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Dasr Wayna,
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Ou the committee :-nd the stories about it, thers is nothing I can #4244 excapt that
moet of them ocertainly have no basis in fuct. What may be real is the veport about the
fragmonts. Sesms hard 70 believe that the dootors weuld have forgotten but perhaps they da44.
The roality is worse thac the Poet quoted me ou, muchx worse. My opinions about deMohren~
doh114t are inchsnged, However, I think I dryew a distinction between being a regular
CIA employee, like an agent, and being what might be called a mource, I sannot inajine
a men with his experiences not being interviewed ox returning home and fully debriefed.
Tyia 1s the essence of real intellignees collection. Spocking is npt. For years I have
known that he was seen by J. Walton Moore, well~imown CIA station chdef in &M ded's
line of work. Sothing wrong with \hde. It ia like a reporter when ke has no coaflict

telling polios what he thinks they should kmew, e

I'm sure de¥ was siok and I'm sure that all the pressure froz the nuts bad mush
to do_with this, I do mot lmow dut with what Olstmens has sald and done if you were deM
would you not be "$errified?" Hs had been_ to the committes two wecks before the suleide.
Thare is more than a threat aguinst im., lene i» bad, sven for lans, in his book

about 94, Wroagfullye I think that snliks him you are, iznocently, and that the distineticn

will be clear. However, plemse understand that in what foliows when I epeak of others it
is confidential, Without my doing this you cannot understand.

lane is siek in the_head. in odd schizo, able and a fuckup. I osce to)d ye8 Zayne

that as an investigathr ane could mot find puble hair in an overvpried and unds
whore houss. Les laughed and added, “At rush hour.” I don't know uhat kind of lawyer he
is (piespoor frem his writing, yhich is no measure) but he is an utter incompetent in
she work itwelf. It galls kim. “ere he is, in hls own eyes this great man, the oue who
cuns the subject~ask iz~ and in mesningful socimplishment be is limited to propagands.
In all these years, aside from enricking limself and getting himself known, there is nothing
of significance he bas trought to light. Onoe when a real story was handed %o hin he made
a mess out of that, the Walter bit., When he had made a ms‘ot Wis J¥X efforts cn the
there was nothding left but King. This meant thievery. “ou kmow how little he imew.
He is not a regular thief 8o he hes to kid hisself adout his stealing, making the victim
the villain. ln the King/Ray part he has %0 build himeelf up. “e can do this only at
Yimhs expense.

Meanwhile he has behaved very unethically with yegard to Ray. In time you'll know
what I do. People are turned off by his brosdcasts and send me tapes, how I know.

You recall correotly, it is the part about the ABA supposedly lociing into Jim's
record as Ray's counssl. First of all it does not worke that way-it is alvays the local
bar. Then there is no bagis for sny complaint about Jim. Confidentially he has baen
trying to get Zay to fire hir and Ray won't.

Whatever you have in mind - and you did not give me the clues you thought you dids
1t has to originate with “ane. ind it has to be the need of his twisted mind,

1 think Jim will appreciite what you say, in part, s0 I'l,share Lt with him when
he returns from a trip he is now on. What you do not know is that onoe Jim started doing
the real work on the case Bud withirew more and more and turned it over to him. In tinme
Y4 kmew what no other lawyer did. He did much work, Bud 44d incressingly 1ittle as hia
paying clients raquired more and mors time.

The decisions on who would handle what were Bud's. Bud was abroaf when Jix and I
wered down there on discovery. The only real prepartion time he had was after we got to
Nemphis. Before he retumed I cutlined one part of the easa. But went over 1t and agreed.
Bis examinations at the evid. hearing came from this. Bod was worss than useless. “e vasted
much time we 413 not have, 30 there was no choice, Jim had to carry the load. There never
were any arguments between him and Bud on this. Jim did what Bud wanted. Heeded, to0.

<l



1;51.’.‘?;;",4;'%‘:_«&'7,-‘ SLN TR e

7 don t think anyone will epprgeiate the gremsnduous load Jim carried at the hearing.
The amount of work was inoredidle. e did not hiave even & typist or a clerk. He grew
go exhausted that modication would mot put hium to aleep. dnder the clrcumstancds I
believe hia pecformance was superb.

