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Dear Iml,

Your letter of tue 19th hes just srrived snd 1 restoni im-ediately
tn sesure you thet whet is involved ie not your intesrity, your ho nesty, our
frieniship, your selflessness, dedicstion cr snything of this neture. You have
bteen very nelvrful to me rversonslly, snd you <now 1 sppreciate it. What is in-
volved is very poor judgement, doing so-ethirg then csn te, msy heve been
hurtful, served no useful pwwpose. Becouse : must yretect my source I &sk you
to tere this on trust: d» not discuss this with sny of those you mey think may
have been involved.,Psul or Jim, thet's som thing else. If you feel my c-mplaint
ie unwerranted, for exsmple, by =1% mesns you can discuss it with them sand get
their indepsndent judgemsnt, Be@eruse I o not went o finger my source, although
when 1+ ig safely Tnerible T will tell you all of it, 1 will nct be mnre anecific,
I will respond in terms Af wveur letter.

Firet, on Bud: I %914 him whes I diq, g8ve him vhat + ¢id, in strictest
confi derce, &ie wes under ne circumstances to heve menticned this to eayene. So,
he gozs to vslifornia sru gets onss searn bex with 1%, Yorse, he knows ny deep
distrust Cor Turner, knéws the encrmous desmage Lurner did in New Urleens {83 you
cannot begin tc immgine), sn he tells Turner. liow I hupven to regsrd this ss one
of tte more significant, more useful o the things * hsve discovered, 1t 1s not
onlv for literery nurposes I wented it keep in deevnest security. There are others
things I do, other uses I intend for my msterisls, »nd I should be able t¢ have
the use oT my materisl the way I want while beins #ble te entrust the kno¥ktedpe
to others so “ieir werk can benefit fron it., If we do not Xeen each other's
confidernces we ematsculéte ourselves &s no enemies csn, »ith Turner's well-esteblished
record of unirhitited sbbevery, re cnuldé not huve svtoken hefore one 1 wanted less
teo Ynew sbout tails - sno thet is puttine the Lest possible fuce eon Turner. 1'11
return t~ him in rererence tn thoss mentions in your lstter. But this msterisl is
not what is involved. = Led eerlie. ticxed up the lesksge, not in Califnrnpis, und
bheving told, besides buc, only ieul end Gary, 1 eskea esach. seitier nsd spoken to
snyone sbout it. Ml xnows tust whet » send him ls svsilsble to you sni Jim, end
he d41d not neve “o t&ll me be meae it sveilestle. 4 sssumed ne would hrve end so
intended. S0, Bud either repeated this to me serious bresch of my trust or someone
to whow Le had menvioned it in Ceiifornie imreaistely retsiled it. ‘nis would
trouble me even more. 1 co not Xnow and will not be able to find out, unless he
elocts to discuss it witn me when I rsise the question with him.

It wee not sbeout “hornley, nor wes it about repburn. In this cognection
I ssk you no® cousider the present comwrents on this by s8ll of tas LA Toople &s
being whst #ou should reed. -sk their initiel sttituces, verticivations snd
steunch refussls to do whst wes necessary when they were tola why it was necescery.
To this dey tnev beve nct werformed, but they talk resl big. They sll tesry &
very largs share of responsibility in this Sirectinn, before an3 after the fact.

You spy yru ave awere that I sm talkine ahout ¥Fred, I will neither
ef"irm nor deny for tl® c+tsted reamsnons, I will tell you tnet I hesrd long e2go thet
veu ard been in 1A with veur atri-friend {congrstuletiocns. Hdove it ripens end
matures i=%o so- irr resl rocd). o=t me sugrest you ssx vourselfl wlat vou teck
with wou ¢nd to wném vru shnvwed it. *ere * note tust whet ie convidentisl need not
bear numerous officigl stsmre to estsblish ite cherscter, Ysu esw no ore mnot in
contzet witsh 11 ti2 others. Tpersicre, sk yourself whet purpose could heve been
served by teking sny msterial of eny kxind of sny cne of us %o soow any of sien.

