Yhoughto and Yomments abwut DA Garrison and Lerry Lhorniey 5 2 8o

o David Lift
v The fourrnotarizod statementa which arc

dated Sopt. 28, 1967 should bo Conu1d0°od cne self-contéined unit.
This is how Kervy wed originaoily broubt to Gorrison's attenticne

I had known about the material discussed in them for some timo.

In Soptomber, Kerry tcld me he would be meving te FlOrida.

At tho samo tiwe, Garrison's interview wgs arpearing in Flayboy.
I<thought that before Kerry left California, I ought to spend some
timo poltting all the material he and I had discussed into scme

gcrt of written statemonts. I had contacted ZEric Nordon, whe

calioed back zond told me that Ga ”P!GOG was intcerested.

I spent almost two entlire days on these first four siatements., The
first was spent at Xerry's apar umnnu, where, W1Lh meo at the elctric
tyrevriter, and he talking, wo carefully and Sva~“ul,wont over hig
depositlon, and the ccnve“&a:ions we had been having for scmo t1mc.

Almost the entire following next day was srent putiing togother
the various things ierry had, said in some coherent order, thet would
be rolevant to any future scheclar studying his deyoswti O%o
That is the 12 page statement. The material concerning the U=2
nd the Russian instructicn came out during that day, and so were
added as separate gstatements.
Cn Soptewmber 28, Kerry and I met again. He went over ¢ erbire

batch of statements, initialling and correcting whers necess:

Ho signed them, we had them nctarized, and Xerox coples cf th
criginals were sent to Garrison., I still had not spoken &

met with Garrison; my liason with that cffice had simply con: ed
of a few rhoneg calls to “Pic Nerde n, end one with Yom Bet shol

-

and, I think, one with BIIIL Tunnez er
(Later, Garrison éF”’hls fell ow investigators would charge that
Korry Thornley went to Florida, and deliberately avoided meeting
hinm in New @rleans. At that time, I had not yet oven met Girrison,
and was in fact finding it most difficult to bring anythin“ Lo
his at teutiong let alone set up wmebiings bet ween him and Kerry),
I believe that Kerry flew %o Flb?lda, direct. I'm not Sure.
Sometine 1Qtef, Garrison was in town. This was in tkemiddl
of Uctober. I think he had dinner at Maggie Fields hou"e9 whwoh wa

attended by Ray Marcus, Lillean Castellano, Steve Burton etc.

He made no eTIort To cobbach mo on his own, at that timo., When I
lsarncd that he was in town, I called Ray Marcus and raised quito a
fuss, practically demanding that he at least tell me the hoteol &b
which Garriscn was s‘ﬁ:,ayi.;w so I could contact the man.

No, I was t0ld; I could not be given that information. Howover, after
raising a big onough ?uos, Ray did communichte to Garrison that I
lived Iin LA, and was most interested in kncwlng what he was going

to do about the Helndel business, now that he had thcse statomonts,
For a while, ny curiosity had to subsist on rhone calls from Ray,
which would start: "Jim said to tell yoU...'. Anyway, finally

Big Jim decided to see me. In fuut he asked me out to dinncr.

I was now going to meet "“the man"

I arrived at the Century Plaza Hotel where he was registercd
undor his psecudonym; I think he was using Frank Marghall that tine.
The next time he was im town it was "Claudeo Culpepper". My first
impression of him, whon he opened the dopr to his room, is that ho
is much taller and heavier than I had thought ho was, and aﬁmost a
bit shy and self-conscious. The very next “"first improssicn® I had
was that he wag going way out of his way to impress me, intelloctually
speaking. After all, HE ig the DA of New Orelans who is cc“cue ing
on assassination 1n¢oszu gation, and hls whole tone and manner was
8inply not that of a Rerson who 1s really in charge of his own
uhlnklns, and gquite cnfijeat about 1it. Havinc gotten something
.;oa a runaround from the staff, bupeaucrats, a heroworsbirnc%s
who surrcund him, you would think he would at Weast be consistent
and bchave llke some kind of a king. ©DBut instead, there was &hisg
obviousg attempt to flatter we. s
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the conversation turned to Ruby. Ho

A% tho dinner table
oxpressed tho thecught that they were 2o well known %o ezch cther,
boforo the assaassinatiocn, and that there was so much evidonco %o
this offecti. I told him that this was news %o me. That althcughi
I wouldn't be suprised to learn that there may have been scme
connection botweoen them, I had as yot pDeen no solld m"‘""‘loneo to %hat
effecet Ho jepred mo a little bit at this point, anc I was
dftsifully humble. Ho told he to write dcwn certaln page numbers

Brom the 26 volumes "on your napkin", and that when I went homo

I cheuld look at them. Ci iting cne reference by heart, he stated
that that page of the volumes conta*neu a phone bill

of Jack Ruby, and -+ that vhone bill was number FB & 1551, Fh.
iiorth Texas. He uvhon cited ancther page number which was CUswald'
addross bock, and shated that the number arrteared there too.
"Fort Worth?® I asked. He assured me that it was. I had never
heard about FZ 8 1951 before, and I was wost imrressed.

