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Enclosed for Memphis is the or1gina1 of a letter
from WYNDELL SPIVEY received 7/25/79. _

For information of Memphis, enclosed letter was
received by National Personnel Records Center, Military
Branch, 8t. Louis, Mo., and furnished to the FBI on 7/25/79,
by J. D. KELGORE, Director.

The letter indicates that SPIVEY has a "confession”
‘ rto makg relating to the murder of Doctor KING.
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ev. 10-19-77) ‘ ‘

(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

artin Luther King’s Beuih
Questioned

r
Lionclusion On ¥

By William Freivogel

Of the Post-Dispatch Staff A
Are we t0 believe that the plot to
assassinate: the Rev. Dr. Martin

Luther King 'was spawned right
here2 . .
" Are we to believe that a reputablq
'St. Louis patent attorney, whose
clients included the area’s largest
corporations and whose childrets
attended the area’s most prestigious
schools, turned his back on the law -
and put a $50,000 bounty on King’s
head? = o \

Are - we' to - believe that the

. ssassination plot probably took
root among the flats of Arsenal
Street in the shadow of the brewer-
+es and set.James Earl Ray on his
way to Memphis? - '

; {
" The most expensive Congressionat -

committee investigation in U.S. history

concluded last week that we are indee(g _

to believe it. . or
St. Louis patent lawyer John H.
Sutherland was an eccentric Southern
gentleman whol*‘never let the Civil War
die;” the House Select Committee on
Assassinations concluded in its final
report. o
One evening in 1966 or 1967, wearing a
" Confederate colonel’s hat and sitting ina
. study decorated with Confederate flags
" arid Civil War memorabilia, he is said to
“have offered to pay Russell G. Byers of

testified to it and the House committee
Louis lawyers have testified that Byers
told them about the offer. Of course, we

are to believe it, the committee says.
But committee critics, like author
Ggorge . McMillan and assassinations
is no more support for the

dézens of similar theories that fill FBI
files. Byers is one of the slickest

say. Why believe him?. ..

Rock Hill $50,000 to kill King. Byers has .

says he has no reason to lie. Two St.

el?jjﬁt Harold Weisberg, assert that
there
Sutherland theory than other of the

professional criminals in St. Louis, they

AND EVEN IF Byers is right, there
is the scandiest evidence that
utherland’s offer made it to Ray, the
itics say. The committee’s theory is

t
S.therland, the lawyer’s offer w.
conveyed to Ray's brother, John Larry,
by South Siders working with Sutherland
in the 1968 presidential campaign of
George C. Wallace. ‘
One of Sutherland’s associates in that,
campaign lived only 100 feet from John
Ray’s Grapevine tavern bn Arsenal. She
‘was in the saloon at least once and other
Waltace workers patronized it. ,
These critics of the committee report
call preposterous the committee’s
cohclusion that Ray “may simply havg
been aware of the offer and acted with &3
general expectation of payment. after
thd assassination.” 7
‘Not even a bumbling criminal likd_
Ray would act without some assurance
that he would be able to colléct, the
critics say. T
‘The Post-Dispatch . interviewed”

committee  investigators, committee

‘critics and two of those involved in the
events themselves in evaluating the

cpmmittee’s final report. ___—,

THE EVALUATION shows that there"

g indeed substantial reason to. believe
that Sutherland offered a bounty for
King’s death. ' ‘ Lo

But the belief that members of the

Wallace campaign in South St. Louis
‘transmitted it t0'the Ray*family — while
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assassination. . -

The committee mgde two other major .

: contnbutlons to. knowledge apout ‘the
,ngassassmatwn ,
% First, it scotched countless theories
. stipported by conspiracy advocates. The
‘committee found no support, for
- “example, for the theory that the FBI or.
- CIA had been involved.

‘Secand, the committee’s extensive
VQuestxonmg ‘of "Ray undermined his .
. claim that a mystery man named Raoul, °

"ot : he, +had mastermmded the
: assassmation :
\

 WHETHER THESE fmdmgs and the

committee’ 's investigation of the -
-assassination of former President John = .
| E Kennedy, are worth $5.4 million, is -

potly debated.

Those who cﬁanenge the finding that

Sutherland offered a bounty on King,
iprimarily = attack Byers’ credxbihty
- tWeisberg,
- invéstigating the Kennedy and King

‘,aSSassmatlons puts it this -way: “The. -
story is inherently incredible. It was
~:mdde up by a professional crook named
| Byers to learn whether a friend was an .

