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Bill Pepper and bis m_@!ﬂ  To 8411 9/25/95 ..m/ £ / 15~

When out of the blug I got Bill Pepper's letter of 8/27 with all the nice
things he said ik i{: about me an my work I wondered why, particularly because his
bookkt hé daiMout to apiear. @I responded with a police letter wishing him wézu.
and when he told me his publisher is Yarroll & Uraf, I wrote with some cautions ~

about them and asked him to have them senjl_ me & copy becaude othereise they would note
1t was a pleasant surprise when one he sen a.:Lx, mail came day before yesje Hithout
reading any of it I again wrote and tha.nkad him. That relieved of 44, t n:ftar
I read it and I'm glad 1 anticipated that.

Long, long ago he was in touch with me sseking information about King
agsassination. Whatever he asked, I told him, sent him or both. But before then I'd
heard that he was writing a book on it and when he did not tell me that while leeldng

my work 1 did wonder why. That was some time before he moved to ""ngland. later he
cagﬁ, 1 showed him Where which files are and how tv use the copler and told him to

help himself. e did, dnd when he said he'd like to do more but did not have the time,,
I hot a Hood senior, Mey Stevens, who'd seprched my files for John Ygyis, to work for
Pover. ho with “avis, I should say with all others, unless I am asked L do not know
what interssts them and what they copya But whatever Pepper wanted, amy did get and
copied for him. wkm”‘{, Cams he W%wyﬂ

I started to write this after reading and annotefing .the first thind of his &

book, to Chapter 18, and finding few references tw me and an enormous amount of avoidance
of it and of whgt I dJ.dOI reud his g.clmowledgaments (506—-ﬁ&3)for the first time. There
after effusive thanks to maliy,l.a.ncluding a not incondersble number of phonies and
fink§, he has this ,gntsnce (508):"ng congiderable previous research and investigative
efforts particularly of larold Weisberg as well as Hark Lane have provided an essential
feundation for my own work." -

uf #mis own work that to now I've read resmarksble ]ittle«ia his and what

that little can be is worse than worthless. When he tulks about the books he's read
he does not mention ¥rame-Up. 1t is not in his :l;dex but I've pﬁ%ed one unindexed
refercnce in a footnote.

Where he lists the _Bt'm]ges he make no refercnce to the evidentiary hearing in f
the federal district court in “emphis to determine whether Ray would get a hearing, or
the the prior litigating of the habeas corpus petitd.un wh:i.ch got that hoaring. In fact,
as far as I've|%ad the regder has no way of knowing ge over existed, Or that I ¢id the
investigting for both an up and prepared most of the witnesss for their testimom'
(Wnich when he uses it he presunts as his v{‘un work often by saying that "D lea,mad and.
never saying how he “lea.med.")

He uses FBI and D records he got here as his yon work not saying how he got
them in his rather brief notes wome of which do not rela'{e‘ to what is cited to them., He
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after gll this time ‘?30 ifnorant he does not even know hov to cite them and his citations -
of them cannot be used tu locate them. lle knew I'd gotten that about 80,000 tho:aand

peges to which he had adoess by an FOIA lawsuit that Basted 10 years. Mo makes no

reference to the exﬁ‘tence of those records or how they were obtained. Which he g}mew.

In fict, when he does mention what he says were mf sources, that is not msntionad and

he misplqe€es emphasis on what he says and a.]_.g_o says what is not correct. Thta is
also true of what he suys I tuld him aboutk the shootimg. He says L told him it was
from the p‘?‘ld.ng lot next to the firehouse. This cannot be a simple error because where
King was hit eliminates that as a possibi].’i.tyé Horeover, I told him in detail why I
believe what I believe ig the only possibility but his book would be wndermined by
that as would his pretense of his being the one who figured that out. I told him
the gokavay car was on thfdt parking lot and the shooter in the bushes facing the motels
I &id not tell him my remsons and he did not ask me,
There is very little nonsense he had not gone for to the point I've reached and
he is bigffar a wide varidgty of pvonies, frauds and finks,

The one thing he seems to have takenﬁ‘om Lane is the imposs
Grgeie ﬁ Hai:lz?/ Cﬁrlie Stephens' comron-law wife, was a witness ﬁ% aboused
becquSe phe a8, ek

Just aboutm‘;ﬂ%s nonsense was in the FOIA recodtis I got and also to a large
degree in thefmedia, but he presents it all as his work, saying that he "learned" it or
got in his ﬁvesjigation. That, to this point, is worse than a farce and from what
Jerry Helnight told me it gets even worse than that.