I assured him that I would look it up 2s spon es I got

Meanwhile, the coversation went ouo I don't remember
that was dlSCUoSUQ. I wrote some nctes on it, at tue
I have not located, but are somewheres in my ;1Lesa

Cne thing I do remomber is thagt I was vay unimpressed,
so uniupressed that I started to feel a bit guilty; that maybo I was
scmo sort of ?1 0t Who vﬂmpWJ didn't undderstand the way
a "southerne thinks. But Gurrison struck me as %eEng such e sloss ~
thinking plodcmr, so utterly Q;mJle minded that I couldn't reglly
belleved he had any answers to "ihe Crime of the CCﬂ“ury“o
When T came home that might, I dooked UP those Ruby refercnces.
#nen I oxamined the one in the LHC address book, I founu that
Garrison was right. Turning a Tew pages furuher on, I discoverad
that it appeared again, only this time the phone number was
idontified in the LH@ dc%o“s book as being KU T V, a Ft. Werth
T sta“ionE This mrlet@% invalidated its use in zaccntext cf proving
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that DOuh Den Hed a joint private acquaintapcoo I wmet Garriscon
for dinner again, and I brought this to his attention. I'll never
forfjot what hravrened.

"David, stop arguing the defense", he would say, raising his

voico in a‘§hr~a40n¢n marnor. "But %a* does it mean, Jim? Ig thero
} )

}._

scmoone at the TV station yhonm you can prove kmew both men?"
"It means whatever tqo Jury decides it means;" he would say, with
censiderable anmnoyance., 'But what do you think, Jim., What is the

truth of the matter., "

And ben came the shocker, for in POPLV to that, he st afcd
with considerable annoyance and contempt "gft:z the fac
nc truth; *hero is only what the Jjury hvctuo ok (emrbo
I have repeated this story many times tc many pecp]
timo. When I first kezrd him say it, I had to expend a
amoumu of energy to keep my face from reddening and say
sty oh Ings. I romember thinking that perhaps this is
“ONO DA's think. But in ret rosp@ct I think it is th
thing he ever said to me. I think 1t represents Jim GA
approach to fact-finding and truth-finding and jus tice,
convoniont nutsholles 4And the pity of it is he is jusy s )
simplo mindod that ho doos not see how corrupt it is. I should have
roacted much more strongly than I did to statoments such as this.
A% the time, I kept writing these things ofl, with the idea that I
had never met a DA before, and that I was perhapo & bigoted fasot-
talking New Yorker who was not appreciating the "basic geodness" of
D4 Garrison, whose ”stylo" was simply difgferent from mine, and was
cne with which I was not rrepared to cope,
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The maln subject of our conversations at the Century Flaza
was John Rene Heindel. I told him that I thought the fQWfOriﬁG
ocught to be explored: that "Hidell" appenring on that Klein's
riflo order form, wag the remains of a disbanded attempt to
fravo LHC and Hcindol as "co-patsiesa" in a two sheooter "scenaric".
What I hzd in ﬂin@ was that if the authorities had been able %o
K{iN frame two quMaLipow“ for the shcoting, and mulor both,
they would nover have had to copre with all the precblems which huvoe
been raisod by the fact tbat—m=koday—m-it is only nocos :ary 4o prove
that more than ono shocter existed to prove a conspiarecy existed,.
A two ghooter framoup wo:31ld have had 1ts implawseicil tut I think

ites,

they wo»ld have been far eapier to handle than the p?o 34
of cne shecter doing it all ghone. Anyway, the very ¢cas
might do 1s call in Heindol ,qgestion him, and f£ind out the
vas on Nov 22; also, perhaps thsre had been some attempt to

Heindel to go to Dallas on Nov 22. This would be important.
Finally, since Heindel was in the szme outfit, perhavs he coculd
shod scme 1ight on LHC and con his activities in NO ince Heindel

lived in NC,

Garrison had already called in Heindel, and told me he was
most susplcious of him. He acted, Garrison bo0ld me, like a man
who had something to hide. It was clear, hcwever, that Gsrriscno
had gotten no informaticn ffum He indel at that pcinto
Then Garrison started to ask me whether or nct I could get

