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Memo on poxley reports Harold Weisberg - 12/7/ o8 y -

————y

Just befors midnight Thursday I was given waat is said th fke be the
Perrin file and read it hastily, midst mucn conversation andréénfuéicn; Lest
nignt I wag given a few of nis other memeyand the transeriﬁraf a phone CoB-
versatjou witn "#", {4 make orief comment om a few or these,

ihe 5~17-68 memo "NSRP" quetes one "uk-I", wio L take to be ondof the
bulles researchers, to the effeet that "the 'true hesd' of the Kational
States Rigntg Par.y' was a ceriain RETIREY avMlial JUHN CHOMSBELIN". The
admirgl is a wedlsknown fasciat, & vielent anti-Semite, anu there can ve
Ro connéction peiween the appearance of his namg'in the ".Thunderbelt”
and his memberznip in or leadersuip eor tne NSRPélThat he had mnot there
been "designated as head of the HSRP" is net sinister but factual. Tihe
oefficers are publiely known aand idemtified. If he vere head ii would be publie.
This small party does held State conventions and meetimgs, does run eandidates
for public ofiice, ete. .

énerally what ia lacking here is lacking everywhere \aside'frem faet). That ig
any appraisal whatsovever of tne depesability of tne source., any oftiecial reeeiving
Wiut 1g presented as information from one NS LFIxxx trusilis entitled tu believe
‘tney, in lLhe absence of indication te the cunirary, ouly wiat ia responsible is
beiny reported, tuav tne reporter is satistied apout the dependapiliity eof his
B°urce.\¥na fuet is tuet the quoted sources are, from reauiing of tie reports
alone, nelfher depemdable mor impartial. Even where tuere was derrogatory informa-
tion gyailable abuut key sources, it was withheld from tie memos, as I wili cite
imtue K.E’uschdvskﬁ case. la somjc’ases, tue conteatb of tnese reports is an oby
vious feedback of wnat Jim Garridom had been sayin, anc was tioen in the news, as
with the sewers,,wheye anx entirely unevaluated source im the 3-19-68 memo is
quoied with a straight face as having heard ﬁ’radley propose the uase of the
storm drain system as a loeatlon for tne prospective assasaination of President
Keanneay and had susgested a manhele escape route from tihe system.”

Howhere in this memo, headed "Supplement te BIL. TURNER'S memorandum of
EUGan BUGENS SHALLEY® is there any indieatiem taat the sydlette's were sworn
enemieg of Bradley and were suing him, or vice versa. This is in the files, was well
knOQn*in Californmia., 1 personaliy .upplied this infermatien, in seme detail, having ~
peen given it for tonis purpose by Art Kevin. Kys. & is "eeriain® ashe saw Gordon level
¥igit Clint Wheat with Loran Hall - at precisely the tiue tuere was radio and
Printea .news uttentloﬁ_;izmgg tuhese names in her area {some of it them coming from
Ry owm intensive appearances there). thepe is mucn of this, and any is too much. =

yhe July 1, 1968 memo insccuratsly entitled BARBaRa Rilo interview!, actually

a joint interview witn her ofSam Brandenverg and "Chris" Christian (and § suggest



4;%ne oL the consequences of this "error' cuuld oe its misfiling} is too incomplete
frpm what 3grbars has independently tola me of tnis interview. Before knowing of

this memorandum of it, I had asked her to write a complete account for Sciambra.
the Mures 19, 19.8 meme is entitled "miscellaneous notes for futygq reference".
Phis 1s the kind of memorandum tuats iz often essential, anmd it is ai#u.\t; in
tnem to be inclusive und complete. however, I suwsest that calling the slip of
Paper ugwald hed in aig pecket when he was arrested as his "mame l1list” is neither
8gcurate no deseriptive, It is a paper he prepared that would imzediately tell
aly gfiiecer seeing it hne had Russian cennectiems. To cite a "skip” inm referring te
Uswald as "Harvey lee OUswald" as "similar to tuat made in Dallas by H.uL. Hyat® is
both prejudieial and meaningless. It is desiyned to suggest that Humt ig invelved,
ef whien there is here or elsewhere no evidemce. It is alse the "slip" made by )
Clay Shuw, which is more relevant and is néf-;;;;m;ited. This same memo eencludearjf N
by pointing out that Seeret Scrvice Agent Vial spells bis name like {(and here a.ainm
the phrasing is, I think, erremeous "JaCK HU3Y's Dallas lawyer friend Rebert G.
Vial.” i deubt the -uggestioa would bave been made had both e en named Smith, I
also dount Vial wag Ruby's lawyer in Dallas.
The phone conversation is worth attention there is here no time fer. It is
4R eXcellemt example of a designed ueeeptien, an exciting pretemse of evidenee

that does not exjst, of evidence in hand that is not, of deep meaning wiere there
is none, of ract th&t is net. It is the kind ef tuing that fixes amd misinforms a

busy official's mind.ufhe means oy whiei he establisnes an "inlelligence not” are m» a
BEany by wnich the selectics of any pames at ranuon coula witn as mueh validity
establish the existemee of sueh a "net", (This conversation was recorded 5%26-67.)
There is not even reaseonable suspicion that thiz eould be true, as a eareful

reading snows, but & listening likely would not, partiecularly with the emgsasis

ol the hyman veiee. Who could possibly »x belisve that the Gehlem apparatus would
firstt:énd an agent to the United States and them train ni.?pf tie other improbables
required te censider this young man an “agent”, Ke would be traimed weiore he left,
tnersby assuring these fer whom he worked tnat he was trained and irereasing his
ehances of aurvival and perfommance of assigned duties. Everything said of tnis

