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dd}on Lesier's 9/1 ¥/75 visit W 9/12/75

The nature of his departure made me wonder if he is uncertain or overcertain of
himself. Aside from bekng needlessly secretive,

I said it he'd tell me where ke was going I1'd tell him the best way for the
traffic conditions he could expect and the shortest. He said he knew how to get back.
He had options that could have made a big difference and if he took wrong turns that
a stranger could easily he'd waste much time. So, I told him to take exit 14 on the
Beltway and it would take him around nogthwest Washington traffic. When he seemed
reluctant to tell me what part of Washington he was going to I told him to take the
Roosevelt bridge if he were going to anywhere near the CBS offices and how to know
wher he Yfeared that exit. The man's attitude was odd. What is wrong with asking or
being offered suggestions when he is strange to the area? What would be strange im
about his going to his own offices or to a hotel or to a friend or anywhere? I was
not prying and it made no difference to me where he went or why. I was trying to be
helpful, no more, but he had some kind of block against it. His attitude was such I
can imagine his going wrong although he had expressed gratitude for thé details and
accurate instructions that made getting here so easy.

I walked out to his car with him to help lhim turn around, Waldron's car was in
the way as he came in. I explained that he could not go back too far because I had a
log firmly attached to the earth with steel, to back into the railed-off area until
he hit and he would then make the turn in a single operation. He said he understood.
I watched., He was going back too far before starting to turn, so I signalled him and
he did turn sharply. I kept signalling him to go back farthur but he didn't. He then
found he could not make the simple turn and ha# to back again, toward a side raile.
I signalled him to keep coming back.B¥ He knew I was there watching. But he did not
heed my signals, started forward again and had to drive over grass because he was
not able to turn sharp¥y enough to stay on the lane. He did no damage to any plantings
but he did it the hard way merely because as was apparent throughout his visit he has
this compulsion to be at cross-purposese. (I measured the turnaround with a Cadillac
and the fuel-0il truck makes it in a single operation but Ernie knows better and does
it harder.

I asked Lil to read the memo and suggest anything I may have forgotten. There came
a point when, after he had argued rather than asked questions I apparently asked him
a series of questions or made statements that began like 7uestions, #iDo you think that..."
and he said, "I'm not here to answer questions." (I asked him nothing about their show
except was he working on more than MLK.) The kinf of "do you thinks" I can recall are
about the "window dressing" part of the minitrial as he had quoted Beasley. Did he
think the prosecution was composed of kegixx incompetent lawyers who did not kmow vwhat
they were doing, that they'd have gone to all the trouble to present all the irrelevant
if they had no purpose or perceived no need., If there were other areas where this happened
I do not recall them but I was responding to his defenses of the prosecution with rhetorical
questions that required no answer. I remember fcllowing this with asking him what real
evidence they had against Ray, how they could even place him at the scene of the crime
or even in the city for two hours before it, matters dealing with evidence and his
presumed purpose in coming here. In the end he was faced with his inability to respond.
ﬂe didnft think of Carpenter, so I offered Carpenter as a witness. He said Stephens
and I .afiughed. He said Canipe and I said maybe, who else? He had none to offer except
what is in the earlier memo on Brewer (a reflection of his knowledge or his honesty).
It is then that I noted the list of 400 witnesses and how any defense could prepare for
so many and the purpose of listing sg many when they had nothing to do with the crime
itself., I am sure that he said vhat Lil remembers. I do not remember it.

Lil noted her concern about the few things I told him off the record. She doesn't
trust him to be honorable.