Lsk vourself further, if you haé the correspondence of others in sny form, If this
wes even proper to hsve wWith you, lesve slone show others. :ind you might esk ycurself
if you hed end showed thinre thet sre not central in the cese, thet were none of the

business of those with whom you were. If in addition you fece your own knowledge
+F




thet there are those in LA who consider themselves my ekemy or Procislin TOelr ulse

lixe for me end thet despits eny proteststions nf mutuel dislikes end mistrust,

same nf these ere on terms of intimecy with esch other, do you think you should ?
h-ve hsd snything from em with vou whether or not vou shnwed it? To ta- best of

my %nowlndge, vou szaw no one in L& unknown to me, “herefare you saw no oine to

whom I would net nove given onything 1 werted hiu to buve, You %mow tiet Lifton

hes been telkinz of suing me. 1 precuse f£:ec has teold you o2 me VWist ae bes told

others. You mentioned these two tand 1 do not respcnd tc your suggestion tust I

may veve baa Lifton in wmind).

You sre correct in interpreting whet < meexn by s frightening hole but
not in zxm essuming I sztrrituted sny self-seeking of tersonal profit to you. Ke
thoughts could hsve been ferttur fro- ny mind. But one of tue vossitilities, not
in reference to you, 1s not to te ignnred: blsckmeil. There nre those who wruld not :
esciew this {u they thought they could sdvince whoat thay wand thereby. I do nnt
anticinate it, however, sand nct in tiae nermsl zemse in any ov-nt. Blsckgurrdine
micht te closer to the cezebilities § visuclize. Whet vou do no* understen? is that
tuose you know nay not be in ell respects £nd ¥ith =11 pecple og they hLeve teen
with you. Therefore, cince was all end to ovilunte £ tosis of cur
own experiences ond estimetes, vou oy o ountirely ;. sseauss of your
o¥n truct in oour ovm Julgemsrnt, kst oyeu beove tec . tiesec peonle
Just tzs not registered on rou.

You =addrzss "truth' es toought i4 i: en atsolute. ihet fF1sd, for ex~mple,
might rs ord ss trush I essure you I do not end am confiient you also would not.
4% ieg in ¢-anection sith hinm that you aske your deiinitica. .as%her or not he
eeks trath, ss khe or ss + understond it, is rntirely unrslated to what vou tracket
with 1t,"If there wes somethiag ~tout the “nornley m ther *het we 3fscussed I knew
of no-hise thet I 20uldn'$ roally %$ell hlm thet would enfanser arny cmn:iianne" “his ‘
iz in every resrvect wrong, Tirst, you kanw - hnt ho 444 to me okout the *hnrnlev
matter, Sext, v~u “aow he is, deszpite his clemsor, closs to iften. Yoy ~1l:zo “novw '
that I told you a2t to #ention it t5 enyena. 4And sbove all yeu ‘mor I zend tn those }
I wsnt t~ 2ave 1t what £ hevs thet 4 wont ther $7 anve. You shoull naver under oy ﬂ
clrecunst-nce consider discuseing what * heve on or relsotin- v *hunrales with myone. &
It is tnis eimnle thine vouw must come 4 unidereton? 2r with t-c biust at intentions

you will do grest damzre, You ~ust not diccuss other neople's materisls or business
williout their sseent, Faoch »7 ws may hive specisl reasons far not weniding this done,
but in my cese I asve repestedly de it explicit thaex h1 o nﬂ cnfiicnna ir most

ne I

ol tus pesple you dedl with and i have repcatedly mde it ¢

do for Teul, you snu Yim orly. “his, it seems to ne, shoul be anJubb. Ilcase taink

this through so you ey coms to understend 34, Ip addition, - om 3 writer in o com-
petitive field, end you lmow my stufr is stolen regularly, veu tnosw tuct Turner
doez it end considers it risat rnd sroper. “ou wers rrevent when I teld aim 4n

confidence .hﬂt you next resd under hi~ nsme in Ramperts 2 hic Awn thinking. You :

know only too well too much more, - e

In the iaitet I neve {mplicit trust. They sre two of the Tinest people

L havs evsr ret. In addition, *they live with tta need frr wmintsining ennfii dence,
for he is in & fleld where it is end must be done e2ni the neecd is well underztoond i
8ad resvectes. It wes not them. Even +ith thi- Ligh regerd i have far them, hoge e
ever, + hrvs “lﬂ a restrieticon I exteet you 1o restoct: one elge Wnecgof oany i
: I ee ,ou aeve other desirss, as'c we, Uitk 2 L can ~T7hard think :
ng dany them if tuoy w nteld 1% or vow t2ousht trzey cheull have o