Ihlading this nutty stuff as real, I ca%:t think of anything other than his
self-promotions or his linking himself with /{ing and his family and friends that was
not all public 25 years ago and more and then again at the time of the H“ouaa
comittee, Butfven gibberish he uses as his whn work. He even interviewddleS of
those Peopl.e who were fabricators or just plain wrong and presents his inturviews as
the origins of that stuff when even after his interviews he hna.'}eless than was oublie
andf’Fnbliahed for so long.

There is, I believe, a fair means of evaluating his work both of investigating
and in court for James when he made no use at all the transcripts of the two weeks of
eyidentiary hearings, where evid.@ce was produced by us under cath a.nr.yﬁroas-ezamined
by the State- the ony time evidence in the King case was tested i.l}_the system of
American justice. e also doeahot mention but he d.ii uae7tha guit in which I got
ghat our government used to ktra.dict Ray. 3

IThere is much more I can add but do not take more time for it. I will not

r

unless what I see in the rest warrants it. My copy of the book will ne annotated.
But I tidnk the minimum I can fairly say of this sham of a serious book that begina with

r
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many dishonesties that are not accidénta&-,of which some are above is that it is a
rather poor effort by a would-be Perry J"'[ason to present himself as the real thing.
That he has no better judgement as an experﬁgﬁed lawyer, a barristed'in England and
a lawyer who in the book boasts about his forecign—-government clients is his ow(ﬂ.
charicterization. It is #ncredible that he can tea= yfeat as serious the obvioas
ﬁbricatitma of so many. But there is not one he raises that lLe discydds. [fe does
expreas a mild question or two about some aspegts of éome of them be he does not
rejcfd ewen the most c@vioualy ridiculous.
Une of his most common cheapskate tricks is tu interview those who were
intérviewed two decades ago and more and who were reported in the media and write about
it as though it all originates with him, This is so omnipresent it alsoWas by desigen,
not by acuident. :
He does this also with iEUkA witnesses who were in the p:"esa before called by
1isCA.
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Pepper, continued Y/26/95
I've read through what he calls the trial and w:s actuslly an sgreed-to TV
show but what he refers tu'qa an actual trial and through the decision and intogths

beginning of his Part V. I've continued annotating the book. Here 1 make on.f\ ¥y a few

Al

general comments,

Pirst it is clear that he thinks he is and wants to be reggrded as Perry Jjason.

Second is that he has gone for a remarkable collection of the most irres—
ponsible junk that all those who enjoy doing that or hope to benefit from it were able
to make up. little of it is new. Except perhaps tp him. What is new is at best dubious
and if it has any truth he has céntradictdd himself on it.

Third, this is wheve his determined refusal to learn what we adduced under
oath at the evidentiary hearing - of which he has yet to make any mention at all -
hurt his case albeit a TV ca&sa and no more.

uuth. 1 have trouble believing that he could himself bel:]‘ve a large part of
what he put on’ I an sure he believed some of it and that he is as susceptible as those
who merchandize phom.rg JFK conspiracy cases, But 1like them, it he believes pne of these
theories he believes them all,

Some of what is new and I do npt believe relates to Lloyd Jowers, who them
cmhfd the restaurant in the flophouse building. The essence of it was fed to the papers
locally and they carried it. It was that Jowers was essentially the pay8ff man in the
assassin&tion, scting for Frank “iberto, of the produce company and alleged acting for
ljarlm; lgyrcelle Howers allegedly pick up the assassination rifle, £004 Supposedly
also had a black waltress worlcing for him as his mistress. ﬂ“-}r:bu‘b Mx;ﬁtyfwwdfe Z/Jdl’ﬁ/\

He features Jules Ricco Kimble as * believe, he has it &ﬁmbel, who fed the

wildest st ‘5 to L"m'r:hs«:m, vho did not use it. Kimble a1lso made up an obviously madeup
self-involvement in the giing assassination, He connects himself with both the CIA and
Marcello and says he flew two gunman from N.O. to Memphis to do the fiirty deed. 4n

inf brnal memo to the CIA director, and I doubt there would be lies in it, states that
the §Ia had nothing to do with him end that he had tried to intagz-‘est :dé public office
in New Orleans in himself and faileds They wantod nothing to do with hime Melanson also
bases part of his book on Kimble.

