Hr. Bill Wallace ) Harold Welsberg

¢/o Book Review Editor (who may read) -~ 7627 Otd Recelver Rd.
San Francisco Chronicle Fraae sk, ML 21702
San Francisco, CA .I (Z g

Dear ¢, Wallace, 7
A Bay area friend has sent me your review. While ordinarily I take no'time_ "
to write those who do reviews or those who edit them because I want to spend all'
I cen of the time that remgins to me to colbtinue making a record for _our-ﬁiator;’,'
you have written the first “rﬁ of hing by that plg as Orwell used the word:.
Posner that reflects eritical fuﬁg?%; you have a Posner—indyced error in it.
I'm 85 now and you have a better chance of being arond if and when any if this
comes apart so I also inform you of the existing sworn-to truth. '
¥ was Ray investigator for several years. I did the successful habeas corpus
investigation, then the investigating for the two weeks of evilentiary hearing in
an impossible \ in Memphig then) effort to get Bay the trial he's never had. Not
only did Ray refuse to the confession Posner attributes to him, leading
your mistake, he risked his life, as his lawyer had told him would happen, to
interrupt the guilty-plea hearing to make the record that he did not make any
such confegsion,
As that préctising and professsional plagiarist knew from my Frame-Up, '
some of which he presented as his C{Sn work,
Your paragraph on Posner's unsuccessful effort to prove there was no
conspiracy reflects good judgement and common sense I've seen in no review. let
me add to what you say there that Ray lmew the man whose name he never spedled
correctly, Raoul, when he saw him but he had no diea what his correct name is
and he could phone him only through a cuboff, -
However, I think that if he could have made a real identification he would
not have. He would never give me & clue, and I wanted clues for his defense. I
am not a Pepper and do not consider myself Perry Mason. I was trying to craft
a defense, He told me he would not get out of jail by putting another there.
Hy purpose, and I got him those pro bono 'M:who in an honest judgement of
anx homest court would have succeeded with the work they did with the work I did,
was to try to make the system work. That is a need of our kind of society as it
is of justice. It did not nﬁy of the political assassinations and they
turned the country and the world around. Host people never stép to think that way
but the assassination of any president is a de facto coup d'etat. (Most of my
works has been on that and for that reason abode all others.)
The evidence we put in that was unrefuted should have won a trial but
if the judge had granted one he'd not have survived, not in that “emphis. So,



he held against the actual evidence but what we put in the record that was not
refuted led him to sayh‘ Ts %Q}’%n, and this is close to verhatim, that )
"euilt or imocm%]‘éﬁm" him, That was his interpretation of the of
that was unrefu'bedjthat Ray had been coerced and that he had not had ﬁt:nce
of couael)who had conflicts of interest, : .

Ponger is a particularly despicable man, He and his wife came here and, as mx
has been my practise, to use his words in his mistitled Case Glosad, gidfe him
"$ie run of the "plkx place, full and unsupervised acces to all my work Uoluding
about a t‘f)ird of a million pages I got by a number of POIA lawsults some of which
were precedental and one of whicilled the the 1974 amending of the investigatoryy
files exemption, In return for what he daaor:llkas, among other things, as generosity,
that Pig made a series of niffling criticisms of me and of my work in no case with
any teint of accuracy.

It was not because he is this l{_}.nd of pig, I'm used to being criticiged and
disagreed with, that I wrote Case Upen. (I glve all writing in the filed full
and free access“:o what it cost me so much to get because I think the use of FOIA

makes those who use it surrogates for the pepple and most who have used it I
lmow in advance I'l1l not agree with.) It was to make a record for our history.
About a fourth of what L wrote about Posner was puklished, with no advertising or
promotion or to thr.%beat of my knowledge, with even a singJ:e review copy sents Z
In it I refer to Pomner and prove that he has trouble telling the truth byy aceci-
dent, that he is s shyster and that he is a plagiariast, having stolen the
faulty work of a boy of 8K only 10! as well as that of Failure Analysis. I have
not heard a peep from Posner or his publisher. Not a word.

I an now, with feebleness and as you can see with trouble typing (I have to
keep my left leg with the foot as high as my heart) doing to that etinker and hias
ﬁ.ng prostitution much more than I did in what he could not respobd to, in E}go
opene I tell you a bit more about the kind of literary whore he is in what ;’ollowa.
“ Mot only do I tave the evidentiary-hearing transcripts for which } daid all
the investigating, I also sued the DJ and FBI for a decade to break loose what
has been broken loose on the King assassinatuon and on King, That was in federal
district court in Washington, Judge June Green sitting. What may seem impossible
to believe is that at the demand of the DJ, which claimed it needed my knowledge |
ny expertise, she appointed me to assistat the defendants in my lawsuit againt
them! I have the transcripte 1t may never have happened before but it is very real.

