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Deer Dave,

It 1s now mor~ than & month since we - spoke. £t that tims you
promised yeu would =zend me certain things. If you have, I have not received
them. If you hnve not, how am-I to regard thic? fm I %o take it a8s a sipgn of

your integrisy, or as its meesure?

At thet time I gsve you o fes of the availsble means of msking
your own check on Thernlay's honesty, for you aaild you beli:ved everything
he s2id simply becsuse you balisve him to be an hones®t man, You heve hed more
then enough time to do this, yet you ere ailent. If you have made such a
check and it convinces you he is honest, do you not owe it to him to so
declare to me? If you find the contrsry true, after sll you have done angd
said, do you not owe this to me? And what do you owe yourself and those others
who are, in effect, limked to you baceuse of their trust in you?

Things =re being done thet I would prefer to balievs you would not
be pert of, Last Wednesday I ot a phnne cell from s reporter on the Tamps
afternonn paner. e had been carefully fed thiogs by Thernley's lawyar, he
sgld. Now this was well after I spoke to you. It turns out thnt ho had been
given a carefully corrypted account, 2nd thet he—di4 not call me until five
ninutes past the paper s desdline. I therefore presums a defemation wes:
printed. I also know thet 4f he used what he ssid, you sre responsible for it,
for the original misrepresentation and the threat undor which it was obtained
vere yours. If, once you knew the truth, whieh would heve been obvious to begin
with hed it beon what you sought, you did nothing to rectify wvhat you.had done,

- ere. you’ not thed 8 conscious part of ell this?

I took the t1me to tiik to you end eerliar I wrote you hoping you
would do what ‘you have_since admitted you have not done, meke en independent
investigation. You have failed to- -conajder what you may b2 deing to yourself
and thereby to those who trust you. When you act as yen heve end do whst you hsve
done merely on Thornley's word, wherein is your position difrerent then that
of those on the Warren “ommission, those who wrote ite Heport?

Lave you ever stopned to thlnk that perhaps it isas I to0]ld you = that
4 wsated you %o be in a position not to hurt yourself®

Therae ic snother touchstone to Trornley's honesty. I find he snd you
through your essociation and, 11 1 correctly recall, sctusl srticulation, sey
Barbara ~‘eld is "a practitioner of witcheraft”, Aside fron whetheroor not it is
libelous, and 1 think it is, have you independent proof? Hsve you essked Kerry
why hse placed igplicit trust in a women ne knew was & "witgh” sné only years
later decided she wes bad, on the tesis of no new associstions with her. Have
you szked nim hcw hi knows there was a veodoo altar ia her home¥ .oy do you not
snd then get ia touch with me? I grant my informstion slso comes from s psrtial

. gcurce, but i: 1z that he helped her sroct this altar for o single purpose, a TV

show! If thet 1. all thera is, what have you been doing and saying, whet kind
of "henest” maa is Yiormisy.

Withsll, I want you to know L have in no way indicated those things
that ere or most interest to me. Hurriedly, Harold Velsberg