&R, whe becomes an agent on presumption aleme and in the abaaﬁce of any reasonable
basjs for the presunplion, can be maid of almest anyone. Abvut the same things can

g saia fer hisg conneetion with Shaw as an sgent, Where tnere is in thls conversation
Clear inference of homosexual invelvement (page 6) that is ignored, the fiction of
tenlen eonuection ebviously being more exciting teo the intended audience. He knows
saahittle of the Gehlen organization he ig met even certain ef its name. He says it
Was taken over py the CIA, wWwhere, then, is there any need to send an unskilled
Bonentiiy of an "agent" frem Germany to Texas te de netning? Incidently, whers it

is necessary to seem 1o proviie a basis for conneciion, it is manufaciured. the
Gehlen erganization is said "of courae", to be "sirongest in Mexieco, South

America and Spain®, whieh is very conveniocnt, if not supported, Genleh "was the



chief intelligence officer, a gemeralaunder Aitler ang he has a worldwide intedligence
¢ peration”. New this was not true under ditler, if tnat igs the import, and it is
Rot true there wag this group under ditler (whoge major LatinsAmerican operation

-

was through sucih groups as tue Ibero%nerikanisches Institut), Gehlen's najox
operation Wa3 in Bastern Eurepe, not in Latin Ameriecs or Spain. Hewever, how

%%nveniently this fiction serves te introduse tuis:“Now Shav's notebeok has very
strong Medrid, Hexiean and South American centacts in it.* Téere is here a concerted
8ffort to tie Shaw te the RGehlen operation, with this amd other invented means.

this sort ef nething winds hic up, and when K returns te it (p.10) and
asks, “Can you suppert zhiyximxany tuat any, Bili," he says “Well, no mere than
welve got (and we'lve get, Ifrom thif, absdlutely ne thingj B?t I think it is terrifie
support werye got already“. Both are nomexistent, Nothing to beyin with, mething -
in suppert, deseribed ms "terrifie.

From here it is sigple for him to say, as he does on page 12, of this nothinmg, :
"persenally, I think it's the cestPk toing we've got as far 88 to whoe tnia guy
associated wita and why{emm". Even the sssociatiom is presumed. The vest, & fime
and impressive word, remains mbselutcly nething

Tne Perringiien file sssumes there is only eme Youngbleod and that he is
Bertram Narwood Yeungblood, Swhidalainis: ' 4
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Iy sasume tiais Bay seed reasonable, sut woule it ps go assumad
Brown? Youngblood is a very comuon name in Texas. It was also the maiden name of

Rese Cheramie, frem whieh, it is surprising, ne inferenccs were drawn,
It seems unnecessary to deseribe Raney as a liar, but until tois is gatablished

&3 tue one and enly Yeungblood to whem she mignt have talked,can this Inugmguxs
language (page 2 of 11613-68 memo "Naney rerrin memnme") by accepteds

“BERTRAM NURWOOU YOURGBLWL of 1039 Blaleck,Irving, Jexas, states the fore-
going asseriion by MES. PERHIN is false". Her st:tement &s that
sue md contacted "Youmghblood™.

Mueh worse, on tne saue page, is this paragraph:

“NANCY teld SA's TOLL amd KLWELL (Vol 26, p. €28 that she went to Dallas in
ay or Jume 1961, seeking R(BEKT PERRIN; that she had telepnoned OFFICER J.U. .
PPIT of the Lellas Pelice Department announcing her intended txip and arrvived b?»us.”

How she did net testify that "she imd telgpphoned UF¥ICER J.b. TIPPIT. Using tis
this language was a direet assault on Jim Garrison’'s mind ang oeliefa‘. She said ahe
Phongd the pelice. However, sny mature and responsible assessement of her statement
tnat she apoke to Tipyit when she ealled, in tue light of what is new known, has to
discount it entirely, particularly because there is no susgestion tuat she knew of
his esistence at tuat time, Horeover, tals man, peruaps tie only one to go for aso
190, a time on toe Daliaa police foree witaout promotion, was never, f rom wuat is

kn"“ﬂ- eltner inside or im;neadquarters. He seems tuv have been entirely am outaide
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ofricer,
Youngblood is said tu vc ee.tain oI tue date "beeause it was just pfiaé te -
tue last mobile home show hel{in the Ballas City Auditerium September £6-30, 1%2,*

Now tois is the kind of inciuent’ by waich it is poessible to fix recollicetions.
What is laeking is asutnentiecatien ef the aate. If vhere is me reason te presume

it wrong, that his recolleetion is in error, tuere likewise iz none to assume him
infallible or his recollegtien unflawed. Lt snould have vesn shecked and authentisated.
Kore, the dats en waieh.%éé is said then to have seen iu vallas is at & time wien
there seems to bp: no evidence she was and pretiy strong evidenee she was in New
Orlesms or Haine, my recollection is uaelear. It was September l96a; a moath

after Perrin's 8-28-62 death.

At the bottom of page 3 is the beginning of a discussion of Eddie Brawner. He
is refferred tl in a quoiatdon from the Commissien material {26H633 a&s "Edward
Bwnnser*, te wihicn Boxley has appended "Sic". Thereafter he goes inte a big thing
about tihe FBI “finally eenters upon RUNiiw ECWARD BROWOER then in Atlanta, Georgia®,

Phere is ne indication here of any searen for any unpublished material en Browder,

834 there are now indexes available. There is ne indication eny ef us working im
tnese riles were gsked if we had any informatien. I ean not be eertain tnere is such,
but it ig my recellsctien there is and T have it. This is nmot nearly as significant
as w.at L yesterday learned from Joel Pélmer, that Boiley had and withheld frem the
Mmemo and the files ether information and doeumentation he had. It is not consistent
with what he here says. Bgswner was alsc known as 4r was addressed as “BRANKHER". He

ave Soxley & telegram addiressed to nim under tnat nanme, Palmer snowed it to me '
and Bjid Pensterwald and I read it. It was & reguest tnat he jein tus Bay of rigs
perparatigns an¢ activities. although there was tune inferenee (Il.beiieve Palmer made
it specifie), tuat tais telegram originstek in Miami, tne interval evicence l1s that
it originated in pallas and was sent to a vallas audress. wWith the interesteng part
of Naney's stery tnat her husbana had been offered & job to take a boat to Cuba,
smugsled arms in anc get s »ig price, it is simply inecredivle that this siganificant
evidence was omit ted by accident, particular because of tue big deal Boxley made of
the F3l switching of mmmes, 1 eheecked witu lven today and there is nd cepy of this
telegram in the filea., Boxley haa i%, withheld it, gave a A’py apparently Xeroxed
on tie ofiice mseuine to ralmer, apuc ne one else knew of it (I alse ehecked with
Seciambraj. It seecms to me tuat certaim inferences are here unescapasles he is
holding out, especially what is ineonsistent with what he is centriving, med all
Of tiis work is tnereby suspect. I will retura te this expecially in ciscussing my
long session yesturd.y aftermoon with ralmer.

