!whmofmtmwmummmgﬁmmmmmw.

In this I think you are noye poroeptive than I remember. I dou’t have time 40
respond 4o all, 80 I°22 sftef a hrief word fyem the sponsor, fyom the ¢opr .

For some resson consistent only «ith the needless weste of more federal sonay
the pont offics, which found enly part of the wrapper of the firet shipment of Books oy

to you, isnsists on some kind of papsr to you. We have received the anclosed fyom them;
Mmllumumtoﬁtmdumfmw,w.-wmmam“.m oo
we'll

can see all you needs, If you'll take the time, aarbon to uss,please,
got the $17.00 back, They socuse youiion~gacoperation. Tsic, B SRR i

Betearal, not Beks what nekes you say ttat whatifren the paffery 1s & | ;
Balginore sen ia fyom Hew Orleans. The dook 1s i | Sakery. I noofied 1o move Yign i
tno chaplers, Dem't ¥e entioed. I don't have time for evap but I'm ourious Af yeu'oss ]

Slob 414 50t actually say “ay 1s gelity, Instead he rushed 1t Jwing with wiw
is probably » safe substitute for a lawyer, a plea for Jim to tell all and XPo
Muwmrwm%bmmwmmhwmm‘m_

Playboy ripped me off vifaly, as I promuse you notlood, They promised in advasics
of puilioation %o remove that $°%ich X objested. (X hink $¢ included some wbout youk.
I had earlier agresd o e thetr consultent. I have full yeeseds if it oan help
I'n sure without ohecking 4% oans) Thay 444 thds to elizinabe the possibility of eus i
ummnm,uthmwm:,m?wmw.-mmmm'
the deletions. I want 4o sws, I've twmed this over to Jim, ‘ ekt

I had dealings with that Mased, kittor yesearcherw, $co. And, ‘slas,
“fron vhon I 414 not expect this,

Y

MMIMtM&tﬁm.

They descrve, "
What othier aspeot of givil litigation do the Ryan's enviaion when it is not.
against those for whom Richard filed for Ray? Do you think Bud? Craay if s, for all
Ry many dissgreements with Dud, In the Bengy in practie ‘
W;fmmmumu.mmmmmwMamu.
I fear, is begiuning to assume Vallgsoite intent,

Vhat I asicsd about Pacifio Sews and Ray 18 becmuss of what Ray i
If you can provide carhona and no explanations of what he says has been “worked out”™ that
o He originally &aputed much of that story and says he never sadd 1%, It
4 be better if I know what is poseidle, .

I can go farthar than you and say Ray has always besn ks cwn worst enemy. On
his involvement I have s:id and still belisve that he did not kill King, Pertod, Fo more.
There is no doubt he was framed, toos Remsmber my title? Op the rest I'm not positive.

éeue in Computers, If I osh belp, let
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" I'n invited to the Schwelker pwess conference of tomorrow. I haven't decided
Wtommumdptemmmtmntunﬁﬁnm“p.
If!hww!mptatup! ml'mmuuhmawmmqmnmmdm.,

_ mmmm:«nmmﬁu.

!mmnhd-uthnml'wlonghem.

1 don_t kuow BYthey 11 say. Frou the tnvitation aﬂervmpvﬁ.thﬂem
homteux&hu s a8 L hope 1% 4s. But I'm not interested in more conjectures,
theories or anything less than solid, definitive faot. If they prove the exscutive
sgencies held ouy they mersl mthuommmwfsotmumtputuththe

 #fflojal imprint, 1 don't ‘this alone v‘..u clean aw”hing upw

Wish I had tins for méee
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WAYNE CHASTAIN
ATTORNEY AT LAW
SUITE 512
EXCHANGE BUILDING
9 NORTH SECOND STREET TELEPHONE
MEMPHIS, TENN. 38103 826-8401

June 19, 1976

Dear Harold,

Good to hear from you. I aprlogize for your wait at the courthouse
for my call, but I was at another law-er's office most of that Friday,
and did not receive your message until I contacted my answering service
the following Monday.

Your allusion to "sinister forces" of General Haig eluded me--that
is, if it referred to our favorite subject matter.

Two recent books have made fascinating reading. One is self-admitted
fiction, The Star-Spangled Contract, a novel by the big green jolly giant
of New érIEEns. The second book is from a New Orleanean author, entitled
Betrayed. I am very anxious to get your opinion of the latter, as it

ght be fiction too. However, I perceive a linkage between the author
and one of Garrison's favorite game, Gordon Novel. You might get this
impression when you read the list of characters in the bahE; some of
which are identified by real names, and others by code names.

I am keeping an open mind, but it may turn out to be another
fictional non-novel, such as MacDonald's book. Betrayed does give
a believable rationale as to what happened, and to explain the split
forces of the company, etc. On the other hand, it contained some
irrational fantasies, some of which might have been encouraged by
Uarrison or some of his die-hard defenders of the Shaw trial. For
instance, the author states the alleged conversation between “haw,
the Leon Oswald character, and Ferrie was staged at the party so
that the kid from Baton Kouge would hear it, and so his subconscious
would pick it up so it could later be elicited by hypnosis.

