.  As indicated earlier, Posner does not even know how to cite his major source the origin of which he knows and is careful to hide from his reader.  These and other factors suggest that Posner has joined the stable of FBI writers, of those, who write what they know the FBI wants written and in return get the FBI’s help and make money from it.  The manner in which he cites them, improperly, the words he uses to describe them, and does this incorrectly, ‑plus the lack of identification of most of the MURKIN sources he uses, which suggests he does not know they are MURKIN, along with other factors, leads to the belief that Posner did not do his own work in the FBI's records and had it done for him by the FBI.

To which he did give effusive thanks.

Illustrative is what Posner has in his bibliography under the heading, “Government Collections and Documents” (page 423).  It is the flaunting of ignorance indicated earlier

FBI documents on the Bureau’s investigation of the murder of Martin Luther King, MURKIN file, start at file number 44‑1987‑D; documents on Martin Luther King, Jr., start at file number 100‑ 106670; documents on the Memphis Sanitation Strike start at file number 157-9146; all maintained at the FBI Reading Room, Washington, D.C.

It is not true that “the Bureau’s investigation of the murder of Martin Luther King [Jr.]” or its MURKIN file, “start at the file number 44‑1987‑D.”
“The Bureau’s investigation” starts with a different file number for Headquarters and at each  and every one of its offices throughout the world.

Posner has written his entire book without a single correct citation of the FBI’s main MURKIN file, that of its headquarters, and without its correct identification, 44‑38861.

What, not having done his own work Posner does not know is that 44‑1987 is the file number of the MURKIN file in the FBI’s Memphis office.  But within that particular MURKIN file, it also is not true that "44‑1987‑D" is where, as Posner says, the MURKIN "file” starts.

Posner knows so little about this great quantity of FBI records he used that he does not even understand what the "D” represents.  It is one of the great number of subfiles in the very large Memphis MURKIN file the number of which is 44‑1987.  Besides this, main files do not start with subfiles.  Subfiles are created when existing files are broken down.

Posner uses the MURKIN files of a number of field offices without knowing that they are MURKIN records.  He also uses MURKIN records from secondary sources without recognizing them as MURKIN records, another reason to believe that he did not do his own work and that the FBI did it for him.  If he had done his own work in those MURKIN files he would have recognized parts of it when used by the others to whom he attributes them as of their origin.

"Documents on the Memphis Sanitation Strike start at file number 157-9146” but only at headquarters do they even have this number.  And they do not “start with” but are in that file.  In Memphis they “start:” with 157-1092.  And in all the other FBI s offices which have records relating to that strike, there will be a different number, or in each case will “start” with (he should say be in and under) a different number.

And every file “starts” with the number “1.”  There are many thousands of pages with the number Posner says files “start at.”

Posner also, if he knows, which is doubtful, does not tell his reader what the numbers represent.  If he does know, and there is no indication he does, which is another reason to believe the FBI did that work for him, then he is not as smart as his smart-aleckry would lead him to believe.  If he does know then he is dishonest, given what he has written, in not telling his reader, and in his criticisms of others which seems to be indispensable to him.

The first set of numbers in every file is the classification of that file.  The second set is the file number within that classification.  Then comes the serial number of the record.

The classification number 44 represents and means, quoting the official FBI listing, “Civil Rights; Civil Rights -- Election Laws; Civil Rights Election laws ‑- Voting Rights Act, 1965."

The classification number 157 means, “Extremist Matters; Civil Unrest."  In the FBI listing this is marked with a double asterisk.  That ** represents, from the note at the bottom of the FBI list, “** Security-related Classification.”

As used in the MURKIN records the 44 classification means the FBI was invoking the civil‑rights act that made it a federal crime to kill if one pre​condition was met -- that it be the end product of a conspiracy.