This is particgiarly poisonous in‘ tne light of this language :“There is ne

nothing te inalcate that tue FBI evar called on EUD1E BRAWNER (er YOUNGBLOMW

either, for that mattef)in connectiom with HANCY's statcments anu el



$estimeny".
This telegram indicates it haa the same motive as Boxley, —jpsimedk

eliminating what was incensistent with'its preconception. The telegram supperts
inferences of Cuban invelvements. neither the FBI Ror Bexlé‘,ﬁiai—étﬂe~§u
find this congenial. ' '
Lucking here is any reasen for & the uallas approach te the Perrins
Or any considergtion thét Nancy mi.ht, indeed he psyche or a liar

fi?her than en a a%‘etive pasis, the qéPetien by Boxley).

Ihere are alse internal incensigfencies sordering on degeption, Thers is
muen that is without reasen eor reason veing sougnt. Seme of tne igmered

Centradictions oring inte question the deponcability of the witmesses en whieh
what I oelieve te be a contrivance is vased.

The Brawners, from whom the telegram that is denied the files was obtained,
place tue date kaney was in vallas in 19c4. A3 eited apove, Youngbluod { and here his
wife), place the date in 196< ani seem firm acout it. .@hey alse nave a small
daughter with Naney, as no one else does, "Her eoula tiey explain td their ewa
8&iisfaction why they weuld have knewn NANCY and LUS oniy as Starr woile
YUUNGBLUOOL knew them as Starr-dorreeted-to — PBRRIN".

Une ebvious pessibility taat is des¥rustive to the prefabrication is tnat
this Starr and Perrin are not tne same {particularly with tine fourteer yoar aiffefenee
in ages that yecomes apparent),

The cited "anomalys“ are mnot exhausted (p.4) Sem. of the people knew the pair
&3 Starr, others as Perrin, The clear possibility tanat this all derives from

Haney's falseheods is avoided vecause, aa 1 learned from Joel falmer, he and
Bexley are determined not to acknowleuge that#® sas is a liar, What kind of peepie were

§9ing te cnter into a pig deal with a pair wivse names tuey coula not even ve sure ef?
wnen tais comwent, "It was all PERuIN could ¢o to write a one—-page leller" is

Bot bracketed with the quetation from hancy's testineny it fol.owas, te the efieet
thay he was a writer, as she was, witheut emphasizing the undependability of any-~
%hing coming from her, the motive is suspect,

Rext we have Brawner a.tending "meetings” witn the Perrin'a. bBexley says
"the possibility...is geed". Yet at tihe bottom of this page, he aeknowledgss that
Srawvner "was unable to pimpoint the heuse". Frem his repert, tnat secms to be
8 Considerable understatement, for he sevms not te have been acle to even guess
the street on which it was. Tpis is precisely as it was witn Hancy in her testineny.
Braswner was taken en "™ a ficld recemnaisance"., Penn Janes coula not eome close
o any location from Kamey's deseription when 1 asked him.

Brawner 1s gaid te have packed out of wihatever unspecified thil.g was tne
subjeet of nis attemdisnce at taese "meetiings” peeause of a tale that tioe Colonel
had outi ong by woien he made a puone-bell ring in anotiier room. Palmer's esplanation

ol tnis is tv give him an e.cuse for conferring wiin confederates in anotiner reom,



11 tasre was any need fer sucu eonference, it is mot suggested in tiae memo, which
offers ¢ops and roboers but betning else, no explapation at ail, or by Palmer, of sm
wgom 1 seught it, : '

the fiely reconnaisance bit is gemcluded wita thne statement that "residents of
tine area said that a large bhouse uad veen demelished three or four Years pwewi

previeusly”, wiieh would indicate that Boxley kmew ine address, waich he dee. net
glve. 1t also indicates he could nave taken Brawner there, whien he does not

88Ys 2nd that Brawner eould not icentify the address. dowever, this in the memo
18 upoer thexdxx date Ustober 10, 198 af bne earliest, wnem , at 3 Psm., the
Brawners were "contacted". Yot i. was months before that that Boxley teld me about

this . He was then quite pozitive tnat he hac loecated precisely tne right house.

¥From this it would seem tnatrﬁoxlay had the adiress er the house and his
trusted intermants ceuld met identify tue neignborhood or surroundings, despite
his saying they had attended "mewtingg” there, and he witnheld this intelligence
from his memoranaum, or he fabrieated the knowledge that he‘did have the loeation,
Here also there is seeming significane: in nig holdimg eut on me, ovea asking me,
23 he did a monta age, 1o atay off tuis aspect bucause it was s "tender” when Le
knew I had people who had spoken to Bancy znc who woula go bauck to her, and when
4 nad asked identifiestien pietures of nkm to show to her, as she Iad agreed. It
ig difficult to regard tne formulatiens, the omissions, the blanks in this
Brawner-Youngbleod part ef his report as innocenes er simple imcompctence., To me

it afounts to wilfull misrepresentation to Jim, wiho would se acting on the basis
of his trust is “oxley anc thne depeadasility of his reports. Hd:%iso there is

lagking wuat ig always missing, nis appraisal or the reliasbility eor tie witnesses.
dnstead e exudes confidence while earerully smdexrs not en&ersing his é?urees, Ao
almost a3 fheugh layimg the foundationxf for esaaping respomsibility wuen the
entire thing blew apart by saying, "all I do is report, motnimg else". Generally
and épecifisally this is not true. He knows his reporis have contpel ever Jim's
thinking and he knows he mX is respensible for peinting out tne weaknesses of
hig informavien and nhis witnesses.

