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I think the distinetion is what can be done by an agent rather than by an unconnected,
ianoffimial individwal., I am familiar with the decision. +% was followed by the Sarrison
indictment, you may remember, because it also obviated the need of g live witness, Ycrvais.
It always had beer legsl for sn individual to tap his own phone, but ECC demanded a Deep,
Mogt radio stations no longer use s beeper, Not thos: I hear, anyways L do not know what
eliminates the need for 2 bepper but I do know that the postal inspectors fold me that uy
recording of my oun phone conversations was both legal and admissable as evidence. There
appears to be a distincetion for ind¥viduals in using the peoples' air. The private use of
broadessting Jevipes in buzging seems to be illegal. ‘

I wonder if considerations of legality would enter the Glordious Hind. I think not.

While I do not elaim certainty, L an incliined to fevor correlation with perceived
need or merely the whiw of & troubled mind obsessed with ihe urgency of feeling iuportant
and persuading others of that iwportance.

If ST(W) has any other sharp-eyed correlations, they could be most helpful, All we
can do is suppose there is a reason for the intwwduction of the spy system. Once we suppose
that there was, it is imporiant to try to figure out what it was.

Your previous memo shows the odd coincidence of GL repeating the same time for the begin-
ning and twice being corrected. Something unwelcoume seems 0 have been on The Glorious 4nd.

Unfortunately, it, he snd his can't be adiressed on the basis of logic.
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