The sase is true of oral appeals arguuenise Bud taliked o me about that. He told ke
he felt that ino Jimmy's interest sim pad to arge. Jim did not went to because Sud was
senior and bad sourtroom experionce Jin lackede I carmot argue with Bud's decision and in
gt I agreed with it end told 3im. Bud said that only Jir knew encugh shout the fact
of the case to be able t0 handle questions. He was correct. 1 was mot there but I do
Jmow there was a point at vhich jim Just 4id not understand what one of the Juiges
was asking him about. ,

All the decimiona were pold.sical. Argusents had nothing to do with the end.

VcRae's prejudlce was vigible from the first. But who could do enything about i%? .

Prentice-Hall was peierous with proofs of mark's book. Lt 18 g0 bud a bosk that
the Enquixer rejected 3t out of hand as sayiog Rothing. It is woree in ways the Enquirer
does not understand, I have a pot of proofs. This is not know end plesse do not tall
wb_ody._ahantbebookiaoutietineonough. wh-nithuminpagetornomum
5o changes could be made 1f anyone vanted then mnades :

Unfortunately you were right about Kay. Lane uses her and through his lgaorance
padly. It will be a slight eubarrassment to her if this part gots any 8gnphis attention.

. I'm inclined to believe that will not be ldkely. I wish I could 4o aomething becauwss Kay
Was alvays honest with mo. And helpfuls I 1ike her. I think it is probable that vith ell
the taliing her resollectoon failed her, no more. But she is factually incorrect and as
quoted by , in quotes, very wrend. So please 4o not toll her. If I do get there bvefore
the book is out, not 1ikely, I'll discuss 4t with her.

From fano's account you would mever imew, as you no¥ tell me, that Hofloman was
got 4n bed with Hoover antil he resigned or when ho resigned. One gets the impresszion from
Lene, and it is failly esplici$ in soae of his statements outside the book, that HBoover

t Holloman down to Hemphis and ocllomsn and Hoover are respongidle for the King killing.
hig is really what surned the blacks on. -

Tne handling of Holloman is vicious. The bandling of Bollomsn and Redittt together
is even more viclous. - A

1 have no reason %o question your representation of wm. As I've told you before 1
soretizes disagree with your opinions put 1 heve naver known you 40 tsll me sometbing is
atwtandlhamditunmufm. I have Mnown sowe very fine people who vere
FEI agents. Immtulnthnnn.Onthaotherhandlucﬁtiealotwhsteomhun
snd have not done. On an individual basia.

P-H was on notice, belicve ne. Especiglly about Lome end pis dishonesties. At the e

saze tize I'm sure they have sxperisnoed counsel. So I'm not saying that what iane does
{n the book in per 8¢ Yibel. I am, however, of the opinion that in the overall he libelled
Holloman. Anong others.
1¢ Holloman would keep to hWieself anything I would tell hm I°a be willing to let
Kdn know in advance of publication. Tids is & book that is going to gat a nejor play ¥y
the publisher. The advanee was in siz-figures, so you inow thay have a hell of a ot %o
get back. This means heavy ads and promos. I've seen 2 pumber of £ill-page trade ada, In
additica NBC i3 doing gomething. , :
~ i'd go farthur. I cangt go thers and I can't gond copies of the jroofse But if
By} 1oman ever,gets to Washington we ars auly an hour away and be can yead the whole -
thing. *t von ¢ take that long because be osn sicip all the Gyegory part.
vhat uekds dbis much vorss is that in the f1pst T5-60% of the book the only Aenpbis
offioial nases is iollosan. This is an old “ane trick, to focus the resder's mind.
this came, with the pudlicher effort in pariioular, % will $acinde the pedis nind.
Whather or not you diseuss this with hin I leave up to youe 1 have not even asked
. you bov to reach him. 1 knew Redditt was ymkodwithinawukof the cxime. *% is in
? rame~Up. I do not believe shat 4f he knew about it in advancé Hollomen did it so "ing



eould be killed, There oculd be no cenneotion between the twe. On the other hand, if

you 4 epeak to him, he should know that I thin all officials who had any oconnection vith . <

thm:ftormfmtfdhd.lo-tofmth.Anéthnt!amsungmtnom
the withhold records. 4nd am getting them.