Lrownloy Lo cooperate with Garrison's office by coming to New Crles
to "identify" Heindel. I explained , as politaly as possible, tha
thore ure geveral real diffﬁculties agsociated with this,
Fif 1 of all, Kewpg—anpb17o ophically utoqkﬁng—wan cpposed %o

51 teaulxyxn in court where the state might use that
ue*tvabmy to send a man to prison. I explained thit Kerry is a
"libertarian™, and tried to explaln what that was.
Finally, I broached the most sensisitive subjsct of all. I tcld

pofs

(’?’9’

him that_KXerry knew Garr150n from when Kerry had previocusly

tpep in New Crelans nd did not Tike him for a numbsr of reascns.
I did not go into thn reas ors, gimrly saying that as far as I was
concerned, the whole thing was a matter of personality, but that

the pwoo om did ex*sto‘

I asked if wouldn t a picture of Heldol do, just as woll,

I explained that Kerry-had done me a real personal faver by
extonding to me the cooperation he had oxtbrd d to get all those
statements worked out, that they were accurate, and that I wished
he wouldn't push the m atter any further.

I titled to handle the whole thing as diplomatically as
rossitle, and I told him that frankly I was putting myself
In a position where by trying to effect comminication between
Gurrison and Thornley, Uhth of whom I would like to consider
as friends, I might lose the friendship of both.

Garrison was rather wishful snd wistful on the subjoct.

He oxpressed great respect for Kerry, and 25Ked mo to communicate
to him tha 1dea® that he, Garrison, was as livertarian and antie
oestablishment a DA as ope could be. Wouldn't Lerry please
reconsider? With Kerry s aid, he, Girrison cculd "throw a couple
of bricks through the windows of the ostablishment."§

Hore is what Garrison uantedo He wanted to have Kerry come
to Hew Crlcans and 'ﬁdonnixy Holndol as the man he named in his
statononﬁo Thon, he wantod to get Heindel before the CGrand Jury
and 1ot him deny thut he knew Oowald or spoke Russlan with
Cawald., He then was going to charge Hsindol with perjuny.

This was made perfectly clear and it was made quite
explicity
c’::rr\
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I had no reason, at that timo, to doubt that Kerry s
Hchdol was accurate. I was most sure that was true.- It
timo, I have lecarned that when Korry did seo rlcuureu cf Heindel,
5 3

it wae not %the man ho 8aw oﬁbdklrc Rusegian with Ceswgid. 4

that time, I hmve interviewed another marine in tnat =nib who 15
quite dofinite in his recollecticn that C(swald spoke Rucsian with
somoone. But again, the description simply doesn' t watch that of
Heindel. VWhat is clear from both Kerry s recollzsction and that

of the other Marina {(bLonald in Lewis) is th&at Cswald spoke
fluent Russian with somoorie Torro, Callf., but that the identlity
of that rersom is still in question. Furthermore, it may have

boon more than one person, becamse Thornley's "other psrson"

and Lowis® "othasr person" are not  the same person. (Thornley's
"Russian speoaking incildents" were alst witnessed by Nelson Deigado.)
(See Thonnley' s statement )

Eecause I did not érgc: Kerry's identifica ndel,

I realize now that I ha in effect, trrejudged

Tte a mistake I now re reuﬂ Had I not rrejudged I

would have realized the le gal crudities and crus gren

in what Garriscn was golng to dos

Garriscn wanted to establish a conflict of testimony between
? (] H
"A" and "B". He@ was then goln“ to arrsst "B" and charge him with
gorjury. In this case, "A" was Kerry Thornley, and "P” was

John Heindel, Thornley in other words, was tc be Garrison's
~star witness against John Heindel.,

As we sat at the Bentury Flaza hotel and talked abcout this matter,

there are soveral things I now eallze have uignifluanco but was
tece dumb to reqiize at that time, Garrison would ccnstantly L:ag
to me aboui how much power he rtad. "I can pick up that nhfna
(pointing to a Bhope) and have Heindel charged ri ﬂht now

(Hc later did this to Thornley, ordering hls arres ﬂithnut giving
him the benefit of a rreliminary ar*ng) aPPL@Oﬂ wculd falk abeout
the great news stories that would develop, should such an arﬂ@u;

be mado. He would say: "John R. Heindel, alias THide1" , Wwas today

alrosto& in New Crleans in the ccnsbwracv investigzation belng
Jdu UOG ceotho" )

Wo both wondered aloud what effect that mlghu have, when

rerporters learned for the first time that the rifie really wasn't
or2ored under Cswald's namo at akl, but under the nick-name of
ancther man, but had only been sent to Uswald s pcst office box,
I asked Garrison whether he thought that the Pa's office, when such
an arrest was made, shouldn't explicitly indicate that tbo gun was
orderod under uhe name "HidB81", and that a document in the 26 volumes
over Heindol's signature QSuabliqﬂ“d that Hidel wag hls nicknamo.
"No,"he said. "Let them lcok that up for themselves."

