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an instructicn came o 
rate sta tements « 

nber 28, Kerry and I met aga 
A OE, stalte ments, initialling Bui ee I 
igned them, we had them notarize 
inals were sent to Garrison. Is 

met With Garrison; my liason with that 
ew phones calls to Eric Norden, 

and, I think, one with BEL Tumner. 
(Later, Garrison and his fellow inve stigators would charge that 

Kerry Thornley went to Hop ida,s and deliberately avoided meeting 
him in New Crleans. At that time, I had not yet even met Gorrison, 
and was in fact finding it most difficult to bring anything to 
his attention, let alone set up nedtings between him and Kerry). 
I believe that Kerry flew to Florida, direct. I'm net sure. 

Sometime later, Garrison was in town. This was in the middlo 
of October. I think he had dinner at Maggie Fields house, which was 
attended by Ray Marcus, Lillean Castellano, Steve Burton etc. 
He made no effort to contact mo on his own, at that timo. When I 
lsarned that he was in town, I called Ray Marcus and raised quite 
aves practically demanding that he at least tell me the hotol at 
hich Garrison was staying, so I could contact the man. 

No, £ was told; I could not be given that information. Howover, after 
raising a big énough fuss, Ray did communichte to Garrison that I 
lived in LA, and was most interested in iio Se what he was going 
to do about the Heindel business, now that he had these statemonts. 
For a while, my clriosity had to subsist on phone calls fron Ray, 
which would start: "Jim said to tell YoUecscs' so Anyway, oer 
Big Jim decided to seo me. In fa act, he asked me out to dinner 
I was now going to meet "the man" 
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ce had simply consisted 
e th om Bethel; 

fl arrived at the Century Plaza Hotel where he was registered 
under his pseudonym; I think he was using Frank Marchali that time. 
The next time he was in town it was "Glaudo Culpepper". My first 
impression cf him, when he opened the dopr to his room, is that ho 
is much taller and heavier than I had thought ho was, and alitost a 
bit shy and self-conscious. Tho very next "first impressicn" I had 
was that he was going way out of his way to impress ne, intelloctually 
Speakinge After all, HH is the DA of New Orelans who is conducting 

ad 

Qn assassination investigation, and his whole tone and manner was 
Sinply not that of a Rerson who is really in charge of his own 
thinking, and quite ecntident about it. Having gotten something 

of @ runaround from tho staff, bupeaucrats, and hereworshirpers 
who surround him, you would think he would at least be consistent 
and behave like some kind of a king. But instead, there was this 
obvious attempt to flatter me. os
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inner bablo, the conversation turned to Ruby. Ho 
thought that they were so well known to ezech othor, 

e saassination, and that there was so much evidconce GO 
en I ae bin that this was news to me. That although 
G suprised to learn that there may have been sone 

tween abou, I. had aa yet peen no solid outeenee to that 
jiePred mo a little bit at this point, anc. £ was 
ble. Ho told he to write down certain pase numbers 

s “on your napkin", and that when I went homo 
them. G3 iting cne reference by heart, he stated 

f the volumes contained a phone bill 
d -4 that phone bill was number FS 61 21s Ft 
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then cited another page number which wag Oswalé's 
Shated that the number arreared there ae 

asked. He assured me that it was. I had never 
Fi_8 1951 before, and I was most imrressed. 
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ersation went on. I don’t remember everyth' 
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» but are somewheres in my Tiles. 
Oo remember is that I was very unimpressed, 

So Unimpresse t I started to feel a bit guilty; that maybo I was 
Scme sort of bigot who simply didn’t ufiderstand the Way 
é “southerner" thinks. But Gurrison struck me as being such a sleat- 
chiming plolder 5 so utterly simple minded that I couldn't really 

leved he had any answers to "the Crime of the Gentury” 
When came home that Might, I fooked ie those Rube ae erences. 

dnen I examined the _— in the LHC address book, I found that 
Garrison was right. Turning a few pages further on, I discoverad 
that it appeared again, only this time the vhone number was 
sgenyeried 2) the Bae address book as being KUTV, a Ft. Worth 
TV station. This completel, invalidated Lts use in tkecontext of proving 
that Doth pen Had a gcint private acquaintance. I met Garrison 
for dinner again, and I brought this to his attention. I'll never 
forget what happened, 

