8/20/68
Dear Sylvia,

Thenk you for suswering my letter, which was not intended to slieit
8 response or to provoks you into resction. I do not know the source of your
Thérnley informstion, sside from Dave or him, but on the basis of whst you
say, 1 have no reeson to credit it., You begin with the besic agsumption of
his innocence (with isa lagslly proper) and of his heving no ceonnections
Whereas I do not. I did, until I conducted my owa investigetion. I tried in
et ways I could to prevent his making the mess for himself thet he did. T
cannot now tell you whet this inevetigetion discloses, but it iz not in
accord with what you believe and what you heve been told. I tell you, for whatever
it is worth to you, that he occuples 8 position in this you appear not to
understand. If you are in touch with him, =hy not ask him what he overhesrd
when he wes with federel agents? I, of course, do not know it from him. I do
from those he spoks %o - and * must heve spoken to a dozen people in New Orlesns
who were his personsl friends, including some who still are,

Your concern for his legel needs is fine. I wish some of my colleagues

had the semex concern for mine. I have been the victim of endlees herrsssment by

nguier. It alleges no er-or on my part, is frivolous, i= merely aimed at me
because financislly I am the weakest of all of us, hes ulterior purpese thet fe
date L havs begen 2bls to frustrate (but may not be able to indefinitely ~-and
if they feil, then beliave me, we will all te hurt), snd have put m® more then
$4,000 in debt. Unlilke tha Tnornleys, who have an income, we have nons. /hat
you do with you money iz, indedd, your own affair, and I ssk none of it. I do,
for you, not for me, ask you to exmine what m2y be & motive you 4o not understand,
I do not went you tn hurt yourself without be sware you might be. You realisze,
what I am $elling you about ia poat, and there is no' hing you cen now do about
it. 1t must be obvious I seek nothing except that you understsnd whet you may
be doinz without realizadg, something you mey lster have trouble with yourself
about? But on poor Thornley's finaneial and legsl problems, I was in New Orleans
when he was arraigned, though I was not in court. I was working thers that period.
There seemsd % be no financial problem thst precluded his lawyer =pending a
week or so there, with hiz wife. The proceeding took but a day.

I did not recell, 1! 1 knew, of your disgreement with 'ince over
Lifton, but you sre right in telling me thst I had forgotten your disagreement
with him over his Liebsler associstions. They continue. 1 find them not in-
consistent with his Thornlay contects and activities, nhich include tk foulest
slanders that I find no one objecting toe

If you trust Thornlay's dntegrity and assume he is using your money
only for legal purposes, fine. I tell you from whet * know of him I'd assume
the opposite. I also tell you I have resson to presume he hes no finsmeial
problems with a 3wmy lawyer or legel expenses, I sssume he is using suc contri-
butions for other purposes. /imong these 1s s fairly large-scala campaign agsinst
me. At the seme time, I $ell you it doss not troubls me. In scme weys I rather
welcome 1t, 2= perhaps the futurs will show.

Think what you will of Garrisen persenslly ( and may I sugm st yon
do not lmow whet I do?), I think, when you lesrn sll, when thig peried ia
pest and written sbout, you will leern the zsnuine effort he has made %o
protect the rights of those he Wes accussd. Just recently he refused to
prosecute Layton Martens for sttempted murder when he had nothing te do with
the srrest end charges. I heppened th be in New Orlesns esrly the morning after
the arrest of the night before. I started checkifz on it before Garrison even
knew sbtout it, before anyone in the office did, * ia I who learned the
essentials, who the girl is, eveng what the rela¥Yionshipe were, I tal 1 you
Gerrison hed eveilsble witnesses who would have sworn that for = monta Martens
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kxibd hed been goling sround ssying he would have t~ kill Derryl. Gerrison hed
:ouis_ Ivon mske his own investigetion. “ouis wes setisfied that &t the moment

artens did try to kill Darryl there weg a fight and 1t could have been self-
defense, Therefore, there is 20 edditionsl prosecution of Layton "'artens,
though he did almast ki1l Darryl by going awey &nd coming tock with & knife
from the kitchen and plunging it deep into Darryl's gut. Further, last “ovember
Martens sougsht me out and twice asked me to srrange for him to cop a ples on
the perjury eharge., There is no doubt steut bis guilt end the DA's office
lesnsd over bsckward %o help him avoid it. Martens? lavyer did not give him
permizsion to telk to me, wich I demended Leyton get, end he did not zmt
give permission to telk to "im, whiick I slso demonéac he do. Neither “im nor
I would heve snything to do with him, This was ig the prerence of & witness.
Need I tell you that 1t would have been helpful to ¥im had Martens walked in
and confessed guilt? He would have nothing to do with it.