A% another point during this sessicn, uorriuon looked

and mused: "John Heindel; John Carter. (FPause) " Then, as lf arnouncins
a certainty: "John H einne¢ is Johm Carter, and they both lived at that
rooming hous uoact%er This Jjolted me. It was, after all, a
possibllitys bu¢ hchnag v 6 v=b. "No" Garrison answered, it was

obvious thau thls Was in fact the case. And for the mest of thatl
moeting, John Carter was John Heindell My two=-patsy hypothesis,

which I hoped G rrison would mnerely conslider and investligate, was

now an ostablished fact, by mental edict.
As far as Garrison was concerned, John Hc%nuon John Carter
who lived in the rooming houso with wswald "The WaPFOﬁ Report
ceuld not have becn written without Heindel's coopnmtlon9 which had
to bogin tho moment that shooting took place in IDealT}Las,i savel {F et g

®
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Thus, as of thataﬁgwnzmg,ﬁ, Gurrison was convinced that
Hoindol was at least cooporating with “the bad guys"; and if
Garrison eculd charge him with perjuy, using Ynocrnley as his
logal lover, perhaps Heindel could be induced to talk 2nd confess
to anything he knew,

Garrison kept saying "This could be the break I'vo been waiting
for", or words to that effect. le was really guite excited
abeut the whole th'ng. Although I was guite harrpy to sce him
finally interested in Heindol, I was peﬂturbea to see him
e8caltic a mere hypothosic of mino into established fact, gorlete
with such detail that he"imew"now that Heindel must be, 1n fact,
Cartesr.

During this meeting at the Century Flaza, Garrison kept
peinting to bther poopl? whe would walk by, and esrecially wo
anybody who had a brlefcase, and tell me that "trabs an FET agent”.

m

The _enitire hotel, it seemed, was flcoded wit
Poople were "tailing™ Garrison. He sesmcd Féally
There is nct guegticnn about that. He thiocught he mignt ' Ted,
He insisted we talk either ak dinmer, or cut by some chairs near the
pool or pond, so that cur conversations pot te picked up by 211 the
bligging doviges. Anybody with a briefcase was c.rrying,he . said,
838 very sensitive “"directional" lerophones.  Any doubting
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"I know; I once worked for
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looks I might give off were
the Buregu."

o

I left Garrison that morning ., and he took & plane home o
lew Crleans. I fullv oexpected to hear abrut the arrest of John
Heindel, within a day or twoe. October 19, 1967 was a Thursday, and
I distinetily remember discussing with him the fach. that it would make
the Sunday papers, if donp soon. I wrote & letter that day to
Vincent Salandria, telling him how I theught Garrison would arrest
Heindel and charge him,

That makl, I finally sucoocoded in contacting Donald Erwin Lowis.
I loarned then, for the first time, that Lewls's memory gas qubbo
vivid, on the subjoct., He, t00, remmmbered Oswald sreaking Russian
With someone, but the doscription was completely different.

This, I realized, could not pegsily be Heipdel; for the first time,

I started to realize that Korry s idenflification might really not

bo that solid. Anyway, on the evening of the 19th, I senil

Garrlaon a telegram informing him of what I had learmed, He know

that I had been trying to contzct Lewis, as well as Delgado, and wanted
to know what cither of them sald, should I find out,

My tologram (of which I have g confirmation copy) reads, in
part s (Poforring to Lowis as "Larry") :"Lear Jim,Larry Called. Had
Substantial Conversation with Him, Please noto: Igcidont vividly
ropoat vivldly recollected but description definitely ropoat

dofinitely doog not mateh, and is totally inconsistant..’If I had

a photo at this ond, Larry will easily bo able to identify. Hes
clear rocollection. Irovidos vivid description of individual nlus

other now detalls. On basis of what I have been told by you...Larry
would lffza dofinitley bo able to rule out (Hoeindel)., 4m Genuinoly
concerncd that incidont is valid but Square Peg is being put in round
holo as far as this specific indident alone 'ip cpncerned. Bloase
call me further dotails whigh I can supply, if and as you want them,

I also called Garrison s office %o malke sure that this information
was understood by Bethel, and would be passed on to Garrisone.