Hhen she told me these things and that what I'd put in quotes attributed to Policoff
was her representation of what Jerry had said and not necessarily his, I was reminded
that there is no real purpose %g his having lunched with rolicoff, if that is what hap-

pened if he is working on the King case only except to try to get what he can use prejudi-
cially against us,



Memo on Ernie Leiser's visit between about 3:30 and 5:15 today, 9/11/75

Waldron took the wrong exit and was late getting here, We then decided he wauld
wait until Lesierk left before he and I got into the substance of the purpose of his
visit. We chatted until Lesier came. Prior to Leiser's coming we discussed what I would
and woul not do. Martin said that if they went to use my work they should pay for
it, as he had last night. He stayed almost until the énd. He then picked up a set of
the Whitewash books, walked into the kitchen with Lil, and paid her for them. He
then told her under his breath, "Dull Thursday." For him it must have been. (He
said he®d be back in a coyple of weeks. In talking with leiser, who asked him what the
Times feels about what CBS is up to, he said other than I understood last night, that
one particular man in the Times "bullpen" of editprial brains wants a reinvestigation.)

Leiser never did say what he came for. When he left “il asked me if I knew. She
sat in on all of it and was in the next room at the time she was most distant. The
rooms have an open connection and she was there but momentarily,

I made clear at the outset that there were some thing I would not say unless we
taped and that I was prepered to make tapes for each of us. He did not accept this
offdr and I did not press it. (I had discussed it with Hartin, who had agreed that we
would do it when we spoke when I explainedm my reasons had nothing to do with him or
any question about his integrity.) The two tape recorders are where they were still,
out in the open with an extension cord to which neither was connected also in the open.

I explained that he could remember only so much of what had to be off the record
and without a way of knowing he could make a mistake so that if he did not have a
tape 1'd have to restrict this. There were a few things I felt I had to tell him it
I also told him they had to be off the record and whye.

The first time he asked me a question that goes to my own work I told him politely
but explicitly that I would not give my work away and had no intention of doing ite I
told him he is paid for his. (He argued later and said he gives away things on the
history of TV.) I also told him there were some thing I could not tell him because of
the obligations my role imposes on me, When he came to these kinds of questions,
as he did often (he took no notes) in each case I told him explicitly why I would not
answexr ite.

He argued from the first without, apparently, realizing it. I don't think he
understands that he doesn't hide his partisanship and may have deceived himself into
believing he is not partisdn. He also persisted in casting me in the wrong role, no
matter how many times I corrected him. One example, "why do you and Lesar vleed so for
a man like Ray," close to an exact guote, I Jad told him earlier and several times
that our interest is not a personal one, that we are interested in the law, in justice
and the kind of society we have. When he came back to this for the last time I tried
to equate it with what lawyers do in taking cases like Miranda, Gideon v Wainright,
and what prominent firms do with their pro bono work and some of what the ACLU does.
After this he did not again misrepresent thise.

He argued the story of Ray buying the rifle. Here I told him a Jerry story off
the record, about driving. After this explanation he dropped that.

He said that Beasley had told him that if he had it to do over again he'd drop
all the window dressing. Here I asked him what there was by way of evidence other
than this public-relations stuff that had no other purpose. He said there was the
stipulation and I seid, right, that is what is at issue now. But other than that what
witnesses and evidence does the state hmve? (He didn't mention any of the live ones

ut on in the minitrial.) §e said 10 or a dozen anc I asked him to name them. I agreed -
maybe they would have put anipe on during a trial but said I doubted it. Who is 2? He
said Stephens and I laughed, I reminded him that Stanton said the only person who could
put Ray in Memphis that day was Carpenter and thgt was two hours earlier. He said
Bessie Brewer and I reminded him she refused to identify a picture of Raw. And here
he ran out, I then asked him wy the state told the defense it was calling 400 kimk
witnesses from all over the world and how could a défense possibly prepare a defense
agaird' so many so spread out. I then told him the admission by Dwyer, that they would
have called less than 10 from Memphis and asked why all the others if they were not



deemed necegsary for some purpose by the not incompetent lawyers \now judges) of the
prosecution - but what did auy of these have to do with the actual killing or any
part Ray could have had in it? Here he admitted that they were not relevant.

I then said that there was no case without all the window-dressing and that it was
a substitute for a case. I then asked him what there was without this, with no
witnésses and nothing to connect fay with the crime. He tried to argue the ballistics
and I asked him why when we could and before an impartial judge should have gotten
a trial order on what we produced on this alone and when Haile knew there was this
risk he did not cross examine or put a single rebuttal witness on. He had no answer.
Here I also said that I did not think that Haile and McRae conspired in the dark of
night and I therefore felt Haile knew the danger he was running, so this can mean
only that he did not dare cross because that would have made out case firmer.