Without there having been a conspiracy, the murder then was not within the federal law.  It was within federal law only if there had been a conspiracy.  So, far the wise guy who makes out he is a scholar and pretends he is not partial; the little man who thinks he makes himself bigger by his endless and usually petty criticisms of just about all others (except the FBI); the FBI was the first to allege a conspiracy in the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr.  Not those about whom Posner makes his snide remarks, including me.
But he does not refer to the FBI as “conspiracisists” or “conspiracy buffs” when they were the first.  And official.

If he had done his own work in those MURKIN records this and much more would have been apparent to him.  If he did his own work and suppressed it, then it is another of the multitudinous reflections of his lack of personal and professional integrity.

Those MURKIN records, which were disclosed to me under court compulsion, I repeat, as he knew because we are addressing his honesty or lack of it, include a lengthy FBI representation of why and where it charged conspiracy, as it did as what supposedly Posner saw in the MURKIN records, which make it clear; and why it filed the conspiracy charge in Birmingham rather than Memphis.

Those who in Posner’s terms were the "conspiricists" in FBI headquarters dictated everything to the Birmingham office by phone.  This includes even the press release.  And it is all in these MURKIN records and suppressed by Posner, or the FBI did not give them to him for him to use.

(The FBI picked Birmingham, as Posner would have known if he did his own work instead of being spoon fed by the FBI, because it did not like the United States Attorney in Memphis and did like the United States Attorney in Birmingham.)

All of this is and much more that relates to it and to many other relevant matters is in the MURKIN file on which Posner drew so heavily and he omits it through ignorance or suppresses it, which would reflect on his honesty and on him professionally as a writer.

That the FBI's files on that strike by the black garbage collectors who were paid so much less than a minimum living wage and were constantly discriminated against in other ways are “security related'' to the FBI is something most writers would want their readers to know.

Unless they were indebted to the FBI.

Or were ignorant and pretended to be informed, pretended to be scholars and writing a scholarly work.

Posner does have a mention of what he uses to justify his padding of his bibliography and of the FBI records he uses of “documents on Martin Luther King start at file number 100-106670” but he does not, having padded his sources, tell his reader what that file classification means, in fact, for all the use he makes of FBI records Posner, if he knows, does not once tell his reader that all FBI files have a classification identification in their numbers or what that classification means.  We have more on this later but here is the official explanation of the meaning of 100 in its file classifications:

100 ** Subversive Matter (individuals); Internal Security (Organizations); Domestic Security Investigations.

So, as in his book, which is a lengthy apology for the FBI and justification of its failures when King was assassinated, Posner does not tell his readers that, in his words, the FBI's "documents on Martin Luther King, start at the number” which classifies him as a “subversive” to the FBI.

If Posner had done his own work and if having done his own work he did not then suppress what is embarrassing to the FBI, he would have reported what, after months of FBI stonewalling I was finally able to get the court to compel it to disclose to me, what I obtained with those MURKIN records​ and is also included in what Posner makes a big thing of using, in his notes, the records of the Department of Justice investigation of how the FBI abused King, conducted by its Office of Professional Responsibility.  (I do not recall that Posner mentioned that official investigation as of that official abuse of King by the FBI whose director hated him.)  Those records include the inventories of records of the FBI's field offices but they do not include all of this, what they include having been told them in the headquarters instructions.  They do not, for example, include the tapes of the extensive electronic surveillances of King, his home, his office and his associates and his friends.  Yet, and this is consistent with Posner writing his book as the FBI wanted it written, with his making no mention of what is in those files he boasts of having used, the inventories provided by those field offices.

The listing of them alone, these inventories, come to four hundred and two pages!

This is but one, and an incomplete, reflection of the enormity of the FBI's anti-King operations and aside from not including all the field offices had it does not include the largest volume by far, what was at FBI Headquarters.

But, if Posner had had the knowledge he would have gotten from this record, which he could hardly have missed if he did his own work and certainly would not have gotten if the FBI made the selections of what he would get, Posner would have known that each and every one of the FBI's field offices, as with MURKIN and many other records, had its own file number and its own records of that description.

He would also have known that the FBI’s own “documents on Martin Luther King” do not “start” at headquarters but began, existed first, in the field offices.