I
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chnmhilqﬂ Yﬁrry TbOLmo Ly all d mo collect in responso %o a
toiouﬂau I sont him, requesting that he do sc. I told him of
Garrison's wish to have him como to New CUrdeans and seo if ho
could %donuloJ Heindel.({ The coxact date of all phone calls can
be estab from by phone bill.) It was:on Octobter 19
thet I me%b wnuh Garrison and told him of Thernley s resgonso,

1“'1&

I/told Kerry that

if he agreed, qurison would send him a ucrogrum
asking aim (Xerry) to call Garrison collect., The telegram wculd bte
Bigned Frank Marshall. Kerry finn]ly aﬂfbcco This phcne call
with Kerry QCCUPed-"hn daly, ., *© bafore Garrison left the ZTontury
Ilaza Hotel on Cetebar 19 1t was ph§u, I believe, that I gave him
Karry 8 addross in Tampa Fléridsa so that he could contact himéua w e,
I did net hear from Kerry again, ncr from Garriscn aga WOSiE e
was bugy atl the time, and simply assumed that G ‘ison waes Tollowine
it a1l up. Tuner= had been no arrest of Helndel, but that &idip
suprise me either. After all, it was ncw agprarent that Cswzld
spoke Russian with at least one perscn other than the cne Kerry
saw h'm d¢ this with The situatlon cbvicusly did nct warrant any
rerjury charges against Hsindel, who might very well be telling
truth. .. v
Meanwhile, scme very interosting things were harvpening with re \o\e
Kerry and Gorrison, of wh‘ch 1 had no knowledge., I learned of thomw=®
for the first timo » I learned of them for the first time on November 19,
1967, Garrison was back %“ Los Angeles. I think I called hinm at
the hotel. I had dcne so much phoning Tor his office, in tw'*ng

to track down Delgadec, lnd Donqld Lexﬂh, that I wanted to give him
an exponse voucher that totalled almozt 360, for mynphone bill o
I was about to 1pave my arartment for Garrlison’s hotol on

Sunday, Nov 19, 1967, when I mét my girl friend, Judy.
Sinco she had never met Garrison, I asked her to come along.
[

I'm glad I did. For what happensd sé frightentd me, that I was
thonkful to have a witness, and afterwards, I was so conmscious of its
Olg)ixlcancog that I went to a restaurant so that I could immediately
cresto a sot of notes,under that date, of just exactly what he had

83..5.\.410
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Ray Marcus was meeting with Garrison when I arrived. Ray was just
leaving., Garrison was in his bathroBle, and he was very arpolegetic
and cha LﬁLnLg as I had my girl with me. It makes all the more
gignificant wh&t he said, for there is no doubt in my wmind thet he
woirld have b=en far less polite were she not thare.
de sat down in chairs. Garrison then fixed me with this "mystical"
stare OL hls9 and said, ina slow even tone, ag if making some uvbo
of biblical Pronouncnment: "Thernley lied, {He strotched out the vord
lied, by ﬁaus%ng on the i gsound for abeut a second or LWo.)
~This took me quite by SUpPL . After all, only three wesks
ago, Tljornley was to bo Ga arrison’s utarawiupc s=to=be,
Hhv, I asked, did ho say Thonrley lied?
Pauseo.
Agaln, "Thornley 1iod," ( as if, by repeating it, it gained in
Val;uatya)
Then G-rrison to0ld mo: “”%nrn1ey lied when he said ho didn't
know Cswald in wOptOmbeP 1963.," Again, I was dumbfounded., o
I politoly offered the theught that I would go wherever the evidence
led; what ovidence did he havo that thls was tho case?
Thon, Garrison told me: "Wo have so wany w1tn9goou who gaw LhGD
tosothor at that time wo have atopped lotking for more.
/‘Aw
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Thon, another pontifical pronouncment:
"Thornley's with tho CIa."
"But why do you say that, Jim?" I asked.

"Thornley worked at a hotol in Arlington, Virgin

i 11
e

ol

30 what, I wanted to know. My "so what?' type of rebutial

B Iae s 2 s 8 Ao 3 o - & o ! y * i -

mes Dy his incredulity, as if "What do you fiean, "Bo what?"; isp
KK

KX obviocus wo you what this meanshid
@

Then, Garrison informed me that on the night
Kerry was witnessed to be gquito elated over JFK's d
Its truo that Kerry saw greab irony in the de - th of
might have oven expressed happbress over it. This
been in bad taste. (Kerry has some ramarks to gay
this, and he did so quite well on one radic brosdecas
scon te transecripted). Kerry's humcr, hewevsr in bad
night be interpreted to be, had mcre to do with his o
irony snd his own ideas abcut gevernment and the tyre
makes leading ather men his 1ife's 'work. But this is
the point. (This is one of the reasons Kerry came %tc &
cf the Secret Serf?lce so quibkly, that weekend.)