In the end, althoug!.\} got gypped out of my consultancy fee that the IJ promised
the court it would pay me, I did get in all about 80000 pages. Posner knew all
this. Ye aspent three dnys worldng in the files of which they are part. ﬂa copled,
a8 you'll not see in either book, hundreds of pages. Yo, he uses those transcript



by crediting them to the HouSe assassins committee, which * had to practically
bludgeon to accept and read and copy (and it ignored the evidence of the\frimﬂ
itself, having beghn with the usual preconcpetion) and those MURKIN records he
cannot even cite correctly and which h“® creits to the K {indnwss of the FBI heart
are among those I recsued from their official obidvion, as he knew, by that hard,
long and costly sult, It appears that the FBL hand-fed him what he had let it
know he'd like because he uses nonc of the FBI's ¢ d evidence of the crime,
llot a word of it. He merely assiires Ray was the msassin and (ﬂells dout a Midwest
Tobacco Road.

The amctual evidence is that the riflel\aid to have fired the fatal shot did
not, that thecrime as theorized by the FBI and the Memphis authoritles was a
complete physical impossibilityn.that Ray was not at the scene of the crime at
the time of the erime, that he was never identified by Wb°%&“‘i that" tha
prosecution could not place him even in mmnph:l.a at the see=sseme of the crime

411 1 3 wee sworn and unrefuted { bstimony to which Posner had access, those
evidentiary hearings. ‘

A1l that I got under FOIA ls\r out bagement and for about four yoars it
has not been safe for me to use those stairs. "‘y work for those hearings is
down thire but the transcripts are in my r‘.:ffice. I have no gofer. If I can get
one I'11 include some of that evidence and some of the FBI's records in what I
am now writing. I wilt, God willing, qll?te those unrefuted transcrips.

Do not assume from this that it will be a Tt book that some published
#ill want, I did the first on the Warren Commission, Whitewesh, got more than
a hundred rejections internationally, without a single adverse editorial
comment, and I've had an even worse mhm history because I made a suceess of it
without a peny to spent on advertising, The offict#al side, as Posner perceived,
can be published, and the cragy stuff can be from time to time, but solid work
most publishers seem to regard as what it might be, a danger to them, So, and I
Cuﬂg{t tell you how many agents would not touch the subject or me, I am again
writing what I'll leave as a record for &story. As I daid receNtly with Sy
ersh\am what could be }wﬂdshed because it has nothing on the assadsi-
nation in it but, I have no agent and I, with my record, might be a liability
to one.

Po not misunderstand What * mr‘s’ liability. In the three decades since
my {irst book appeared, with the most seribus eriticism of so many, seridus
criticism to which my later books added, I have yet to get a call ior a letter
complé&d.ng that 1 was unfair to any of them, or inaccurate. The actuality is
that the most conservative member of the Commission, Sehator Ricchard Russell,




had a high opinion of my work. ‘He disagreed with the most bas:l.\;ﬂimmiaad.on ocon—
clusion, that single-bullet monstrosity, and he got screwed in what he was mis-
led to believe was a compromise /\t incorporated his views, And those of
Republican Senator Cooper of Kentucky.

Which you never read in your history books or favority newspapers. I have
all this documented and the Russell and Cooper part is fr?j not only my word
and contact, but the Russell archjve at the gniversity of Georgla, at Athens,
(If he has not retired, an inforjed member of thefla;w factlty there named Wilkes

has written of the abode for the local papers there and none of it got
picked up. )’

I did not intend to run on at this length but I hope that in the future
you can have some use for it. "_'f you are cver near here, come take a look at the
archive I leave that will be a permanent public archive at af fine, small
local college, Hood College.

fhanks for what is missing elaewhere, an honest review.

arold Weisberg



o

|
&
i‘{
i
i
i
by
i

|
/
3

; ames Earl Ray, King’s, killer, was '

¥ . r fr A 4
b L QB &

ames Earl Ray

fres

™ n‘m

As a Lone Gun_man :

€

Vo33l

Posner attempts to prove there was no: ic
conspiracy in Martin Luther King's murder

' KILLING THE DREAM

. 'James Earl Ray and

i'the Assassination of
iMartin Luther King, Jr.. '
By Gerald Posner

" ‘Random House; 447 pages; $25

.. Reviewed by Bill Wallace
- n the ﬁ& decades since Martm

Luther King Jr. was shot to death

in Memphis, scores of books and
articles have questioned whether

i l- ol a.nmvemxy 0
ng’ 5 death best-selling author
Gerald Posner (“Case Closed,” “Cit-
izen Perot”) attempts to prove that
Ray was' a-classic lone gunman in

- “Killing the Dream.” '+
ut" 1f that phrase, “lone gunman,”

- sounds familiar, it's the term Posner

}»used to describe Lee Harvey Oswald

1in his controversial 1994 Kennedy

, assassination study, “Case Closed.”

