7/15/TL
Dear f’ou.

In veading the Oth instelment of the affidovits in the S=I of 7/9, I note thet
Porshing's 1/13/7L meeting with Soule in Room 876 wes "interrupted by a telophone collv,
The feds elected to leave his end of thoe conversation out of the affidavit, *hich can
e natural if it i irrelevant or can be for other reacons,

Bearing on these other reasons, I find myself wondu:d.ngi"‘l!:hey had a direct tap
through the switchboard, whether there were special phones in 876 and 276, which would seem
to be in o vertical line, facilitating wiring of direct taps, and whether this would
in any war involve parish or State laws or cven the federal law, IF . PHONT COIPANY DID IT,
If this ic the case, and if the management of the motel was involved, does it give you
a mesnn of doing or learning anything?

Returning to the intdérrpting phone callt I think it would be a mictake to asoume
it had %o be irpelevant. Perbhing did not have an adk in the papers saying what rooms he
was using for the tronsaction of federal business. Therefore, I have a hunch tlic cell might
have becn one of instrhotions on which the government has walved any righto it mdght claim
to withhold, and this, in tuwrn, might bear very much on entrapment or froming, It secns
iretty clear that there were permanent taps on the rooums PG uged. Therefore, thoy rccorfied
this eall unlecs the eall wa: from a control point Spom which the tap could be tumod off.
T thinl thot in the end they will have to give you all the tapes of all the taps, and I
think they will be seriously compromised if they cannot produce 2ll, which will be proof
of sither destruction or alteration. There is precedent in even egphonage cases of
@isdgsal for refuaal to produce iptercepted phone conversations (Coplon case), and aside
from all othor considerations lavyers will wnderstand as I do not, I rumind you of the
Joncles decision and the subsequent lawe They caniot withhold part, if only because you are
entitled to it for inmpeachment,

There seoms to be indication of gomeono on the inside bosides Soulc and Frey. laybe
you have detectod this. That part was edited in the original affidavits, This part
(sccond colum of story, £irst full paragraph) was paraphraseds. 1t is pretty conspicuous
to me. If true, it means comcone not yet exposed, in turn meaning protection, 1f true,
or the next one to ourface, ‘

I hove aleo junt received what to you are old clippings. Jhe first instalment of the
affidavits, especially the paregraph (s), sugiests to me that im was an afterthought.

I have always wondered about a captian worldng as a private under a scrgeant and thus
alwnys stayed away from Doule, However, now lesiming that he hoaded the vico squad before
this big letdown that few people would take, his reason uow being eleer, 1 find myself wonder-
ing yhp ascigned him to Jim, This could be important in any intunded frame or enirapment,
for the mere fect of his asaipgnment to “':i.m could be used to rub pecming puilt off on Jim,
Did not any of you wonder ebout a captain so assigned? Eppecially when he had jugt made
captain?

There is obvious inconsistency botweun the etatumonts that Gervals siarted cooperating
with DJ in 6/69 and that the investigation was " a year léng" one as of 6/30/7L.

Also ith the claim that while Pershing had long beon wired for sound and hal plad Jinm
off over so long a pordod, they have recordings for 3/7/ and 6/T1 only, and that is not
evary two months in tisclf.

"Biribery I'robe Just Starting", S-I, '?/1, says & strange thing, that although larks
gace PG $2,000, all for peyof 's, anl that $1,000 of this went to Soulc and Froy, only the
$1,000 intended for delivory to JG was changed for amrled billse If they necded narked bills
from Jim, why not th: others? Seems proof they were out for Jim,
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Supe Ticlal y, I'd say they hal a case long before 6/30 on the others, and that they
delayed it only in the effort o wing Jim in,

If accurate and truthful, the 7/1 S=I story on Alford might indicate he io aot to be
an infomumnt. Lhers cen be evasion in the ¢uote that he had not "spoken to federal
agents", but can he have gpoleen to other than ajents, i.c., lawyers? If he prosented
the cases to the grand jury and was ncver asiced to "ly off vinball or other caces", how was
Jim earning his allog d 8387 He may turn up as a defense witness?

These elipuings I have just rec-ived include one from the LATimes by Nicholac Chriss,
datelined New Orleans and containing what other ptories do note low wiless he iz based in
N.0. or just happened to be there, this might be indication of advanco lmowlcdge, Or, the
govermment spraking and producing to the press in advence of the charging, It would scon
to be close to iupossiblo for lim to havo boen in LeAs at the time the story broke, and
I have the dated AP mﬂm. then to have @tm to NQO-. read the affid&ﬁtﬁp 01&'0.. and
huve filed in time for printing in the isoue of 7/l.

By the way, for when you have time, who dovngraded th: vice-squad cormand in the
table of orgsiixation from cupldan to sergeant= and why?

mmm’
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