8/20/88
Dear Sylvis,

Thenk you for smmewering my letter, which was not intended to slicit
8 response or $o proveke you into resction, I do not know the sourece of your
Th@rnley information, aside from Dave or him, but on the basis of what you
say, 1 have no resson to eredit it. You begin with the besic agssumpbtion of
his imnocence (with 1s legslly proper) snd of his having no connections
vherees I do not. I dld, until I conducted my own investigstion., I tried in
wiet wmys I could to prevent his meldng the mess for himself thet he did, I
cannot now tell you whet this. inevstigetion discloses, but it is net in :
accord with whet you belleve and what you heve been told. I tell youy for whetever
1% is worth %o yow, thet he occupies @ position in this you appear not to
understand, If you sre in toueh with him, why mot ask him what he overheard
When he wes with federsl agenta? I, of course, do not kmow it from him, I do
from those he spoke te - and * must have spoken to = dozem people in New Orlsenms
who were his personsl friends, including some who still sre.

Your concern for his legsl needs is fine, I wish some of my ecolleagues
"had the samex comecern for mins, I have been the victim of endless herrsssment by
Sringuier. It alleges no er or on my party is frivolous, is mersly aimed et me
tecause financislly I sm the weakeet of sll of us, has ulterior purpese thet 8
date * have been eble to frustrate (but msy not be able to indefinitely -end

if they feil, then believe me, we will all be hurt), and hswe put me more than
$4,000 in debts Unlike the Tnormleys, who heve sn income, we heve ncne, What

you do with you money 1s, indedd, your omn affair, snd I ask none of 1%, I doy

for you, not for me, ask you to exmine what mey be 2 motive you do not understand.
I do not went you to hurt yourself without be aware you might be., You reslige,
whet I am telling you sbout is past, and there i= no hing you cen now do sbout

it, 1% must be obvious I sesek nothing except that you understsnd whst you may

be doing without reslizédg, something you msy later heve trouble with yourself
ebout? But em poor Thornley's financisl snd legel problems, I was in New Orleans
when he was arraigned, thougli I wes not in court., I wes working there that perioed,
There seamed % be no fineneisl problem thet preeluded his lawyer spending a

week or so thers, with his wife, The procesding took but a dey,

I did not reecsll, i I knew, of your diagreement with ‘ince over
Lifton, but you sre right in telling me thet I had forgottem your ‘di ssgreement
with him over his Liebeler associsotions, They continues 1 find them not in-
cansistent with his Thornley contsets and sctivitiee, which indlude tk foulest
slanders that 1 find no one ohjseting to.

If you trust Thornley®s #integrity snd assume he is using your money
only for legal purposes, fine, I tell you from whet * kmow of him I'd s#sume
the opposite, I alsp tell you I have resson toc presume he hes ne finsneial
problems with 2 Xwey lewyer or legsl expenses. I =ssume he is using such contré-
buticns far other purposes. /mong thess is » fairly large-scale esmpaign sgeinst
me. At ths same time, I $ell you 1t does not trouble ms, In scme ways I rather
wWelcome 1t," 22 perhaps the future will shows

Think what you will of Garrisem parsenslly ( snd may I sugme st you
do not kmow what I de?), I think, when you learm 211, whem this period is
pest and written sbout, you will learn the genuine effort he hes made to
protact the rights of those he Wms aecused. Just recently he rafused to
prosecute Layton Martens for sttempted murder when he hed nothing to do with
the errest snd charges. 1 heppened th be in New Orlesns eerly the morning after
the arrest of the night before, I started checking on it before Garrison even
knew stout it, before anyone in the office did, |t 1s I whié Yeerned the
essentials, who the girl is, eveng what the relationships were. I td 1 yeu
Carrison hed svailsble witnesses who would have sworn that for s month Martene
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Tmik hed been going sround ssying he would have %t~ kK11 Darryl. Garrisen had
Jouls Iven meke his own investigstion. “ouis wes sstisfied thet ot the moment
“ertens did try to kill Darryl there wes & fight and it could hsve been self-
defense, Therefpre, there is no additionsl prosecution of Layton “sriene,
though he did almost kill Darryl by going away end coming back with = knife
from the kitchen snd plunging 1t deep into Derryl's gut, Further, last ®ovember
Mertens sought me out snd twice ssked me to arrange for him to cop s ple= on
the perjury charge, There is no doubt stout hie guilt end the DA's office
leemed over backwerd to help him sveid it, Martens? lavyer did not zive him
permission %o telk to me, Mich I dememded leyton get, amd he d1d not wek
give permission to telk to “im, wideh I alse demended he do, Neither Yim nor
I would heve snything o do with him, This wes in the prezence of = witneas,
Need I tell you the$ 1% would heve been helpful to 9im had Mertems welksd in
and confessed guilt? He would hsve mothing to do with it.