I explained that I am a partisan, that while it is wrong for the media it is not
wrong and is right for a citizen and a writer not of news. I also said that I was
as I see it Establishmentarian, that my purpose is to malke the system work and to use
the system to make it work. Thus I am in court.

He seems to have some unarticulated strange notion, of what we are interested in
and seems unable to understand the obvious, that with Jim and me this is a gquestion
of .principle and that there is no chance of personal réward. But he can_ t hide this in
his manner or in his questions, not one of which had anything to do w1tﬁ my work,
income, experience, competence or anything like that.

He asked me how Bud got me into this. I said I got Bud into it and he went no
farthur. He asked me about Livingston's theories, including Youngblood and "Cliff"
and I told him I did not sahre tham and wasn't really that familiar with them. When
he said that livingston seemed to connect the two I seid I was unaware aof this or
any reason for ite I told him I did not believe it to be either fact or my function
to puqy%e such things, that my role as investigator was to develop fact for evidence
and use in defending Ray, not in or to s@lve the crime and specifically that in no
case had I tried to, although I had come accross some leads and believe they can lead
1o something,

When he said that Bud told him he believes the shot could have been fired from

mimws kXX xwfxtkexkag bathroom I told him I did not know what Bud believes, that
Bud is a lawyer who is busy because he also owes responsibility to other clients, that

"I, not Bud, did the investigating, and my investigation satisfies me a shot from there

is impossible from the State'w evidence. This is one of the points where I reminded
him that Jim began with no practise, that neither of us has any income, and that Bud
can't put in the time we have. I also told him there is a big difference between proving
that Ray has not been proven guilty beyonfl reasonable doubt and solving the crime.

When I told himl was satisfied I had airtight alibis in the proper not slang sense
and refused to tell him what they are ~ I emphasized the plural - he tried to argue.
Martin laughed and said I tried and it won t work. He won't talk about these things.
Leiger's line is that we should have used This in the hearing. He even argued that we
conducted outselves improperly at it. My responses to this were that this was not
relevant at that hearing and that the line of showing counsel was ineffective by counsel's
handling of the case and evidence was relevant to both the issue of effectiveness of
counsel and the mandate for a full-scale judicial inguirye. I said that whwit I regard
as the most important alibi is not and could not be relevant to Foreman's effectivemess.
e continued to argue, so I put it differently, asking him where we would be if we had
put this evidence in and Saile had objected on grounds of relevance and McRae had
saftained hime I t0ld him we tried to belong to white hats, that we tried to do things
the right way, and that unless we did we would not be either honest of capable of deing
a good job. We knew it was not relevant. So, we did not use it and it would have been
wrong if we had. DeSides, why bloy it by tipping it to the dmfm State?

He ttied to argye — and I don t think he is aware of the extent to which he argues -
that we owed it to ay to use thi§ because if we lose in 6th circuit we are legally
lost. I said there is more besides the Supreme Court and that we do not expect to losee.



I also told him that if we did lose that aid not exhaust the legal possibilityes. When
he actually asked what others there are I said that this was a defense matter I would
not discuss, that I had started working on this aspect years ago and laid much work
aside until the day it would be needed, but that Jim and I were awgre of and believe
there is good prospect for othert legal approachese Hoptin added "fmlitical." I do
think that Leiser here was doing more than arguing, that he is unaware of them.

There came a point when he said he was impartial when I'd suggested he had a
preconception that showed. He said he was not defending Beasley and would take the
same approach about me. (That would be the day!