Especially because he ridicules and seeks to make little of the allegations of the last of Ray’s defenders, the lawyers headed by William Pepper and the King family, his son Dexter in particular, one FBI record that it disclosed to me only in part is pertinent in any honest criticism of their allegations (which I do not agree with) that the FBI could have been involved in the assassination.  There is what Posner would have found if he had really used that massive file rather than a single couple of records that are also in the MURKIN file, where he did not see them.

What he uses in a short footnote at the bottom of pages 10 and 11 is what Posner does not explain, what the FBI means by "Cointelpro."  Like so much of the FBI, this is an unreal, an untrue designation.  It is a contraction of “counterintelligence program” when it had nothing at all to do with counterintelligence and was usually propaganda designed to hurt the FBI’s intended victim.

Because the Memphis downtown area was so dangerous in the wake of the riot when King sought to lead a peaceful  march there March 28, the week, before he was killed, the police, to the FBI’s knowledge, took King to a motel away from downtown, the white Rivermont.  King had, as the FBI’s MURKIN records state, always stayed at the Lorraine.  In fact, after he got there the time he was killed, his accommodations were changed to get him to his favorite room.  But the FBI proposed to embarrass King by getting “’a cooperative news source’ to publicize the fact that there was a first‑rate Negro hotel in Memphis, the hotel, Lorraine, but King chose to hide out in a white owned and operated Holiday Inn.’”  The story was planted and, as Posner does not say, it was used.

What the FBI did and would not want in Posner’s book is its effort to get King to kill himself.  That it admitted having made this effort could be enough to persuade King’s family and friends and counsel that it had something to do with his murder when it was not by his own hand.
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The FBI had its Lab take pieces, bits of tape from the multitudinous tapes it had of King through its bugging and wiretapping and also typing up what it made up by those selected bits and pieces.  It was careful to leave no identifiers, not fingerprints, and it had a former FBI agent, Lish Whitson, fly down to Tampa and mail it to King’s wife from Tampa.  Here is what the FBI did not obliterate from the copy it disclosed to me -- and is with those MURKIN and other records to which Posner had access.
For this one short footnote Posner can brag about using the FBI headquarters file of what he keeps secret from his readers (if he knew), that it treated and regarded King as a “subversive,”  Posner brags about using that one of at least seventy files that in the FBI offices are the counterparts to the 100‑106670 that he does boast of drawing on as a basis for his book.
But at the same time, having misled his readers about the sanitation workers strike but finding it relevant, Posner makes no mention of the com​panion file on the informal group of black, Memphis youngsters who called themselves “The Invaders.”

He has five mentions of them the first, on page 9, as "a gang of college​-age radicals” who were suspected by the police of being criminals.

In fact they included high‑school students and outside of Memphis they would not have been considered all that “radical.”  Not in the San Francisco Bay area from which Posner came and not in New York City, where he moved to.  They, like so many blacks, campaigned for jobs and for better educational facilities and for no discrimination.  To the FBI, and those who do its doing, this can be radical but it not long after that became declared national policy.  Legislated national policy, too.

(The records disclosed to me in that lawsuit, and it serves a purpose to repeat that they were, once disclosed to me, placed in that public FBI reading room, reflect that the FBI campaigned for several years to get the Department of Justice to prosecute The Invaders, without success, there being no basis for it, and that the police killed a black youngster in cold blood with​out the FBI, which knew it, doing a thing.)

Perhaps not all FBI offices have occasion to have an Invaders file but those of which I was able to compel reluctant FBI disclosure are it its headquarters and at Memphis, where it is File 100-1067.

Posner does mention in a short sentence, "The police had shot and killed a sixteen‑year‑old Invader” but he gives no source for this.  It is in the FBI’s public reading room, along with all the other records I compelled the FBI to put there, and if Posner had done his own work in them he might have seen this.  The alternative, of course, is that if he knew it he did not use it to not, make the FBI look worse over its campaigning against black youngsters and its references to those who were adult and in regular jobs as "boys" and as “monkey-faced,” which they do in those records that Posner does not mention.

