Dear Jim, 9/21/14

After you laft the studio I wemt fo the control room with Dave amd watched a
iittle of the daping of tomorrow's Agromnaky & Co, show, then wemt to the lobby to await
departures as lomg as I gould. Dave said Rowan and & TV and a radio comuentary to tape,
When 1 could welt no longer I asked Usve to deliver the simpls message you hsard me put
to him earlier, Bxpeet nothing, though.

We had to do groeery shossiamg for Lil for uy absence., Aftsr we ate 1 did go over
all vou gave ue Soday exceyt cme Chile olip. I'= tiped and will go to bed after I fimish

tilse
CIA

The gonelusion of Binger's 9/20/T4 story Seamtors Asking Tighter Reim quotes mo
source for saying Harrington leasked the Chile Wusiness. 1 esught Herrington on TV and
hgve the distinet impression he asnid ¥ it was arranged o make il appear that he had
leaked byt he is not alome 3n having had u copy and that he has reason to believe that
what was lsaked vas not from his offies, I find Binfler's way of putting this not the
usual way and I know of no sarlier alliegatiom that Harrington had dons the Jesking,

On what you labell:ed Ray v Foreman, Hooker ippesl Brief, I have marked as of
pstmt...al useiulnsse nore than what I remsomber your having seationed, two grafs of
HeRae's opimion, I take it the first part is his, this. 1 skimeed what 1 tovk to be the

ocker hooking, but is can be helpful. My copy iv mmrked and will be filed anu there
sill%ansttmhodlwafﬂwmmﬁmmIthinkthcfnrﬁmtht.mofﬁaua
sttitude is good, that he is in & box bucause in essemce he ruled otherwise on what the
6th eireuwit hit so haxd, but that he had the guidslimes for what they later did im his
decision., The fauly was 8ot his. 41 was Stomer's, It boils down mot to there was ot
caze but that aore was =ade. It is counched in langusge that fells me he thinks the
whole duesl was g lousy ac 6th cireult rulsd but he had mothdng belore iz to go one
(Jimay is going %o face a confliet here sad I thisk he'd better be prepaved for it.
lgRae found him not %o be a erwdible or depemdadle witmsss. L have had similar experisnces,
I think the fauld is not Jimy's and is Stoger’'s, and he had better do somex thinking
about whether Stoner of Jimsy weans wors to Jim.y if this, sosshow, comes up. +t will
be in Hoflge's wind,

Ifve vead thd several papers filed inm MeCord v Pord, signed by Bud. ily belief
is that Bill d4id ¢ o work, And that ae far as it goes it inm quite good. It Is like wer
and gemerals, law and justice are mueh too importamt to be left to lawyers and judges.

I gave you an Lukidmg of what + bave in siud thal eowld be dome, «ith selord
the litigant of least iaterest save to th: extent 1t cam kee» him from going beck to
jaile This sould bs a field duy for those holiest of the holy (ssk iIK!) the lader
people but I'w not about to do ‘;}’mir vork or thinking free, sither., Not whem svem a
stroke of Thor's lighteaing can't get a vopy of a deposition and with the rotiem selfish
thing they've just dome on FOI, There is no way of forecasting what ¥ill hap:-ea. With
all the Lear and corruption the odds are poorers But ou vwhat can happen on this crass
and stupid deal, I can say. But I simply won't,

What the “smocrats could do I'1l not memtion whem Wallace is the isuder in the
Pgllso

There are too many other things for wme to do.

But they sure are misasing such. Bspecislly if I ax correct iu believing there is
a eostinustion of an aavlier torticus aset that alec is comsuiratorisl {legally, not

figuratively).

I think you should coseider caplling the coroasr as a heariang witness, with po
advence vayaing. lot even to ld or Bobe Spring 4t in hemphis, with & duces tecum
subpesa for all his files smdirecords amd, of course, the quemtior, did roremsm question
him or ask o go over his records? We might blow the case on that slone without dis—
eloaing what we have besides it. You could have a 1ittle fum with his endorsement end

some quotes from ‘ramk and u few questions about whether he was interviewed and Framk quoﬁs
or him, Best, W