Garriscon had the stupidity and nerve %o think tha
acticns that night wore thats of a member of a coneplira
crenly aprlauding the success of & pPLot OF which he w
‘his is exactly what he szid. )

(Cn January 18 1968, before Kerry went to New Crleans %o testify,
I oxccuted a signed notarized statement on what had taken place
at this Nov. 19 meeting with Garrison)

What had apparently harpened between Cetober 10 1967 and
November 19, 1967 is that Kerry Thomdley had gotten himsolf placod
on Garrison's "ghit 1ist". How had this occured?

I was so frightoned by what I saw in Garrison's hotel room, but
a

I 2ally didn t know what to do nmext. Cn the one hadid, there was real
desire Jjust to not take him soriocusly. After all, Garrison has changed
jai

his wind so frequently on so many matiers of importance, that whe
really cared, anyway? I had just about concluded that "Carrison"

represented a phaso a lot of critics had fo go through in btheir fUTSUitﬁ

of the truth; I had just about written him off; I was Qratefutl ho wowld

reimburse me for my fifty five o0dd dollars, and that was the. aend of i%.
Later, Garrison issued a subpeona for Kerry tc amrear in Now Orleans.

Its 2% that time that I contacted Thornley for the first time since

I had made the arrangements, back arcund Oct 19, for he and Garrison to

get tegether.
Korry knows this end of the story much better than I do.

But it goes scmothing liko this. After Cebtober 19, here is vwhat hed
harrened. Garrison had sont Kerry a telgram asking him %o call
tho office, using the namo Winston Smith (the wan in 1984 who ends up
loving big brother). There were two phone calls, before Kerry got
to Garrison. Korry thinks that on the first call, he was actually
talking to Gsrrison, who was pretending to bo somecne olse.
Korry may be wrong, but daywinif, Herry finally got fed up with Garrison's
anti?@%&ﬁdwwroto hinm a letter .elling Garrison where he colld go.

— Tho letter attacks Garrison for so freely using the power of
subpeona, and ends with a quote from Robert Ingersoll to the effect
that 1T 1g better to let the guilty go free, than punish the innocent.

That 4did i%. "
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Shortly after EJisq thin wcoks Ker”y wags shifted frop
tho 1ist of CGarrison's 'starawitro ses-Lo=be", and to Garrison's
"bad guy" 1list. :

]

And what 1s really outragicus is that {orf" g subpeona to conme
to New Crfizabs to testify was not 1ssusd@ by a wan” who scught %o
find dut facts, or find out ruth, but vo do to Kerry oxactly and
procisely what Garrison hsd intonded toing to Heindel!

In other words, CGorriscn had a theory abgut
which bOSiL”d Heindel's involvement in the assas
after the fact. Thb point isg, Garriscn thcught
something" and was"hiding"it.

The method feor "breaking" Heindel was to get Heindel to testify,
get Thornddy to testify, establishing a conflict of testiminy. Ther
leindel wns to be charged, with }eﬂgurvg with Xerry (and cthers)
presumably being the witnesses against Hzindel.

New, Garrison called
to him. (This 18 Said in
the tima, but it wes reall
about to take place.)

Kerry tectified. The ur
Kerry sald he had not had any
which as far as Kerry 1ls conce
no qualification---=there was
with another witness who said

as balkted with the trutl For when

o do with Cswald in plember,1063=~=
8 the truth, with ebsclutely
stablished a conflict in
1

se.
Who 1s the other witness? A girl named Barbara Reid,

Kerry ncws his case bstter thon I do, and this shert writecup is
rurely to gilve a running afcount zs to how it evolved fPJm this end,
But it is important to ncte that DBarbara Reid leaves much %o be

osired as a crodible witness. Amcong other things, I have interviewed
1eop¢c 8ilAXZE whe tell me that 1t is well established that sho
had an alter in her homg, and was actually a practicing witch:
This, and other equally ‘fascinating things will all have %to come
cut at a trial.

The point here is to cxamine Garrison's met hodolo@y Cn Cctober 19
1967, Garrison had made up his nind,XKEE in some mystical way that .
only he knows, that®! elndeltwas.John Carter-was—a -liar.-and-a bad—-guy.
fhe solution, I now realize, was to establish a Thonrley/Heindel
cenflict in testimony, and tnen charge Helndol with perjury.

