10/17/57

Deer XNagzie,

Dirty hacded, waterless, without current hence light, hi! We're still
- in the tihroes of koving ia, bog-ed down in the buresuerscy of the utlltties which,
snere by snsre, I havs tc unthresad, and with the view from ny window, oree magmi-
ficent, todasy of a deep gesh in the earth two utility trucks, two TV instsller's trucks,
and a number of cars I camnot count. Good dsy for lettar writiag, not for other kinds.

- I hope Stave has rolayed to you my tentative plans, I wrote him in haste
last night, when I lesraed them, hopinz he could Tformslize the speech at UCLA 11/15,
Thatqmorning I sapect to arrive. I'll go to N.O. sbout 11/5, thence to dhicago, thence
Sen Yranciscc., If Liebeler was unessy over my other writing, weit until he seea

0SYALD IN NEW ORLEANS! I think this time he'll have to say something, end I hope you
people cen line up thing= as well as ‘leat time 80 1 cen make it more uncomfortsble for
him to aveid. This book hss what he had and didn t use, whet he would have been led

to had he any williogness to seak ths truth, the-fsct not consistent with the pre-
deétsrmined case...l hope also when I'm there thet we can have some time to chat, and
without the arguments that we bogen with lsot time. & hope nothing is bugging Ray, I've
not hasrd from him for e while. I went to be 2ble to tell you what I now have, in the
sgme small group. I assume it will be arranged so thaei, Lif we cen get togather privately,
it will exclude Liftome Would not your presence sssure this? IT someone does undertske

to arrsnge something of this sort end wents to evoid perzonsl embarrassment, esn it

be put on the besis thet I ebsolutely insist on your presence? Liore than auyone else,

4 in fact do want to talk to you., 1f we canmot do it sny pther way, perhsps with just
Bill, if 2 lerge groups cannot be private enough.

- I do not believe the mtuf® on 1028 either. 1t wes my hunch thet this
document represented pert ~f a coverup and had that value.

%hat you sey sbo.t the Arnoni srticle express my sentiments, but not
exactly. + heve a stronger feeling ebout the dishonesty end I so told him, He sent me
8 murked copy of the magazine, to which I do not subscribe. My initisl sxperience was
so uiterly shocking (elmost two years ago) thet in respect for his past snd his decent
objectivas, * just fell silent snd ignored him. I wondered it Sylvia had ssiced mx
bim to send it to we (he hed my last nume close to phonetic) and, indeed, if she had
drafted the piece. She will not like @y response. I also wrote her seperately asking
her to closely examine herself to see if sne csn fipd an emotional involvement in thie,
for her speaking, thinking and writing are so unlike her when she sddresses Garrison.
We have hed severel rsther stiff exchenges, including 2 rather emotionsl parscnal
confrontation last time I wes in New York. She is slso straining et gnats in the fow
instances where she is on other than imeginary gounds. I asksd her to preserve silence
until sho reasd my New Orleauns book, but thet olso she would not do. Heving made hersslf
heard, having sald what she hed to say, she now repsste the ssme cherges whenever she
can, addlaing nothing but repetition. This disturds me, very much,

She is wrong on hls going out os his way to "court" the crities, of course.
Vhat she might have said is that he welcomed us. %hat 1s wrong or unnstursl about that’
Where else is ke to get halp- He has never written me, phoned me fewer than & Ralf ’
dozen time, and not once for Mcourtship?

Your position on the triai is the same as mine. I said this on leaving the
grend-jury room 4/28, ss I wish others hed, for then the possibility of the trial coming



off and themddecision sticking both would be greater. I wish I had s tape of what I
then sezid, ABC taped me for an hour, right on the stuir, and it wses pretty hot for
a while, simply because I could rot te cajoled or pressured into meking the kind of
comient they wanted (snd would sell books), I wes promised a copy.

Ferhaps most troubling to me o7 all is my conviction thet if it should turn
out that Garrison's motives mre doubtful (and I do not sonsider this at sll probuble),
thiis cannot meke Sylviae right in vhet she hes dore. I clso fear its ultimsie effect
on her, when she comes to reslize 1t. 4+ hove been swere of the breech beotween you
end save Zor a few possibly siréng hints to her bove been sllent, hoping Shereby to
not widen it, And when I told her %hsi wheun shc aaw my bouk, with nothing from
Garrison in it, she'd see & prims facis cuse,.she decline:d to believa me. I iried to
tell her that he, certsinly, hed more then I guve hinm, snd if I had close to encugh-
encugh to catisfy resuonable pecple on probability, there should be lit:ile doubt
abcut his case. I have two worries: whether the cuse has becn made untrisble and whether
the proper protections of the law can be dlstorted to the seme vnd. * heve no doubt
on the centrol fact. :

I am moking arrasgemsnts, as so-n as\Sfave ropliss, to have a supply of
C in N.C, availsble %o yocu all, without cherge. “onecone will have to pick them uyp at
the wholesaler's, thht is 211, Parhaps Steve csn do thet snd subdivide.

PAl

45 socn as my plens ars mors definite, I'11 be writing Bill or Steve. I
addrsszad Steve bsesuse he is trying to line up t¥e spesch,

N 4
Looking for.srd to serinsyou sll sgainl

# DBest regerds,
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I was absclutely horrified to learn of tre tragedy whizh
e len Shirley Martin, From aqll reports, cshe aqnd Vickie
werc very close, Additionally, Anne-Lise Lgne writes me that
Vickie was to hagve been married in three weeks. hatever the
circumstances, I can think of nothing more Overwhelmingly sad
than for g parent to lose q child.

whact did you think of Arnoni's piece in the curren
vhile I agreo that there are neny doubtful arecas in the Carriscn
prebe, many things which trouble me, 71 nevertheless continue to

tria

feel that the trigl must be allowed tc take rlace and that
Farrison must ve allowed to show what euvidonco hn bon T
R de BRI PN 4 3 2

Sosy e teowies Blnoonly cdds to the suspicion that he will
develop too much damaging evidence, as Sar cs ouyr adversaries
are ccncernsd. hat 1 dislike about ths Arncni article, in
Farticular, is the Sact that I dotect an underlying dishonesty
in the case he has built against Carriscn gnd while I welcome
honest detate ang constructive criticism, ecven thcugh it may
be directey against “arrison, I cannot help but be dismayed
when the criticism is as unfair as it i{s in the Arnoni article
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or example, Arnoni makez g very strong point to the -«
effect that Q. has gone out of his way to court the critics.
In my case, althcugh I have sent him materigl repecatedly over
the past six months, I never received aq single responce frem

him until abcut tyo weeks ago when he Sfinally ac nowledged
receipt ¢f my most recent comnunication. For another example,
Arnoni chastises Garrison for procrastinating about the rial,
as Uf it were nct the defernse which has moved to postprone the
tricl. My own policy, where the Garrison probe iz ccncerned,
has been and continues to be cne of "uait and see, let him ge
to court, and let him stand or fall on the evidence he can
produce; why try to stop him". I do not know what evidence
he has, and qs 7 haue said before, there are many questionable
areqgs, but I am willing to give him the opportunity tc make
Als case, Incidentally, he is here at the present time and
we have aqll met with Rim.

. Thank you again, Harold, for the items you have sent.
We are all eagerly lcoking forward to "Oswald in New Orleans”
and I wish you great success with {t. Much happiness, too,
in your new "digs". BRest wishes always,



