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course of writing my book "ingest", I had fouhd that the Warren 
Conaission's investigation had been severely constrained both by 
bureaucratic pressures exerted from: within and by Linits of time 
Imposed from without, Far fron being the rirorous and exhaustive 
examination that 1t was taken to Dee the Commission*s work was; 
eat certain crucial points, reduced to Little more than an cxercise 
tn the clarification of sups Prieta evidontee. When one delved more 
nceply, some far more difficult problems than eny eck Ledeen | by 
the Commission began to appear. Even members o 

own etatt found this to be true. " (p35, New ¥ 
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ive unjustified suppor % to the Warren Report, contradict the 
position you took ln your book, and---most sadly of all--- 
miss the real mechanics of the behavior behind the Garrison 
phenomena. a fy Z 

2nde which you Gloain are iI. Tne al are five statement 

2 "oH siiald*s sullt. I think ‘false or aptious™. Each ha in 

that the eration you take on ¢2 ran iines to what extent you 
soo = =—"Hre whllinge to condone and-promo sleading analysSss of evidence 

put forvard in the WR in the pEoeerS of criticizing Garrison. 
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_.le “They do not_tell you thet se Harvey Oswald's finzerprints 
were en found on the gun which was supposed to have killed the 
President," . y 

You celled this "capntious® or "false. It is neither. £ 

Tic facts are thet 
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to fingerprint vee paluprint, end the inpBications of those 
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fingerprint and palmprint eviden 

* 4.3, ba] ‘ya “ ar = 4, a i . a 2. “And they €o not tell vou that 1t was virtually Lovwossible Ber 
Cseald to have takon his finporprints eff the enn, hiddon the rie 

= Ane peice Calo eat aa Rad Jo ny Fone wp fay Er} wan at my oy ht and gone Goeun four Tlisht of stelixrs ae the tins he ves seon 
fe 
rages lare tt Lop pat Anarene - art * 2. ply: "A secret Sorvice arent, sinnlatir MM aS a rw) es 

SS BPR ERT a Na ae Ee No ee UT . . AM eae Se ote 

- ae wy Ph O77 mage eyeing? Rie. 3 12 eely tee reached the second floor rom the sixth in one ee and oe 
ees Oe AG $3 , 

yee 

\~
00
 

=i . 

--.AGRin, I fecl you have unjustly come to the acsfense of the WRo. 
That aimniation did No? Include the tine neccessary to wipe all finger} 
princes off those parts of the rifle, bolt, and trigcer ness thst 
Gould be Perenes in the operation of that rifle. It is well Knom 

to ‘ ; Ue “AS hat Af you postulate, for the sake cf 
BIRO ives CLi tas GRA before ne yen 7 

C Saris with tis elveeny Sisk Bt Toeeees 

GlLoo ESeDISteeeculLon 226 ee one Osi Ge) War Vis S2cone 

floor where Truly and Baker encountercs him, In bls ee iM o2, aud 
: Watots: Cy ef be 

Hae: & 



r ‘ eur Yee we Was VR Ae Gg Fi 1 a we, 
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You also state, on this point: "In any c,ase, 1t ls impossible 
to essertaln exactly whet tice Osivald 1 seen on the 

secon? floor; 1t could have been as lens as five minutes aftee the 
eassassinatione® 

“=—"J an estoundsd by this statement. Truly’s stat enents (both 

immediate press reports, Sheriff's report, FBI report,and his 

estinony) plus Baker's all support the thesis thet Vaker Was pachi ns 
hia way throuch the crowd as fast as he coulé, once he heard th 
shots, Even theComnlasion recognized this as one of thelr 
neajor problens; the Trely-laker-Osvald encounter borders on being 

an elibs for Osvelid, an alibi which they went to great Llensths 
to nerely prove tes not elrtisghs! Yet you casually state that 

§t covnlid have been 5 ninutes Tater, In the Light of so mucn 
evidence that it in fact was so scon after tne sound of the shots, I 
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meke critics think there was a covert relationship between LHO and 
the government. | < veh ot 

I have in mind Syliviats original THO article ‘(Oswald and the 
State gps Mecca and tne chapter in her book dealing with this matter; 
also, Welsberg's chapter on the Osvelds' Governnent Relations, WWI; 
end the ra oplal eee in Chapter 1 of Ford's book. There is 