-

simple busis, I¥must know how we deel with esch othor. * must
now thet I cen tr st you to sbidé by the restrictions I 2sk you to reswect. Jther -
wise, I am feced with the possible necessity of not sending you certain thiigs sm
this I do not went to come to pess. You cancot know +11 thet mey be in my nind, nor
can you anticipate whether or nnt 1 heve specisl uses or purposes in mind,




Lour purposes, your next point, are not in tuestion st all, I hsve
ne question here. I do doubt the lsst ‘ert of thet sentence, "other then to get
infomstion". *his could rot in ony sense relate to thet of which I eomplain’/ If
it is Jave or Fied, for ex=mple, do you heve to csjole them to pet irformstion, or
bribe tuem? ieide from this, what I specifically refer to is not of such s cherecysr,

ou do neot exaggerste When yocu ssy you go tn troutle end exrense ta help my work,
*his hae olweys bteen true, it hus clways teen ungelfish, sud it hes slways ben
velueble. You knew I do ¢ppreciete 1t end you know thst in the lirited ways I een
I go reflect this,

Now I do ecknowledge thot there may be times when with some of thbse
yeu are in contsct with, you msy, from your greater intelligence snd superior
krowledage, undcrstend whet they do not &nd cennot snd may deciced that it is nec-
es:8ry to pess on to others what thoy prefer thut you not. rdowever, with, for
exs ple, Teul or Jim, or Yery sna me, this is not the cese. i you ever felt
this wey with one of us, you should esk. “ith Lifton end Fred, wbose judgement
ie misereble, you hive to impose your ovwn. In fset, L belicve that +ith whet
scme of whet Fred tcld you,.you 2eve not snd should huve., I do not btelestof
this, bus think sbout it.

Zrdlessly & aust eddress thesze two ond Turner, for you persist in not
resrecting =y opinion sbout them. bere * em involvel, you ci B,y must or I cannot
trust you, sni thls 4 do not went Lo come to pesce The best that can be ssid for
wngt Lifton Les donc to me is thet it iz very wrems. lou Xnw tnis. The best thet
cen te seid for him mrsonsliy is that, bright s Le is or net, he is like sick.
Sueh 2 men eimply cemnot te trusted. Wow I ssk you to congdider less ¥ut plessent
rossibilitiee, Thet he 3 ir tleckjecking Fred {end whet kind ~f msn ic ¥red to
heve vernitt 1laberated, reslly, frow whsi be himsel? sent me)

{e wretohed, ¢ exclusive purpese of hurtine re.
“n his Avm twicte Pk ove d it wés to tely =aornley. Rut to
do tout be hud to deliberetely mizconsirue ¢rn. misrepgresent woei he intimidated
out of *red, wac ic Lerily o asteh for e rlutterins but mor ti:lly-vounded motk,.
This is cpon, m-licicus dighonesty. if he is cepotle of *his he simply cannct be
trusted with vnything, for you have 5 zssume be %will nave no mnra seruple with n
8ny other materisl, 1% is that sigple. Need ~ add sanytaing sbout fred? Well, I do,
and when you are here »g¢hin you will see these tuings in latters he vwrote me: he S
knows the entire thing was not dizhonest, wa: no: designed to frame ‘hornley, was &
N
B