Posner is so ignorant of the Memphis assassination, or so inclined to omit from his book what he knows the FBI would not like, he is even wrong in telling his readers that "FBI documents on the Bureau’s investigation of the murder of Martin Luther King” start with that MURKIN file, which was actually started in Memphis, not in headquarters.

The only use Posner makes of the FBI’s acronym MURKIN is to its headquarters records with the file number he never once uses, 44‑38861.  The actual beginning was with a confirmed threat that for months the FBI was refused to disclose to me and would not until it was litigated and the FBI was ordered by the court to disclose it to me.  It is the records in which the FBI records the threat, which was phoned to American Airlines.  The Memphis file is 149‑121.  One added reason for the possibility of FBI embarrassment from this is that it notified all who could be interested in the threat to kill King except King or any of his people.

In one of the endless puff interviews to sell his book, when Posner was interviewed by Jeff Guinn. of Knight-Ridder Newspapers, he was asked, “Your critics suggest you discount possible conspiracies because you want your book to prove ‘lone gunman’ theories.  They say you've got your mind made up before you even begin to write, let alone begin to investigate.”  This gave Posner an opening he did use to say such criticism was unjustified, “irksome” and, to abbreviate his long and self‑serving response, “I’m very to proud . . . and I’m very careful to document everything."

“Everything”?
(This clipping from the Milwaukee Journal of April 29, 1998, was sent me by my friend Dave Wrone, Stevens Point, retired University of Wisconsin professor of history.)

Without reflection of the fact that he did not examine them at the Department and, as usual, not telling his reader that. their disclosure also had to be compelled by lawsuit in federal court, Posner does say, at the same point that he used

U.S. Department of Justice Office of Professional Responsibility Task Force Review of the FBI’s Security and Assassinations Investigations of Martin Luther King, maintained at the National Archives, College Park, Maryland.

“Documenting” everything as he says he does, Posner makes no mention of the fact that this OPR investigation followed my requesting that information in the FOIA lawsuit that got the MURKIN and. other related records disclosed.  In that  FOIA request I sought the results of all other investigations.  Because that one was not announced until after I filed the suit which had something to do with triggering it, the Department of Justice held it was not within that request.  Because I had suffered a venous thrombosis and was still somewhat limited, my friend and lawyer, Jim Lesar, filed suit for those OPR records.  He did not get them disclosed by the request.  He had to sue to force them out.  I have some of them but not all that Jim got.  They are much more voluminous than Posner, who says he is so careful to document everything, says they are.

Once again there is an indication that Posner did not do his own work or that he was told what boxes to look at and what boxes to ignore.  (At the National Archives they are in document boxes that hold only a fraction of what is in a file drawer.)

The first of the “Government Collections and Documents” that Posner lists (on page 423) is "District Attorney General active case file on the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr., Memphis, Tennessee."

Posner says his use of what is in that four-drawer file cabinet was the first from the time of the guilty plea of 1969 (pages 374-5).  But if he had really done his own work in those OPR records, if he had really gone over them himself, all of them, he would have found that the OPR had access to them and being no less careful than Posner to "document everything” it elected not to examine all of them.  The list of those it did examine is in the disclosed OPR records, so once again the inevitable question, did Posner do his own work or was he helped by the FBI?  The FBI about which there are embarrassing disclosures in the OPR records relating to the King assassination and its investigation that Posner does not, mention in his book.

The disclosed OPR records include the identifications of all those files so it discloses what the OPR looked at and what it ignored.

Posner pays high tribute to the office of the District Attorney General, as it is called in Memphis (pages 338-9).  His thorough documentation and its reflection of the determination of that office that justice be done is reflected by the fact that it refused to give the Ray defense access to them under the court‑ordered discovery on which Jim Lesar and I were limited to only two days.  Those records were not suitable for use in federal court?  They were not to be disclosed to Ray or to those representing him?  But they were disclosed, before Ray’s death, to the man who wrote a book rehashing the nastier already published biographies of Ray beginning with the presumption of his guilt, and calls that a book on the King assassination ‑- the book that from the first was designed to not be unfavorable to any part of any government, particularly not to the FBI and the local prosecution.