“David, stop arguing the defense", he would say, raising hi 
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voico ina ‘threatening Manner. “But what does it mean, Jim? ia) there 
somoone at the TV station yhon you can prove knew both “tnen 2! 
‘4G Beans whatever tho jury decides it means," he would say, with 

Siderable annoyance. “But what do you think, Jim. What is the 
pe ed q 2 truth of the matter. ' 

And then came the shocker, for in reply to that, he stated, 
with considerable annoyance and contempt: After the fact, thore is 
no truth; there is only what the jury docides." (emph. in original) 

have repeated this story many times to. many people since that 
tino. When I first heard him say it, I had to expend a considorable 

Bc 
nasty chi ings. £ romember thinking that perhaps this is 3 
some DA's think. But in retrospect, f{ think it is the mos 
thing he ever said to me. I think it represents dim Garris 
approach to fact-finding and truth-finding and justice, all in one 
convoniont nutshojl. And the pity of it is he is just so et ie 
simplo minded that he doos not see how corrupt it ls. I should & hav 
roacted much more strongly than I did to statements such as t 
At the time, I kept writing these things off, with the dea that I 
had never met a DA before, and that I was perhaps 2 bigoted fa 
talking New Yorker who Was not appreciating the "basic gcodne 
DA Garrison, whose “style" Was Simply diferent from mine, and was 
one with which I was not rrepared to cope. 
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The main subject of our conversations at the Gentury Flaza 
was John Rene Heindel. I told him that I thought the following 
ought to be explored: that "Hidell" appewing on that Klein's 
rifle order form, was the remains of a disbanded attempt to 
frano LHC and Heindel as Go-pabstes" in a two shooter "scenario". 
What I hed in mind was that if the authorities had been able to 
AMG frame two “ex-Marinos" for the shocting, and miler both, 
they would never weave had to cope with all ae ‘preblems Which have 
been raisod by the fact that---today---it i 7 rai 
that more than one shscter existed 50 prove a consplarcy existed. 

oter frameup wold have had its implausicilites, % 
a have been far eapier to handle than the problers 
ecter doing it all anhone. Anyway, the very least Garrisor 

all in Heindel ,qyestion him, and find out there he 
was on a 22; also, perhaps thsre had been some attemrt to get 
Heindel to go to Dallas on Nov 22. This would be important. 
Minally, Since Heindol was in the seme outfit, perhars he could 
Shed some Tight on LHC and on his activities in NO, since Heindel 

Garrison had already called in Heindel, and told me he was 
most suspicious of him. He ected, Garrison bold me, like a man 
who had something to hide. It was clear, hewever, that Gerrisen 
had gotten no information from Heindel at that peint. 

Then Garrison started to ask me whether or not I could get 
ee to cooperate with Garrison's office by coming to New Cri 
to “identify” Heindel I explained , as politaly as possible, that 
there ure several read Gifficulties associated with this. 
First of all, Kerry--~philos sophically speaking---is opposed to 
BEESORX testifying in court where the state might use that 
(one amy co send a man to prison. I explained th&kt Kerry is a 
"libertarian", and tried to explain what that was. 
Finally, I proached the most sensisitive subject of all. I tcld 
him that_Kerry knew Garrison from when Kerry had previousi) 
teen in New Crelans, and did not like him for a number of reasons 
I aid not go into the reasons, simply Saying that as far as I was 
concerned, the whole thing was a matter of personality, but that 
the problem did exist.. e 

fi asked If wouldn t a picture of Hehndel do, just as woll. 
I explained that Kerry-had done me a real personal favor by 
extonding to me the cooperation he had extended to get ali these 
statements worked out, that they were accurate, and that I wished 
he wouldn't push tho mate er any further. 

I tied to handle the whole thing as diplomatically as 
possitie, and I told him that frankly I was putting nyself 
in a position where by trying to effect comuimication between 
Garrison and Thornley, bath of whom I would like to consider 
as friends, I might lose the friendship of both. 