FBI informant. He told the story to the

friend and the story came back to him _

. from the FBL.”

_ The FBI says .it. first heard about
Byers’ allegation in: a 1973 interview
“with one of its confidential informants

here. The memo was misfiled and was
not pursued until it was turned up by the
FBI in a routine check of Byers file in
19§8.

Weisberg’s- critxclsm is supported by :

' one of the two lawyers that Byers told

R ndall. Randall said in public
testimony that Byers told him about the

. plot'in 1974, but that he did not believe

;Byers
BUT TAKING the other s:de of the

'Sutherland question | last , week was .

the. committee ~ -
investigater who conducted the study of -

the Byers allegation. In his first inter- .-
view about the investigation, Baetz said . :
that Byers had told Randall about the -

Conrad (Pete) Baetz —

_plot as early as 1968, well before Byers’
supposed attempt in 1973 to tsst his
apsociate. -,

- Randall demed the 1968 convetsatlon,
Buf ‘the committee - concluded * that

-Randall - only -denied the ' earlier

conversathn iﬁ‘fdermme hls oWn

gerely speculdﬁon The.
“absehce' of that link casts ‘doubt on
“whether  Sutherland’s - offer -led to the?

who has spent years

the plot, St. Louis Judge Murry R. .

1952 -the - aircraft .firm,
':Kauffmann Aircraft Corp.,

| credlblhty dnd a?oid bemg subpoenaed .

to testify publicly.

.~ ‘That conclusion is substantiated by -
~ Post-Dispatch source who said Randall®
had spoken last summer about the 1968'
- conversation. .

The FBI inform¥nt himself
 discounted the theory that Byers was
‘trying to unmask him. The informant, a

forme: St. Louis antique dealer, agreed

to be interviewed on the condition that™
‘his name not be published. He now 4ves
in another Midwestern city. * -

~ “Byers told me too many things that -
he- d not have “told someone he
" suspected of being a snitch,” he said.
“He told me about robberies of art
objects he was involved in and ofte,t‘ed to .

sell me items.”

. THE SECOND St Louis lawyer”

whom Byers told about the plot,
Lawrence Weenick, told the committee

he tended to believe Byers. “Byers had
- absolutely no reason to tell me this at
the time he told it to me....There wias — -
' there seems to be no credible reason _
why he would have made it up o

Weenick said. -

Byers, refused to be mterviewed by

the Post-Dispatch unless paid.

. The committee ‘gave credence to
Byers’ allegation about an offer from
Sutherland in large part ‘because of the

characters of the men involved. Byers -
had  a reputation for being one of the

smartost‘/brofesswnal cnmuials in St.

Loms

<. The man who allegedly mtroduced -
Suther land and Byers was John R.
. Kauffrann, a long-time friend of Byers.

Both Kauffmann and Sutherland lived
near Imperial, Mo., in the 1960s.and both
were active

‘corroborate
- it was common knox
in the 1968 Wallace'

) situatmn became mcreasmgly

desperate. Those who knew him ‘well
(beheve he might ‘have Jomed a pOt'to

‘And then there was Sutherland at the
~ hub of the alleged plot. Socially, he%g:
~part of St.  Louis’s upper : crust.

| corporate clients were the big

 corporations, mcludmg Monsanto
Sutherland was a Virginia g
and‘outspoken segregatlomst

here,asegregatxomstgrwp and in 19¢
hewasapresxdenualel r Gov.
Wallace b

- Some friends. saySutheﬂand.
straxt-laoed and law-abiding‘to* '

~ crime. .

Butothe'rsmtéd~

. was intemperate s

 Supreme Court, invest

- Atatmlewben'l(in& (

Vxetnam War,

Post,Dispate S |

presidential campaign. Both diéd in the b

1970s. -

In the 1940 and 1950s, Kallffmann:‘
. was a:stock broker, aircraft executive,

and owner of an airport in Jéffersoa ;

among St. Louis

.~ County. who wielded: political influence ; inform
‘Democrats, . Sheiff’
. whom he invited to parties at his home,