He even argued that McRae was wrong in favoring us. I did not start this. I told
him the opposite is true and gave him examples. When I told him how we hastz to go over
#ayls coming testimony with him, during lunch hours, he dropped that. I then pointed
out that Haile had blackmailed McRae and that McRae had violated our rights and made
adequate preparation impossible b¥ ordering untimely discovery against Ray when we
should have been to }icRae's knowledge preparing, that he continued to keep time
pressures on us thereafter, and that after Haile had threatened to sieze Ray's files
if HcRae did not order discovery long after the time for it expired and then, did
the minute Ray reached lemphis icRae ruled it immaterial. I also noted that cRae
hed to be reminded that we had not been given a witness list and was silent When to
his knowledge vwe were given a 100% fraudulent one the night before the State put
on its case. I used Temkin as an example of what this meant to use

Bubba Blackwell, who had refused access to the evidence to me as defense
investigatorp seems to have opened it for CBS. Leiser told me about going through
a box and finding all sorts o%f stuff kept in, dunped into and out of, tjat blue bage

This much I wrote immediately on his leaving. After suppers:

It could be argued that he was trying to get the feel of me, but he asked me
nothing about myself, my work on the case, how I did it, with or without what support,
how I got Bud into it, etc, He said this was perparatory to a filming to Rather, and
he by then understood my position well enough to add on what I would not consider
impropers I agreed but aaid I would hot be able to afford to do this at my expense,
having no incomé. He said that was, of course, understood. But he asked me no questions
having to do with my role in the case that he could use in writing a script for Rathere.
I had placed only one limitation on evidence at the outset: that I would not discuss
what might be covered by the protective order but have no inhibitions about any of the
rest that is in evidence. He asked me no question, not one, about thise He did try
to argue me into telling him what I said I would not, which prompted Martin's laughing
interjection. He did argé that we should have conducted the content of the hearing
other than we did. He did not ask me how I came upon any evidence, what I think any
of it means or can mean, who I interviewed or when - nothing that I can think of as
ordinary preparation for the Rather filmed interviev.

So, as Lil asked after he left, what did he come for?

It certainly was not to learn about my qualification or about the substance of the
Ray side of the legal questions or facts.

There were several points where he said what I had not gaid or indkcated or where
he transposed my statements about one thing to relate to another. e did not hide his
pique when I corrected him, One was my statement that Ray had engaged in criminal
activity. I had said there was oriminal activity affer Ray left the pen. He interpreted
this to mean by Ray and other than was publice When I corrected him his answer was
that I had written of this. dine was that I had written before meeting Ray and of what
was public, with sources cited. He wgs actually seying that Ray had engaged in other
criminal acts as though I had said thise.

I did tell him off the record that DJ had offered Ray a deal and that Bud was
not my source. vsoHe said of his interview with Jerry that Jerry had said he was working
3%:1 the time and could prove where he was and offered his unsolicited opinion that Jerry's

i vecord of being ab. work did not prove he was notpart of a conspiracys L found
th;%:fg?f-;‘?)s 108 fnd reg?eaflng. (Miy commentson all Rays, litttle as they were, were off



Dear Jim,  Leiser's visit 9/11/75

141 had been told by Jerry that leiser is a "slick article.” I think hs is
pretty transparent. However, my options were limited and throughout all I had to
consider the poasible impact on Raye. After the tick he pulled on you I'a rather not
have enything to do with “siser of the CBS Ray program. Were I alone lnvolved 1'd have
dons shat my letter to the fanemail depte forecast. But I got to thinking about it
and the nastiness they can work into a script they alone control and felt 1'd vest
see him. v :

I had hardly taken the paper out of the machine on the memo I've laid aside for
111 to read when I thought of other things. He asked me about ny Ray tapes, whose
they are, oan they be heard and had Bay placed any restriotions oathem, I said that
when you could you met the plane and debriefed me and that we dubbed these tapes whem
there was but the two of us. That no other had had any need to hear them so no other
did. That Hay placed no restrictions but 1 did even though I regard then as my property.
1 made it clear that nobody yill hear them unless it serves fay s interest and that I
have my set put where it can ¢ be found easily and one set out of my possession. He
_ asiced me what we taliced about and I told him everything, all soris of things. That X

never conduct a pre-structured interview but instead imgage in and take the time for
conversations in which I can more easily learn if I get different versjons of the
game incident. That I'm convinced that ay haa not lied to we but I was inditlally
aware that in seeming to be responsive He wasn't. That then and more frequently
later there were some things about which Bay simplysaid he did not want to talke.
Leaier didn't even as ms what things. Noihing except what ke could have asked as 2
prelude to a request for the tapes or access to them.