“his av@idance of the reliability ef the witnesses bocomsf more obviously dedibe
deliberate inmx the New Urleans +art, whicn insn follows (beginning at tne top
of page 6). It begins with sccurate quotation fiom Nancy's testimeny, that en leaving
ballas in the fall of 1961 they lived "part of ibe time down in on: of tne Sisters'
Places, dowm in the Frencn Quarter on St., Philiip St. And toen 1713 Calhoun...and
various othes places which 1 canmot remecmber, sir." Tie omsly error I ean reesll
from this gquotation, without the testimony in frent of me, is the position of the
apostropne, and my recolieetion can wve in error.

frow tnis Boxley, with autneritativeness, quotes New urleans fublic Service
Teéenrioc mrnvingﬁnhﬂrt Parrin lived on tne fhird fleor of 637 St. rnildha Strest



1&2 an unspecified time prior to Zarcn X¥&x 9, 1562, and left _wing a bili ef $12.42
¥Jock {whieh?) was turneu over to tue retail Credit Bureau oa April l};'1962, atter
&tcempts to collect it at 633%t. Puiliip St were uasueceasful on Haren 9-~10 and

April 13, 19%2."
Tuis is lmpressively specifiec tc the eye of thne ousy reader, such as Jiam, but

Stlrangely unsiecifiec en analysis. It sevms umlikely tha: tne utility has ne
Técord showing when scrviec began, and it is inportant te know this date Because
1t migat indieate wher the Perrin's reached Bew urleans and it would certainly indiea~-

te whetner tnere is anetns, yeid in tueir Bew urleans careers.
intent to dissemble becomes more cisar to el witn the foliowing parsgraph:

*{iia 1962 and 1904 elty directories for few Urienns discloge eeccupants of 637

St. foillip Street, where RaliCY and Uob resided upon arrival here from vallas
{(emphasis acdady, for there is mo inuicatien this is where tbey lived "en arrival

from Dallas amrd reagon te suspect it is not). to have been JaMkS EVOLA {owner- no
occupation); Walter A, Hemmond (plumber); and PuaNK CONGELUSI {(U.5, Intermal Hevenue
Serviee Officer).

1t would ke evuforting to hers usve a report of interviews with these pevple,
but aias they are missing. It is net because no effort was made to obbtain suen
knowletige, becsuse 4 learncd from falmer thal tiue owner was dead and that hiz wife
8tili ewned the propserty. From tonis it woule also seem that the dute. of the Perrin
occupsncy presented no problem to a determined professionail investigaivor. #oreover,
becuyse ©f tne manner ia which thne eity directories in Hew witleans are prepared,
once every twd years, with a single address, toat of eccupancy at ihe time of
inquiry bcing the only one given, iz it not unusual that no eity directory addreas

for the cerrin's is given — or tnat tueir absence freu the direciory is noted? is it
not strange bed thas there is no notation v re of consultation with tne phone beoks,

which woulc digeloge whsether or not tuey Iad phemes, or that thne phonme company records
WeTe not consulted to deterwine nvt only whether tney had phones, but the aduresaes
&y whieh the phones might bhave been listed?

Beecauge 1 was troubled byithis glaring void in tue seemingly thorougn and
authoritative mema, whien achiesves an impreasive tone with the inelusien of all the
unnecessary triviality tuai i3 not easerti:l amd the oamission of dll the ovvieus that
is and sacula have veen readily sveilable, and because the capitalization ef?tne
*5" in "Siater's", whiea is in the typed verziva of ice memo as wall as the printed
one of the Uommigsion, 1 conuulted darbara Held about thig. Here let me note that
for the editor in Washiugton, as well as the eourt reperter in Washington, to have
knewn that Raney was referring to the ownership ol this property vy the Hother
Cabrini siasters witnout cueck is eatirely waslikely. Somebody in washington had to hm
have Had tuis knowledge, tunersfore, a search in the are.ives was in order, it could

have been jone by Bethell or Bexley by phone.
- ier@.vmﬁae +0 vinte Fhet il oean . . Coee cvi o b 2
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Here I aigress te note t.a: Barbara’s coscern asout tue integrity of tae iuvesti-
8etion iz one of tne things that got me woerried. She somnunicaied il to me in very
early “ovember, ou By first weeting wiin ber wner I was tasn in Hew vrieass. 1 arvived
the Friday vefere sleectien Qay anu delieve I saw her taat day, Whun my reading of
thia memo teld me tuat 637 5t. Fniliip St. might net have oeea taat of the property
Owned by the Sisters, abu i. disclosad ne isguiries of any Sisters te learm waesm i
toe :’srrintalivaﬂ in tueir property, 1 askedisrabar i¥) sne was aware of any property
Swned by any sumg in the bleek mexi to that in woien ahe 1iveg. She immediately tald"g
Be this property is tuat of the Csbrisi erder anc is two block furtser away. She alse:“
8&ic sue Dad raised this question snu had vesm 1ola it made omo differcnce. It not

only makes P@r43LieVRNee a difference and & very big vme, but it is fatal to tae
ingesTity of this so-cilled invesiigation,
Wueh I raised tnis queation with Palmer i got no setisfactery angwer. He

Beokigyieugeu koaowing tue Sisters® property was mot 037, claimed en the basis of no
¢ited autmerity or investigation that Heney lived tuere at & later ani mot signifieant
period, alone, or that the “varieus other pleees I ¢annot nov remember® included this
unzodcitied address sc clese teo the oms sae did sive th: exset address om,

