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t the Nat i onair.Spadcasting Company  

/,;..wish to make a torMaL complaint against the National Broadcasting CoMpany for its activities interfering with the prosecution of an open case now pending and soon to be tr'ed in the Criminal District Court of Orleans Parish State of Louisiana. The case with which this agency erfcring is entitled State of Louisiana versus Clay .  w, the defendant therein being.carged with participa-conspiracy to assassinaJohn F. Kennedy. 

ct.•onS-'of the National Broadcasting Company, through. s employees and mionts, have been so aggressive in attacking.theState oL. Louisiana's case prior to trial as to have q4ne far beyond the pretense of merely gather- 
To the cmitcary, thc. function of this agency has been used as a guise and a cover for conduct. plainly intended to affect the course and outcome of the trial. The actions of this network have been so predictably injurious to the cause of the prosecu-tion as to leave no alternative to the conclusion that the sabotage and destruction of the case of the State of Louisiana against the defendant has been the calculated objective of the agents and employees of this network. 

The purpose of this letter is to present to the Commission a summary of these activities so as to call to your attention the curious intervention on the part of this networX:with.  regard. to a pending law case in which it is not a prtp0 
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04ng:eCempany, under the active 
idan, has attempted to buy 

might be usqdby the prose-
the case. In,oilt instance, 

tion obtained by this office, 
,'!was paid by the National Broad-
4pOtential witness for a copy 

ained by the prosecution. 

• ezeetr.,. - atoredescribed unethical apd 

•• 	
. 

!Xy tne NationeI .kioa(leastng:‘ 

'itF.S..agente and employees have worked in con-
e;eer_ witei representatives of the defendant. The 

elat.Iorl:Lef thc National Broadcasting Company and 

- 	 hone sufficiently close that in recent 
the defendant's legal staff has been ee 

jethet when the National Broadcasting 

.-inis!eed with its presentation over 

•;.atIgri'altelOvision, the prosecution's case will be 
CU. 

'4W110400***~,:, ort to discredit the.  prosecution's case 
• -, defense. This is the first time, to 

national television network has actively 

pening law case .prior to trial. 

,Sho4:11d be noted that in the course of its efforts to 

bbstruct justice, the National Broadcasting Company has 

been activelv aici by its New Orleans associate, WDSU-TV. 

The (,i•' 	 :171Y 7 -TV 	 harraset'iert of poten- 

tial prosecution witnesses hy at least one member of its 

staff, biased'presentation of the issues involved in pre-

senting its_"news" programs and "editorials", plainly' 

intend/Lc'. to discredit the prosecution in this case, and 

the disPersai-of funds to attorneys and other individuals 

e• participating in the effort to damage the State's case 

prior to trial. It should be added that the last-described 

endeavor has been accomplished not by members of the station 

itself, but byleeel attorney closely connected with the 

station who has previously been known to disperse funds in 

the New OLlc!ls arra in behalf of the Central Intelligence 

Agency. 

The deleterious effect of such undue pressures on the 

prosecution' S witnesses predictably has been quite notable. 