Garrison was rather wishful end wistful on the subject. 
He © ‘pressed | great respect for Kerry, and esKed mo to communicate 
to him tha idea that he, Gerrison, was as livertarian and anti-= 
establishment a DA as one could be. Wouldn't Kerry please — 
reconsider? With Kerry s aid, he, Girrison could “throw a couple 
of bricks through the windows of the establishment. ) 

Hore is what Garrison wanted. He wanted to have Korry come 
to New Crleans and "identify" Heindol as the man he named in his 
statamont. Thon, he wantod to get Heindel before the Grand Jury 
and lot him deny thut he knew Oswald or speke Russian with 
Cswald. He then was going to charge Heindol with per jury 

This was made perfectly clear and it was made ahead 
expli cit ¢ 

only neces-ary to prove 
Ox 
but £ thin!



~ had no reason, at that timo, to doubt that Kerry's idontification 
of Hchdol was aceuvurate. I was most sure that was true.e- cinco that 
time, I have learned that when Kerry did seo pictures cf Eeiouet, 
it was not the man he Saw speaking Russian with Cawaid. Also, since 
that time, I hsve interviewod another marine in that unit whe is 
quite definite in his recollecticn that Cswald spoke Russian with 
someone. But again, the descrirtion simply doesn &% mateh that of 
Hoindgol. What is clear from beth Kerry s recollection and that 
of the other Marina (Donald Erwin Lewis) is that Cswald spoke 
fluent Russian with somoone at Bl Torro, Galif., but that the identity 
of that rerson is still in question. Furthermore , it may have 
been more than one person, because Thornley's “other pe maser 

wand Lewis’ "other person" are not: the same person. (Thornley "3 . 
"Russian spoaking incidents" were also witnessed by Nelson Delgadc.) 

(See Thonnley's statement) 

Eecause I did not doubt Kerry's identification cf Heindel, 
I realize now thet I had, in effect, trejudged Heincesl. 
Its a mistake I now regret. Had I not prejudged Heindel, I 
would have realized the legal crudities and cruelties inherent 
in what Garriscn was going to do. 7 . 

Garrison wanted to establish a ecnflict of testimony between 
"a" and "B". Hea was then going to arrest "B" and charge him with 

as por jury. In this case, "at wag Kerry Thornley, and §—" w: 
John Heindel Thorniey, in other words, was tc be Gerrison's 
Star Witness against Jchn Heindel. 

AS we sat at the Gentury Plaza hotel and talked abcut this matter, 
there are soveral things I now realize have significance but was 
tee dumb to realize at that bine, Garrison would ccnstantly brag 
40 me about how much power he had "IT can pick up that phone" 
(pointing to a phone)"and have He indel charged right now 
(Ho later did this to Thornley, ordering his arrest without giving 
him the benefit of a preliminary earing). Garrison would talk about 
the great news stories that would develov, shouid such an arrest 
be made. He would say: “John R. Heindel, alias “Hidel" , was today 
arrested in New Crleans in the consriracy investigation being 
etnducted ...atc. : 

Wie both wondered aloud what effect that might have, when 
reporters learned for the first time that the rifle really wasn’t 
ordered under Cswald's namo at ahl, but under the nickename of 
ancther man, but had cnly been sent to Oswald s pest office box. 

asked Garrison whether he thought that the Ba's office, when such 
an arrest was made, shouldn't explicitly indicate that the gun was 
ordored under the Fame "Hidél", and that a document in the 26 volumes 
over etage ls S woe established that eh waa his nicknanoe. 

tf 
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At ano shen banat during this sessicn, ga oko looked up 
and mused: "John Heindel; John Carter. (Fause) " Then, as if announcing 
a certainty: "John Heingel is Jom Carter, and they both Lived at that 
rooming house: togethe r. This jolted me. It was, after all, a 
possibility; bur avo yrnoevdé. "No" Garrison answered, it was 
obvious that this tas in fact the CaS@ « And for the Best of that 
meeting, Jonn Garter was John Heindol} My two-patsy hypothesis, 
which I hoped G rrison wovld merely consicer and investigate, was 
now an ostablished fact, by mental edic 

As far as Garrison was concerned, cone Heindelwas John Garter’ 
who livod in the rooming house with Oswald: "The Warron Report 
could not have beon written without Heindel's cooperation, which had 
to begin the moment that shooting took place in Dallas," gare Ga 

getrine, 

fF ego? if qj S Greg, ,
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Thus, as of that Voy ERI fy Gurrison Was convinced that 

Heindol was at least cooperating with “the bed guys": and i? 