Popper is obviously bullding to an army conspiracy and that agea.rs to have
begun in his mind when hp saw the expose of army intellsgence's anti-bl;ak and anti-
King activities edposed by the lemphis Commercial-Appeal.

Where he needs sources notes he has none. It is take his word for it and the
reader has to do that or recject what he says. Which is so juvenile it shoutd be ré;jectad.

r
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Most of this tkash is not new i:aut the average reader will not know that or
evem‘hema reason to suspect it.

This is ona of the more reprehensible ocharacteristics of the book. 4nd he
a lawyer! He does take advantage of the reader and it is not easy to believe 1é does
not intend that. N

But then with the T ecords of some lawyers in the JFK matterm this may be
unfair; But if he does really believe it he sa}é much about himself in that.
. Up to 338 in what he falled "The Continuing Investigation" he has gone
into a string of bring double&-'croased by those he employed and trusted. With a cone-
sistent record of following the queen in Alice, doiny; or thinking of all those im=
possible thing & before breakfast, .
Hesumed Y/27: Lt geems tlat little by little, the more he writes and adds
detail and complaints, just about all of those on whom he depends he says, without
using the word, are liars. Unly he continues to have steadfast belief in what they said
£ Bat he\;nta to believe. Only what he likes is not lies from hijlying sources.

Is i=m also clear that he hus spent, meaning wgsted, & fortune on this. Aside
from all of his and other travel,which was quite expensive. “e hired a rather lagfe number
of investigatorse Svmu WAL #WJ&/ w fwdh

He tried to get court authorization for test-fiting the so-called death rifle,

He did not get ite But he tells about his preparations for it. They began by getting
a bale of cotton and mﬂd.ng boxes to sjuff with cotton into which they would fired and
retrieve specimens. And Wallace Milam was to be h:l.s replacement fot what he refers to

as a ciiemist based on the knowledge he gays Hallce has on specrographic emm!iuns and
on neutron activation analysis. WalJ’ioe is brighi! and may have lua.rljed something about
fhose tests but thigt would hardly be good enough for court use. Besides which firing
into cog@a has not been the preferred means of retrieving samples for comparison for
f:fs. Cotton doesﬁllaave microscopic mgrks on the bulletse Firing into water-talks seems
o be tht referred means. &nd that can be done almost anywhere. Pepper says they were
to use the [Jolice range and were frustrated by various means. fe hardly knows much about
such things because after 'ﬁ],c. af¥assasgination that eifle was fired many time. 411 that
fixring would alter the marks that would be left on the bullet after &1l those uses of it.
9/28: In his "The Continuing Investigation," to page 430, he has his army conspiracy
thing of which the pnly confirmation is a picture of some rather black typing, seemingly
teletype, that appears to have not a single thing giving 1t any connection with his
alleged army 111th HIG "triangulation" (how Garrison loved that word!) againet %ing and
Andy Young. One place from which there were to shoot was 1500 feet away. Another was

from & watertower, out in the open, where nobody was reported seen ami where anyone
with a rifle could be rather conspicuous, Soms of what is essential in this story as he
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tells it, oll with made-up name: for those he says he intervieved, clearly makes no
sense at all, like thal the Army's supposed snkpel’ did not uxpectfging to expose him—
self on a balcony! He had no othér way of leaving his room! And then he'd be exposed
for quite some distance before he got the stairs. Yepper has the same anonymouﬂgfsourcea
fgr the same army gang of assassins just missing out on a shot to ldll Kl.ng at Balma
because he turned onto a bridge! But between Selma and Memphis that gang bad no other
chance? Ho better spot? When they were allegedly inﬁemphiﬁ also armed with anti-tank
rockets that supposedly fit into a bag w-th many other weapons, they did not think of
using one of them som:time when "“in.g vas going to or coming from someplace in a car?
Eqﬁ:\ ring or leaving an airport, for illustration? None of it makes any sense at all
and his one supposed piece of evidence has not a sm’ngle indication in it of what he
says it means, not even the date as 1 can'make the numbers out. The one thinjy it
rafers to is "recon" and that cun be anywhere in the world. “his seems to have its
origin in the Chbmmevcial-Appeals long expose of the army spying on blacks, King

in particular, Why the people involved would falk at all or to Pepper in particular,
particularly because they had left the country and were in [atin America, is not clear
and makes little sense. But then by this point, after what I' e read that re}:!per wrote,
it is increasingly difficult to credit anything he says.