But Kauffmann’s world fell apart. In |

Lalster-

‘went

bankrupt. His seat on the St. Lovis'Stock ~  1as
Exchange was taken “away. for- T

improprieties. Although

as comlcted"the tolldﬁnx
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he continued to . /. Courtfy
. talk in big figires, he often had trouble - °
" .scraping together $100. A serious traffic
- accident left' him a.crip
- ‘was arrested on & ﬁ, ; ge
. _agents and W

e..In- 2967 -he




fflrmatmn of our basnc galues? Would
h Soviet Union reSpond with restraint®
s technology gone about as far as it
‘50? Should GIs never be used except
tern. Europe? Can land-based
bhters always substitute for carrier
anes? Are Soviet forces really so ill-
ulpped and trained? (The Soviet De-
mse Minister might find this book -
ndy: in arguing for mcreases in his
fense budget.) -
or-all that the authors deserve

mmendation for raising questions that -

n_few of us think about — and for

iting the issues in'so ethmg short of -

otional outbursts, (Oh, they slip here
d there, For example: “We Americans
e NIOW targeting forests, cathedrals and
pthers, in unprecedented numbers, as
stages.” Cﬁtherals? In the Soviet
ion?) -
But: mostly, the tone is one of honest
sagreement with men of good will.
en the gruffest of generals will find
The Price of Defense” a handy source
statistics as well as food for thought.
n the other side, the unread pacifist
il find the book a good primer on

1ht§ry forces and what they are for. -

book deserves to be read.
\ - -—Harry Levms

Gemus

Llll Bnk 1914 Vo

N

pack to the Sov1et Union, but he was

eni

1

~ mil

_permission to deave his country,
d she mgrmed a French arlstocrat

The Jacobs’ "-hemicycle” under consfructiOn, with 'dib pool at left; from f‘BuiId

Umque Desngns Fo

. BUILDINGWITH .
FRANK LLOYD WRIGHT

An Illustrated Memoir
~ by Herbert Jacobs
With Katherine Jacobs, 142 pages
Chronicle Books, $14.95, $8.95 paper
When'I joined the staff of the Madison
(Wis.) Capital Times in the mid-1950s,
one of the fringe benefits was a Newspa-

_per Guild Christmas party-held in the
' spectacular home of one of my co-work-

ers, Herb Jacobs. The curving 60-foot

'~ livingroom with its 14-foot-high wall of -

glass bisecting an indoor-outdoor pool
was ideal for such a party. As long as we
didn’t walk into that expanse of glass, or

" step backward into the shallow indoor

half of the circular pool, or brush

_ against the rugged back wall of quarried

stone, there was very little damage we

_could do to the house or ourselves. The

floor was concrete, with pipes for radi-
ant heat buried beneath it; the furniture
was comfortable and rugged, most of it
made by our host and hostess. We all
loved it, but we also asked ourselves
whether we would want to live in it.
Where would we put all our things in

_ this open and sweeping space? Would

the bedrooms, suspended over the back

part of the main room and featuring -

only drapes for doors, offer enough
space and privacy? Was the heating
system adequate? Who would want to
live so far out in the country — eight
from the office? And how in the
world could a newspapérman afford a
house designed by Frank Lloyd Wright?

‘Herb and his wife, Kathenpe, have

answered most of those questions in this
'book, which describes their experiences
- ds they built and lived in two Wright-

designed homes. The first was the fa-

. mous Usonia No. 1, so radically different

* from other‘new houses of the 1930s with
- its flat roof, blank wall to the street and
" vast exposure of glass to the rear. The

" house 1 visited several times was the

- second home, the “‘solar hemicycle”
' with its massive stone backbone curved
. into a slope so that from the north it
- looked-.kke - buried fortress a low stone

Al: NArrOw ‘-ti A|0|"‘
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. sincere — and relatively poor —

In 1936, when the Jacobs challenged
Wright to design for them a $5000 house,
anht was in his seventies and at a low
point in his career. He was not overbur-
dened with clients but had many ideas -
that needed to be put in concrete form.
One of them was ‘‘holocaust heating,” a
variation of the system used for centu-
ries by the Koreans to heat their homes
— allowing smoke from a fire to wind

through hollow tiles under the floor.
Radiant heating is quite common now,
but it was first tried by Wright in the ~
Jacob’s $5,500 Usonia No. 1. (The Jacobs
had to buy an extra $500 lot to accom-

‘date the wings and overhangs of
'Wright’s plan.) How well did the heating

system work? Herb is slightly reticent
about any problems with the two Wright
houses, but he does fully document the
changes and adaptations made to cope
with such things as drafts ,and cool

" areas. Wright’s innovations obviously

provided great.aesthetic pleasures but
also made demands .of his clients — a
willingness to accept sweeping changes,
often including some sacrifice of conven-
tion and comfort for design.