Garrison could chargo him with perjuy, using thornley as his 
Llogal lovor, perhaps Heindel eowld be induced to talk ond confess 

Garrison kept saying "This could be the break I'vo been waiting for", or words to that effect. He was reaily guite excited 
about the whole thing. Although I was euite harpy to see hin 
Yinaliy interested in Heindol, I was perturbed to see hin 4 
escalte a mere hypothosis of mine into established fact, gaorlete fith such detail that ho"mew"now that Heindel must be, in fact, 

During this atu the Century Flaza, Garrison kept 
Pelinting to othe ol? whe would welk by, and especially wo ~ wae ee Pres sas feat » Te 1 ee va ~ £2 anylocy who had a briefcase, and tell me that “thats an FET arcont - 

the enitere hotel, i eemed, was flcoded wit: FEI egents. Feople were “tailing Garrison. He seemed really frightened. There is net questicn about that. f he mient be killed, He insisted we talk either az Ginner, or cut by some chairs near the bool or pond, so that our conversations not be picked up by all tho bugging devises. anybody with a briefcase was curpying,he. said, SGN very sensitive "directional" microrhones. Any doubting 
looks I might give off were met with "I knowg I once worked for 
the Burearv. 

f left Gsrrison that morning ., and he took a plane home to New Orleans. I fullv expected tn hear abrut the arrest of John Heindel, within a day or two. October A9, 1907 was a Thursday, end I distinctly remember discussing with him the fact. that it would make the Sunday papers, if dong soon. IWwrote a letter that day to Vincent Salandria, telling him How I thought Garrison would arrest Heindol and charge him. 

Donald Erwin Lowis. 
memory was gquato 

streaking Russian 
different. Ban alee SOE eet 

That mane, I finally succeeded in contacting 
f loarned then, for the first time, that Lewis's 
vivid, on the subject. He, too, remnmbered Oswal 
with somoone, but the Coscription was completoly 
This, Z realized, could not pesshly be Heindels for the first time, 
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- ? 74 . ee Wet ae qo ° i started to realize that horry s iden@ification might roally not bo that solid. Anyway, on the evening of the L9th, I sent 
Garrison a telegram informing him of what I had learned, Ho imow 

n 
that I had been trying to contact Lewis, as well as Dolgado, and wanted to know what oither of then Said, should I find out. 

My tologram (of which I have a confirmation copy) reads, in part; (reforring to Lewis as "Larry") 3"Doar Jim,Larry Called. Had Substantial Conversation with Hin. Please note: Incident vividly 
ropoat vividly recollected but description aorinitely repoat 
definitely does not match, and is totally inconsistant..sif I had a photo at this ond, Larry will easily bo able to identify. Has 
cloar recollection. Frovides vivid description of individual plus 
other now dotails. Cn basis of what I have been told by you.. Larry would Ykna definitley bo able to rule out (Heindel). Am Genuinoly 
concernod that ineidont is valid but Square bog is being put in reuna holo as far as this specific inéldent alone in encerned. Bloase 
Call me further details whitch I can surply, if and as you want then. " tf also called Garrison s office to make sure that this information was understood by Bethel, and would be passed on to Garrison.



(on October 18, 1967) 
Moanvhilc|, Kerry Thornoly:called mo collect in response to a 

telogram I sent him, requesting that he do so. I told hin of 
Garrison’ s wish to have him como to New Crfeans and seo if ho 
could identify Heindol.( The oxact date of all phone calls can 
bo ostablished from by phone bill.) It was:on Octoter 19 
thet I mes with Garrison and told him of Tnernle ey g response. 

had n 
I/tola Kerry that if he agreed, Garrison would send him a telegra 

asking aim (Kerry) to call Garrison collect. The telegram would & 
Bigned Frank Marshall. Kerry pt nahLy agreed. This phone cali 
with Kerry occured the dal . * ° before Garrison left the Gontury 
tlaza Hotel on Cctober 19° 16 was then, I believe, that I gave him 
Kerry s address in Tampa Florida so that he could contact himdu w'tre 

° J 
Gis Tee Ge de He Te HE HE EK 

£ diag nct hear from Kerry again, nor from Garris WOSKE e 
i was busy at the time, and simply assumed that Garrison was following 
Lt all up. Thers had been no arrest of Helndel, bt 1 i “i 
suprise me either. After all, it was new arparent thea 
spoke Russian with at least one person other than the 
Saw him do this with. The situation ebvicusly did not w 
rer jury charges against Heindel, who might very wel! 
truth. 