8 meehsnism Inr hi- rrotecting, wss net in say cense s doctoring of photpgrrahs

or photogrerhic evidence snd, sbove 81}, h: knew 1t could be used to hert Gerrison
(for whom he nrncleimed sucu ungying love end repwct) snd me. 1L, xnowine these
things, e =£%ill gove Dove end  hornley's lowyer whst he knew iliey ceuld not use
cn, need onytiaing else te said of aim? It is not simnly

th-t ne hss no jueigenm il often alszleye very ced judgement. It is very
simple: he ic & terridt s 1V wus so used-snd mey yet be
§g5in and egeip in different contexts. There wss no wuy in tae world Liften or
honnley could nevs gotben this except with Fred's ascent, ror cnere wes go other
¥ey, save theft, to obitein it. Fred, who is full grown, sncws nn-tinz il he dis net
mmow this. Bhea you =re here, us ulweys, you cosn sec tic cniire file. 1T you have
eny doubt of 1y reorssentuticn, tell me wast you went =2nd 11l cory it anc¢ send it.
Now, with theve foets, tule bistory, you ore on tuin grsund ou civin: zhom any-
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taing, ertoe. ol taen fublsse you want 1% Bunging on ik pupler-nsche trees or ‘
buring i. tioe Brown aud -wed invisibleo tupasls). 3ubt hog in $us world om you justify ¢

pu}
3

~her? Lhs. peed e uli there asvs boen?
uctive end to serve¥ Or with Turner,

o]
shoving o o ussing snytuine of mind
Yhat concsivebls use ful prupcse, whet
to waom I now Zurn.

be is, 1 know, your friend, tuerefcre, 1 hsve be:n less pointed than
is mere than werranted, I do not snd have not called aim an agent, thourh it if



1 were pressed, I'd hsve to sckrowledge the possibility, that a number of things
4n pvoint in thet direction. I do not think he ‘se & %ualnk he i: merely unse ~up-
ulous and incompetent. ithsl very self-seeking., “ith this understatinge of what
fan te seld egeinst Lim, I sk you to enlighten me: what single, viable, izportaht
thibg has he brousht to light on this entire subject? “hat useful tmmrose hss he
served? Vhet one importsat witness hes be found, frou whom ne extrseted what
vi.lustle irnferastion? kst =ingle o023 interview Los he conuuctes witn those
discoversd by othors? In chord, tell me wirt he hss done, for all the t:1%, ell
the pose, £ll tze big reputation of sn FBl-agent background and thie fine taing
on expcsing them? (4And even he:e, what hse he bromgkhhk torlight thet is new, vhat
more tusn i necossery, :.es the vory minumum, vo esterlish s phoney bons fides

if he were =r sgent, s Yince would ergue?). Uompetence? .hy when Johenn Rush was
rointed cut to his and he was told whet %o - sk for, ne couldn't even do that. “e
did teke what Fush volunizered =nij poged thie sus v grest 2chievement, when it was
nothing, ant ven new, e d:d tell Fush hns nrertent, heow knowl- dgeable he is.
But tr get whet we nesded, wh2t ha wee ssked to g2t to besin wiih, Fall end + hed

to gn to gresy treutle on? whit for us is concldersble expenss. liore let me dlpgress,
for vhu wers n-+ here, Toul wns vl

«ld he 2ould fded do 1v. e dig maeniMeently. I
Ao net thin' thers was o ziigle juestion o 0o weteu 0 wush efter ceul ssw him,
£sul vlald stout tus ne certeinly is coiapstent, 8t leset with
PEOD Sro nol sunoglni ith bie Tine mind, when he hes tims ons there
2re Tor te b2 tucstiored w.ao cen not be zssu ed to be cutsagonistic, as Jeonne,
T do tut i1t woulda L2 good t L ve hin vlongesszecielly tecstuse of ths debth of
knowledge he hos of tac .ctarisl atd his innete censervativeness on fuet snd truth,
Iman cerdous in - stingtk %his cuestion sbout Turner. If ihere is » stngle plus
mork on this score, I want to know it, or if there ure¢ more. + xnow of nothins
7lth wliech he hes beun sssceizted thet 28s not been a fissce, © Zisastear, or,

where there hos bean less thot grest trsgedy, saythin. better thsn sn enormous
wmete of time and norey, - tonlrupting of cur side, I, Zor exemple, hawe hud ny
consider=tle indebtednesn greedly irereesed Leceuse of the frittering ot money

and rezcurfes for vhich =» mrc responsibles Soxe dsy you wil wnow tha full ime-

port of the gre:st nerm he dic¢ ip low o ‘ ose to tie end of evaryihing,
Gary nsc seen some of it., 1 omontt Lipsrtiel \which i unrelsted to ny znowlsdge