‘T will be writing about this sgain. Soon. For my purposes I need nothing from
Hollomsn, I've got more than I can use now.

1 wiah the so~called Establishment down there oould come inte the modern world,
a8 I wish the 78I ocould. I could got them all over the agony, I'M suro without poli-
tical congequonces in Mamphis and with banefir to the FEI. I guess you've heard me say
this beforo. la my own way I'm going to txy o

' Gohen article: Bullsbite

Baizd’ not only irrelevant but not his first story. In his first there was not
oven 4 sugiestion of the FBI offerin. hin $500,000. I'n swre it 414 not happm. I
spoke to him about 11/75. 1 ¥as not impressed with his dependability and I was impres-
sedx with thc total irrelpvance, What apsearsk to have been the case ie that he %as
suspectedzof racial dynamiting and he was tested by the pollos, not the F8YI, with an
offer to off Klug. :

~ Whether Hegir is a nht of just evil is immaterial. I anme certain Hollowen had =

pcwuthmcﬂn. that it vas not Meaphis based and that tho FEI did not do 1%,

fiowover you bdelieve Seigentbaler thinks Ellingtom acl irmour were gu od In T do
not believe it. '

Ta Bobby Kennedy had boen friendly with the _ockers youbd never kuow it from the
flooker reoord,. - SRR i _

Wish I had tize for more. “est and thanks,

R

~

1



.mhf‘” S ‘fo:ét;

—
L/5/77

Harold,

I forgot to tell you: don't send your letters to my office, but

to my home: 810 washington, Apt. 408, Memphis, TN 38105...My pracéice

non-existent except

now is menessbphsesswdor a hand full of clients, and legal work farmed

out to me by other lawyers. I work at home excep: for a couple oﬁ-l-h‘:

times per week, I go to my old office to check for mail. That is why

I @ delayed in responding to your last two letteps--the second of which

is dated 3/26, 77 and which 1 did not get until today...4/5/77

Many things have happened since my last letter:
—_—

- |t‘p£a.gue's. firing followsiigg@® ing Gonzalez's almost incredibl
whining before the entire body of Congress and which certainly
cannot enhance his pﬂEsent poor rating among fellow congressman
S § 4 mstruck me as a cry b&kby approach.

)de Mohrenschildt's death and Olthmans story
:;)Washington Post's April 3 story pertaining to "Tales Told Twice

and a quotation from you concerning the sad af”air of the House

Cdmmittee's bungling...
" Golz's story in April 3, 1977, Dallas Morning MNews

concerning statements made by Charles Harbison, Texas Highway
Patrolman guarding Connally's room at Parkland Hospital, and
Miss Aubrey N. Eell, supervisor of Wil Par‘kland. Operating
Room. A
5 Dallas Morning News story, April 2, 1977, reporting that three
handwriting experts have-—ﬁs confirmed that the handwrlt,
in the note to H.L. Hunt was indeed that of Lee Harvey Oswald.
Naturally, I am aéking your res onses to all of these new

developments.

1 recall you and I had long conversations about Mohrenschildt.

‘ -
As I recall you rather liked him and saw nothing sinﬁfﬂtarin his brief
association with Oswald and ™arina.



Aléb, as 1 recall, you challenged the assumption that Mohrenschildt
was CIA connected. The question that arises in my mind: why did he
commit gl suicide? Especially when he le:rned a House assassination
committee investigator was waiting to see him? I can't buy his daughter's
explanation that he was terrified of Oltmans. wWhy should he be? As far
as having a record of ‘!!%g‘a mental patient, how valid is that eiplanation
for dismissing his possible involvement in a conspiracy?G‘E?'l!!!!ﬂ?'!!gh