In retrospect, the Jacobs were ideally
suited for Wright’s ventures. They camg
from a tradition and era in which every-
one was expected to work hard and look -
to the future; there was little nostalgi
for old ways. Working with Wright
required a measure of awe — the correct
posture - to avoid disturbing Wright’s
monumental ego. By being innocent and.

Jacobs were much more successful in
getting Wright to modify his designs to
reduce costs than were his wealthy cli- .
ents. But Wright, too, ‘had a way of .
manipulating, of smoothly ignoring what
displeased him. Only once did Herb trig-

"
3

the

_ ger Wright's wrath, and as a result theJ

BOuls




Medxson-'Countyhéheﬁff*s department, .
in the'

said 'he believed from early-

mm that one of Rays brothers had ..

: as an intermediary betwéen Ray -
-and Sutherland. Rayhad refused a deal

soffered by the committee that would .
freed him if he named . his

‘have freed

“conspirators. ‘“The only people the Rays
¥ would protect are their only family,”

Baetz said.
Baetz followed a number of
- promising leads for lmkmg Sutherland

or Kauffmann to Ray, but none was a

proved. ,
~ The closest Baetz came, he thinks,
- was putting several of Sutherland’

% associates in the Walldce campaign -
inside John Larry Ray’s Grapevine

. tavern. There was no proof beyond that.
v In addition, Wallace campaign workers
said the campaign had not begun until

" after the assassination, which occurred .
on April 4, 1968, so the wqrkers would -
ore that

‘¥ not have been in the tavert
- time. :

l

CRl’l‘ICS LIKE Wexsberg critlcnze the -

investigation as “amateurish. “They

: slmply did not investigate the shodting

itself as "thoroughly; as they should

- have,” Weisberg said.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

Ve

‘«,-B'aetz "who 1nsisted “tha® e

. investi ation was thorb‘ﬁ‘g by
'acknowl ged that in two ways 1he.

. committee did not pursue the Sutherland
~ plot as far as it could have.’ ‘ﬂl&

mmittee never obtained Sutherland’s -
bank records, thinking it might bé
impossible to assemble them after a 10-

" 'year delay.

Also, even\ though the oomm;tme

~ thought the answer to the plot“Ta§'in

South St. Louis, only. Baetz' of the more .
than 130 committee egaployees spent.
full-time investigating it. Baetz said; :

~ other staff members were busy.

certain that- all other émsm;ﬁm !
theories were debunked. | . rvione
~ Baetz believes' that the . Soutbl';
Louis neighborhood near the Grapeyi

. was fertile soil for the assassina

plot. #I've concluded that that area

more racist than Biloxi, Miss.,"”
describing the reception he: go% m

- residents 11 years after the killing, .=~

‘““Those people :would literally

 threaten to blow you dff their_fromt

porch. Orwhentheydndopen 51;)9%
and ask what I wanted and I meg‘m

- was investigating how Klng was Killed,

the most prevalent reaacuon was. What
the Hell for."”.

'wwln .




visitinge Amer;cans from the Southern’

states, who ‘are posing as- a trade

de{egg‘l;wn to 'England. A lot of cunning -

detective work by Mycroft and Sherlock
reveal, that ‘the Amencans — all ‘ex-

' Poet S

I LOVE: :
THé‘Story of Vladimir Mayakovsky
. and Lili Brik .
By Ann and Samuel Charters, 398 pages
-Farrar Stréus & Giroux, $17.50

° fma:gme an iconoclast turned into an
- jcon and you have the relationship
besween the life of the great Russian

, o

pdet, «Vladimir Mayakovsky (1893-1930) .

~and the official Soviet attitude to him.
- Towards the start of his career, in 1913,
he was one of four ‘men to sign the
famo s\“Slap in the Face of Public
Tastey”” which declared, *“The Academy

itil?a.n shkin are more incomprehensible

, hieroglyphics. Toss Pushkin, Dos-
toevsky
steanfship of today.” After his death,

assmn Square in downtown Moscow
wds rgnamed in his honor and a ma
moth istatue with a determmed lookmg

and Tolstoy overboard from the

in Holmesian pastiches, are miormative
anid provocative. In all,

. is a book that mystery fans w1ll find
divemngly enjoyable.
, ——-PhlllpA Shreffler

Love An
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TEnter the Lion” - Y