AT tuis point Bexiey goes inte the Perrin move te 1713 Calhoun. From needlesaly
unspecified "other swurces", woen he ldd access to tne properiy ovner uhose names is
apelled in various waya, her as ibrabam KiUBZEe3K1, be rlaces the aale of oocupancy
Bg “uu‘i?/-‘la.yl%z“. Here toerse iz am underiisiayg im Jim'sg bepdwriting reading "time
Of Sashville Ave, speceh™, Without inspiration, thers seems %o have besn Do reason
for bim tuv hsve made suca a notatien, Mowsver, from Palmer I learned itls bis and
Box.ey's tacory that tae ferrin’s planned an sssassination there, snd that the area
ia *a¥other Usaley Plasm*, Whea I asked him en wnat basis, be was silent anu surugged,
for tihey had and tuere seema to Be ne such basisz.

dere again, what is mizslag witu tue enmicial ismportaase of Kouszewsxi,
Krushevaxi in tno paons book, "Erusevki 'in toe next sentsnce, is any gpppraissl of
Bim, se is listed as “hev" in tae phone bouk, as Besley says. With all the nut
Prapcuers arousnd, for eiample, iz he one? Inis meme does not say, ard Kot because it
eannot, It is set fortn inm & mewo “From wiliiam soxley and Josl Palmweir”, unddied
But "Xe: Rev. A Kruschevaki®. The imporisnce of the walgiht kis eredibility bears is
&t tue top of page 7, where be iy gqueted as saying *tha. at approximately the same
Time NalCY ¢HR&IN rented L1713 Callioun, an older weman of:‘:S Fears or 3o, whe looked
like a waitress or a nursa reated He. 1715, ‘tne apariment acerosgs the hall from the
PBRUIN resideses”, K is tusn quoted as saying "tnis uaknewn tensnt of 1715 Calhoun
cane o nilm sbout two montas aftesr renting liue apartment ana L0164 bim & man would
be moving into it, and ste waz moviog ouu®,

Unknown? Bhe lsndlora has ao records? ine fist Uffice nax none? Pne puone

€8Epuny nons, tse gas &nu eleciric recorda do net exist? Yhere is no indieation
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a iy eftort, even tae minimal, was made to learn her fidentity, if ane ever
existeq, inis quatation is pivotal, Kverything in the entire structure beling
built depends upon it. Failure to identify the™unknown woman tenant", of any
erfeort to learn her identity, makes tne susp8cion she either does net exist or

¥oulg pe destructive to toe prefasrieation an unaveidable P-ssibility, He
less suspect is tne elimination from the sumkary memorandum for Garcison of

tue koown dubjous enaraeter of the "reverend" landlerd when it was known ang
is recorded elsewhgye,

The man ultimately is said to have moved in. K ie said never to have geen him
"hu?Ln at least twe oceasions he - KRUSCAEVSKI - 'broke inte' the apartment
in ' an effort to cellect rent from the man.” Pretty good. de doesn't knew whe
eéwes him money, has ne records, and breaks in when ithe man obvicusly is not there
to colieetr ent from tae migaing wman. If he gaw anytaing but "radio equipment”,
desecribed as “"meveral gets of*, that is not r ecorded. Nor is it that, having
seen this equipment of imputed value, ne &;:;; did net helu it hostage
for nig meney. For wiat other purpose eould he huve broken in? Even the idea
nat this was radie equl ;ment gesms to have bdeen planted in K's mind, from the ether
femerandum, Un this and related aspeeta that memo is botn interesting any in
C€ontradietion with thias suumary for Garrison Wy soxley:
= “Mr, X suys tnat he went over seversl times (nei- met tuat he oreke in) to

confront the man whom hg says Le was not known to him by name and to sollect the
rent (confrontatioan for any other purpose?) . Hr. X says tnat he 'wrote acveral

tiges to Mr. Walker (an obvious slip)' to demand tue remt. He finally served an apmi

e¥igtion notice on tals unknown gentleman anu foreed him to move”, Boxley and Palmer

‘an,EOf escemsively shrewd ian notiny pérentheticaily "(®n obvious slip)" and they

are ﬁct oxtegsivelMdiligent ian noet having traced out Welksr through the various
availasle sources or through the eourt record of the alleged evietion notiee. Should
Bore comuent on this ve rceessary? Tpis, like the rest, is not traced by the mest
¢®lementary police methods for a reason that would aeem to be ayparent: it would

end the fabricated case that is entirely without susstance.

The oit on the "radio equipment”; "Mr. K. stated that he thou,ht the man was

2n engineer oecause he had equipment in the apartment. When we inquired as to wneth‘y

1% way radio equipment, Mr. K. answered affirmatively.”

Lid they first ask him if tuere wers transits or levels or amy other kind
of engineering ”equifmcnt”? Tthere is nofsuggestion of tuis. kny metering or
Be&sUring equicment ol any kind? Ko, only “radio“, and "several sets", which is
consistent with theplanting of tane notion tnatgtcis was eommunication equifment
for assassing, sometuing et said but cértaintly iniended to be concluded. Why

®lge was he asked about only raaio equipment?
What, b& thus time, eould be more creaible that these two exeerpts from the
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ﬁi]ﬁaut any preliminaries, thia appears near the midcle of page 93

On Seetember 27, 19¢8 (underlinimg iu original, beginning with § only)
Masul aivu LIaNAE KITPESS were shdwn the photograph of "the Walking Man® and *

"Freneny" taken in Lealey Plaza Havember 22, 13963,

I asked Joel Palmer apout tnis. Why, 1 wanted to know, was a pictum vimg was
€envinced was of)Bradley shown te these people. His reply was because it was
sug.ested py the deseription previcusly given of this #55-year-old"® man.

if thi&_is tae case, and 1 nave no reasom to believe it was, there is ne

suggestion of amy kind of a demeription of this man, not from anyone., ¥hat
plicture seems to ve of & man less tham 55, witn blond hair. iIn any event, the
“ittesses were shewn thase six deseribed pictures and no other, in Roxiey's
i iorﬂg, as though they had meaning, “simultaneously"’
It should #®: berm in mind tuat this was sfierwgmdafterward, 38 days later,
“iawrenee Howwrd, Bill Seymour, Jack Starr(twe) and Perrin (aiso two).Later
& Pieture of iLoran Hall was said to have been added. Saynaﬁ; vas witi & beard and