An absurd thesis to begin with, but to imagine that Ferrie, Shaw
and Leon would even contemplate creating evidence of conspiracy that
could later be uncovered staggers the most naive imagination.

I do not want to get in the Livingston controversy. As two attorneys
living in a small place like Memphis, Bob and I have to maintain a
modus vivendi. Personally, I like Bob. I think he is naive about politics,
and I share your evaluation of his perception of the more subtle issues
of the Ray case.

However, I do not recall any public statement he made, stating Ray
was guilty. I know in private, he, Fenstewald and I have all expressed
doubts in our darker moments, but for public posture, we have all
said publicly we feel Ray was framed. I still do feel Ray was framed,
and so expressed this view to a researcher from Playboy, Inc. She and
the author so distorted what I told her, that I may have to go to court
as I have threatened legal action if Playbogt does not retract the
statement by McKinpey that "I spread" accounts of the purported advanced
SCLC security guard/ McKinnley never talked to me, and the researcher
never Dbrought the subject up. I have never "spread" that account, but
merely quoted one time that a source is willing to contend so. That
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was ammm four years ago. It was published one time in a magazine wnhich
hardly had any mass circulation. Since then, I have refused to comment

on the incident, especially after I received several inquiries earlier

this year.

As far as the Naghville civil counsel, no one seems to know.
I have not talked to Kichard Ryan for some time, but I did speak
to his son, who graduated from law school with me. His son said his
Dad does not know who the Nashville counsel is, and that his dad is
not engaged in that aspect of the civil litigation--that is, the
the suit againstuEls [ime, elMERs, for reviews of MacMillian's
book.

As far as the Pacific News story, I would rather not get into
it. For the paltry amount gdIreceived for writing for Pacific News, I
assure you I would not have compromised my intqgrity and reputation for -4
credibility by fabricating quotes fé® Ray. Nine y per cent of what was
in the story was gleaned from the first interview with Ray. The remainder

was from the third interview with Ray in June 1975, .
As far as any settlement Ray claims heé acific News,
don't believe it. Pacific News has wanted me to write subsequent stories,

Peter Morse, who is a free-lance writer, and a non-lawyer. I told Pacific
News I would be glad to help them with background information, and

I irecently assisted both Facific News and Morse, who informs me, he
talked to you by nhone recently. Pete Morse, incidently, is“gpseudonymn,
as he is well-known in Memphis journalist circles, and the editor of

a trade publication which flourishes Qﬁ‘iﬁﬁ advertising from outstanding
businessmen.

Pacific News editors were confused at Ray's letter (he sent them a
carbon copy of a letter he wrote me, objecting to the story) as he seemed
to challenge minor facts in the story such as the exact language of
certain quotes, but never challenging or contradicting the substance of
the story--namely, that Rdy had once told me that either someone in King's
camp or someone in the Justice Department was involved in the conpsiracy
to kill King, because of his traveling orders received on March 28, and i
because of the explicit instructios, to leave for Memphis from o
Birmingham on that date, drive not more than three or four hours a day,
and not to get to Menmphis until the 4th of April,

. As far as I am concerned, I am closing my file on the case.
Any writing project on the subject is on my back burner, sl but I do
someday, intend to write a book on the subject. I trust time will give
me a less hazy perspective, and perhaps a solution.

I admire your perception, tenagcity, guts and prodigious energy
you have displayed, in regard to the Ke nedy as well as the King case,
However, history seems to be working at cross -purposes with both you
and I, As far ay, 1 i feel he is as much a
victim @of hisppad judgment, as well as the forces of conspiracy and
injustice. I do not believe he is the trigger man, however, I reserve
the possibility that he might have been a part of the conspiracy. This
theory, however, is less plausible than the one which I have always
maintained publicly and the one I really do beli eve--namely, he was a
fall guy, whom the conspirators knew lacked the credibility needed
to effectively tell his story in court. Ray played i# their hands, by
his inconsistent statements after he was arrested.
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On anoth:r matter, I am getting vibiations from other sources
that something big i¥ developing in Washington on the Kennedy case
involving the Cuban connection, despite the puerile statements made
by Senator Hart of Colorado. (It insults the informed mind to expound
the Castro thesis--that is, Castro killed Kennedy out of revenge.
Such a theary is predicated on contradictory presumptions: namely,
that Castro had no effective intelligence apparatus msmmsRMEF inside
the U.S. to gather data on who @ his friends were and who his enemies
were, but yet had an effective dirty tricks underground in the U.S.
which could recruit, train and program Lee Harvey Oswald into killing
Kennedy. One would have to assume Castro was a mad man to have been driven
by such blind rage to have ordered “ennedy's assassigltion out of
revenge when he knew Lyndon Johnson would become the next president of
the U.,S. I am sure Castro had access to what happened in the Kennedy

councils in those grim days of October, 1962, when the Cuban
missile crisis oms Lyndon Johknson, along with the joint chiefs
of staff(and i paradoxically, Sen. fullbright) who wanted

to invade Cuba, after a series of premptory, mmmmis surgical air strikes,)

Le me know what is happening. Hope to hear from you soon,

Wayne Chastain