Hext he gets into the Jack 1onmgbluod mythology, one of the very first, returns
fb‘it. I shpuld say.

10—9’: I ginished this tvash some time ago and did not take time for malking o@her notes
because what 1 did instead seemed more important.

He says he got the Pill Sartor autopey, that it shous he used drugs and that

mezns he was killed by someone forcing the drugs into him!

Years ago 1 located Sartor's former wife who I think had been a reporter and
who then had a public relations job in New York Uity, The new ‘ka‘.pe recorded I'd gotten
that day malfunctioneds I do not recall how much “rhave on tape but I have a fifle under
hery name, Jan Scudder. She said that Dill was onto drugs heavily and was wild and un-
dependable. She left him before he finished his Hemphis adventure. He'd feen with the
qu_d:}.ng Carter paper.

The only reason Fepper suggests for killing Sartor, which did not happen, is
because of what he was investigating and that began with McFerrin, who began the story
about overhearing what only the utterly insane would do, talk about the assassinatio)/
with others present at the Liberto produce house, When that story got out the Memphis
FBI picked Mc¥errin up and from their reports he had no support for anything he said.

I may be understating this. I have a file on McFsrrin that can be checked.

McFerrin had been very brave in local efforts to get some equality of treat-

ment. I'd not find it hard to believe that he mad: his story up as part of a'way he saw

»
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(tﬁafvancing local eivil rights. In any event, the FBI meported negatively on what
he said to ig.And his story makes no sense at all. It had been well reported. Sartor
wrbte it for TIME,

My recolleccuon of what &usc Sudder told me is that by the time Sa:rtox was
into that he was totally undependables *..

She said he had detailed notes for a 'book that his mother in ‘fexaa had., She
failed to get the mother to talk to me or to 1at me see any of what gartor left. 48
I now recall I wgs then atill the case investigator.

Becguse the book is obviously an amateurish and silly work I made no notes
otherthen on the book when 1 laid this aside. [t turned my stomach because it has the
effect of making it that more unlikely that Ray will ever get a trial.

Pepper's stories about Lloyd Jowers and the supposed\‘{aath rifle are ridiculous
and contradictory. ane is that as soon as he returned to his rests;urant from the over-
grown area behind it he took the riflle apart and theh, in the open, took it out to his
car that Pepper says was a brown stationwagon. I interviewed Jowers and also the cabbi®
Jim HeCraw and prepared Jim “dsar to queaTion them, Among other things both testified
that Jowers that day was using his white Yadibhlis, and they testified to tils sepe-
rately, Whe“ﬁl;fcﬁ"m had that parked was impoptant in proving that the fay Hustang was

not wheme the gowrm.nent says it was, does not mention that ’chea/testl.fiad under
oath in this matter.Cannot, really, because that refutes all the story involving them
that he tellss But imagine, weth all the cops running all around there, Pepped says

=zt that in the openy Jowers took thatdisaseembled rifle which was Atill quite long and
identifiable sn—the=open. to his stationwagon on Main St.! Unseen! In Haylight.

''he Pepper cons%r@cy is a rather large one centering on Army intelligence,
with Ming's opposition tu the Viet Nam war as ifs motive. But all his claimed sources
on this are anonymous, Only is his versioN they were beaten to the draw by the mob,
by liberto acting fof “arlgd fhrcello, with Reuk the acual assassin-end he names a
Raoul,

There are details of the actual crime he has incorrect and he even has Rev.

byles as an involved F5I informer. ‘' does not know the difference between an informer
and a sources.

I began not trusting him because he began intending a book and spught informa-
tion fpom me while not telling me that, L believe the book and what could come from it
may have always been what was of greatest interest to hims Ytherwise he would have sought
and Sued "used inforuation he knew I had and make available, like the work I did for the
habeas corpus gid the evidentiary heuring. Ho am never looked at any of that or asked me
about any of thate 4nd he was acting tin Ray's interest?

This is a much worse book than I've indicated bift it is not worth more time, It

is also in intent a dishonest book by a would-be Parr_vff ason who is no more than a
Keystone Kop, junior grade, rookie.
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