For a book that would speak well of the district attorney general's office the disclosure of those records was appropriate, but that same office held it should not disclose those same records for presentation to a federal court in an effort to bring the case to trial, to make the American system to justice work.

Also uncritical of officialdom and a major source for Posner, who to a large degree merely rewrote what that source, George McMillan wrote, is McMillan’s book, The Making of An Assassin and the deposit of his working papers for that book in the “Southern Historical Collection” at the Wilson Library of the University of North Carolina (page 422).  McMillan was suckered by Jerry Ray but Posner will not admit that.  However, he does admit what amounts to some knowledge of it, and it should be added, of McMillan’s undependable sources, not only Jerry Ray.  But no matter how undependable they are, if they say what Posner wants to say, he finds it possible to find them credible, Jerry Ray in particular but not him alone.

In this book and in this book supposed to be on the JFK assassination and really isn't, Posner indulges himself in endless petty criticisms of those he does not agree with as well as some with whom he does agree, apparently in the belief that it makes him look better.  With his practice as the standard, a petty criticism of Posner and an illustration of how much be presumes, assumes and knows nothing at all about.

From his source notes Posner drew with exceptional heaviness on the mistitled book by George McMillan, The Making of an Assassin.  When he announced his book McMillan also told the press that he just assumed Ray was the assassin.  He also assumed that the prisoners who spoke to him were truthful when they were not.  Without intending to, Posner discloses that he knew this.  We come to that.

In expressing his thanks to those he says are McMillan’s two former wives for searching their homes for records he could use, Posner refers to Pricilla Johnson McMillan as McMillan’s first wife (page 339).  She was not his first wife.  And she was rich.

I knew McMillan and his real first wife sixty years ago.  Then, as with Johnson, McMillan married women with money, which he did not have.  His first wife was a fine young Greek woman who had an inheritance if she married within the Greek orthodox church.  She gave up that inheritance when she married George.

They then lived in a house like no other house I've every known.

George was a writer on the Roy Stryker film operation of as I recall the Farm Security Administration.  It was an agricultural agency of the government.  I was then the editor of a Senate committee.  My office was in the Senate Office building.  When McMillan married, his home was a few blocks to the east of my office and I did visit them there.

That house had three stories.  What was so unusual about it is that each story was of a single room.  And they were not large rooms.

(When I was warning Jerry Ray against all the stories he made up for McMillan because McMillan paid him for them, I let Jerry know that I'd known George in the 1930s.  He told me that he told McMillan and McMillan disputed me, claiming he did not remember me so he had not known me so many years earlier.  When Jerry told me that I described this strange house to him, he reported that to McMillan, and McMillan admitted that he then had lived in a hole of that unique description.)

In Posner's notes he has a section headed, "A Note About the Use of the George McMillan Archives” (pages 344-6).  In it he admits that McMillan paid Jerry Ray “more than $4,000 when Jerry as making little more than a hundred dollars a week.  There came a time when Jerry sued McMillan, unsuccessfully, alleging libel.  At this point Posner admits that “Jerry said he made up everything to fool McMillan.”  Posner does acknowledge that Jerry did pick up an old picture at a second-hand shop and sell that to McMillan as a picture of the Ray family taken many years earlier.

All the Rays to whom McMillan spoke and whom he quoted denounced the book as full of lies (no small quantity of which were made up by Jerry Ray to fleece McMillan).  Posner admits that "Jerry has said that he made up everything in order to fool McMillan – ‘There isn’t a word of truth in his whole book,' Jerry wrote to Little, Brown,”  McMillan’s publisher.  Posner does then admit that “The Rays denunciation cast some doubt on the value of the McMillan papers regarding the family’s admissions,“ but, genius and mind-reader that he is, Posner claims he knows when what McMillan used was a lie and when it was true.  We soon get another means of evaluating Posner’s self‑estimate, if that is what it is.