talk about his so-called mental instability back in 1963-64? Possibly,

bm. Chere was no

he could have developed a guilt complex based on the fact he was involved
in the conspiracy? The fact he went to such inordinate lengths to ™~
depict Oswald as an unstable, deranged individual before the Warren
Commission suggests he was protesting too much. Parts of his testimony
indicated he liked Oswald because Oswald was "humble." let, there was
nothing specific he could give the Commission to conclusively prove that
Oswald did fire the shot into the window of General Walker back in March
1963. From reading Mohresnchildt's actual testimony, Oswald made a face
and remained.silent'when he asked him if he had fized the shot at Walker.
And what was Yeanne Mohrenschildt doing when she was snooping around the
Uswald's shack and found the rifle crammed into a closet? wWhy did the
Mohresnchildts take such Cﬁntrolxver‘\{%ﬁ etec, ete?
as to questions you raised in your 3/26/77 letter:
1. You wrote: "I have not mad@sseng® out of the threat against Him.."
The word "threat" threw me. I suppose y-u mean the statement that
the ABA was looking into Dipfs role ik as fay's defense counsel,
My answer: No, I did not save a carbon copy of my letter. I am not

sure I know what yvou are actually asking me to do. You have

i as irresponsible nonsense and that my
convinced me thap’thliégrsay twopaﬁ% %%ree .
source was repea.ing times removed.
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I think Jim is a fine person and a brilliant attorney. The second
fact is proved by his excellent a vellate brief. As I state in
my book, he raised all of the pertinent questions in that brief
and I was appalled that the high court ignored all of them.

Jim, however, does not escape criticism in my book. I poin out

Sy him,

that I thought it was a mistake fonshgilijgpmather than Fensterwald
to* conduct the oral arguments. It was a matter of judicial

politics. RNEaeRERinnccy cmenn@- cnstervald was highly

regarded by the late Justice Miller, and is, especially wim

respected by Justice Phillips. From-my regorts,.all three of

the judges acted in a hdistw seemed
to unnecessarily argue with the judge$ when they asked cuestions
seemingly designed to elicit responses favorable to Ray's cause.

It is a matter of common k%wledge that most aprellatejudges do
not read all of the briefs submitted to them. In 75 per cent of

the éases, they are briefed by clerks and then rely on the oral -
arguments before rendering their final decision. They refer to

the written" briefs to ansﬁeﬂ or resolve M any cuestions that
may remain in their minds ;atf;r hearing oral arguments. I was hoping
that because at least two of the justices expressed interest in the
Lay case back in 1973-74, they would have read Lesar's memorable
brief before hearing arguments. From reading Haynes' brief,

I am sure the justices did not make up their minds based on

Wreasoning. If they did, then Justice Miller and Justice Phil’ips

did 180 degree turns in their legal reasoning of 1973.

As(a fellow aztorti'y; I ‘save been »ut through the same ordeal that

Jim was, except at a much lower level of the judiciary. 1 recently

argued a case before_a Memphis judge. fe is rer:rded as one of
the mormwges on the bench, but his mind was closed

to every point I raised. My arguments were based on lons established



legal principles and casi}aw. This judge ' does not like me for
several reasoni, I would like to think that his dislike
of me alone would not have promptedlgp rule against me. 1 Zffilmwefecel that
he just did not like the result that would fallow if he followed my line'
of legal reasoning. It would have rut him in an uncomfortable political
position. Again, judicial politics, I believe, lay st the basis of his
decision. I lost the case. lt was a civil case and 1 represented thw owner
of a dog that was shot by two Memphis policemen, who were appar ntly drunk
or high on drugs. We could not prove either, but could only creste by

inference that conclusion based on the irrational acts they comritted on

the night in question. As witnesses on my sidé, we had the Memphis police
chief and four policemen who testified wiE the dead dog was an extrerely
gentle Uerman Shepherd dog. The police chief fired both policemen--a rare
prec@dent,, but they were reinstated by the civil service commission where
the city attornyeF;ran appointee by the Mayor who in turn is strongly
suprorted by the police unioé) made a feeble effort to present evidence
that the officers acted in gross violation of police regulations, gross
disregard of the civil rights of my clients(one a black actendént, the
other a white service station owner) etc. Also, note, that the chairman
of the commission was the appointee of the Mayor, etc,

This particular judge just didn't want the potice union to go
out and campaign against him the way the union did against my'friend,
and legal Judge Churchill, who was defeated by LCO votes
last year. He knew I was a friend of Chugehill, and that was reason enough
for'his personal dislike. His decision :gg;ﬁg{itic&!lv expedient one.

