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SUBJECTt  PARKER Case
RE: Meoting of 2 July 1954, and proposed qusetions submitted

by 250 on 6 July S

1. ¥e have reed the questisno which yeu prepese to ask PARKER and
we have the fellewing cemments.

2. Based upon our discussien of 2 July SL, it was eur uxhrs
that you intended to cite osrtsin questiens raised by ths Polygraph test
of 120ct 52 as the basis fer your interrogatisn, but that the subjeot

“of Polygraph was net othervise to be mentiened. Altheugh we certsinly
- agree (sud se stated en 2 July) that the previocus test must inevitably

be mentionsd and discusesed during yeur interregation of PARKER, we would
1like te peint out ths follewing. The total sum ef the questions which

wmsprvag JOU intend asking PARKER in your PART:I add up teo an attempt to re-run

the Polygrsph test wit: out hook.ing PARKER up to the machins, We must state
for the recerd that we believe this precedure will prejudice the sutosme

of your interrsgation, since PARKER will already have been infermed by

Dr. SCHREIDER that he is under suspicion, and m&y, therefers, be expected
te answer questiens sbeut the test in what he censiders te be his e
intereats. We further feel such a procedure is unfair to PARKER, whe -
should be offered the opportunity te clear himself threugh use of the same
device which eriginally brought him under suspicion. As stated by 801 in
our last meeting, we de not censider the question eof the legality of the

use of the Pelygraph relevant te this case.

3, A large number of questions which yeu ask in PART I attempt te
elioit PARKER's epinion cencerning the cliroupstances surreunding the eriginal
test. Even if it could be assumed that PARKER's recellsctiens after twe
yura’fﬁaly to be either accurats or unprejudiced, we must peint cut
that tgere 1o ne qualified Polygraph expert available whs weuld undartake
te give an spinion cencerning validity of s test en the basis of tho twe
yoar old recelleotions of t:e interested party in such a case. 41l ap-
prepriate notatisns and censideratiens eof poseible extranesue influence
were carefully and objectively noted by the examiner according te accepted -
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practices at the time of the test. We thersfere question the sdvisability

of including questiens which by context md direct implicatien attack the
validity of the sriginal test upen technical greunds and invite PARKER

te make the sum tetal of his snswera tend to discredit a test already
evaluatad by soveral experts as probably reliable. Assuming that, centrary

.te your stated expectatiens, discuesien of the test may later sppear

adviesble, we naverthaless cbject te discussisn of the test itmself prier
te cespletisn of interrogatien based upen yewr PART II. Plssse ceordinate
this peint with us befere the bozinnﬂ.ne of actual interregatien.

k. We ocenscur in the questisns 'hhh yvu have i.ncludod in yeur
PART II. Thay are thereugh and te the peint, Such questisris as ecour
te us which might be added will undeubtedly arise:diring the cetree ef
an intensive upl.tncuum of douila

Se We 28sume uutyw any want te add oortain qQuastieuns based upen
the written ‘calendar ‘of saspioieus Atens which we'are ferward this date,
if se, may we ask that you let us see thuo questiens befsre y Tn them?

|

6. l’lm mfm us of the time and fmce ef interrogatien.t Cenfirming
mmbdmtorzmﬂt,nmlbcghduwvvmrhymuth .
Tecsrding machinery .for the interregatien, and in any. event will expect -
te réceive a eowlate tranecript “as sosn as pessibls aftar the miuu

mt-rngnum
T+ Kindly inferm us of any other facilities or urvicee we can

‘previde ywu in cormeotien with this case,
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