or judgensnt), so eak Gary. Thers sinply cen be no doukt sbtout snything but why.
#ore Vince or2 T ere in Slscorecxents In fect, tae lest time I speke to Garrison,
he vwas convirced Turner wee ar =nt (confidentisl-net to &0 to Yurner) and I

spent sems time sho-ing aim ard, think, convineing himy; of tae octher possibilities,
On this ceonsion 1 learned wore of the enrcmosu weste lurner nsi ceused in thet
office, mdnx and of o:her pgrest coste ue hed inflicted, oihers than *~ hed learned
on 1y oWe nd I add that oa everyiiing o which 1 aow kaowle age whe re Boxley

was wreag end so obvicusly wrong, tihers wes Turner b tztopuing him, aithenticating
Lim {Boxley roturned the ‘uv ry clien). This includes tue cvert menufscture of
evidence, 7 gov spd maeun "menufneture”, It is Sust bed, It £0% %o tae point whasre
they wers ss contemptuous of Cnrrisen or so certels of ls uaguestioning trust thed
they sttecked those he 4dis trust, caling taem sgente vnd ocher talnge, aml 414 n~t
even fesr lesving obvious Geps in théir "investigaticn", giving nim felse informz-
tlon thst wnuld fall vpert from @ mare izlenes, It sesms preity clesr tiat taey
vreyed on his parenois, roally terrifying nim. Zub let e &et toaynur letter on this,

vau ot u pester fro. swdrid with Nagall'e

ricture, fr-m “ilsdngton, <nd nes iz ystidficd by ] Jirst I otell wou thet I
have no xon?iiesze in taw Nasell story ot ¢ll, wier 2id, how - suy ‘‘qurnsr Qeceived
i Bt Tent then - peliceved. dagell is in “puin ana hus teen

Tou sap Tursar tel3 vau he
i

you or ot ig cvin
keeping no secrats, e hLus ne &ypelent neens ol sopport, tut hes been in Lyrops
for months, including theee in en eset-Germun Jeil from which he was sprung by
out government, wiith s11 the open signs of intelligence involvement. Turner knows
Nagell's close friend CGreenstine lives in Yilmington ("Equipment Iimes"), MmXHX
Jo you need sny more?




In the light of whst is without question of oren CIA involvement in

New Urleans st leest, now con you sit still fer his "expounding on the theme of
non-¥l4 perticipstlion"? Boxley wag on the szeme teck. Detvween the two ~*© them yu
skould heve seen znd heard -what taey convinced Garrison - whet he wss abaut to do
and say on thisd Zoxley's formulation is thet is wes ¢ vsecret FRI cell™ in N.O.
No evidencs et all. 41} the I4 clues? ©31 nlen v‘, roing teel o the esrly 60s,
How far in sdvince trey worked con thed cnel Beck o where JFZ was their haye.
Thev shpai® could resd tic future! On this there ‘& nn J14-7RI riwvelry, le1a
taeir fiction. lou know better. The V3l sovered tie I on sverytiing, 1t does
not "mske sense”, fnd when you soy "His remorks were mede in the context of
discussing Soxley”, do not lose sight of the fwct thet here you cennct discuss
Soxley wwhihbalt discussing Turner. “hey simple cunnot ve separuted, not on sny

of it, ond I caX:sno¥ you Duulr oun mrit*en proof ol ite How ¢en you sttribute
relevance %o llokver bveing = +' degres lwson "end the CKI is tsclid «“=gon', even
if it is true. -s3 10t the flme come Tor gu.sticning every one of these"factar"
from Turner, even ithe mizor ones, lik%e the ““esonry oi tie CNIY The gow roment is
il ot them, »s ie private lifo, g0 if true, wust toco it meen? "Negis Yenne'y
hanging rround “uy Senicterfe ofiice”., 1t is sles av inf~rmetion (sn? werhaps he
is usin: mins, lor $keee is no indicstion ne ever aid seny privete investigatine
in H.0.) toet seapedy fung eroud thero. chal doos 14 woen, sside from thst e hna
knewlsége ne didn borenert? ‘ais behevior whe no.mel H Job, o rpothin- to
do wituh cuy el ol esnspirecey, bub to <o with regerting cr frien shipe "ss.with
Kemue dy sen 1 his reports on to the YBI ;1 usn under Loover." what, il
snytaing, doe:s this wean, whi wiaere is Sioe prool tiLst Founedy weni ouszide ~fiice
chenrels with hils rsparting? shat conceiveble nesd coul. shere ueve Been for thie?
ANG Jdohn i, Lonre i noi Sae "#1 mon under loover"., kot 1 delesel, wao usy