I believe the Sixth Circuit decision in the hay was 2 politically

expedient deeision. I believe that Judge McRae's decis on was a politically
expedient decision, and that imrense local pressurg was brought to
b#ar, although I can't cite one concrete clue to bacl%my opinio&’..

2. What was your impression of Baird?

3. Cohen article g,



I was not surprised to hear about the Hégin-boﬂen article which
they attempted to and almost sold to the lernes.ean. I believe Hagin
led Lohe:i. down the prlmrose vath on that one, 1 found out iid& he also
attempted t sell tiatlthesg to Zodiac press, but good sens;\ prevailed
there, and &m and asked me mhmmhsdmmwlx what 1 thought about
Hagin. I said fle had a detailed knowledge of Tennesse polltlcs, especial’ y
about what was happening in the legislature, ‘iykut no deep or pra>found
knowledge of the Ray case. John told me that Hagin claimed that kay had
confessed to his attorney--implying the attorney WQS'Liviqaston--and
said that Stoner anH'Jerry were involved. I checked vith Liviﬁgston and
Livingston said: 1)Ray never told him that. 2) Hagin had expressed
that view on several occasion, based on conversations he had with several
Mg state officials in Nashville. Hagin also believed that frank ’
Holloman, whom we both discussed in r last two letters, was a'J-
knowing member of the conspiracy. gm;é.d not kpow he had almost suc-edded
in selling it to the M. I-;xope it was the good sense of
Seigenthaler that stopred publication., For good reasons, veigenthaler
belicves that the late Puford Bllington(governor of Tennes e when King
was killed) and his public safety «® comnissioner, Claude armor(forrmerly

Public Dafery
" ' - Cormrmissioner of Memphis) may have been involved in

' would have be
a conspiracy to kill King. Their motives marily political rather
than racial, as both were conservative Pemocrats who hated Henry Loeb,
a politicalglindeperident, who was drawing conservatives out of the
Tennessee Democratlc Party. Armour had morg control over the kemphis

Nfolloman ,/’

police department 'n Nashville, than either r Loeb in Memrhis.
Memphis police and firemen supported Sheriff Morris against Loeb in the
1967 eledtion. It was hatred of Loeb by Memphis policemen and firemen

that prompted Loeb's decision to reconsider his decision to run for
re=elemiion for Mayor in 1971. lnstead, Loeb stepped down.,

wimed



NOTE: Buford bllington was a very clone friend of Lyndon .lot_mson
and served as head of the Small Business Administration
while waiting his turn to run for governor iii 1906. Johnson
flew to Nashville to visit Ellington after he was elected
and that is when Johnson made his stupid, cruel and
jtically inept speech "Nail the Coonskin to the wall..."

Armo S one of the last powerful vestiges of the Boss Crump machine.

Armour and Armour's father were products of that machine. Lllington
was a Crump candid:te when he first ran for Governor back in the 1950s.
’ﬁg}wd:always carried ™emphis until the gubernatorial electioh of 1966,
when blacks poured out and c:irried Shelby County for Jcochn Yay Hooker Jr.
Although b1lington could not succeed himself in 1970, King's assassination
would have broken up the powerful coalition jsjsimmmsme built up in Memphis
by Hooker, who had already announced he was going to run again in 1970..
This coalition involved labor-blue collar and ‘lacks. Riots, martial law
(which only the governor could declare) woula'splinter the coalition,
evoke the George Wallace racist tendercies of Hooker's blue collar sup-ort,
and alienate black political leaders from the mimmmix Democratic coalition.
Ellington's motive, of course, would be to allow his ally, former Gov.
Clement,to win the Democratic nomination in 1970. Clement and &llington
had played a game of political leapfrog in occupying the governor's chair
since 1952, as a governor in lennessee cannot succeed him§e1f, but can
come back four years after he has left office m.

As far your using the Fanion- #ithers incident, 1t is in the public
domain. I have used it in my book, and you are welcome to it.