MUsged hair, the echers are dark and eonnected with amotiner stery siket known to

B Bk 115 /LS PR

have spent any time in Ee;§rleans. ip any event, there is np similarity between them
@nyi perrin or Starr, who Boxley claims was substituted for Perrin. This selsetion

ig econtrived to make Starr-Perrin identification automatic.
Ir this is dubious, designed to elieii precetermined response ani undependable

"ide“tifioati@n“, what ean pw said of what was done 38 days earlier, on what frem

the wemo was the first meeting witn tue d1ttesses, wken tney were shown a picture

Of "ihe Walkkng Man" alone -~ meaning Bradley, as far as Jim anu Boxley are concerned?
: There is ne explanationnfrom Borley an: Palmer's is palpably false. There wa3s no other
i picture used on this eccasion, I made a2 ilﬂth mistake in going into this with

l Ralmer, anu he did net correct me. I said tanat ineludimg "fhe Walking man" with
HallfHoward-Seymour (and I mentioned ne others) made his selection autematie.

Falmer merely amiled.,

ﬁ When, thereafter, on November 4, the Kittesses were again shown the Walking Man

f picture, naturally f;géy igentiried him sgain. "Pesitive and foreeful" are the words
Boxiey uges tuv deseribe their “ideutifieaticn“, Unce he nad gotten them teo cemmit
Tlhemgelves again, "Both then wers shown the N.u.(ermner's uffice Fhote +2:27 and
asked if it le.ked like the dead mam who oecupied 1713 Calhoun. Neither witness said

that ic did”, "
Previousiy, bianne Kittess had e}entlfied a picture of Ferrin as "resembling'

tue man ypo died, who soxley wants mot to be considered to have been Perrin,
What he dared nof onit is tanis:"Both agreed tney had never seen the deeeased closely
®nougn to remember him." So, withall, no identifieation was at ali dependadle.

rhpis type of photographie marnipulation should require no further comnments

But it did net enu there. "Un Saturdav. Nevemher 4. 1GAR. The KEETRSS familv...
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Same sentence: ", .. KHRUSCHEVSKI stated kaat he Bad not seen the man® and “he

said the man wag ‘gpout firty-five years old'." Is it neecessary to say that if

Knrugchevski did net know the name of the mam he knew was named Walker, he had
to bave had gome way of knowing the mslleged age? If he had not seen hi‘t as he

did Bot Kkpow his mame, he eertainly must have knewn semeome who had seen him. The
indieation ef any quest for this person is totally memsxistent.

portuituen ly, the unnamed Walker “fimally disa pemredd, the same time aa
PERKRIiW's death ana within a week afiter MRS rEEKIE's deyarturef rom the apartment,

Whigy was on August <8-30, 1%2."

Vithkthe knewr;elationsnip vetween the ceath and the d epagture, the emphasis
Rdded is unneeessary, a literary deviee that is here a propaganda deviece, But the
glaring lack of even the mostx eursery search for the unnamed named or the named
Walker, am: no matter how rudimentary cheek on the very obvious sourees, is ample
indication mo iaet was wamted, It would be imteresting to have ordinary police
do what was net dene here, not intelligense azents of super skills. Where this 7
was aone, the results are spectactlar - and lUUé opposite te the statements {;;
of Bexley's reports, as we snall see, S

With this eonstruetion, we are left to assume that there was a connceiion between
Bancy in 1713 and nameless Walker in 1715 (esarlier degeribed as "the apartment »

8 egross tne hall from the PER.IM residan@ef) i age et et sba--ragive

o8] .
K is quoted as having volunieered thet "tue woman in Hayer Merrison's

office" ang here, in parens, boxley adds" (Presumeably Hrs. Grad‘ﬁo only be said ‘[jﬁgéi
"Grupp® and Jim corraected it te Grae) “gnes tried tor ent an apartment Irom ne
Tor GUY BAKISTER®. ipis is a real wierde and more vait for Jim. Banisier and
Morrison were, pilitieal, antipodal, It is scarecely pessible te bracket twe
premingnt men in New Urleans who were more politically opposite each other, with
less in eommon, or anything less likely that Krs. Graed, whose mame brougnt ether
thingg to Jim's mimd, having any interest in Banister fer Morrisom or any ether reasen,
ﬁe’kusband's printing s.ep, Jim notes, "was aijacent te Carles Brimguierts". It
was actually a closer relationsnip. sringuier remted fron Graa the front of the
builuang in whieh Urad had his snep.

The £jttess story bnat hera‘fullews is worth muech more analysis that there
is nov tiye tor., It,tee, is earefully eomtrived, with the same missing pieces not
sought, the same adsence of testing, ete. Peraaps, vecause of the crucial importance
of tne iutreaucing of the piet.ure &nd the identifiecation of the * walking man",
Tead sradley, by Boxley, if I restriet myself te that aspect it ean be regarded

as a fair sample. time
Introducing sradliey at tne J%u was fyaving serious legal reverses about hinm

iy Galiternia was obviously designed ite have special appeal for him, for there is

RO An. s+ a1l rlmes +n him wha dnea ot know how bitter Jim was about tais.
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< .vere shown ,,t.n'e portraiy phetograph...of EDGAR EUGEMN: BRauLEY..." With this
?reconditi@n:q he Kitteasses, quite'naturalLy made “"positive™ identification
&f him as the man from overhead. amrd did they add detail!

There is mere, but is it necked?

Because of timo requirement, I skip now tothe Boxlengmia;wﬂzb—l—GB meme
*Idcntification of Robert Lee Perrim”, This is designed to cast doubt on the
ldentifieation of Perrin as the dead mam., If, as I would hope is not tne case, it
Tequires furtner analysis, it ean be provided later.

