
By. 12, Preddrick, Md. 21701 

Mr. Jim Me inley 
7309 NW Maple Lane, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64151 
Dear Jim, 

In answering your recent letter I did not address an apprehension because it 
really was up to Jim Leeer. I  gave him copies of your letter and mine. We were 
together yesterday and this I write. 

While there is nothing wrong with Oa being paid for the time he gave Playboy 
060 your story, he is efekid that with us it will be slisintergreted and perhaps 
misused. It is not that he doesn't need the money. Ho has no real income and loam 
given up practically all other practise or the prospect of it. But I agree with 
him and I believe I discussed this with you long ago. What is normal for all others 
becomes very weSng for us. 

However, many other unpaid services have been rendered and there is no reason 
of which I can think that the payment can't be for the tine and services not on the 
Ray story. 

I, for example, would like to be able to pay him for some of the 20IA work 
he has done for me, but I can't. 	needs the payment for the work he's done. 

But there might be some trouble for him if others could misuse and misinter-
pret payment for what is not impeoper. 

'The solutiun,it seems to me, is to pay for what has no connection with Ray. 
I can think of some of these things if they do not occur to you. 

I don't take time now because I've been away, lied little sleep, have to clean 
up an accumulation so I can return to work on Post Morten. 

Best regards, 