Meanwhile, some very interesting things were haprpe 3 
Kerry and Gsrrison, of which I had no Knowledge, I le 2 wre W 
for the first t : Learned of them for the first 
1967. Garrison was back in Los Angelos. I think I cz 
the hotel. 2 had done so much phoning for his office, : in trying 
to track down Deleuda, and Donald Lewis, that I wanted to give him 
an exponse voucher that totalled almost "$60, for my phone bill . 

£owas about to leave my apartment for oe hotel on 
Sunday » Nov 19, 1967, when I mét my girl friend, Judy. 
Since she had never met Garrison, I asked her to come along. 
f'n glad I did. Fcr what happened sd frightened me, that I was 
thankful to have a witness, and after vwerds, {was so conscious of its 
Significance, that I went to a restaurant so that I could immediately 
create a sot of notes,under that date, of just exactly what he had 

Ray Marcus was meeting with Garrison when I arrived. Ray was just 
leaving. Garrison was in his bathro®e, and he was very apolegetiec 
and charming, as I had my girl with me. It makes all the more 
Significant what he said, for there ig no doubt in my mind thet he 
wovld have been far less rolite were she not there. 

We sat Gown in chairs. Garrison then fixed me with this "mystical" 
stare of his, and said, ina slow even tone, as i if making some tivpe 
of biblical pronouncement: "Thornley lied.” (He stretched out the word 
Lied, by pausing on the "i" sound Por about a second or two.) 

This took me quite by suprise. After all, only three weeks 
AGO, Tuornloy was to bo Garrison's Starewitness-to=be. 

Why, I asked, did ho say Thonrley lied? 
Pause ° 

Again, "Thornley liod," (as if, by repeating it, it gained in 
validity.) 

Then G-rrison told me: “Thor mley lied when he said he didn t 
know Cawald in September 1963." Again, I was dumbfounded, = 
I poilitoly offered the thought that I would go wherever the evidenee 
led; what evidence did he have that this was the ease? 

Yhon, Garrison told me: "Wo have so many wltnesses who saw then 
together at that time wo have stopped Ic lo&king for more e" eo 



9 

G 

Thon, another pontifical pronouncment: 

“Thornley's with the CIA." 

"But why do you say that, Jim?" I asked, 

"Thornley worked at a hotel in Arlington, Virginia." 
os 

S i a "so what?" tyne 50 what, I wanted te know. My ¥E 
, Tow 8 2 a 8 dow g = ian Pe : se a met by his incredulity, as if "What do you tiean, | 

HE obvicus to you what this meansyi 
“pen, Garrison informed me that on the night of the assassination, Kerry was witnessed to be quite elated cver JFK's death. 

tts truo that Kerry saw great irony in the de: th of JFK, and 
might have oven expressed hapvphness over it. This may even have 
been in bad taste, (Kerry has some remarks to say explaining 
this, and he did so quite well on one radio broedeast thet will 
scon be transcripted). Kerry's humor, however in bad taste it 
might be interpreted to be, had more to do with his own sense of 
irony and his own ideas about government and the tiybe of man that 
makes leading ather men his life'’s-work. But this is realiy besides 
the point. (This is one of the reasons Kerry came to tha attention 
cf the Secret SerVice so quitkly, that weekend.) 