A1l of tnege things have peen suildim, up to the 11$22-68 (what a vengeful
foree sclected this aatozxggkﬁx;senic death of KOBLRT? (Ek PERRIN, August 28, 1962“,v-
1t has the same purpose., It is the vital "proof" that someons else was murdered,
not Perrin (witheut gsuppert ef amy kind, Palmer teld me it was a “seaman®), It
would geem that the entire esntrived case immedistely falls apart when what
was obvious and sheould have been done - and wasn't - was, selatedly, deme. Boxley
says the ecali, frum wnoever, tov the Stats $elice, waa at X, i:35 a.m. (devipusly
he geeks to slace it even earlier). Then he says, "The Geroner's Office Day Hecord
Item 1404V sirates the vietim was receeived at Charity Hospital st 4:15 a.m. and died
&t ©6:05 a,m, WHY vIb 1% nBQUIKE APPROUAIMATELY Tw0 HOURS abyU FORTY-FIVE MIRUTES
to get the vietim to the hospital?® o

I am confident this question impressed Yim very much when he read it. With toe

careful assembling of nen-information, misiniermation and distertion, &y the time
he got this he was ready to acecept anytning, as pernaps most bust men dependant upon
¢Tusted subordintes would have besn.

_The rest of tike memo is of similar peisen, so I restriet myself te tunis. I do
noli, hewsver, ne indiecation tonat the mergue record bwok was consulted and siudied.
Pyo days after fibece and 1 got here, Frank Heloene was sent to cemsult the

resords of Lhairty hospital. They diselese that what boxley said is false

and explain why he did met cingult the only eriginal souree, The ambulance earrying
Perrin reached the hospital at 2:45 a.m., 2 seemingly noet unreasenable time when it
18 congidered tuat ths wrong spolice wers ealled, they them ealleu theright
police, they got an ambulance, tnings were done at the scene, eic, ihe 4:15 time
Bexley misquites is the time emergeney treatment was ended in the emergency

room &nd Perrin was tranaferred tv the ward.

Had the morgue book been consulted {Bexley'. memos centain ne sueh reference,
but Palmer assurqﬂhe Boxley teld nim bﬁﬁi&h&d been), it would beceme immédiately
apparent that thié page and every item on it was in order. Perrim is listed as number
2627. There are nd akipped lines, no erasures, no changes, and & number ol us
ingyectea the book when “euis Iven personaliy got it the same dey. He says the
offieials say there nas peen ne grevious insgeetion of this. If Jalmer is right,

Boxley woulda seem 1o have perpetrated a deliperate fraud en Garrison and pernaps
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p8d it not oeen stopped, on histery., If Palmer is wrong aau tie morgue vfficials
are rigot, he deliverately avoidsd the required investigation that would have destroyed
the fraudulent case ne nad carefully coatrived and foisted off om the trusting

Garrison. . .

ghere are msny otner dubious aspeets of tils file. Things sald to be in
it are BOot. Utaer witneasea are similarly undependable, leady twisted, etc.
I wouls toin(tamt at this point no mere is neeessary. I empiasize this is a
naaty anaiysis, witu no opportunity for .aecareful readiamg oI tae file and trnat
wnder sdiverse circumstances. There has not veen time Ifor a reareading or the
makin, oL Bdtes or the outlining of this ecommentary. b suggest that if this
ia imwediately apparent to me, & realiy earyful anulysis would ve aueh more

9¥ervhelming . kxuugd
in passing, I want %o note tiat wnile a great deal hangs oo the story given &p

» Boxley by = #rae. Peissier, there is, wnaistently, no appraisel of her reliability
; and judgement, It nonetneless may have inadverteatly provided by her epimion of

i Perrin, He “mualhave beoen an educa:-ed man®..."bocauge (ue had said) thia is my King
i Axrthur table...®

i Phe second meme quoked from, that on tne auropsy, ste., makes a major point of i
L4
; t0e abgence of thls snd elT mli otaer similar records fer the year 1962. 1 nave no

knowledge of tuhis, but on reading it I was reminued of semething vavid Chendler had

§ told me a wonbth ago, that he vas doing & story on unmolved deaths. Whils i was with
fim the caief of police phoned him %o let uis know t.e Iiles were veady for tis
examination, I phonsa Lavid., e tola me tual these olu files are all stored rather
bapnugardly in = bagement area. He checked to see il he ifas tals one. He does not.
BUt in any cveat, it seems as taougn there is nothing unusual in ine abnence of all

tue file fur tois year, decause tuey are automalicaily moved into a sterayge area.
1t woulu seem moi to be beyord tue eapacity of a askiilied intelligence aguat tu leam

Bp ¢ ropurt the normal aiané?butian of olu files.

decause Barbara nad early flaz;ed my isterest in wiet doxley and fslmer were
doing, and bscause the reactiocns of eagh of them galvanized my attention, I made it
a point to look ug Joel Palmer, Firstd pnooed bim before lunch on Priday smd began

ais denSbia b s e i

talking to him, Here I learmed tuey had not made toe sligoteat sffort to give the
s.raight inforzaiicm on the ®i. Puilip _eorreet apelling) St. residences. They did
know tne owner of u37, told me tus man wiao then hal owned toe oulldlhng wasz dead and
it was now owned oy Akmkx pis wife. Clearly, aoi tie Sisters. ihersiore, aside from
tuose otuer igsoreu sudresses, tiis mesns there is & dgkkiaxafe history of Nenmcy anmd
Provably pPerrin im New Urleans they nave delibeXatojy jeif't out. Lhe otvious reason
ias that it woulu be incdnsistent with the case tuney were suiiding out of nothing.
1n wne course ol tils conversation, Joel made uiais about the imgg;t&nce of
Kaney in toe siory ol the JrX assassinatien. 1 asked aim wnat it was. de asked it 1

wanted it i two or taree words. I saic in wnetever form ne preferrved . Whem he indi-
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“nne -

edted a reluctance to speak over the pione L imwedisiely fhue a date to &® to nis home, |
Witnoutl telling aim in advance, 1 teck B&fa\ienstervald wéth e . |

I gpoke te Joel frankly, teliing him me lies anc in ne way hiding my purposes.
EQ seemed uneasy, and 1 said I was net accusing him of being an agent. I alse
pointed out tuut buay snd h. arrassed as vim Garrison was, he aid net have time to
Rake his own, independent analyases, uld net have time te examine every werd of
Svery memo, anu, in effect, coula become the creature of these he tusted, I asked
nim the rneteriecal queétion, what would nappen te Garrigon i he was fed and used
Baq information that was very pad. Joel agreed it w.uld ruin eve rything. I said X
had net made tne investiment ot time and money, suffered tne gaerifiees I nave for
8nything lice tuat to happem, and tiat I was, therefore, alse declpy concermed for
Garrison's gecurity. We then procceded.