Jegitamate grounds for suspicion, heree But there has been no 
Solid direct evidence. Sei cear BEyot, which proves the existance of 

the suspected covert relationship. os -& 

Yet you do not mention eny of ce naterial, You cite this an an 
example of baick-and-white error on Garrison's part, and state: © 
“Finally, the assertion that Oswa}d ss as a C.l.A agent, as has already 
been shown, was based on Garrison’s oun private interpretations 

of "alesing®, or clisssified eounente that he hed never secre 
I feelthat to careers. assess what Garrison hes. done 

in Sie i 28 to start by granting to the critics whet is validly 
their Tne t mzeans to sta a With gra ating tne fact that 1% has 
been shour'that svald'*s relationship witha es State Devartments 
is positively. exceptional, that his wife's relationshiv with thea 
Gene 243-G whiver she received) is unue Bale that the executive 

ssions transcript that was released shovws-the commission astounded 
by the sane matters, and finally the aa eas of the Commission to 
objectively investigate the Wade/Yageonar allegationse. 

Starting with that, you can then show how Garrison has elevated 
& suspicion Inte a flat assertion. Again, a far more subtle Iintere 
a ae te jllustratins how @ demasoguc 3s using a valid criticion 

{jn the service of his wun cause, enbsliishning Lt where necessary s, 
than if Garrisons statements hed no basis in fact (or eww least, 
you night se ay Well researched suspicions ) 
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III Secrecy, as proof of the "eocond conspiracy" Mts | 

I think that yeu are bok nz too a splosetic here, on the se 
buainess., Frankly, secrecy ie cons) S 23 

2 crecy 
¥ > tent with elther hypotn ie. 

One is that there is really nothing ¢ o hide, and that the 
secrecy is sinply exvereised to protest Innocent’ person and prevent 
pers sonal enbarragsmnent, Granted. 

But secrecy is also conslstant vr ¢ 4 thhy 
zo, 4 . “y "NA -t> tye ened te wey HOR on cn + * wy o> thay wlent be pertineny to lnvestigating a conavlracy. 

If you hold that the assassination 1s an unsolved crime, and that 
the Co oan Ss Sion relsified cvidente to support a soloeassassin thesis, 
I donit see how you can deride Garrison for his arguments re vocrecye 

Wnat is interasting here, to ny a@ind,is thet the situation is 
mel facts nacterminate, And that Garrison has jumped Ln with both fect 
to meke the most of it, using the nore incrdminating hypothesis, of 
curse. Tae demagozue le having a field day, but his gripe heppens 
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(V,. continued) | 

has happened is that they Initially supported Garrison, continue to 

do so, and rae tionalize exay his denonstrobly ee yatements 

because Garrison's political theory of the assassi ation {Js politically 

= --plausible and-p easing to then. . 
. iz : Pa 

These are the™knec-jerk new lefters". And, as I pointed out in. 

my Open City article, the Slogan secms to be: "Rally Round the plot, 

boys; its not much of a plot but 1ts the only plot we've Bows” 

These pages of your article wive the inpression th5¢ all the 

eritles ere & bunch of kooks. This 1s not, true, The far | 

. more interesting story of yand why somcof them have been 

--.“-misled, how they have beenseduced by & charlaten, hov they have 

betrayed their original standards andhow today they are a courtpoca 

checring squad for Mr. Ga SOfl,» has hot been davolopod by you 

Yet this ts the story, I think, that ls interesting. 

Many of the critics, and estycclally the older oncs, closely 

folloved the Hiss case and tne Rosenbore case. Tney will tell you 

hoy David Greansisss® non-credible testi L0HY Se eRe fe sister to 

the elcetric chair, and how a silck job of forzery by typewriter 

sent Hiss to pose Just as in the case of the Warren Report, they 

shave. carefully enalyzed these cases and come to the conclusion that 

both Hiss and Ro Se ES were framed. ' 