Garrison had the stupidity and nerve to think that Kerry s 
acticns that night were that of a member of a conspigacy who was_ 
Orenly applauding the success of a plot of which he was a parti!! 
this is exactly what he said. 

before Kerry went to New Crleans to testify, 
ed statement on what had taken place 
h Garrison) 

(Cn January 18 1968 
LI oxecuted a signed notar 
at this Nov. 19 meeting w cy

 
N 

what had apparently harrened between Cetober 19 1967 and 
November 19, 1957 is that Kerry Thondley had gotten himsol? placod 
on Garrison's "shit list". How had this occured? 

i was so frightened by what I saw in Garrison's hotel room, but 
I wally didn t know what to do next. Cn the one hatid, there was a real 
desire just to not take hin sorlously. After all, Garrison has changed 
his mind so frequently on so many matters of importance, that who 
really cared, anyway? I had just about eoneluded that "Garrison 
represented a phaso a lot of critics had fe go through in hheir pursuit of the truths; I had just about written him off; I was Grateful no wauleal 
reimburse me for my fifty Pive oda Gollars, and that was the. end of i 

Later, Garrison issued a Subpeona for Kerry to amrear in Now Orlea 
tts au that time that I contacted Thornley for the first time since 
fo had mado the arrangements, back around Oct 19, for he and Garrison to 
get together. . 

Korry knows this end of the story much better than I do. 
But it goes scmething like this. After Cetober 19, here is what hed 
haprened. Garrison had sent Kerry a telgram asking him to call 
tho office, using the namo Winston Smith (the man in 1984 who onds up 
loving big brother). ‘Where were two phone calls, before Kerry got 
to Garrison. Korry thinks that on the first call, he was actually 
talking to Garrison, who was pretending to be someone else. 
Kerry may be wrong, but Guywnyrl, Kerry finally got fed up with Garrison's antics and wrote hin a letter velling Garrison Where he coud go. 

The letter attacks Garrison for so freely using the power of 
subpeona, and ends with a quote from Robert Ingersoll to the effect thaw it is better to let the guilty go free, than punish the innocent. 

fhat didi 1%. f



Shortly after this, within weaks , Kerry was shifted fren 
tho list of Gerrison's er ai ses—<toebo" and to Gerrisgon's 
“bad guy” lilsti. : 

a 

And what is really outragicus is that ry s subpeona ¢ 
nT ca 5 Bal a FS f by Pn) 

New Crisesis to testify was not issued by a man who sought 
v a 

oO come 
to : ‘ 

find out facts, or find out Sais but to Kerry oxaculy ana 
pre so) 

wom 
a] ee Ww 

sely what Garrison had intended toing to Heindel! ecl g 

In other words eee had a theory abgut Heincgel, a theory 
which posited Heindel' involvement in the G2Sas snout Ons at Least 

mom. ip ng 1 2 t i — 2 

after the fact. The meres is, Garrison thcught Heindel” knew 
hing ; : Vo. s 3 Weg something" and was"hiding"it. 

5 is eg gt > ae #$ Tap 328 FS oe SE $ rye FO the method for “breaking” Heindel was to get Heindel to teatify, 
get Thornéday to testify, Suan Ash ing a conflict of testiminy. Then 

5 oa. ; 5 ae ae Pe Ge carer PY “A tes jeindel ws to be charged, with EL JULY » with Kerry (and cthers) 
presumably Being the witnesses aaa 7 inst Heindel. 

—_— 

Now, Garrison called Kerry to New Crelans to cc the same thing 
to him. (This is said in hindsight. I shoul d have realized it at 
the time, but it was really net at all aryarent te me what wes 
about to take place.) 

Kerry testified. The trap was batted with the truth. For when 
Kerry said he had not had anything to do with Cswald in September,1963-—-- 
which as far as Kerry 1s concerned is the truth, with absolutely 
no qualification----there was then established a conflict in testinnny 
with another witness who said ctherwise. 

Who is the other witness? A girl named Barbara Reid, 

Kerry tmows his case bétter than I do, and this short writeup is 
purely to give a running agcount as to how it evolved from this end. 

5 

But it is important to ncte that Earbara Reid leaves much to be 
Gostred as a crodible witness. Among other things, I have interviewed 
pecple SAX’ who tell me that it is well established that sho 
had an alter in her homg, and was actually a practicing witchs 
This, and other equally fascinating things will all have to come 
cut at a trial. 

