5/27/70

Dear Ed,

Begin.ing with Tanaks fer tae grest kxindness of sonding me the Hule
bo~k, walch I ryined (wio knowns it?) in advencs of publication and very mfch look
forverd %o readinge 1 susrvect £t will help get ey a trisl, simply becasuse he is
g0 much the creature of sn enormous ego @ d hss one of tue grest journslistic
stupidities of 8ll time to Justify.

But I must address your pessimism. Those things you say, those cuestion
you sskr ere velid. All these tiings hurt. But they =re temporery end we will
vyet bring forth emough trutb to accomnlish sometting. I now have mueh more T it
than I cen tell you 2nd I fully expect to get much more.

The New Orleens investigetion got aidstrecked ‘ecause Carrisson was
suckeresd by self-seekers whc sre slso incmmpetencés and who mey hove been worse.
He pawser did sny resl New Crleens investigating, which 1s the only resson I had
to spend so much time tnere, spending money I 4idn't hove snd have no cuence of
getting beck, and turning up importent toings toet did not interestix aim I
supppse becsuse bs didn't do 1%t or because tuey didn't put a noose around delms
or uionver or, as I susrtect he'd alsc have likeg, Warren. I gsve bim enough to jail
people wio were involved send whei can fairly be described as more then e beginnim
point for other, serious investigations. When peorle who wruld not $akl to bim
did telk to me, I was not toereby endeared. Everybody else wes busy telling him
Low great ne was-and doing no work and he was tusy msking spseches in which be
genuinely believed but not besed on his ~wn work end exeggersted beyond resson,
including bis best snd besteimown speech, wnich coomes fro- tie {ntroduction
\uncreiited) to PHOOTORAFHIC WAITEWASH, How much of this 1s Food~Boxley's fault
and bow much of the bad tnings he did tecsuse Cerrison wented them done I don't
believe I'll ever be sbtle to determine snd I no- heve no intention of trying.
In 11/68 there was a muchk grester disaster pulled back from the cliff's edge. It i
too increditle to attem~t to recount, end I doudbt my herves will ever xEE-de
rectored tn whot tley were bvefore that affair, Chapman was of no influsnee, snd while
the erap e used in the Enquirer is just thet en? while whet Cerrison used wes without
wsrrant, there was an importent couple of things Chapmen did for me thaot Gsrrison
just didn't pay any attention to wnen ne sew the potentisl sensation in the misuse
he made of th e sewers bit. I tLink it ass burt me more taen eny of tue otmers, but
1 ulso taink 1t {2 but temporary and we will overcome it.

Sprague also is well-intentioned, end the work he did in collecting so
many pictures is importsnt. But be invesnts endles: conspirecies, in every one of
walch he 1= certein ue ie right and in none of which is there ever aeny legitimste
besim, confabulsting when he is wothout probative evidence. This stuff #lso belongs
in tae sewers, There Was no need for redios, there wes no evidence of my, including
in that picture, those famousatramps, all veriously and erromecusly identified in
e number of wags, were not srrested where he says, if, indeed, they were every
technlically arrested at sll. ~e simply ignores whst is uncongenisl to his precon=-
coption and sees wnat is pot there to support it in his own mind., There is little
one can do about this, e xcept suffer through it. The press has 2n unerring Iinstinect

in publicizing toe foohishness sn there will be an =mple bssis for its refutation
if anyone takes the trouble ta dn it. That doesa't get re-corter 1s tie 8114 work.



) Your letter doesr't mske clear wiether tha GurvichSCubs thing is in
fuie’s book or 12 you have 1t from ancther source., 1%t is fescinating, end if 1%
ia from elsewhere, some time I'd like t-~ =0 over it.

In teliing you to keep tue faith, bsby, I dc net toink I am teing
Polysmma. Remember, even if thus far unreported, we did win vie first case of
surpression in tue 8ssassinctions, ss ultimstely you will read in POST JORTEM IIX,
and, on the court recerd, in doing so, we did end the officiel fiction es m metter
of court evicdence. Jeapite the Shew decislon, there is a good record tuere. 1t is
woefully less then it could and sanould have been, the meteriel being that rich,
but fseirly decent uce wss msde of tue meteriel L peve toem from RIST VORIEM end
eome of the witneaces, including some I lined up, mede a probetive record contrary
t5 tbhe Verren “eport, including some who were slsc Cemmission witneszes. The fault
here is not Garrison's but dbs dishonest Prees'. I wont ske second csse on more then
ths record, for tinis one did4 not become mont, end I did force Justice to give me

suppressed evidence in the Rey cese. I ex-ect to do more of this, and 1s the not
distant future.

So, don't give un.

Gotta get to bed. Agein, sincerest thenks for your t.cughtfulness,
for 1'd not he able to buy Huie's self~-indictment,

Best,



Edward R. Williams
42-55 Colden St.

Apt. 15H

Flushing, N. Y. 11355

May 25, 1970

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Route 8
Frederick, Md. 21701

Dear Harold:

I will send under separafe cover a copy of He Slew The Dreamer.

As I previously noted, the investigation was suﬁerficial and the
conclusions simplistic.

There is an interesting corollary to the story, however.
Huie, while compiling an earlier work, The Hiroshima Pilot, employed the

services of Bill Gurvich to explore a bizarre but evidently well financed
operation to invade Cuba in 1947.

The "Invasion" was aborted but para involved military adventurers named
"Prominent Citizens" of New Orleans as co-conspirators.

ﬁuie (or any other éource) does not reveal any names but it's interesting

to speculate whether this earlier domestic operation finally culminated
in the events of Nov. 22.

In any case, little documentation exists of this fascinating historical
episdde.

Any real chance of solving the J.F.K. puzzle, probably terminated with
the acquittal of Clay L. Shaw.

Garrison made many sensational allegations but what did he produce?

The William S. Walters story of an "F.B.I. Telex', the "interview'with
one of the assassins, the "proof" of CIA complicity, the Ruby "Link" ete.-
None of this was even alluded to at the trial.

Thus, people made the natural assumption that no new evidence exists.

How, and why in your opinion, did the New Orleans investigation get
sidetracked?

Was it the influence of charlatans like Chapman and Wood or were
there other factors?

Sinéer

d R. Williams