\vnen Thornley said "no go", Garrison turned on Thonnloy .

Meanwhilo, sertain critics have avparently egged Ygrrison on
in his venture against Thornley.

(One rerson, here in Californila, recently exprressed
role she had played *n getting Thcrnley arrested,)

"RO”“GuS arent’ t enough ,however., Arrests hurt pesople and
dlprupt lives, and violate civil liberties, and cause great mental
anguish,

I recently had a conversation with a critic who is an ACLU
aEuOPQOjg on occasicn. T p01wuoﬂ out that there wa quofbucﬂy
no "beyond- a-roasonable- doubt™ type evidence indicating horby"
invplxoﬁanu An anythinge.

L Qoné glve me that civil liberties bull shit" he ropliod.
Wo're Co?nﬁ a?uor the assassing ol Fresident Kennedy.

It is In this manner that the complete guspensicn of judgment

and standards occurs

"regrot' at the

ﬂ
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Certaln ¥ar roon Roport critics are pipyi rﬂ tho same role, today,
with respect %o the Garrison investigation, that ono right oxXroch
be playoed by some memberscf tho John Birch oc'o+v with resrecit to
an HUAC investigation. Garrison is "their man" T%oy try to steer
hinm in the right direction. And it does takeo oro steering, for in wany
ways, Garrison has becomo the Frankenstein of a small group cf
Warrcn Report critics,

My fealiz~tion as to what Garrigon's meLfocoloLj reglly boiled
devn to did not hit home, until he had ac Ual7j charged
Kerry with perjury,in February. Had I realized that this 1s what
was in the works, I would have urged Kowwv nct to pavo gone near
the state of 1puisianna9 no matter how guilty he might look
1f ho refused to testify?

I cannot understand , at this date, why I didn't realize than
that Garrison's summsn*rc Kerry to Loisianna to testify was nc
mere Lthan a legal ploy,to establish a enflict of grand jury te:
vhich weuld then be used as a basis for Gerrison %o order his
arre2sié for per jury. ” ' "

It now all seems Bo obvious., It dLan t at the time. En‘ when
Kerry and I had conversations in January, 1968 about Garriscn’s
recent subpeona of Korvy kA urged Kerry to go to New (rleans and
testify,r:£lly thinking thau if he did so, it would clear the air
once and for all. Garrison woldd see that Kerry was innccent, that
he had nothing to hide, and a silly thoery expressed &n a Los Angeles

hotel room on November 19 woqu have bitten the dust,

I was so nalve, it was really pathetic.

2

-

ol

And during this period cf time, actually phoned up certa
cther critlcs innocqnuly asking for advice as to what I shculd Lell
Kerry, who was wcondering wha% tack he should take, "Tell him %o
g0 to New Cibans™ sald ono. "If he has nothing to hide , ho has

nothing to fear", or words Lo that erfect,

2

Later, this same man,thoformer !
Henry wafe) for he.

ACLU attorney, would outdo
the one who uald tc me:

is

at civil liberties bull

"Don't give me th
ins of the Pfeisdpht "

aft2r the assass

S

hit. We're going

2 €Y

plty 1s, he really believes 1it. 4ith any of these
try to cite evidence that Kerry might be innocent

the conDpﬁracy thecry one more notch, sc as to
OL evidence,

YRRV TS

LYeday, in the case of Thornley, there are many critics
sume that Barriscn “"must have womOuthF on Kerry, merely
no hag charzed Kerry Thomnley with a crime, and ennunciated

tb90flea to the New Urlogns States Item that Kerry was part

roeplu,
U .\’1
anludc

3%

who
bscausc
varicus
of

‘coveﬂ&

fodoral

opers Llonu“

in New Orle aps 1n the fall of

1965,

've known
I read his beock
Oswald's guilt,
articles, given

"Kerry for about 3 years

I first looked him up after
about Cgwald, because I waﬂ 80 upset that he aceopuod
and the Warren Roport. (Kerry has since writte

interviews (Fact,

Dec 66), and pﬁwsonally arroa”od

on radio (Joe Dolanm Show, San Fhanci
higs position on this whole mattnro
Warrcn Report and was publicly prop

isco, summer of 1966) modifying
Kerry changed his positicn on hho

ounding his Chdnh“d

rosition monthg

before James Garrison over became’ intépested in in the cases)
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In additioen Yo knowing Kerry, I also know the 26 volumeg, and I

am pretity familiar with Wavco areas of the evidence, having spent
almost 3 years with tho mateorial. Finally, 1've had a potent
doso of Jim Garrison and his methodologye. I have witnessed

the gonlsis of a case uLulnSb Heindel, which was abcrted at tho
las® minute, Trobably Dy sheer chance, barely avoiding the false
arrest oI an in&wvidda¢ on Ln.u;_NCLont infermaticn. '