I do believe that Holloman was genuinely shatzered by the assassina-
tion as it was a reflection on his ability to maintain lzw and order.

political organization

On the other hand, other members of the Loeb
not have had such pure motives. As far as Holloman being an ex-FEI man,
remember that he retired in 1964. This was shortly ‘*z?r the Project Zorro
haJ been launched. Hol oman, who had not been assigned to Hoover's office
for siveral years before % any direct knowledge of

the dirty tactics Hoover wés using against Dr. King.
o; many

when the King assassination occurred, he was in the vortex of s

conflicting currents, he mayv not have had sufficient information to make

a wise decision as to security for Ur. King.
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1 realize that motive alone is notAlh enough to prove consbiracy,
but until evidence of the details of the muwmye conspiracy is bared,
I believe all possibil ties ghould be explored,

Ellington was a hawk...as said at the top of Page 6, Johnson,
at the heigth of hissi;etnam War madness, flew to Nashville and made
his "Nail the Coonskin to the wall" Speech--evoking the bellicosity
of native Tennesseans, who remember the heroics of Davy Urockett,

Andrew Jackson, etc, and their cruel and indiscriminate campaigns

- against the Cherokee tribes, whom they almost decii%ted.

_In.late 1967, - Bobby' Kennedy--despite-his silence-—loomed o

in the paranoid mind of Lyndon Johnson as the man who was out to steal

the 1968 Democratic nomination from him. “obby “ehnedy was a friend

of John Jay Hooker and his family(John's older brother was a roommate

of Bobby's at Harvard). John Jay Mooker ran as a Kennednesque candidrte

in 1966 and had it not been for the crossover of some\%ublicans
into the Democratic primary, he would had trounced “llington. Eliington,
fearing Hooker's election, made a deal with the kepublicans and sold down
the river his old ally, Uov, Blement, who was a lame duck governor running
for the Vemocratic R et nomination for U.S. Senator. If the
“epublicans agreed TN N0t Lo run a candidute for governor

and allow the -epublicans to come into the vemocratic primary to vote

for him, he would nh-luuhiﬂu-nn-surreptitiously Support the GOF candidate

for U.~. Senator(howard Baker) in the general election. The Democratic

State Convention would occur@® after the LUemocratic primary. At the convention

“llirgron, as the Uemocratic nominee and certified as the nominee on the
general election ballot, would become the nominal head of the State
Democratic Party. %hen November came, Clement lost out to Baker and later

REW.. e xpressed the belief that his old friend Ellington had not done all
he could to‘help him. He was supposed to have summoned his old friend
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Fresident Johnson down to odmpaign for him, but Johgs;n di¢n:t come.
“llington tried to assure Ulement that because oé\iIE'gégg-iggt;;r
stance, Johnson's appearance in Tennessee at that time would have hurt
rather than helped <lement. But note, ®llington didn't think Fresident
Johnson was so unpopular the following year, when he invived the ?resident
to Nashvillewe/rmesseans—eterans onM
Veterans Day. That was when Johnson made the "Nail the coonskins to the
wall speech." Blacks, already opposed to the Vietnam War, extrerely
resented the expres51on "coonskins" as containing-racial connotations,
"Coons " of course, wElE is used by rednecks to describe blacks.

If you are looking for a local nucleus for the consplracy,
1 don't think you could start with bet €A candidetes than Armour or
Lllington. Armour had made noises ‘about returning to Memphis and
running for mayor in 1971, if his protege, Bill Morris, did not run.
Two things occurred. armour's wife, who had refused to move to Nashville
when Armour took Llllngton S avpointment, denounced him and Jugped on
Henry Loeb' .8 bandwagon for Mayor, That S prtty ewbarra551ng when a

wife of a politician comes out for her husband's political adversary.

Second, Bill Morris decided to run a second time for Mayor. Both Armour

and Morris had some strong support in the black community. After the
tumult and chaos following the King assassination had died down, either

Armour or Morris could Step in the political picture in 1971 and pick u

the political pieces, S 5 Kiemmww WY S0 their L) reasoningAhave

gone. And that is exactly the type of campaign Morris ran in 1971. ne
came in third,

Best regards,

Wer-

Wayne