actusliy run 5o Jointe True vbout areseim sno NI .elp, DT anov Gose tals relste
exclusdvely to wim, or bust no obher vgeney ested tuie welp: Lot thed I cen prove
it i: srue, bul - v weard it. .roochs ren ot ,", Lot an Y1 froot. Whet proof
ie ere tlet "Dasnlsder cealis hic reporbs to ou s et B rieue and sert any
renorub, to enyone’ Lusior's werd? and while you sre oo it, ek raell 1L 31
interest 14 <uni stexr ic inconcisiensy with L‘ei evine wina of telug un un

somethisg the government Wenbted to kuow zbout, &7 tle 221 wenied Lo keer tebs ond ite
Like si-vie tnp;u.AuA the valiticsl setiviiies of vierious sorts. ilave yeu ceen

the letter b sent “uy Yohnsont withoui i, cen you telieve it exists? Whet shouls iz,
when tuey werc fri.nds and i. l.c szae town, within casy welking alcst.nee of each
other? BetWeen two men so long exverierced in clendestine works om Benister,

I tell you whet comeone in 3 tsoition to krow tells ne, thet Denicter suffersd

broin ‘emsge in Xhicego =nd his subsecuent cerser znd einduct sre in sccord with

the medicel sprreisel wsde €t the {ime...’hst proof do you keve of Lredley's
involv-mznt in enytbing? True Cerriscn{ resc Tuiner) coid this. o you Yneow his
sources, hi: eviisrce? Jo you know that Garrison kuew he hsc uothing, tut just
believed i1¢ »wnsn next you .re in o 4Ly, spesk to -evin ubgut tiis, ask ycocurself

whet Xind of men pePsusdes = puclic officiszl Lo nss proof ke dess net huve 85113 on
this bassis gote that public oriiciel to meze casrges be cennot gubstantiate, to
conduct the investlgstion zfter tae casrge tuzt cthould nsve bsen made in advencs

of it, "hat &id sny subseouent 1nvertig5t4on rrove? :sbsclutely notning. Heagen ecould
heve dore us nogreeter fevor thon in denving extredition. Vrismen vwee “urner's, #oo,

end 12 wsnt telore th grand jury. vhet havnened? Zero. iLgsirn, nmchin to it, ~nd
what vroof is there Lh:‘ brealey ever ned sny "inte LlleﬂLe" ecn. ~on€ in ¢the post?
The+$ he was & pusra aurirs t.crld var I1IY or s 1ldcor svyr Tuet Banlotsr =tterpded a

reserve cilicer's ireining school eon 1960 is extrenely inrrobsble, espe cislly if
8s & tsacher,

1f you have ne independent procf of those fonlish things Turner con-
vinced you of, s&sk youlself whzt proof he cflfered? Cun you suthenticate a single
one of these fer-out things, cr did he offer you any? You, like Garrison, sr- tuking
kim on trust, He is cither =ic4 cr outting you on, is e contempituous of pu &8 of
Garrison. To me what he fed von 1e 1r-atinnalitv. 7ith tha dnooctine and +ne Aty




end raversed.

After 21l +he tainge + haw told you sbout Turner, is it not pest time
for ssidng yourself soms oueatioms, or fnr asiing tangible proof of him? He keeps
you =1l ranning between privvies

‘ watter ther taoc mest cnormouz, unendins diversicn, sveetened a litlle
with aned teit, the imvolving o7 she radleal right (the right ¥ind of bals,
no? for wo~t of us, Rarpesrts, Garrison, ctc?