Reportors, writers and interrogators can differ in their methoda and interests
but this guy did not ask me what I would regard as preparation for the Rather inter—
view. If ho had do you think that after coming all the way here Waldrom would have
left 15 minutes after the time I said waa tho maximm this guy was going to atay?
Would it have boen that dull to Martin, sven k= if Leiser had asked apy probing
questions of any ldnd? /

There were a number of cccasions on which I found it not easy to explain %o my=-
self his appearance of annoyance when I corrected a misrepresentation or misinier-
pretation of what I'd said, to the point that after it was over and I had a chance
tothinkaboutitlmtnallywonderedifhehadanfmbughidd?nonhimaelfanda
receiver-recorder in the nearby car, I don't think so and didn t while we were talking
but when as soon as I gould think for a second it was so apparent that he was not
engaging in a normal preparation for Rather I had to wonder why and why he mis-
represented what was plainly other than he said. Onppossibdly not in the memo is on
solving the orime and what I'd said. I then made it specific that I'd never made
any effort to solve any of them, as my work shows. Martin laighed when I said I have
no idea who killed snyone and said he doss. I didn t ask who,

1il said afterward that I should bave taped it; I told her that I had made him the
offer and felt it would be wrong to press him or make a unilateral decision.

Martin waz careful not to give him a personal endorsepent and to suggest that he
has questionable conncctions, mob~type, but he did tell me that a Waco lawyer, David
Copeland, has the Huie story about FPoreman and that it was in Colliera. We ghould be
abbe to get a Xerox from Copeland. He should be listed in the directory. topeland at
one tine reprezented one of the accused, '

Leiser again: when an interviewee offers to tape the interview for the interviewer
and the interviewer, who takes no notes, has no interest, it occured to me after he
left, there is something odd. I didn't even ask him to pay for the cassettes and he
didn t take any notes. If I'd thought of it I'd have asked him why. But we began with
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Dear Jin, leiser's vialt 9/11/15

Lil had baen told by Jarry that Ledser is a "slick article.” I think he is
pretty transparent. However, my options wore 1imited end throughout all I had %o
consider tho posaible impact on Ray. After the tick he pulled on you I'd rather not
bave enything to do with leiser of the CBS Rsy program. Wore I alone involved I'd have
done shat ny letter to the fanmwail dept, forecast, But I got to thinking alout it
and the nantiness they can work into a soript they slome control and feli 1'd vest
see him,

I had handily taken the paper out of the machine ou the smemo I've laid sside for
141 to resd whon I thought of other things. He asked ms about oy Rey iapes, whose
they are, can they bo heard and had Ray placed any restrictions onthem, I said that
uhen:vueouldynumttheplmanddebrietedmandthatvadubbadtmtapeam
therombutthatwoofua.'rhatnootherhadhadwneadtohearthomaonoother
m.mtﬂwﬂmdmusm&mmtlndthIm@dw»wpmperty.
I sade it cloar that nobody yill hear them umless 1t serves Bay's interest and that I
havonwaatputvhsnitmthofumdnaﬂymdcnesetoutofm'paueaaion.ﬁo
weduwmnowmam:mxwlammmmg.mmmamga.mn
mremdwtapwnmhmum«mtwmmmdtmtmﬁmmr i
mmﬁmmvmlmmmulmuIgatdﬂremtvouimsoftm
same incident. That I'm convinced that ay has not lied to me but I was fnitially
aware that in seeming to be responsive He waan't. That then and more frequently
htorthamvmmthineaabmtvhiehnayd.mplysaidhedidmtwmttotalk. !
Leaier didn't even as me what things. Fothdng except wha' he could have asiced as & J
prelude to a request for the tapes or access %0 them,

Reporters, writers and {nterrocators cen differ in tholr mothods and interests
butthisMdidnotaskmvmtluouldre@rdaaprsparaﬂmtortml?atharinter-
vieu.Ithehad&oyouﬁhim:thataftaromngadltheeayhamualdrmwoul&hava
1eft$5mclnutesaﬁcrtheﬁml,&dﬂmtmuﬁmmmmm.nuw
¥Would 1t have been that dull to Martin, even ik if Leiser bad asked spy probing
questions of any kind?

