Route 12
¥rederick, Md. 21701 ..

Sepy. 28, 1975 -~ .
Mr. Les Midgley »

CBS News -~ . .

52l West S57th St. @,u/tf._u/ - ﬁi&a,,‘)
New Yol‘k, No Io 10019 . ’ W
Dear Mr. Midgley: :

This past Sunday, aé soon as I learned of the fact and the content of
the suit CBS filed in Memphis allegedly for access to evidence in the
case of James Earl Ray, I immediately wrote Dan Rather informing him I
would not agree to be interviewed. My reason for writing Mr. Rather,
to whom I have never so much as spoken, is so he would understand there
was nothing personsl in that decision. _

My ressons include that your suit was prejudicial to the rights of James
Earl Ray,; to justice and the normal working of the law in general. By

~ its nature and oontent, it confronted mes, as Mr. Ray's investigator,
with a conflict of interest I had to resolve in his favor. You left me
no ethical alternmative.. K o ‘ -

On Monday when your researcher phoned me to set up & filming for yester-
day, I reported my refusal and the reasons. Your resssrcher disagreed
with the valldity of my reasons, I said if CBS sent a copy of all the
papers you filed and I found on reading them that I had misinterpreted
the verbal representations of them, I would reconsider. To date I have
not received these papers. If a phone call had been made to your Mem-
phis counsel, I would have had them several days ago.

I cannot believe that professional news people would mot know that the
f£iling of a sult of this character would confront me with precisely this
conflict of intereat and that there is only one ethical way to meet it.
For oan I belisve that OBS was unaware that, in filming Mr. Ray's coun-
sel before filing this aoctbn, it was conbtriving a situation that, at
least in appesrance, was adverse to their professional interests and
reputations.

CBS has been in fairly regular touch with us, The last time soneone
from CBS who was here was only a week before you filed this action. Yot
there was never any mention of it.

It is alsc obvious, in answer to the argument given me of olaim to "the
public's right to know" that the same publio has had the same fight for
many years without CBS serving that right. Yet you delayed four and a
balf montha in filing this suit, until if contested it could deny you
access until after the airing of your special. In faot, CBS falled to
report the disclosure in court of the meaning of the evidence for which
it now pretends to have filed a legitimate suit. It was there. Every
day. ‘ C

Every aspeot of this troubled me, including the fact that your sult was
not necessary to any news need but was of potential commercial and pro-
wmotional valus. You may not be aware of it so I tell you I believe this
whole situastion was deliberately rigged for specifiec purposes that do
not inoclude legitimate news development or reporting. I also believe I
oan prove it beyond reasonable doubt.
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costs to this end. A normal arrangement with me would have saved CBS
a fortune in costs and time. When in this case it has spent what mmust
be large sums of money in what has to be an attempt to rip off my work
where a normal arrangement would have been less costly and more honest,
I have and raise questions,

Flease take this letter to be a repetition of my assertion of my rights
and a refussl to give them to CBS.

I repeat belief that the past is relevant. I made more than ons Propo~
sal to CBS prior to this special. You did buy my books from me. There
is no indication you plan what is normally considered a review,

Yours truly,

Harold Welsherg



