Hell story-Yates-Odio 6/12/89 Harold Weisberg

Rereading the Yatas 6/28/67 letter to Garrison brings to mind
several of the continuing problems: who is truthful snd why do the ppople
involved dissemble when taere is no superficial reason for 1t?

On the face of it, and seemingly voluntarily, Yatea wrote
Garrison & long letter. Civing no specific reason for the timing of his
writing, ho seversl times refers to his reading of the farren Report,
The epntext is that his reading of the Repwit inspired the lettar. Well,
he walted almost three years, which is too long a time in itself to
appear likely. *nternal evidence is thet his reading of WHITEWASH II is
the immediate ceuse, end the internal content of the letter attributes to
the Revort what i3 not in it end what ies exclusively in Wi II. So, on
motive, Yetes lies. (Example: the FBI showed Odio only old pietures.)

Poosibly in other respects Yates is both truthful and
forthright, but I em inclined to believa he is holding back af% best.
Hsll did not stey with Ystes es long as he 4id, blabbermeuth that Hall
is, without saylung much more.

There ere sharp coniradictions ewtsen what each says. Here
I ccimpare Yetes' letter with my lengthy interviews with Hell, of which
1 presume coples have been resd. There is no doudbt that Hall is s lier.
Seme of the contredictione can be resolved agsinst Heal 1 because it wee
to his interest t1 1ie sbout them. (Exsmple: number of times he wees in
N.0.) BPut I elso feel thet some of what Yetes 1s holding back may be
signifigent. Seve for one thing, there is nothing in his letter that
does not flow from ¥ IT. That ic his reference to the taking over of
Hoitl ac 8 point for stteck on Cube, (And this is of current interest
beesuse of the involvement of some of the mercensries nf this group in
the current Hnitien sdventure, ss forecast to me by Hemming 10/31/68.)
Also, I recall no other reference to the use of Big Fine FKey.

In a letter thet is as sesmingly factusl, Yetes slips over
a few thinge thet would interest ms. Bxemple, his plece of work and its
netur-. it is indicated ss medical only. Hall soid he Was an oxygen
technicien =nd belisved he had worked at Perklsnd. 4nother, the nature of
his firesmms-act conviction. Hell seid he Wes sn expert markeman whose
garsge was loaded with verious explosives, who had every conceivable
weapon, etc., and wes radical-right in orientation.

Yutes contradicts Howard also, on his presence in Dellss in
September 1963, as I recell Howard's statements to me. He places a man
who seems to be Howard there. Deliberately or otherwise, he goes far to
confirm W II, snd the immeilate question is does Le go out of his way
to do it, end for m purpose, or is 1t entirely factual. It Ystes is right,
there is heavy confirmetion of Odio here. One thing that is surprising end
pertinent is his emphasis on Hall writing Manolo Ray. This is consistert
with the statements and representations made to Odlo but inconsistent with
Hell's own rightist orientation. His not% meiling the letter is consistent
with a puton. I find it very i jteresting, either way.

At thies point I cen do 1litile with it, but I s-licit thought
end opinion. Does anyone have snything else pertinent?



