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CBS News 
524 W. 57 St., 
New York, N.Y. 10019 

Deer Ar. Rather, 

Some time ago, intendine it as a courtesy to you and so that you would not 
take anything personal from it, I wrote you to say that despite prior ;Agreement I 
was declieiee to apeear on the seeeiag assassination "special." 

You wore not obliged to reply and you did not. However, I did think you would 
have some appreciation of the fact that what C eed doeu confrontee re with a con-
flict of interest and that ethically I could resolve it no other way. 

Jaws earl Ray, as you know, refused. to oe interviewed on your "special." 
Separately hdeuoureeel objected. 

Today I received a letter fro_ him le which he tells me teat you, personally, 
by-passed his counsel and through his brother Jerry sought to get him to agree to 
an interview with you. 

You and everyone involved at CBS know this case is far fro e floe.' decision. 

You also kne: that the e is sotthins Jim Leese: or I ooeid do e ically that 
we did not do for CeS, without aseine or getting ,aid an we neither have any 
regular inome. 

There Jo dispute amone you as to whether or not an effort wee made to blackmail 
.Jie Lesar into urging Ray to grant en interview. Thie was possible only because Ce3 
insisted on interviewing Mr. Loser on areas of fact ho said should not be addressed to 
him and should be to ee. Yet no effort wan made to interview me are he was tepee and 
he did, inadvertently, make the kind of error of fact expectable of the expert on las. 
This was the basis of the attemet at blacknail. 

You may have no lotowledee of this, directly or indirectly. And ey information 
of your aftorts through Jerey eay in conteadiceeoe to eee poeitioe or James Rats 
counsel is not first hand. 

Aowever, I do believe this raises ethical questione You are not, I hope, a 
man without awareness of them. I therefore would ap.preciate either a denial froe you 
that-you eade any such eitCort through Jerry or an explanation of the legal 'tics 
and. Jtinee Earl eay'e rights as you pee thee. 

Yseterday's mail brought a copy of a Gee release sent to a reporter who made 
the copy for 4,1e. It begins,"])id Jamea jar]. Ray, actin alone, kill the itv. Dr. 
Martin Luther Kinen(sic) 

Can you conceive that one in my position can take this as an expression of 
bias? It raises questions of conspiracy bet not of hay's povnls. leeocence. It is 
not, in my opinion, eeseiblo for =lave spent all t:e tine it has and made in 
court the representations it has and not found reesoe to believe Oat perhaps r. 
Ray was not the killer.UnIess, of course, its representations to er, iesar and no about 
the purposes of its Tonnes-ee litigation, so lon delayed, are not truthful. When 1 
consider thatz..; an 'opted fro e the Depar'uwnt of Jittice the pictures 
ye;itf:rday I find no basis for reduced suspicion. 

Sincerely, 

Harold deisbers 
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Dear Eoger, 

I'd have written you sooner but I can't keep up. 
This is so you will not be troubled if yoU disco'yer something' and wonder if I know. I know some, not all. 

S favkkiih 	I know that up at the top the appropriate initials added,  to a name are not only cf ok 	a "d" and an "r" but begin with before "d." 
I have reason to believe that the same initials are properly applied to others below the top. I don't know which but I have good reason to believe the fact. 
Whether or not net, I get reports that there were news items on CBS ststions on my press conference as late as last night. 
While there can be other explanations, the selection used on AM TV yesterday morning could not have been less faithful to the purposes or content of the press conference and are a cut of what I said I did not want to go into, leaving out the intvo. I began by saying that while I am Ray's investigator I was not appearing in that role and asked that questions crossing into that area not be asked. 
The net effect was to air what those of evil intent could take as an indication that I have been working on a solution or have come to one. 
That for whatever reason, no matter how innocent, this was sued with all that had news value and didn't hurt CBS machismo is not comforting. 
I didn't think earlier that CBS could use this in the special after I'd refused to appear on it but they have a right to and I can't object to naything ex7 cept dishonesty or unfairness. (The aired cut I regard as deliberately unfair becuse it was taken out of context gidd was out of the context of the press conference.) 
However, not expecting this I knew others would be taping so I had a couple of others tape for me. One student has reported back. He forgot his tapes, I have him a 90 and a 60 and he says he miseed the last two questions. 
While I did not have time to prepare properly and because of an.unexpected change felt I could not use the press release that was a partial explanation, tha reaction I've gotten has been good. I'd like the day to come when I can have a summary for the.' press, which needs it, and xeroxes. 

Best, 