Posner quotes Priscilla Johnson McMillan as saying that

. . . George liked him even though he knew Jerry was capable of shooting someone.  He knew the Rays had a different idea of the truth and they could lie, but they didn't view it as lying.  You just had to he very careful with what they told you and make sure you checked everything.”

McMillan knew how to “make sure” when he let Jerry sucker him on that old photograph that he had picked up in a second‑hand shop and sold McMillan as of his family.  That was being “very careful" with those who "had a different idea of the truth and they could lie"? (page 345).

Aside from truth there, is the alternative, untruth, and Posner and McMillan both used it as truth.

Posner was aware that there could be criticism of this.  In his longest note in his source notes he seeks to wipe that problem out.  What he says will mislead those who are not intimately familiar with the FBI's records.  He begins saying that “Almost all” of the several hundred prisoner interviews were conducted by the FBI before Ray was captured.  He was told this by the FBI or he made it up because it is not true.  There were quite a few, more than fifty at least, in which the prisoners made up stories they hoped would get special consideration for them in having their sentences reduced or, if before trial, in. a lighter sentence.  In his acknowledgement of there being a credibility problem Posner goes out of his way to continue to hide from its reader, writing a pro‑FBI book as he is, that the FBI strongly opposed disclosure of any of that information and did not until I sued it in federal court to require its disclosure:

Weighing this testimony for credibility and seeking corroboration is no easy task when some convicts have little hesitation to lie if it is in their best interest.  Furthermore, the FBI, in its files about the assassination maintained at the Bureau's reading room in Washington, D.C., has blacked out the prisoner's names.  Without the names, it is not possible to determine how long each witness knew Ray, or even if, say, he was telling the truth when he claimed to have been a cellmate or to have worked with him in the bakery.  Also, since the FBI sometimes conducted multiple interviews of the same inmate, it is also impossible to determine whether only one person was repeating an accusation about something ‑- such as Ray's purported drug dealing ‑- or if the numerous statements are actually from different inmates, thereby providing some independent corroboration.

But a breakthrough came in mid-1997 when the author obtained access to the original investigatory file prepared by the state of Tennessee for its criminal case against Ray.  That attorney general's file fills a deep, four‑drawer cabinet and was never used once Ray pleaded guilty.  However, it not only contains an enormous amount of original documentation about the case, but also many of the FBI interviews with Ray’s fellow inmates.  None of the papers in the attorney general’s files has any redactions. This allowed matching of the sanitized FBI files against the uncensored information in the attorney general's papers and thereby identification of most of the inmates in file FBI documents (pages 374-5).

(When Jim Lesar and I tried without success to examine that file pursuant to the court’s discovery order he and I sat in that office, for some time, looking at that file cabinet.  It was next to but not up against the district attorney general’s desk, to his left.  There was nothing at all unusual about that file cabinet, nothing to justify Posner's saying it was "deep."  It was no deeper than most file cabinets and may have been about two inches shorter than some.)

Those prisoner names were first not blacked out in that FBI Public reading room.  They were redacted in the copies of the FBI’s files that were processed for me under the Freedom of Information Act but in fact in violation of it, with those names removed to protect privacy.  Insofar as the names were of prisoners who claimed to have knowledge of Ray, there is no real benefit to knowing their names because they are not credible sources and because, as we have seen and see in more detail, there, is no evidence that Ray was the assassin.  There is no evidence that the rifle he bought was used to kill King, none that Ray was there to do it, and these are the among the reasons that the Posner chapter mistitled, his specialty, "The Assassination," failed to connect Ray with the crime with any meaningful evidence and is dishonest, knowingly dishonest, in the little it offers.