You héve no ides whet there is thet could hsye been "lesked”, on
8ll these cherged, end nene has been, Jim himself has naver ssid 2 word zbout
the asvidenco against those he hss cherged, Stop und $hink, end I am confident
you will find this so, Hed he lesked what I gave him sbput Thornley and what he
says sbout his own idess of murdering peopls, ho wuld have demeged Phornley
very much, He snd I have been silent on this smnd will be, You will evemtuslly
les™n of the sizssbls effort to protect Thornley from himself, Until then, whethes
or not you accept my sssurence, 1 do offer 1t, I$ is wrons to accept the lias
end distortions thet hey Dave end their considersble pr assccisticns are :
spresding, The spawer will swait court, for repertes lmep resching me that both
plan suite sgelnst me. Phoughtx I cammnot efferd lswyprs, I will welcome it,
&8 you also will see, You r'ally have no coneapt of what con be fairly
seid of Thornley and what he is said, by credible witnesses (not the one he
deceptively isclates), sbout what he ald. ‘ :

Again, 1f you ere in touch with him, why not esk him why he had %he
need for a post-offise box, sxcetly where Omwald -and others hed theirs, snd
5t the seme time? If he t-1lryom {t was to receive mail, ¢t ean I tell yu I
havs scme of his letters smd this wes not his return adiress.] sm talidng
zbout originel lstters, in the originsl snvelopes.

Sylvia, belisve me or not, trust the result or not, 1 have mde
extensive, personel investigetions in Mew Url ans end clsewhere. I haw never
apked Garrison what he hegs on enything, I en my cwn cate I give him pert of
vhat I devekop, I lmow what * Have, “het witnesses I have, what they say,
vhether thay seem oredible or noct, whether they have animms or not (end mot one
is his enemy-these + have eschewed), snd in almoet avery cese 1 have substanti:
tion of what I am suggesting from dispassiomste pegple, My work is so independent
of Jim thet the! l:st two weecks 1 was there I saw him. once by accident and omee
e had & drink together. I have opened whole new sress, esteblished connectioms
between sesmingly independent parts of the assassinetion story. 1 heve mede
contscts and friends outside his office, including his enemies, who hsve franicly
%0ld me of the legal improprieties of the other slde, in data:!.i; things that
will really shock you when you lesm fhem, Quise obviously, I eennot talk of bhem,
None of this hse been without some hezard. These sre things of which you ecen
beve no glimmer from the "eport of the 26 volumes. 1 have estoblished, inde~
pendently, perjury end subernation of perjury. & il
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There i= sbaclittely no doubt sbout federsl intervention in New
Urlsans, from before the time the Garrison csse wes publiecly knowe I bave bsen
told by soms of the charscters that they are under fadersl protections Thers
is » prime fecie cese of others being cared for fimsneially by the govermment.
One, o hog ne income, 1s so indiscreet as to regularlxy lose in the neighbor-
hood of 235,00 nightly playing carde. Believe me or not, these =re things
Gaerrison does not kno , did not tell me, that I developed on my own, 1 have
8 surprising smount of thi= on %epe, tco, for most of the witnesses cre
willing. The megnitude of the Idebeler avil neither of us initialiy suspected,

"As 8 contibutér to Thornley's fund, do you think it wuld be
presumptuous to ask him to lemd you & set of his writing? Perhaps you might
even want to limit it to Osweld, Reed this guck snd ssk youself whether or not
he hes not been pert of the i‘rng,ns of Osweld, There 1s other relevant evidence
I do not cite, but what 1s public he should have no reluctsnce to let you see.
1 beve only a single copy of whet I locat-d, I heve given other coples to
others, bui I'1l be glad to 101'. you know if he Gid not semd you 2 completa file,
should you have any interest, It seems to me thst whet‘her er not he wes psrt
* of #n Oswald frame-up would be of interest to you, Fhile * have'not seid so,
perhare you might ssk hm if he has sver been a "False Uswald" er so suspected,

That you think of Glln;i& is of neo concern te mg/ What you have
dore 1=z beyond recsll,.Vhat yom % do will be no problem to me, ¥hat you

¢=n asy can hardly be sors them you alrsady heve, I seek nothing personal

in writing you, I teke this time for no selfish motive. I now have three up~
published books on which I am worlking, one quite toplecel that is behind schedule
because it hes grown to _twice its projected aize, I toks this time Becauze
desplite what you wrots» }-belisve, ss 1 have for some time, that you are
motiveted not by logic or fact by by emotlonal considerstiens, Certsinly thia
is st lesst partly e of sll of us, end 1 sey 1t without intended erificism.

I do not went to prelon( this correspendences I just do not want you
1o hurt yonrsalr, to later loock back with regrets snd thw wisdon of hindsight,

Sincersly,
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