I have also listened %o Garrison's varying public pronouncerents
¢cn this case. I still wotld like to hear satisfactory explanaticns
for tre fact that Wwell aft=r Garrison claimed to have "sclvea tho
case" 'weeks ago", ( a ¢laim which was made in Feb 1967, a scaut
12 weeks from the time he first received his u@t of the 26 volumos)
he changed the numo*r of shooters involved in thocase ho had
"sclvcﬂ( frem 2 (March 1967) to 5 (May, 1967) to 7 (Flayboy intervéw Cct6T
and later even 15,

Ccrrestondingly, the scame is true as to the nzture of & 1ot.

n ais Flaybey interview, for examrle he is on 1ie recorad 1ot

I la; terview, le 1 v ic racor 7
taking sericu y the 1gea that the assassination was a high plok,
but rathsr the work of a group of politically insigniricant

et e en | i ] " + i® d - %

Wing nuts who were 'sick"., To quote Garrison in that intervicw:

"The assassination was ‘c 88 an ideological exercise than the enzied
revenge of a scik element 1n cur sccisty"; and "If you go far sencugh
%o ficher eitreme of the pclitical spectirum, Communist or fascist,
you'll find hard eyed mon w$bn guns who believe that anybcdy who

doesn'%t think as they do shculd be incarcerated or exterminated,”
(Ilay40J9 Uct 1967 page 158)

I don't know too many "hart eved men with guns" con theleftg but
that is heside the point. Garrison scon was gppropriately scclded by
certain critics for having cov;ed out,. (When I bpought the subject urp
at the time I was meeting with him, he said he had abbolutely no

evidence that it went any higher, or included fresidont Johnson or
anything of that kind. So how could ho say so? Many reople pointed out
to him at the time that Johnson was certainly vuln=srable on the charge
of covering up.) Cne meonth later, in Novembsr 1967 at Century Flaza
Hotel, he urped the ante in his famous "y-ur awlenaly Fresident" speech.
"Who had the most to gain®"
LL)T” OuCo

Now onc asks: Had Garrison made some startling new discovsry
between Cgtober and November, justifying Johnscn s inclusion in uhO
plot taingiﬁﬁ i% 1%, as in the case cf the chanfi®ng number of shooters,
gimgly the fact that he had been scolded by enough of his critic
befrienders for not being “hard 1ine" encugh? From what I k 7, Ghe
latter 18 undcubtedly the case. These changing st=- t*mentug among many
others, have made Garrison a Jjustifiavle target for ridicule. iny
man can cnange his mind on the bagis of new evidence, but Garrison
gseens to change his becasue of an inability to have made 1t up
indorendently in the first plice, compounded by an inability %o
distinguish between what is merely hypothesis, and what is provable fact.

When such filuld hypothesizing carries over into the area of
cuuruLn” people with crimes and making arrests, innccent reople are
going to got hurt. I tMLnk Kerry Thornley 1s Just such a case.

-

Rq her Lhﬁﬂ trying tc e &ll tk'hg to all Warren Report critios,

Garrison asked "Your friendly Fresident,

i""’

NOW

J

made bis centributicen in court, whgtever %hat may turn oub t@ boo

he fact that Grrrison gets a rise cut of the ostablishment whon he
shouts "consplracy" does not mean his investigaticn is solid, or

itvs charges just. Because of the Cﬂedibilzty gap, any uuhlac official
who alleges to have discovered the existance of a right wing
censplracy to assassinato JFK would immediastely attmact the kind

of hostile attenticn that farrisen has attracted,
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Cf course, I haeve projudged Kerry's case. Bu

wo bo objective abeut it. I could never gerve on h

I know Kerry, for 3 rears nowe I know Garrison, th
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6 lumes, and
tho way he treants the ovadﬁqco, in general. Finally, I know theo detzlls
how Korry and ho came to clash, in this mannsr, with Garrlison
now becoming Kerry's prosscutor, with Lils goal being to convict'
Kerry of perjury and send him to prilsone.

To thosoe who read this whe find it incredible that Gurrison
might be wrong, despite tho fact that he has chareced Kgrry with a
crime, that Garrison surely "must have something", be reminded of
what occured a few short yoars ago, when millicns of roppls thcught
that a particular document must be the Absclute Truth, becausze
it was signed by Earl Warrsesn.

or
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