il

‘ire Clirence °f, Kelly : Decenber 15tk 1575
Pirector, F.i.I.

re: Rey (def.) v, Tenn., er. fadictment no.15545,
Scelby county, Tcnnessea. (1953)

Dc~r Sir:

In reference to trc rbove titled suit, I (the defenc-nt) Prve bc:en with
tie asslstzace of counsel -ursuine this matter through the courts (rether than

the _ress % comnittees) for tke past six (6) Years zttenpting to have the :lea
voicded rnd tieresfter recelve = jury trial.

osever, as of late scverzl press relesces have been received here with
substenti-l uis . iviness, one with referercc to Jour oflice cited telow:

In the Decetber 11th 1375 editisn of the Tosghvilie Jenncssecn NEWSIoDEr
it w-o resorted taat in 1e6c-once to 2 gquestica from United Stztes Senctor
Lerry clduster, bvefore - Sencte con-ittes con 12/10/73, you irplied thzt..,."de-
~ending on toe Jastice Dessrtwent decision shether to rzoren the zbove muit,
certzin cvidence,cz., F=I tomes & nther niterial certzdadinz to the Ir, Yertin
Luther ¥inz jr. invest~z-tion, would de dastroyed™, or words to thst effect.

Hecrwse of the sforerentioned implied zction by your ofiice, cnd since
unlikre taz former Dirsetor the defzad==mt h-3 not =s yot Lezn »1l-nted zné thus
€ra -nd 5tiil does Intend to defend kizself before the courts, I would ressect-
fully rezucst (or whnt ever rar-se i- lez=211y necessary) thzt no eviderce or
sotecatisl cvidence be destroyed by the FRY or it's arent Justice Tepartr-ent
until thc courts, rather th-a the J.Dsy, have ncde o fin-l determination on the
nerits of thc :d2be-s Corzus aprenl nox penddny; before.the Tzited Stotes Sixth
circuit court 9f =3-e~ls, See, Fay v. Fose, czse no. 73-1543,

-urtier, tueir should be 2 finsl determin~tion in t=o er. cope-1 tefore
the windu: of 13763 2o0wcver, thereafter, soscrently under Yenressee cece l-ow

¢ cefeadrat can, -fter the emu. ct. donies certiorart 1f it <oes herein, file
civil -~ction 5 o collztersl to tue er. setion bat zny legzl action with re-

iersace to crizinzl or eivil czn be coaeluded within a relativsly skort zeriod

in tac evid.atdl-ry -szose of the rroceedings cnd thas thc kerein legs-1 reguest

20t the Goveraceat ast destroy any evi<ence in the =atter does not coreer to
oe inconziderate or inzn;rozriate,




~zZe defezdnt 16 =leo not coavinced, contrary to rress speculstion,
th-t thac =-teri-l 1 cueztion is in sua £nlrelous in nature #5 1t 1s incon-
Sslve-blc ti: [arezu would coaduct a crotracted investzgation looidn: exclus—
ivzly for indecorous aatter-=- »nd tie defendant would expect no evidence be
cestroyed relicin: on such on exzl-aztion.

In 5 rel:t:d a-tter, curin; the Jatergate hezringe % trizls tkeir xas
ceasiderzlle vexstion in the comzunieations industry and thelr nolitical O~
tectwecns becsuse of sieculntion in the sane industry that the Shite puse taoas
»nd otzer otentlrl evidence might be destroyed or altered thus sa "obstructior
of Justicew,

I don't excect the sate veoxation in taz instant patter but I believe the courts
~1& sabtzejuently rule s-id “hi$s House tazes were legitinate evidence -~ad under
the sace rotioasle the noterlsl your office Bas icplied 1t would destroy would
n:cexr 10 b Tldtid-ste evidence™.

Fartaer, Titlc 23 scction 534 of the J.5. code might yreclude the destroying

of cvidence; :dso, So: stteched clipszing vherein the T.S. court of z>zeals for
tre 1astrict of Colubbia rulec that "full sznctions” would in the fature be in-

voxed il tie surean cestroyed evidence whieh could rrovide inforrzticn or leads
ior er. ceferndonts.

In s¥.7 oy, I belizve the cefeadznt, concurrerntly with the courts, has
a sabsteatlcl legel stzanding in this matter having been seuteanced to an e-tended
srison ters in 1367 under the indictzent -nd until Just recently confined under
srinitiv: (soiitory confincuent) conditions =nd for tie Government's agents to
e burnin  soteaticd evido.ce on the evs of 2 possible susrene econrt raling,

or rotifyin: 2 lower cours rulinzs, reversing the defendant's conviction becanse
of Froud wuuld sirerr to be Actionzhle,

Cencludin;, nnybe itts cnston that so=e tyse restrainin- order te filed
vith trc courts to cnforcd the aforcmentioned request bot there the petitioneﬁt

as cefenceont is, inldizent tie courts cusionzrily nut a liberal interpret-tion
ca z-tierz of tie instont guality,

( 2 cooy of thne iorezein; letter will Ue zosted to the A.G. for Shelty coanty,
€n1es5cec, & Tenzecssee aprreatly stiil hes jorisdiction in the Indictrent
cad intercect in the subject =-tter,

Sincerely: defendzat, Jazes e. Say 65477

€e: B-rry &eldunter, Y.35. Scn=tor Station-aA
et uza Stoaton jr., Isg.e A.Ge Saelby ct.Tn. S5t-te rrison
ezt deofend-nt's counsel “aeaville,Tn,.37203,
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