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Novemuer 17 . 1965 

Fr o; Of fi c o? of t he Genet'sl Counsel 

Durin ;. a t:eleph.on,,", conversation yesterday T.o1i th counse l fa!' 
defendants in the abmie ac.ti on . c.o'..u:sel stat.ed that his cl i ents 
'~et:e quite concc l:neJ OlTei: the numerou() speeche-s being made by 
Conuni s r;l.ou o f fici-alG c ODcern"iUI3 rJd..s ac.t:!.ol1 o Spe (:Lf cally , he po inte.d 
to the d an,se:r in ouch spec.chl'!s of ;refec:ri.ns t o fs.cts not a lleged 
in the cOl!lp );dr!t ,lOcI of ut:ating facts in suc h a manner as to lead 
the 1 steneI' to be l 0.ve. that the fact s sr.c true ~Jhen they ;l !'e ac t L11111 V 
n iss ue lind to be tlet (~ rm! -'('d by t.he COUl: t u We nss u:retl counsel 

·-h · t the COEl!n1. soion i s eql.la.!. l <.: onl~e ·cned 'I i t s llch Gange S &10 has 
<1 J. a I> f? o",'~J a 1'0 l ley in olJch cases o f wak ing it Cjui te clear 

hat f!lc r.s being d 1"cI!"sed a rc mezely a lleged in a c 0Ulplaint and 
hr.r.re not : :=t been de t ·.l:I111ncc)uy the c.oue!'. o l~e {mot her assu.ced c ounse l 
tha.t thie p01:l. y h ud been f ol1 (YyJcd i n all a ecche9 on t.he Te )f a S Gu f 
case of Hhich l·:e ... Je r e a~la e . anki..ng him Nn[! :; her Ie had be ard o f 
a.ny act 'iil e)".a'npl~ \~1Iec . t e polic y h~d ,to t been f ollowed . He sa _d 
r hllt hl~ , .0:.;1d , ~o i: poi.lIt 1"0 illlY s pec ifi.: . .l" 1 '~t Ill1C (l . but ho 'co t hat 
t.he po l i cy \<lU I Id he: ,co.! J owed i n <J 1ml 0 ': hi s c11(:1' l:' 8 concern . 
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