If what Posner writes is a "breakthrough” and is not that in any sense but does add to the case that he did not do his own work and used what the FBI gave him, there is not a page of an FBI record that was in the possession of the Memphis district attorney general that was not disclosed to me, which means it was in the FBI’s public reading room, and what was in Memphis was only perhaps a third of the 44-38861 file that, after repeated demands for the claimed evidence were ignored by the FBI, the Memphis authorities got by complaint to the department.  The FBI then gave them only the first twenty‑five sections without redactions for privacy because they were to be used for the investigation and for no other purpose.  Thus if the Memphis authorities wanted to interview a prisoner, they had to know his name.  But they used not a one in the voir dire that alleged their case against Ray.

When Posner can write of what he saw in those Memphis prosecution copies of those FBI headquarters records that they contained an enormous amount of original documentation about the case, he is confessing that he is ignorant of the, fact that he did not examine those volumes at the FBI reading room and that amounts to adding to his unintended confession that he had what the FBI elected to give him, not the result of his own work.

As that note continues for more than a full page of  small type Posner says, "With the exception of one prisoner, none of them later tried to sell their information or profit from it."  He had no way of knowing this unless he went over each and every page of those more than fifty thousand pages, and the record he had made, including immediately above, is that he did no such thing.

As it relates to “profit" from the stories the prisoners told, what Posner says is a very big lie.  Many of them sought reduced sentences from the stories they made up as reported above.  Some who were about to be tried pulled that and one of them succeeded.  This is to say, still again, that the only alternative to Posner not doing his own work and using what the FBI gave him to use, and saying about that what it wanted him to say about it, is that he lied in what he did say.

(At the end of this note Posner cites several of the field office MURKIN files without identifying them as MURKIN records, and even attributes FBI inter​views to what he describes as the "Attorney General," meaning  the Memphis District Attorney General file (page 375, note 32.  This note and the one following it are two of the many in which Posner fails to recognize that the field office records he cites are MURKIN records.)

It is interesting, if not passing strange, that Posner in effect says he knows that one prisoner only sought to sell his story for money and yet with all the prisoner names in his notes at this point Posner avoids identifying, that one he knows sought money for his story.

Didn't he say that finding the prisoners' names not redacted in the district attorney general’s records he does not identify but are redacted in the headquarters MURKIN sections was a sensational "breakthrough"?

And he withholds that name?

Even after it was mentioned in the OPR report, the report of the OPR whose records are repeatedly cited as his source by Posner?

Which raises still again the question, did he do his own work or was he spoon fed with what the FBI would like to see in his book?

And this on the page of notes following a page of them in which Posner identifies seven by name in a single note!

This is not an oversight on Posner's part because he uses that prisoner, the biggest of liars, as a dependable source!

Despite, the, fact that the MURKIN records Posner supposedly went over have a great deal about that man and his made‑up story from which he wanted to make money.

And Posner got that from – McMillan.

Posner’s use of this precious source is in his trying to make a case that when Ray escaped from the Missouri pen he had money he had made selling dope and pills.  He made real money in the account Posner uses (page 124), his only source.

But in his text and in his notes Posner is careful to avoid identifying this man who did seek to sell his story as the one he said did make the effort.  Not even a hint of it comes from this man whose proud boast it is that he documents everything.

The prisoner's name is Raymond Curtis.  Posner’s three source notes on him are written in a way to give the reader the impression he is a totally dependable source.  There certainly is no question of his credibility even hinted at:

43.
Raymond Curtis interviewed by George McMillan, January 27, 1969, pp. 2a‑2b.  Interview Curtis Raymond [sic] folder, Box I ‑- Correspondence Related to Book Research – Research Files on Ewing, McMillan/Southern Historical Collection; McMillan The Making of an Assassin, p. 179: as for Curtis and Ray spending time together in Jeff City, see statement of unidentified inmate (name redacted) in teletype to Director from Kansas City, MURKIN 2441‑2552, section 24, p. 31 . . .

45. Raymond Curtis interviewed by George McMillan, January 27, 1969, p. 2b. Interview Curtis Raymond [sic] folder, Box 1 -- Correspondence Related to Book Research ‑- Research on Ewing, McMillan/Southern Historical Collection; McMillan, The Making of an Assassin, p. 182; see also interview with Malik Hakim, McMillan, pp. 185‑89.