There were a number of occasions on which I found 1t not easy to explzin %o uy=
self his appearance of annoyance when I corrected a misreprosentation or misinterw
pretation of what I'd said, to the point that efter it was over end I hed a chauce
toths.nkaboutitxwtuulywmdamduhahadnmmmadqnanhimelfanda
reoedva:vmordsrinthensarhym.Idon’tthinkwanddidntﬂﬂlewcxmtaﬁdns
butwhenasmnaanom.dthﬂ.nktoraaoconﬂitmuoappamtthathsmmt

uamnlpmmaﬁmforﬂntherlmdtoumderw}vmdvhyhnnﬂ.ﬂ-
represented what was plainly other than he said. Onppossibly not in the memo 1s on
solving the crime end what I'd said. I then made 1% specific that I'd nover made
any effort to solve any of them, as my work shows, Martin laighed whea I seid I have
noidaauholdlledwonaandsaidhedoes.!di:’mtankwho.

Idlsad.daftmardthatlshouldmtapdit:l’ealdhnrthatlhadnadshimthn
offerandfeltitwﬂdbenmgtopmesh&mormbeauuﬂateraldecision.

Martda was careful not to give him a personal endorsepent and to sugreat that he
has questionable conncctions, wob~type, but he did tell me that a Yaco lawyer, David
Copeland, has the Hule story about Foreman and that it was in Colliers. We should be
abde to got a xerox from Copeland, He should be listed in the directary. topeland at
one time rapresented ocne of the accuseds

Leiser again: when an interviewse offers to tape the interview for the interviewer
and the intorviewer, who talkes no notes, has no interest, it occured to me after he
left, there is something odd. I didn't even ask Mn to pay for the casseites and he
didn + take any notes, If I'd thought of it Ttd have acled him why. But we began with
o PQonvto nhaod fwam whish Niawkin withdrew when Laisar asid he wanted to et to his