You heve no ides whet there is thet could hsve beem "lanked", on
8ll those cherged, =md none hss been, Jim himself bas never said e word sbout
the svldence sgeinst those he has charged. Stop and think, end I am confident
you will find this so. Hed he lseked what I gave him abgut Thornley and what he
s&ys sbout hie own ideas of murdering people, he ®muld have damaged Thornley
very mich, He snd I have been silent on this end will be. You will eventuelly
lesrn of the sizesble effort to protect Thornley from himself, Until then, whether
or not you sccept my sssursnce, I do offer it, It ig wrong to accept the lies
and distortions thet he, Dave and their considerable pr assoclatiocns ars
spreading. The answer will swait court, for reports keep resching me thet both
pl=n sulte sgeinest me. Thoughtx I cennot afford lawgprs, I will welcome it,
88 you elsco will see, You r slly hsve no concept of what cen be fairly
said of Thornley end what he = said, by credible witnesses (nct the sne he
deceptively isolstes), sbout what he aid.

Again, 1f you sre is toueh with aim, why rot ssk him why he hsd ths
need for a poet-offics box, excatly whers Oswald snd others hed theirs, and
at the seme tima? If he tell¥you 1t wes to receive mail, ten I tell pu I
have same of his letters snd this was not his return sddress.l sm tslking
about original letters, in the original envelopes.

Sylvis, believe me or not, trust the result or not, L hsve made
extensive, parsonal investigotions in New Urls ans snd slsashers, I hswe never
asked Garrison what he has on anything, I an my own cet. I give him part of
what I devekop, I know whet * hava, ‘het witnesses I have, what they 857,
whether they seem credible or not, wheimher they have animus or not (and not one
is his snemy-thosa * bave eschewad), and in almost swsry case I have substsntia~
tion of whet I am suggesting from dispassionste pespla, @y work iz so independent
of Y4m that the! lsst two weoks L was there I saw him once by accident snd onece

‘@le had a drink together. I have opened whole new areas, establizhed connections
between seemingly indspendent parts of the assassination story. 1 nave made
contscts ond friends outside his office, iccluding his ensmics, who have framkly
told me of the legel improprieties of the other side, in dstmil, t-ings that
Will really shock you when you lesrn fhem. Juide otviously, I csnnot tslk of hhem,
None of this hes been without some hazerd. These are things of vhich you ean
have no glimmer from the Heport of the 26 volumes. ! heve established, inde-
pendently, perjury and subornation of perjury.



There iz absoltitely no doubt ebout federel intervention in New
Urlszne, from tefore ths time the Cerrison cese was publicly know. I have been
told by zome of the charsctzrs thet they 2re under federsl vrotection, Thera
is e primo fsecls case of others being cared for fineneislly by the zovernment.
Cne, vho hos no income, is seo indiscrest as to regulerlsy lose in the neighbor-
heod of 35,00 nightly playing cards. Believe me or not, these =re things
Garrison does not kne , did not tell me, thet I developed on my own, 1 heve
8 surprising smount of this on tspe, too, Tor most of the witnesses are
willing. The magnitude of the Liebcler evil neither of uas initislly suspected.

As A contibutér to Thormley's fund, do you think 14 would ve
presumptuous to eek him to lend you & set of his writing? Ferhaps you might
even went to limit it to Oewsld. Resd this guck zrd ssk youself whether or net
he hse not bgen pert of the framing of Uewsld., There is other relevant evidence
I do not cite, but whet is public be should hsve no reluctance tc let you ses.

1 hsve only a single copy of ~hat I locetcd. I bave given other copies to
cthers, btut I'11 be glad to let you know if he dl4 not send y-u 2 completas fila,
should you hzve any interest. It seems to me that whsther or not he was pert

nf sn Usweld frame-up would be of interest to you, #hile * have not seid so,
perhape you might 2sk% him if he has ever been a "False Uswald" or se suspected.

What you think of Garriden iz of no concern to weet, 7hat you have
dore iz b:yond recsll., "hst you misht do wil' bs no probkem to me. %hat you
¢-n 88y cen hardly be-more than you alresdy heve. 1 seek nothing personsl
In writing you. I toks this time for no selfish motive. I now have three un-
published btoocks cn which I am working, one quite topieal that is btehind zchadule
becouss it has grown to Awice its projectsd size. I tuke this time beesuse
despite what you wrote: believe, as 1 have for =ome time, that you are
motivated not by logig or fsect by by smotional considerstiona, “ertainly thie
is 8t least partly tgéa of all of us, snd 1 ssy it without intendsd criticism.

I do not want tc proleng this correspendence. I just do not want you
to hurt yourself, to lster look back with regrets and the wisdom of hindeight.

Sincerely,