«There Posner not only rejected the
many conspiracy theories surround-
ing JFK’s murder, but he also tried
to debunk some of the highly sup-
ported findings of the U.S. House of

_ Representatives Select Committee

" on Assassinatiens, which had in tum
debunked the Warren Commission

report accepting the “lone gunrnan 3 s

theory
="~ Now Posner attempts to discount
the theory that King’s murder was
plotted by anyone except Ray. [n the
process, he paints such a detailed
portrait of Ray and his pathetically
criminal family that by the end, the
-reader is more interested in Ray the
human being than whether Ray act-
ed alone.
Posner traces Ray through his
dirt-poor Ilinois childhood to a fam-
ily with a century-long history of

- ly'a’shock that! adolescence 'in' a
(33 il gl

crime and bngandry ‘Ray s father
was a sneak thief and forger who
admired crooks with vision. Two of °
his brothers are"convicted felons. ¢
One sister was menta]ly ill; his
* mother was an alcoholic and unsuc-
cessful prostitute.
by Posner, it is hardly smpusmg that
Ray was a poor student who drifted
into delinquency at an wly age, or
matMsbnefsmtmtheAmysewed
primarily as “an' introduction to
black-market - rackets,”smuggling
" and organized crime. Ttis also hard-

ﬁbﬁn
inculcated him"with a ‘mindless, .
brooding racism that 'would’ ‘'shape
¢ the most infamous event'in his life,
“When Ray was'mustered-ouit 'of
the Army after gofng AWOL in Ger-
many, Posner teports; he'returned
to an escalating “seried ‘of ' small
crimes and, after stays'in several
state and federal lockups; gmduated
to Missouri State Penitentiary in Jef-
 ferson City. There Ray honed his
*skills as a crook; smuggling: "drugs '
v and other contraband! ‘He also
eamed a reputation for racism, Pos-
ner writes, and was involved in sev-
~ eral unsuccessful escape ‘attempts
before he finally managed to break
out in April 1967 — little more than
a year before King’s murdér. - " ~
Ray's life becomes more interest-
ing as Posner follows his escape
from Jefferson City — but its mean-
derings hecome far less clear. Ray
claims he was enlisted to kill King by
an international criminal he knew
only as “Raoul,” who originally
tapped him to do a series of smug-
gling jobs in Canada and Mexico.
After a series’ of minor misadven-
tures, Ray turned up in Memphis at
just the right time and place to kill
King with a-single shot from a rifle
he had only recently purchased.




asked for a new trial. :

- Ray; was, picked up a couple of

Three days after Ray pled guilty to assassinatfng King, he recanted and

~

i + From "Killing the Dream

murder falls back on the simple

.. months later in England while ap- - premise that, had one- existed, its

Jparen toaer
Rhodesia. His identification and ar-

rest appear; to: have been largely a -

[fluke., Ray. claims that his eventual
conviction asKing's killer resulted
from bad legal advice, and he has
been fighting for-a new trial ever
since.. oLy

While Ray's contradictory stories
about the shadowy Raoul are diffi-
cult to accept, Posner fails to come
up with any real proof that the mys-

i terious conspirator did not exist. In- .

stead, he. simply points out that
some of Raoul’s actions — for exam-
ple, paying Ray more to smuggle
: goods into Mexico than to bring
them .into. more tightly patrolled
Canada — seem unlikely for a true
international crook.

He also notes that some of Ray's
actions, including acquisition of a
collection of cameras and photo-
graphic equipment, seem less likely
part of an assassination plot than
schemes to engage in other criminal
activity. “Given [the equipment’s]
sophistication and the money he
spent,” Posner writes, “a more likely
explanation is that Ray was buying it
for his own freelance venture into
the porno business.” i }

Finally, however, Posner’s effort

to disprove a conspiracy in the King

tly::preparing -to.emigrate-to +“organizers®would--have had'Ray

killed by now simply to shut him up.
“Professional conspirators,”  sdys

"' Posner, “could never be safe so long

as Ray'lived, and he would have
little"incentive not to turn them in
to authorities in order to win his
own coveted freedom.” i
However, Ray was no criminal
mastermind. It is hard to understand |
how he could have prepared for and
committed the crime — or have
come so close to escaping capture —
without assistance from profession-
als. On the other hand, given Ray's
demonstrably limited intelligence,
it would not be too difficult for oth-
er members of a conspiracy to keep
him from leaming enough_ about
them to become dangerous.
As for his longevity, why would
Raoul and other conspirators — if
they exist — need to shut Ray up?
Ray has been talking about the con- |
spiracy for 30 years, and, despite
dozens of investigations, nobody
has come up with enough evidence
to confirm or deny its existence,
To that legion of unsuccessful
investigators, you can now add Ger-
ald Posner, [ ]

Bill Wallace is on the staff of The .
Chronicle. o