The point here is to examine Garrison's met hodology. On Cctober 19 
1967, Garrison had mace up his mind,ZHAR in some mystical way that  . 
only he knows, that® Heindel_was John- Carter-was—a -liar-and-~a -bad—guy. 
fhe solution, I now realizo, was to establish a Th outlier /Heindel 
eomiLiet in testimony, and then charge Heindol with per jury. 

nen Thornley said "no go" @oerisop turned on Bhonnloy. 
Meanwhile, sertain critics “have apparently eggea Yarrison on 

in his venture against Thornley. 
(Ce person, here in California, recently expressed "regret" at the 

role sho had played in getting Thernley arrested.) 
"Regrets" arent't enough ,however,. Arrests hurt people and 

diprupt lives, and violate civil liberties, and cause great mental 
anguish. 

i recently had a Leh RACE GIL MIR Oho with a critic who is an AGLI 
attorney, on occasion. 2 point od out that there was ase aee 
no ‘beyond a-roasonable-doubt" type evidence indicating Kerry’, 
involvoment In anything. = 
_ “Donet give me that civil liberties bull shit" he replkod. 
Wo! re going aitéYr the assassins of fresident Kennedy. 

tui is in this manner that the complete suspension of judgment 
and standards occurs. 



Gertain Barpen Report critics are pin ying the same role, today, 
with respect to the Garrison investigation, that one gieat i Sa 
be played by some membersof tho John Bir es socloty with respect to 
an HUAG investigation. Garrison is "their man" They wry 0 steer 
hin in the right direction. And it does t niko some steeri: r a in meny 
WAYS, Garrison has becomo the Frankenstein of a small croup ci 
Warron Report critics. 

My kealiz-tion as to what Garrison's methodology really boiled 
dcwn to did not hit home, until he had actuaily charged 
Kerry with perjury,in February. Head I realized that this is what 
was in the works, I would have urged Kerry not to have gone near 
the state of Louisianna, no matter how guilty he might look 
if he refused to testify? 

I cannot understand , at this date, why I didn’t realizo then 
that Garrison's summoning Kerry to Loisianna to testify wes no 
more than a legai ploy,to establish a enflict cf erend jury testimony 
vnich would then be used as a basis for Gerrison to order his (Kerry's) 
arrest for perjury. —_ a 

> 

It now all seems bo obvious. It didn tat the time. Thus, when 
Kerry and I had conversae*ions in January, 1968 about Garrison's 

nA Tou recent subpeona of Kerry, reed Kerry to go to New Crleans and 
stify,r:Glly thinking that if he did so, it would clear the air 

once and for all. Garrison wold see that Kerry was inncece nt, that 
he had nothing to hide, and a silly thoery expressed On a les Angeles 
hotel room on November 19 would have bitten the dust. 

i was so naive, it was really pathetic. 

And during this period of time, I I actually phoned up certain 
other critics innocont ly asi r advice as to what I should tell tebe ip 
Kerry, who was wondering what tack ho should take, ell him to 
go to New Crbans" Said ono. "If he has nothing to nae » ho has 
nothing to fear", or words to that effect. 

Later, this same man,thoformer AGLU attorney, would outdo 
Henry Wace; for he.is the one who said tO me é 

civil liberties buil shit. We're going "pon't give = thal 
sins of the F¥eisdpht." 

Ana she pity is, he really believes it: #ith any of these roeple, 
whenever you 7 ‘to cite evidence that Kerry might be ieaocant they 
simply jeck up the conppiracy theory one more notch, so as to include 
that one item of evidence, 

a De of 4, Ae, 
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Loday, in the case of she aller there are many critics who 
ssume that Garrison "must have something" on Kerry, merely because 

fe nas charged Kerry Thonnley with a crime, and onntnciated Various 
theories to the New Grloans States Item that Kerry was fa or 
“covert federal operati ons" in New Orleans in the fall of “To 965.6 

I've known Kerry for dbout 3 years; I first looked him up after 
I read mee Pook about Oswald, because I was SO upset that he accepted 
Oswald's guilt, and tho Warren peerhs (Kerry has since written 
artdeied, given interviews (Fac Dee 66), and personally arrpeared 
on radio (Joo Dolan Show, San THinelses, summer of 1966) modifying 
his position on this whole matter. Kerry changed his position on bho 
Warren Report and was publicly propounding his changed position months 
before James Garrison ever became’ intéspested in in the CASE op 
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0 icn to knowing Kerry , I also know the 26 
iliar with largo areas of the evidence, 

arg with tho material. Finally, l‘ve had 
m Garrison and his mothodology. I have witnos 

a case against Heindel, which was aberted at the 
bably by sheer chance, ba areéiy avoiding the false 