244 on Lesier's 9/13/75 visit  HW 9/12/75

The nature ofhisdepartmnademavwderifhoismceﬂainormmrtﬂnof
himself. Aside from befng needlessly seoretive,
1 said it he'd tell me where ha was going I'd tell him the best way for the
traffic conditions he could expect and the shortest. He said he knew how to get back.
Be had options that could have made a Wg difference and if he took wrong turns that
a stranger could easily he’d waste much time. So, I told him to take exit 14 on the
Beltway end it would take him around nosthwest Washington traffic. When he seemed
reluctant to tell me what part of Washington he was going to I told him to take the
Eocmeltbﬂdgeifhaweregoingtoanwvtmremarthecmofﬁmandhowwm
whes he peared that exit. The man's attitude was odd., What is wrang with asking or
being offered suggestions when he is strange to the avea? What would be sirange =
about hls going to his own offices or to a hotel or to a friend or enywhere? I was
not prying and it pade no difference to me where he went or why. I was trying to be
helpful, no more, but he had moms kind of block against 1t. His attitude was such I
can imagine his going wrong altbough he had expressed gratitude for thé details and
accurate instructions that made getiing here so easy.
I walked out to Ms car with him to help him turn around, ¥aldron’a cax was in
' 4the way as he came in, I explsined that he could not go back too far becamse I had a
log firmly attached to the saxth with steel, to back into the yalledwoff area until
he hit and he would then make the turn in a single operation, Bo said he understood.
I watchsd. le was guing back too far before starting %o turn, 20 I aignalled him and
he did turn sharply. I kept signelling him to go back farthur but he didn't. Be then
found he could not make the aimple turn and haé to back again, toward a side rail.
1 signalled hinm to keep coming back JIK He knew 1 was there watchinge Bub he did not
heed my signals, started forwaxd again and had to drive over grass because he was
not ablo to tum sharp§y enocugh to stay on the lane. He did no damage to any plantings
but he did it the hard way merely because a3 was apparent throughout his visit he has
this compulsion to be at cress-purposes. (I measured the turnaround with a Caddllac
and the fuol-oil truck makea it in a single operation but Brnie knows better snd does
A I asked Lil to read the memo and sugrest anything I may have forgotien. There came
. a point when, after he had argued rather than asked questions I apparently asied bim
a serios of gquesticns or made statcments that began 1ike yuestions, o you think that...”
end he said, "I'm not here to answer questions.” (x nim nothing ebout their show
except was he working on more than MIX,) The kin& of Ydo you thinks" I can gecall ave
about the "window dressing” partoftheminitrialashehadqmtadﬁeasley.mm
think the prosecution was composed of ¥sgrmx incompetont lavyers who did not know what
they were doing, that they'd have gome to &l1 the trouble to present all the irrelevant
if they had no purposs or yerseived no pacd, If there were other areas where this bappened
I do not recall them but I was responding to his dsfenses of the prosecution with rhetorical:-
questions tha' required no ansvers I pemembar following this with asking him what real s
evidence they had sgninst Ray, howtheycouldevenplacahixnatthssceneof the crime
or even in tho city for two hours before it, matters doaling with evidenco and his
presumed. purpose in coming here. In the end he was faced with his inability to respond.
fie aidn't think of Carpenter, so I offered Carpenter ss & witnsss. Ho sald Stephens
and I glughed, He sald Canipe and I said maybe, who else? Ho hed none to offer exce
what 415 in the earlier memo on Brewsr (a reflection of his knowledge or his honesty)e
It is then that I noted the list of 400 witnesses and how any defonse could prepare for
80 many end the purpose of listing eg many when they had nothing to do with the crime
itaslf, I an sure that he said what {il remembers. I do not remember it.
141 noted her concern about the Few things I told him off the record. She doesn't
trust dm to be honorable.
Khen she told me those things and that what I'd put in quotes attributed to Policoff
was her representation of what Jerry had said and not necgssarily his, I was remlnded

that thare is no real purpose his ha lunched with *olicoff, if that is what ha
penad i% he :u; vworking on the ﬂng cane 7 except to try to get’what he can use prelj'-udi—
cially against us.




Rt 12, Froderick, Ad, 21704
9/12/15

12 S. Fain 5%., #940
hemphis, Temn, 38103

Deoaxr Bob,

Phis has been one of those days of counilesa 4ntorruptions and nseds that kept
we from what I wanted to peend tho dey doing.

We have not movad. They've renumbered the rurel tonbede

I now face & situstion wbeve X must drive from out of the aity dato it and
nake two stpss in not much more mmwmmammm.nvn
have to be brief,

mnlmﬂdmtmmmeamarmzmm&mrmmMW
afhmm.ﬂniam#forua.ﬂaéﬁmtmhamtmhuommwm.m
hia izgent to ridloule you ie not ondy transpavent, 1% 15 explicit. Ee says yow Wk
nonsetsg, Hhat he can't undirstond what you ave talidsg about, that you huvs now
connsoted “CIifi" and Youngdleod, and that Mo has va% o [ils you tut ls going ]
Momphis naxt weel.

Obviously nons of hiz hes onydng tn &0 with defonding Ray and that, toos Uy
at gome poind be meburrassing to you and yours as well ae 4t the cllent nnd a1} of umse

Ituwlwmttatalktematallbut:aulim&audmice. There in only Goe
defonse 3avestizator. but there arc ¥hroe lawyoers and for leglitizake purposes when
tbthnmlyﬂommtcatertheuhohthingtheymém sors than ooe oo £ils and
thay have at least sus, mmvwmmmetwtiwinmcwm;miau
overvhelaed by work that ho slgme doss toat he hama't time to write lotters.