“Yet cany of these same people are now willing to accept the 

Ee bation of Perry Ru 18801 or of Baybara Reid? ‘This is wnat I find 

{nercdible, Here is a double staniard. 
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 ' When Garrison denouneed that Pr & 195 

ac at t 

ed Ruby and Osvald 

jn a conspir 2 nuncer is 

= 

acy, and 1G turned out tix Pies 2 

nothing but Ghantsd 1li*s phene number in Pt. Worth, we hear Not & 

sep fron the EUS erities, But suppose Richard Nixon, 

in his possecution of Alger Hiss, had discovered © phone nev uber Ln 

Hiss*s notebook that was also on the phone bill ef sone Russian 

aiplonat, and announced that as evidence of YPconspiracy’? What 
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would these eritics Who now support Garrison hav 

tuyned out that the phone nunber Was merely that of Toentine epeeral 

DG TV{Station? Why, you would never ae heard the end.of that. 

Tat would have been enough to brand the. prosecutor & Coma gegue 

with political Br BTL TOEs He would ba pe denounced and 

derviccd, and any future statements he made would be oxemined with 
& ulcroseopa borore bela belleved. Yet Garrison has gotten avay 

< 

with PE & 1951, and there 1s no tiproare 
i 

Another cvamplo illustrating the double standard is the 
woe oop eeact lon of-rpany-Gl—the-pesoplo-who- are nov Garrison & ee 

‘supperters to tha fanocus nows conference of Henry Wad? ot 
Sunday, Novenber 2/:, 1953, after Osveald was murdered. 
Jen*t thas the neva conference that inspired Leno te write that 
dcferss brief fox Osvalid? Isn't this the nays conferonce 

" : as damned as 
t 

ey which Wada me 1 
eckiless and Ald s00? Yet the eceliiecs eno Gendats or Lenore 

PE 8 1951. the code, and other outrageous pronouncements of 
ah r : 

ade pon 
; 

a ae oom Tt = & a = 
unenents for wnicn he wu: 

4 

Foe Tiaras rea nm *- “AA dn a, © oa ve es 5 + marrissm reass in an entirely different way when Wades 
Gig, Bas cahie Gaim: 

RG One ma ili Ge yy hey & 

‘| ne { ty e : jae © Se oe oy TE gees a 4 tT “ 3 38 gets - ct ae acetal ome a 4. C a troror tee ee 
we ded Var ne Rodent, Wee ano: SI Lota, dea Ghee, 2 tak ye, Plo os Pita g 

n ovelovetie pc Seen | os Oey Uneetayes Oo) Bae, Beatle. 
E2 BVOLO eee. Pere room lel. Sees Aako Ula es 

Cis meg} ae tnt aed ; ee , i ~ NIV O mem ry wey ec « ~ y Jt. - - o- ad - 1 2 ST xf rahe 
$25 Slits Le Gt fads Use eg US ped Sree Ga Nee HL) s ES, VEEN Ss Ss Care Baye qa Ley on 

a nm ® - \ 
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P MA spe fage ot ere Naat, ~ day YM antl 2 aay - 
On wo aah WGiNG ae Re uu - es SS 2 De ie) wos Geahee 4 u mes CHES ~ oe ui 3 Lies i 1G 

Qoyrras Qy a cane t *y me IAP ps nae Ty. 4. “, f 2 UE Ps] 3 Sy ry nm si ey pa fi Samet - g Paty ae a r (ae pein a PAR ’ 
PLE ry J. eh Cried pi hess pe ot Saree & (CD era a) Get eee 9 ti Ay G au Os Ww j. Gir un NN = “ 

wet a ro mien sed 8 mF We f= : 
to be abned BOLGLY Ab Tacusineg a “ A. § Eby bs pe oy +s. lees ners en ame : 

Vv UCUE & &uben CLON uo his inves GLEAUVLO aia.