New yus it 81l tag thor, ond want do 3tu/we new of Turnsry Anyihing

Bradley® alec,
Feravel , tut poisi-nous, slmout futsl,
Toa P2 late . dork to use in the 1t Free Dreast Fabrication.
Rose? sccorxdd Jeffe, stili with the other side. :nd who suthenti-
cat ceget ‘Turnsar,
Pptent Tuoner .in tputhenticated”. 'nd entertui ned on taeir moley.
gl sheus uhic ons. Iowe s tuers saoo Lod never bsard of them,

muld not :t =g shov Corerison the £ly-a film onm
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April 19, 1969

Dear Hal,

I just received your letter of the 17th today and am
replying immk immediately because of the disturbing questions
you raised in your letter. '

Let me first say that in xmasbig reading your letter the
firgt time I was very puzzled at just what you were referring toé
At first, I thought it might have had something to do with a letter
that Paul had received from you concerning your anxiety that the
knowledge of the Baxter & Ward memos onk the executive sessions
had somehow gotten into the wrong hands of someone, I told Paul
and I again state here that at no time did I show this to anyoned
Bud Fensterwald had mentioned the existence of these memos but I
had gathered from this that you had informed him so I merely told
him that I had seen something you had maileds Since I was not really
familiar with the nature of this material, I wasn't even in a po~-
gition to discuss ite ‘ '

In going over the letter the second time, I became aware
of just who it was that you were referring to and that is, PFreds If
I am wrong, then let me know, It daes, however, look ag if he is
the one you have in mind.'

" But now just exactly what it is that your refermence is %o .
I must admit I have no awareness,' It isk true that when I was there
T let him look at my correspondence file but before I did I made
sure that nothing of a confidential wxim nature was shown him that
could endanger any relationship.’ But let me add that I felt most
positive that he took nothing from me and I don't think he could
have. Besides, I trusted him and "although his judgment about certain
maetters may not necessarily twExkExk be the best I truly felt that
his inquiry into this entire affair of‘h assassination was based
on nothing but the desire for truth ashimines If there was something
about the Thornley matter that we discussed I kmew of nothing that
T couldn't really tell him that would endanger any confidence. AS
for other matters, such as the Hepburn affair I did discuss this
with him but since the people down there are much closer to this
#hing than I have certainly been how =xi could I have discussed
gsomething I really had little knowledgem of. Somehow, your letter
suggests that Lifton may be involved but how I am not surel

I am also wondering at your reference to "getting out of
the whmi® frightening hole in which this work has buried me is by
the sale of my work," In the next sentence, you say that "Your giving
it, under any circumsdénces, jeopardizes this." Here, again- are you
saying that I have sold what you have wi# written which was given in
confidence through the mail?

The only other persons who see my correspondence have been
the Whites but here, again, I trust them absolutely and when I show
them things it is because I want them to be in a position to offer
comments which will be of helpe

Let's assume that you are correct and that 1 did show what-
ever it is you're referring to, to whomwever you are writing about,’
What purpose could I have in mind other# than to get information?

Tt all winds up in your possession because I let you know everything
T learn abouty You would have to ask y=m yourself why I would do

gsuch a thing? To break confidences? fixh Financial reasons? Blackmail?
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As for making money out of this orx gnythlng.llke that, I
only wish I had a zerox machine that wad inexpensive because the
costs of sending you zerox copies can be quite costlye. (T remember
"my last mailing to you was several bills), However, I knoW that
these are important for your work and the cost means nothing to me,
really. When I know that you meed things I send them to you and I
say to myself: So you'll be a little short of cash, but what's more
inportant, anyways I'm being honest whenI say that.

For example, after I send you thisk letter I have to get gopies
of the stuff I promised you I would send to you zeroxeds You will
get those and the only reason I didn't send them with this letter "
was that I answered your letter jmmediately as I finished reading it

Well, I hope that this clarifys ity If not, yout!ll have to
explain furthed because it 18 very disturbing to receive the kimft
kind of letter you just sent. Please, believe me Hal, I regard you
not only as a person of high integrity whose concern in this whole
matter is one of truth but I also regard you as a friend apart from
thisei I recognize that your suspicion of whatever it is that I may
have done is motivated by the concern for truth and I respond on
that basise If I have done anything to destroy this mutual confid-
ence it would be very unsettling to me. If my judgment has been bad
then let-me know for I know that I am not perfects

Now, I'd like to tell you about other matters that I have
learned about. The first of these will & deal with the interview
I had two days ago with Brandon. This iw is what he told me.