46.
Raymond Curtis interviewed by George McMillan, January 27, 1969, pp. 2b.  Interview Curtis Raymond [sic] folder, Box 1 -‑ Correspondence Related to Book Research – Research Files on Ewing, McMillan/Southern Historical Collection (page 376).

Curtis is a major part of McMillan's book.  Because he is and because of the importance of the use McMillan makes of Curtis I made duplicate copies of some of the many FBI records that, surprise, Posner did not see, abundant as they are in the record he supposedly went over and supposedly made selections for his book.  Those copies, in my office, are not inaccessible for me as is the greater volume of them in the MURKIN files (plural intended because they are in headquarters and field office MURKIN files) and in the OPR’s disclosed records, which are in our, basement and the use of stairs is not safe for me.

After Ray was captured, having served time with Raymond Curtis, then in jail in Dalton, Georgia, serving a life sentence, told the sheriff there that he had information about Ray authorities could use (44‑1987-Sub H-428).  This is a file that Posner does not identify and without identifying it, as we saw above, he said of it that "FBI documents on the Bureau's investigation of the murder . . . start at file 44‑1987-D” (page 423).  While Posner did not know what he was talking about, as we saw, no doubt the result of his personal perusal of all those files, it does establish that 44‑1987, which is the Memphis MURKIN file, is not strange to him.

Raising the by now commonplace question, now could he have missed this in it?

Seeking relief from a life sentence is not seeking some benefit?

From another file that Posner uses without identifying it as a MURKIN file, which it is, in the St. Louis office, there is the UPI story from Dalton, Georgia, in which Raymond Curtis is quoted as saying that Ray "once said he would collect a 'million dollar bounty' put up by a mysterious 'businessman's association" for killing King (44-775-Sub I-25).  This is the St. Louis MURKIN that Posner cites without so identifying it, no doubt that also coming from the closeness of his perusal of it.

In the headquarters file of which in his account Posner made most use yet never once identified correctly or by its file number, 44-38861, in serial 4831 Rosen told DeLoach that Curtis tried to sell this fabrication of his to Ebony, with which the, FBI said it had "cordial contacts,” wrote and told the FBI.  All the top FBI brass initialed this memo and Hoover approved forwarding it to the Civil Rights Division of the Justice Department, which was in charge of the case then.

The letter from Ebony to the FBI is attached.

Not in the text but in a long footnote (page 136) Posner admits that Curtis did sell his story, to Jet magazine.  In it Curtis said the bounty offer was from the Ku Klux Klan and was for $100 thousand.  For all the world as though he is Christopher Columbus on the subject, Posner also claims that he "discovered" that Curtis "substantially contradicted himself.  Can there be a better reason for Posner using him as a completely dependable source in his text, as only four pages earlier (page 132)?  There Posner has Ray in the dope business, with Curtis as his source, while in jail, and with enough cash on hand to pay “about seven hundred and fifty dollars a pound [for amphetamines]"

But my, what Posner missed in the records he says he went went over with such diligence and care that he could write a book about them!

He missed even Curtis’ handwritten account of his life the first sentence of which confesses that he was jailed for the first time when he had reached the ripe age of fourteen.

This a but a tiny selection of what I selected out from the abundant FBI records on the make-up artist Curtis, who is taken as totally dependable by McMillan and by Posner from McMillan.

Which, of course, also raises additional questions about the McMillan book and archive in which Posner has such implicit faith and used so often and at such great length.

This is a less exhaustive study of Posner's notes that can easily be made and it may well disclose less about him that is disclosed in those notes.  However, although less than is possible, it does tell us a bit about Posner and his book; about whether he did his own work or had it handed to him by the FBI; about the dependence that can be put in him and what he says and his sources like McMillan and what they say; and it tells us what Posner is really saying when he boasts to the press that he "documents everything."

From what we have, examined, "documents" is hardly the word!
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