Al 

which may be of dubious ‘enue somo of s charges have be en, 
ee ee fA single individus], hovweve ae a relatively 
BL22311L nuaber of a ass) sfants Tilo has undertaken so overuhcining a task 
bite who ts Cons bec i obstructed by a vile press and. news-nedia, 

mi by nearly every governncatal Serie bound to err, to ."' a 
falter alongs the way." (Fron a -sioned cle by Maggie ied: 

I think thet the S uble standard is that ‘the 
critics Involved have: selectively appli_od o eareful research standards 
only wnen it suits their political theortes, - They ere really not 
first class researchers. They per cnploy research in the service 
of propozenda when 1t sults thelr pol tidal thoorics to do so. 
It is tnis that emnleins wh Sane persons. can condone 

+ og t oN Past OO 7 = e 7 2 QO “~~ We, I in Garrison wha be regisive in the case of Wade, 
f. TH =e o13) ee are sinply not devoted to the truth, with a capitol 2, 

t paratecd @ day Garrison started 
Fam 

= 

nd demaroric eee For St 
‘S 

3 ee: ww WO 

Wes then thet one Sroup of critics insisted 2 divin ate sane re f 
tarda had -becn applied to theifarren Re sport, and Svara 

; 

anowner group “aid” ‘note | 
: . 

In your New Yorker article, you do nots so inte this matter at 
@li. Tne critics have been lumped tozether, and an Late pesting 
story revchains the diombre standard subseribs ca to by some of then 
has beon ingroned. 

tice to the early work of almost all the 
fies the entire sitvuati one 

s 0 ould ine oLve 

thres" of Garrison's reowgo: Lz 2@ secrvlen you call “phas 
2 x to Feb 1967, ae 

i S 
investigation. You woul? have toe ga ba 
Grace the appoarnnce of sone y 
in New Orleans (Harcus, Lane, and We 
published letters of Svi 
WAS Genoratin=s, and deal wi 

? 
512% tn the article in the Hirioreee e ote 

that was So critical of Garrison Another source of matertel 
th would be uesful are the nows letters put ont by the CCE 
here in LA. I think you should also inolude the fact,tnst, in the 
eginnins, Some of when are nov Carrison's most ctia Suppervers 

head deep suspicions that hoe might bo a CIA agent, sent out to 
Gisercdit valid roscareh on the WR. Its BD ©O yOu law BRSen Covi 
Toe ae to include, but I donat thins all the crities S2snt te 
Jumped tezether; ond LT think a alstinetion oucht to bo made 
be sbvcon their orisinal research va, thely Bubscqnent behavior.) 

tered hls theeries to 
thougnt was their : 
think these detalis ought 
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Another one ls from the London Times. Bath are aDPATE 
inspired by Mr. Welsbers, be eee and botn att 
prowess jn steering Garrison down the rieht tra 
(Sample quotes: "One mystery of the rather mysti 
investigat bion of the Kennedy assassin3tion noy being conducted by 

Mre Jim Garrison..has been cleared Upe Tne source of much off — 
his information }s Mr. Harold walebors, the author of Whiterneas: 
feport on the Warren Commissions” (sic) : "Tne scenarioce.tan 
be glimpsed kn any Bookstore. The investizeation is Garrison's, 
but the serlpt epperently started with He sbery HTtes Sib ‘al Welsberg eee 

sure following my book," Weisberg said dé iigntedaly yeste PaaY nee!) 
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Vit Arrests in Desley Plaza 
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fine news story docs exis 
papers. Also, the Ft. W 
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Pia oy and Dick Sprague has pleturos of these gs pereste T cea 33 aleo a 
news story Goseribine an arrest after the shooting.) laspite thic, GALPison does have his foot tn his mouth when 
seye he c2n connect these people who were apreasted with thea CiA, ana I think that this is his weak point. But tf dont gee how you can aceny the arrests, or cite Hollinssworth's opiniGn of what the pletivres ontein, when that opinion is demonstrably false, 

t y prints ine volved, SG ts quite Fatt 
35 

ing Boncone Into custody. muri a 

If you have ever se 
Clear that the zi 

Cc 

a ws 7 aw So a ee eee near g Go men invo c as YOU ape Cis: contd cs) att pnt bes eye Th ne Sven fo § = = aes ; srYrectly valid and substantia wionsvercd gucstilone 
Q cod 

Wn Was arrested that day and then later relensca? 

ia 

‘ene Ye 4 4. 3 ors 4) f yy aed wporkh 27 ob anette 
LI think that Xkhis is the point that oucht to be mag Bs . : < : eee ee = Rots. Pea te SE OTES ey CPN wards Lap y to denesn ri bhe validl ty oF the vuansvered Cuce cits. 
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