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2(Jug),

Jiu and his wife werc herc this p.m. and we had a fairly full and candid talke. It
is not no. and then was not as you thought on the Bogys matter, that I wais getting after
hin, Wo werc then in accord, we¢ werc today in accord on everything, and it is the gituation,
he is in the widdles His feelings about the Cook thing arc identical with minc save for
two things: he feels the stupidity, the irrelevancy about Ted Eernnedy may be more hurtful .
than I originally did, and he says tist Bud seid beforw the apjearence of the piece tuat he
hed asked fo take a fou t ings oute Ny reply is that he was preparing a derense. I am satis-
tied that, although L could say nothing, Jin feels the vame way.

I Pold nim quite candidly that no relationship can survive such a thing and that its
effect azong the critics will be further fractioning. de agrees. (Am I glad that Sylvia
is ia seml-seclusion for the swaier!) He asays ainply nobody can do anything sbout it, and
I fear that is the case.

» However, on one thing I was pointed and specific: the next time there is any
kind of bracketing of tho comuitiee and the Ray case I will explode and if it calls for a
personal denunciation of Bud and the public means are available, I will use them. And I
willi. Long ago hies partner conceded that this, entirely aside from the fact that it is
coupletely false, is a conflict of interest comparable to Foreman's. Considering that

- Bud had nothing to do with getting Ray as a client, nothing #o do with the investigation, ’

and added to the legul work alre.dy done what wms cop:terproductive and eliminatod whst
was necded and done for him, it takes s special kind of wnmitigeted gell to tell Cook
what he did {of course, Cook also kpows better). I did most of the legal thinking, because
it wac not legal but logleal and did almost all the ressarch e.cept in the lasu. That and
the drafting of the legal docuwmeats Jim dide JIn the current brief, sone by Yenncssee
co.ngel, except on one point it all cowmes froo my work, and 1 am content for it %o be this’
wayx and not said. But 1 am not content for it to be Cook's way, and for that to be recad
into a court record some day. It can ruin evorything, as tids unfettered ego so utterly
without acconplishment can also be. Honce, if it does not stop, doing something may be the
only way to save tie case, *hus, if I think it uust be and can be done, I will try it.
One of the bitter pllis is that Bud has falled to resy the toll calls getsing him his
client cost me. But that werely mekes it complete, for as Jim acknowledges, I got him his
chient, zave him hi: investilation, snd prepared the defense, sith Yim putting that into
legal language. What betier reason to chiribute it to the comuitiee and Bud's gkill in
moging at the right tiwe? I only hops that nobody sends this to Stoner, for, as you'd never
know from Cook, it iz Stonor, not Bud, who tovk Foreman's deposition! Incredibls? If he
sees it, Lo will oxplode. find I don't think any Ray will be hapuy, either. Or should bae

Anyvay, Jin knows that ror we this is the ende I wont all uy wote.isl and corrco-
pondence back sczve for the spectro and what is necded for the Ray defense, I said within a
rea:onable time. I'll not hawdle any wmore sults through or with Bude Jim is 53411 auxlous
to be part of thom, and that satisfied me, If he passos the bar, hs can be ny lawyer. If
not, he can counsel with me in advance and perhaps in court while I act as my own lawyere
The problem now will be fi dding time to draft them. “e iz also intorested in sy you may
file and will help to the degree he cane I again strongly encourags you to keep this botween
you and him, avay froan the comuitiee, “c will be moving the end of e week snd I'dl give
you hiu new ad.dr?as when ~ have it. I forgot to get it today. 1f you write Bud, Jim will
do the vork, you 1l think it is Bud, and thks serely gives Bud a chancc to wess it up and
glve his worthless, donc-nothing comrdittee a chance t: claiu credit for soucthing else when
every blurb it gets hurts us all and reduces media credibility further.

. wincerely,