L]
Lodssr wae polite sbout it tut hw alvo triad Yo bYlecknell Jin, Be backsd off
vhen #in refused to be blackmalled. He has a past of which I can tall you if you
wand 40 Inow but not now.

T wanted to make two tmpss of ouc convarzaticn, snec for hia and oos for ue. lodser
declined. Twoo&anm:ﬂﬁﬁmuemm.lﬂmmmwwwwuth
uta;enottnioaltorgminhiammaa.wh:mmharn&mtwmnt
40 have one alsde.

Jim, who has had more to do with thase peorls, feslo more gstrongly than I that
you sheuld not be filmed or taped or appear in any way. Tris will not proveat them
f.mquo‘ﬁng-.sh-tmrynumyhmasidbutiiﬂndenythe-footmmnmlm
-huvymfaeeormeo:lnvknimiums&nmwﬁﬂmmmwﬁaﬂ.m
famdly and to Jiazy. Jmamdmtommmtcﬂd.sdfm. 1 have also told Jimny
meummmqmmmwwimMuwwmnmm«mtmrmcm
and I prosume that Jim will have atscusped this with kic before tions

Jisiswmuwmtmemwplommwwmamth&ngwtofwem“
aaong counsel. That elone gsn hurt the client and for that there is oo legitimato Jours
nelistic need. 1 havelm less to go on than Jim bt the clear indicavions to me frem
Loiser confirm Jim, S0, plmbeumfu).hwcurcrkhmmumﬁnmtobe
interviewed for aix une, Izyouhavemquﬁmsplmeanmm:tt;mtunkm
mlvmtmlistmtoitaaancrtorwoﬁm puxpose, be prapared to taps gur St~
versation. I'11 be siale tu do the sawe thdog for Jim auc Eude

Bestily,
Haveld Welsaberg
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B antt dnaile Y

9/12/75

Dear Jin,

Aftar writing Jingy it occured to me that the State would open end read if not
also oopy this lstter, too, despits everyibing. It is one that dusla with lds defcuse,
1s of a private nature, sud was written at ths specifioc request of coumsel. fo, I did
talte Fpecial meamuwes with Jte

I always onclose the letter inm a separate, scaled emvslope sddressed o him but
aont ¢ the cail roou. He hes told we that he noever gets one not opened and none is
sver opened in his presence sgud he never gets the oculslds envelopo.

In thiz cage I added a aonfidential legend to the inside eavelope, sealed it
with meglc tapa, and then aend 4t certifiasd, return yeceipt. The nmumbar is 161007,
I made a apecial trip to the post office ftu geb it aud the letier to Bob both oul
today.

If for once they ruapect thedr own regulations we have lost nothing but &
little of my time so much of whioch was wasted today anyway. If they open 1%, I
believe that you have something of whideh %o maios an isswe. And I thinkz should
as 80on &8 tdrcunatances perwits

Mo this and I ask you to esk Jimsy when you write him to lct you know 4t if was

N v ser s 5 et

| openced befors he recoived it, 1'd then ask him again about your lotters,

I fot your messages whan I got howme, Howevery no clroaumstances outslde our
santrol have anything to do with the confidentialilty, tho privzcy and the propriety
of both the contents of tidis particular letter and the issus in general,

It 33 aduply impocalble Por a prisoner to Teceiva Justice whan all the mell
having anything to do with his dofense {and with nothing else) 15 opened ond spled
npon bty the othar side. To ray nothlug of oopled.

If after Baynes' letest they opon Shis lotier I Shdak your cuse before éth
ciroult would be stronger and I would not even mentdon it to HoRes. 1'd raise the
quostion direatly, maparately and along the lines 1 suggested varlier, emphasizing
tho deliberatensss of the impropristies, viclations and abuses and aaking 1t to make
ity o *full soale judioclal inguiry” on this Constitutiomal issue slone, unless the
Benavior of the lawyers of the other mide is not Constitutional. 4f not, include it
as & ssparste item,

Best,



