


Supreme Qourt of the Vnited States
Washington, B. €. 20643

. CHAMBERS OF
THE CHIEF JUSTICE January 7, 1971
i ’

Re: No. 44 - Procunier v. Atchley

Dear Potter:
Please join me in the above.

Regards,

Mr. Justice Stewart

cc: The Conference
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January 5, 1971

Dear Potter:

In No. 44 - Procunier v, Atchley,

nlease join me in your opinilon.

W. 0. D.

¥r. Justice Stewart
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AN

Japuary T, 1971
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I am glad to join your opinion in this case.

Re: No. 44 - Procunier v. Atchley

Dear Potter:
Mr. Justice




Supreme Qourt of te Hnited States
Hashington, B. ¢. 20513

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE WM. J. BRENNAN, JR.

January 6, 1971

RE: No. 44 - Procunier v. Atchley

Dear Potter:
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Please join me in your opinion in

this case.

Mr. Justice Stewart

© 7 ¢cy The Conference
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To: The Chief Justice ) g

Ny Mr. Justice Black / g

X Mr. Justice Douglas w} g

Mr. Justice Harlan / ""‘\' =]

¥r. Justice Eroenman | g

Y. Jutiicn Whits ‘\ =

Lim, Jdustios Mariohall | <

S e | =
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! Frem: Stewart, J. ) g=
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STAEES:1ztea: 2
=

No. 44.—OctoBeER TERM, 1970 RGC.’LI‘C’J].&‘(’»&(?: —— : k r

i y‘ 8

R. K. Procunier, Director, Wit of Certi ) =]
California Department of On \rit.o ertlora(l;l to o é
Corrections, Petitioner, the United States Court [

v of Appeals for the Ninth 1 2 /5

‘ Circuit. =

Veron Atchley. JE
[January —, 1971] < " E

2,

Mkr. JusTicE STEWART delivered the opinion of the 1 %
Court. - . i %
In 1959 a jury in a California trial court found the 1 K "_3
respondent guilty of murdering his wife by firing six it n o
bullets into her body at close range. A key prosecution X y <z
witness at the trial was Ray Travers, an insurance E
agent. The day after the respondent’s wife was killed, -

Travers visited the respondent in jail at the latter’s R

request, and the two conversed regarding an insurance &
policy on the life of the decedent. During the course '
of this conversation the respondent told Travers his ver- -
sion of how his wife had been killed, admitting that he B

had lain in wait for her with a gun, but insisting that %
her shooting had been accidental. As he was leaving the a
jail, Travers told the sheriff’s officers about the respond- %
ent’s statement. They asked him if he would be willing ()
to have his next conversation with the respondent elec- E
tronically recorded, and, since he planned to return to &z
get additional information for the insurance company, he

agreed. The next day Travers returned to the jail and | B

had another conversation with the respondent, in the | &
course of which the respondent again gave Travers sub-
stantially the same account of the circumstances of his
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES™ " =iy |8
- Recirculateds T — — { ke
No. 44—OcroBer TrrM, 1970 9
—_— S
R. K. Procunier, Director, . ) ) %
California Department of On ‘V“t.Of Certiorari to- f‘;q
Corrections, Petitioner, the United States Cf)urt -
v of Appeals for the Ninth \ 'E

’ Circuit.

Yeron Atchley. ; E
[January —, 1971] i g
n
MRr. JusticE STEWART delivered the opinion of the: P %
Court. o1
In 1959 a jury in a California trial court found the /} :
. respondent guilty of murdering his wife by firing six L2
bullets into her body at close range. A key prosecution §

witness at the trial was Ray Travers, an insurance
agent. The day after the respondent’s wife was killed,
Travers visited the respondent in jail at the latter’s
request, and the two conversed regarding an insurance-
policy on the life of the decedent. During the course
of this conversation the respondent told Travers his ver-
sion of how his wife had been killed, admitting that he-
had lain in wait for her with a gun, but insisting that
her shooting had been accidental. As he was leaving the-
jail, Travers told the sheriff’s officers about the respond-
ent’s statement. They asked him if he would be willing
to have his next conversation with the respondent elec-
tronically recorded, and, since he planned to return to
get additional information for the insurance company, he-
agreed. The next day Travers returned to the jail and
had another conversation with the respondent, in the
course of which the respondent again gave Travers sub-
stantially the same account of the circumstances of his.




o §1q:reiﬁk QInwtt of the Eﬂmteh Stutes
Waslington, B. ¢, 205%3

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE BYRON R.WHITE

" January 5, 1971

Re: No. 44 - Procunier v. Atchley

Degr Potter: _ 1

Please Jjoin me in your opinion in this

case,

Sincerely, _ ;

'R.W.

Mr. Justice Stewart

Copies to the Conference
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Supreme QIntu;t of Hie Pnited Stutes
Washington, B. (. 20543

. CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE THURGOOD MARSHALL January 11, 1971

‘Re: No. 44 - Procunier v. Atchley

Dear Potter:
Please join me.

Sincerely,

T.M.

Mr., Justice Stewart

cc: The Conference
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