Ap -s LS eee 

nsufficient information. | 
to Garrison's varying public pronounceents 

e. I still wowl GO hear Satistactory explanaticns 
fact that well afte rison claimed to have "solivea tho 

case’ "weeks ago", ( a claim which wns made in Feb 1967, a scant 
12 weeks from the time he first received his set of the 26 volunmos) 

he Changed the number of shooters involved in thocase he had 
“solved” fre m 2 (March 1967) to > (May 5 1967) to 7 (Flayboy intervew Cet 
eR rm) nes —_. — 

and later even 15. 
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Gorresrondingly, the same is true as to the nature cf the rlot. 
In nis Flayboy interview, for examrle he is on public record es not 
taking sericusgly the idea that the assassination was a high level plot, 
but rather the work of a group of politically insignificant right 
wing nuts who were "sick". To quote Garrison in that interviow: 
"The assassination was less an ideological exercise than tho frenzied 
revenge of a scik element in ovr society"; and "If you go far encugh 
to either extreme of the political spectrum, Gommunist or Peete, 
you'll find hard eyed men with guns who believe that anybody who 
doesn't think as they do shcvld be incarcerated or exterminated." 
(Flay boys ct 1907 page 158) 

I don't know too many “hard eyed men with guns" on the left, but 
that is beside the point. Garrison scon was appropriately sccolaed by 
certain critics for having copped ovt.(When I bpovght the subject ur 
at the time I was meeting with him, he said he had abbolutely no 
evidence that it went any highor, or included fresident Johnson or 
anything of that kind. So how could ho say so? Many reoplo pointed out 
to him at the time that Johnson was certainly vulnerable on the charge 
of covering up.) Cne month later, in November 1967 at Gentury Plaza 
Hotel, he urped the ante in his famous "y-ur friend1y Fresident" speech. 
"Who had the most to gaint" Garrison asked "Your friendly President, 
LB SS CLC. 

Now one asks: Had Garrison made some startling new discovery, 
botween Cgtober and November, justifying Johnson s inclusion in the 
“Lot talk € Or it it, as in the case of the chan&tng number of SHOOLSrS 
ol the fact that he had been scolded by enough of his critic 

=f
 
o
y
 

re
) 

br
y 

ie
) 

be
 

rienders for not being “hard line" encughl From what I know, the ie} 9 

lese changing statements, among many iat ter is undcubtedly the case. Th 
others, have made Garrison a justifiavle target for ridiculo. Any 
man can cnange his mind on the basis of new evidence, but Garrison 
seems to change his becasue cf an inability to have mado it up 
independently in the first pl:ce, compounded by an inability to 
distinguish between what is merely hypothesis, and what is provable fact. 

When such fluid hypothesizing carries over into the area of 
charging people with crimes and making arrests, innocent reople are 
going to got hurt. I think Kerry Fee a is just such a case. 

Rather than trying te ze all things to all Warren Report critics, 
I wish Garrison had instead professicrally stuck to the evidence and 
mace his contribution in court, whatever that may turn out to bo. 
The fact that es Gets a rise cut of the establishment when ho 
shouts “conspiracy” does not mean his investigation is solid, or 
lis charges sete Because of the credibility gap, any public official 
who a eeee to have discovered the existance of a right wing 
ccnsplracy to assassinate JFK wovld immediately attract the kind 

i) 

of hostile attention that farrison has attracted. 
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Cf course, I have projudged Kerry's case. Eut then, 
to bo ob jectivo about it. I cculd never serve on his jury. 
I know Kerry, for 3 years now. I know Garrison, the 26 volumes, and 
a way he trents the ernaSHess in genoral. Finally, I know tho details 

f how Kerry and he came to clash, in this manner, with Garrison 
ne becoming Kerry's prosecutor, with lis goal being to convict 
Kerry of perjury and send him to prison 
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To those who reud this whe find it ineredible thst Gerrison 
might be wrong, despite tho fact that he has chareed Kerry with a 
crime, that Garrison surely "must have something", be reminded of 
what occured a few short yoars ago, when millicns of topple thcught 
that a particular document must be the Absolute Truth, because 
it was signed by Karl Warren. 

Dav Lift On 
May 2 1968


