Dear Bill, 7/23/96
The FPellowship interview of Ruv@]amas Lawson (llareh/April 1996 issue) is had=
lined "Tye Truth Belind the lurder of “artin Luther King, Zr.," and if' :ﬂ,
not that. I do not guestiin La\-rson{s gincerity but I do note that his récord and
that of other blacks is not consistent witl, the thrust of this interview.

I Jmow nothing of the securityf team of eight black ?;mphis detectives of
vhom Lawson speaks but I do kmow there is no feference to them in all the FBI's »
records and L do know that a different security team, one I'd not have choseh of

prdferred, met the plane, went withﬁ’ing to the motal, hung around it alld;gf, and
finally left at the demand of the fing party, “emphis part.

The "sur¥eillance teams deployed" at the firehouse did not exist a‘f{ they wepe
not "pulled out." They were their not to ptotect theam, those teo black r;.etectives,
they were to spy on him and who went to see him. One only was removed and that was
because of a threat against him,

Lawson says he colld kick himself for not going to court on how Ray,according
to his lawyers, was treated. Be might better have said he could kick himself for,

and this is the truth, remaining removed from the entire case until when it was
t00 late and not helpful Murk Fane got him, Ralfph Abernathy and ofhers involverd
in it.

I was writing A‘book on the case. I did not write Lawsen but I wrote the Rev.
Sam *wl§ three times, without response., I went thdre as Ray's inliésﬁgator and

got no help from a single black. Hven when L appeared on black radio and let it
beknow what I wes in Hemphis for.

Not only Memphia- blacks in genral and the King flamily and friends in parti-
vular., 4t least one person left SCIC over its refusal to ‘gpt interested. Several

ot copiesof Frame-Up and were silent, did and said nothing, Themlack caucus
leader in the Congress would not even speak to me abput it. L gave copies of
the book to each liember of the black caucus. The Eing family lawyer would not
tai.k to me although someone in his offdce did?speak teome in the reception area.

I have read Bill Pepper's book. It took tile wrong approach if intended to
\aﬁt the case in court and it igmored entirely then existing official evidence.

Much of whatf is in in had no credibility and it certain to kick hack if ever used
in court. Lawson is not correc'f. on How 'Bepper got into the case or why althiugh
like 4ane he was involved with other wbite . the south in the early sixties.

Pepper, who forgot itﬂfwaﬂ in tough with me about a book he wanted to do
in the earl¥ 7Us. That was long before he was Hay's lamler.ﬁi' e ig ha.nfding the case

as lge'd do a ¥book or a movie, not 0 get a trial or win a case. les, Yesse j_-acksn
would not talk to me or to a black friend who phoned hin for me, +¢ is |his black

A /
attitude that turned me off the case so I'd not waste my time. M [I /Q/Lﬁ&
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