Brandon said that his Dallas contact provided very little
information about Odio to add to what he told you when you intere
viewed him. He did say that his contact was interested in any lisi
of names that could be provided her beyond that of the GRXXE® CD
1553 file which I gave to Brandon and =k she read and examined. She
recognized none of the photographs thate were sent her with these
documents, (These dncluded all the ones of which I could think might
in some way have been involved, such as the arrest photos )y

As for the girl you mentioned to Brandon who had purple lipe
stick she said that no such person means anything to hers One thing
that Brandon's contact did say was thathk she continued to press him
abou? the fact that 0Odio was extremely & well-dressed and wWOre eXm
pensive clothes, As she put it, "If you found out that she was playing
around with Stanley Marcus I wouldn't ¥m surprised.m (This comment
probably came up in connection with 0dio having worked there); Brandon
suggested that it would be a good idea for someone in the Dallas ares
you might know checking with a credit bureau to find out where and
who paid for her expensive clothesé He @ also suggested that it might
bé a good idea to find out if anyone x=d® sent Odio flowers while
she stayed at the hospital,

The only other thing mentioned byBrandon's contact that may
have shgnificance was the fact that Odio was bi~linguals Somehow
Brandon's contact felt that whatever company Odio worked for must have
maqe use of her talents, I then suggested that he again contact his
friend in Dallas and see if she could £& find this out pointing out
that Odio did work for Nieman-Marcus,

Before typing this letter I xrmkk spoke with Bill Turner.
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Turner said he had received a bullfight poster with a picture of
Nagell on it and someone had written on it that the "traveller sure
beats Leavenworth," He couldn't make heads or tails of it except to
say that thepoéster was from Madrid and that it was amikes mailed
from Delaware’ .

Turner also expounded on the theme of non®%CIA participation
in the assassination and suggested that too much emphasis had been
placed on their alleged rdale. His remarks were made in the context
of discussing Boxley so I gathered fromhthis that both he and Boxley
were theorizing, From what Turner says,it would appear to make -
genses He pointed out these things iimkp point to ONI involvementy
(1)The rivalry that exists between the GIA and the FBI is unlike ~
that of the ONI and the FBI which are much closer to each other,
(2)Hoover is a 33 Mason and the ONI is"solid mason™,(3)Regis Ken-
nedy hanging around Guy Bannister & the 544 Camp St. Address with
EKennedy sending all his reports on to FBI #l man under Hoover, John
P, Moore. (4) Sergio Arcacha Smith gets his family out of Cuba
throughxt the help of the ONI:i (5) Guy Bannister sends his reports
to the FBI,(6)Bannister sends a letter & to Guy Johnson and talks
about "outting off" the CIA from an operation, suggesting the ONI,
(7) BDGAR Eugene Bradleyt's past Intelligence connections were too
far back in the past for him to have been connected with the CIA
and it is more likely his connections were-with the older established
Intelligence organizations such as the FBI, 0SS and the ONI.

One other interesting thing that Turner told me that I'11
mention here is that when Turner gpoke wecently in Oregon at a
college there someone came up to him, This person said he recognized
-the name of Bamnmister which Turner had mentionmed in his talk and
after Turner described him physically he registered in this person's
mind as the same one he had attended an ONI Reserve Officers training
session in Norfolk, Virginia in 1960 Bannister told thi person that
a constant complaint of Bannistert's was his crying about being ’
asgigned to Butte, Montana for the FBI whose office he headed therey
Turner said that this was true in so far as Turner being in Butte
and that he had heen in the ONI, When Turner told this person that
Bannister had died it was a complete surprise to him,

Well, Hal, I thought this was going to be a short letter
but it didn't turn out that way. So I'1ll close now and hope that I

do hear from you soons' ,
Best to you in themeantimey ’
ég:g friend,
al

——