. RuégSiTG,' Byers
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('l’hey pomt out something so obvious
hat few. of us Have noticed it: despite the
te of the Department of Defense, the

‘military forces committed solely to

hd defense of the American homeland
ar€ a few hundred aging mterceptors )

rauthors make some excellent
polnts. They do so in prose that is clear,

somewhat academic; at any rate, the
writing: is a lot ‘more clear than the

nglish- in the Secretary of Defense s -

annual repon to.Congress.
4 The,authoxs lay their groundwork with
, re-emphasize key pomts and draw
illels, define simply the jargon of the
- \t - dnd organize their work

pecially pralseworthy are the - :

d graphs, apparent[y the work
of Phylis Morrison. ‘Her summaries in
sk{ch would be the envy. of a Pentagon
lbneﬁng officer,) R

What will raise doubts are sgme of the.
‘assumptwns on wlutil the authors base
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JOOK Ireviews

nonsumer Guzde Té

. ITHE PRICE OF DEFENSE
- By.the Boston Study Group
1V359 .pages, Times Books, §15

-

eUA 5

merican liberals. have Yong been

stgg;ed in their seige’of the military
dget:- Most have entered the fray

med only with passion, idealism and a -
ious:sense of world politics. Given the

jources .of the Pentagon and the
lings:of most Americans, the fight has
rer. been a fair one. -

otantil recently, that is. In this book,

op of Boston-based professors and
ers offer -a cool- headed, well-
\ﬁiuéprmt for gradually tnmmmg
nse budget to $73.2 billion, down

;ﬂxe current level of $120 bllhon or

hﬁ‘ﬁ

e, six authors have done their home-

kwyell Even those who share my

gweement with large chunks of the
k’x,assumptions and conclusions will
orc'ed -as they say, to salute a gallant'

&é"a? what the Boston Study Group )

¥ would scrap our land based'

r%ﬁnental missiles and bombers. It
ah

AWJ o
Ilmr

(ll.%

ENTER THE LION:
: APosthumous Memoir
-*a7. of Mycroft Holmes - -
,.”.Edited by Michael P. Hodel
and Sean M. Wright
'237 Ppages, Hawthorne, $9.95

ycg_cft Holmes is the elder brother of
famous detectlve, Sherlock. When
meet him ir the original Conan
is employed in -
‘ofsht: British Foréign Office’s most

yle. stories, Mycra

bortant positions. But as “Enter the
n’swinfolds, in the year 1876, Mycroft
nly,g ]Qmor clerk in the F.0. and his
her-has not yet launched himself into
cazeer as a consulting detective.

evextheless, the Holmeses become ™
plyv enm*éShed\ m an intematlonal .
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would cut back dra’mancally on ou?
battlefield nuclear weapons, aircraft car-

~ riers, the Marine Corps, light infantry |
. divisions, amphibious forces, the re-

serves, research and development and
communications intelligence.

2. It would keep, for the most part, our
submarine-based nuclear missiles (al-
though fewer of them), our fighter and
attack planes, the heavy Army divisions"
g Europe and the antlsubmarme surface

eet.

Keeping so much firepower lets us

‘know nght away that the Boston Study
~Group is no peace-at-any-price fringq

band. The authors obviously -see the

‘Soviet Union as something more than a

misunderstood Sweden; everything they:
would keep is desxgned to deter-a wart
(or, if necessary, to fight one) agamst ,

-the Soviet Union.

And that is the entire foundation of the
book. If the Soviet Union is the only
realistic threat to us, they say, we should -
be armed with only what we need to ﬁght
the Soviet Union.” - - ‘

They say the rest of the stuff — the -
bombers, the carriers, the Marines, etc.

— are either redundant, useless against

ementary, Brother Holmesa _

v Confederates — are actually in Englan}l

to enlist British aid in a plan to invade -

- the United States and restdre the Confed- )

eracy as an autonomous crown colony. -

Quite apart from the fact that this is
another in a long series of Sherlockian
sequels, it is a fine spy thriller complete
with all the appropriate elements —
ladies in distress, confusion as to who is
on whose side and all the other trappings
of good cloak-and-dagger work.

As a Sherlockian book, this is ce ly

" among the best in recent years. All of

the characters are consistent with those
of Victorian period novels, andsythe

. attention to the day-to-day details of life

in Victoria’s England are thoroughly
" satisfying. Even .thg many™footnotes
here, indicated by the asterisks that
always seem to bloom like black posies
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