I ®vegan py expressing the preferemce for taping wnat we said, saying I'd met - - -
pe able to recali all of it and I aid net want the risk of inaccuraie recall. I alge ~

Tolg nim that I woula be saying things of whieh I thougnt ue sheuid have a record,

ana I encouraged him te tape it, tov. se said ne prefered that i net tape, so 1
diun't, mnc he did net unimself, at least met visisly.

in essenee, there is no case. ke and Boxley have been making this up as tiey go.

He had no satisfaelory answer te a single thing I asked or said. As we lefi, Bud said
he nad never seen & man so shredded. Of course, it was all quit® and polite. I took

most of the sogealled faet or the memos and sit oy bit be acknéwledged they wers
wrong or inecmpletle or untested. The sbery tuey wepe contriving , in easence, is
thig:

i1t is not Perrin sut a sailor whe was killed. Perrin went to Lallas and wag
parv of the assassination, he dia net speecify what part, Prier to tihis it imd been
The plan to 40 the joeb at tue dedication of t/'e Nashvillie Ave. Whart, a perfect
Contrivanee for the Shaw case (Russo's testimony). I askdd wny there and he said,
"It is a second Lealyy Plaza" ( a year and a alf abead of time.). He expiained that
after going under the bri dge, the motoreade coulc mot turn areund. He also insisted

Phat escape would be easy. fhis point was preferable to such obvieus altermatives
as tuoe railroad vracks along Adrline dighway.

Perrin was an excelient shot anu an assasain. He apparently veecame Starr once
18 ¥as gead. Haney was, wituout doubt, an acximplice or an aceessory in his
Burder. I askea for the evicence and the angwer was it had to be. 1 gaid ghe Iad a
perfect alibl, wnoever she was sleeping with «% Batoen Houge, anc he corrected me to
Westweg., which he said was aoout 59 miles away { I uncerstand it is really
quite close), He was entirely unable tu.produce any su,gestion o how she could
possibly be involved en the evidenee tuey had 4ou unbenaing on his insistence it was
83 tiey said ana tuwt sne ghoula ve cnarged vy Jim,

I asked nim wny boxley had ecalled me ofl when I was inerested anc wanted to haw
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h¥ye trusted friends speak te aaney, anu toe only explamationashe eculd
‘offer was the statement ghe woeula not talkf In evidenee he produced the
transeript ef a short eonversation he mda laa with her, recently. I asked him
how tnis in amy way precluded a personal visit, wners she could net ae as sne could
by pheone, ani he bau ne answer. He also eould not explain hew this required Boxley
0 ask me to keep out, unlesgs it was becauve my getting iE;B it mignt destroy what
they were building frew nothing.

He readily agreed that finding and quotiag one Toungklood did neot mean'
that the one in Maney's testimony was found. He said on the ene hand tuat the FBI
was urﬁng in eallimg her a considerable liar, jyet pretended there was ne
Bignifieance in neﬁcertain lie¢ that Perrin Ind pesn a pilgt and gun-runner fer
Franeo, a teenﬁaeelmercenary. He finds her a seleetive liar, trutnful when he and
Boxley want te believe her, a liar otuerwiase.

1 was aple to make a feaw motes but at thiywriting 4 do not have them with me.

He acknowledged it is odu they de mot nave the name of the uysterisus man
upstairs from the £ittesses, that it was possible the married Kitevess girl ha&l3 ,
made thegse identifications smhe did aftsryconsuliation witn her people, making ﬁﬁﬁf
she said consistent with what tuey had. He at first demieu thers nad been a delay
betwesn .he time sae had veen ghown the pictures andvx23?1zer parents had been, but
acknowledged the truti when I gave aim the dates., He asuggbsq:hen I ticked off who
had been sclected as comparimon pictures., He ralsely said the degeription of Brad-
ley had been given in mdwanee and Sradley‘'s picturs \valkingman, rather) had been
selected on this basis. I did not tell nim the rile proved etherwise.

ihe sirange tuisg is he¢ vas net amudibly embarrassed oy having nothbng
&ndé pretending they had a soligé ase. 1 xeprésking tfer substantiation on every
POint and at me point got anytﬁing. ﬁjEE a single tuing stacked up and on mest
he made ne pretense or having anything. He saic it was not Beoxley's responaibility
¥hat Gprrison did with anytining he provided but Garrison's, and that it was
ROt §.'s need to gubstantiate, te accredit &r point out ihe weaknegsses of the
wilbeyges or tueir stories.

He had a Xeroxoi the autepsy report. ‘he files de not. He insisied they
must. He had a Xerox of the Breanner telegram, insiats one is in tne files, It is
not, de waz unﬁreubied by the delay vetween Perrin's death and JFK's murder, is
certain the ssme people made these slaborate plans in August of 1962 that were carried
%ut in Dallas when it was net knewn the Presidemt wouls ce going there at all. The
diirerenee in age vetween the 4l-year—ol£ ferrin ana the 55 year old suovstitute
is no proslem to him or Boxley, anu they see no proslem im acceptance of the

suvsiitute, They acknowledge th- autopsy report does have a deseription of his
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;atoos sut insist one on an arm was missin. in tais deseription.
le insists Boxley told him he had cﬁecked tne morgue oook, tuat tae autepsy was
s.ttached to tne file (and the 23 leiters of tue mother's aise are n ot in it}.

In the non-explanation 1 got, this was a murder for me reasen, withoui. any
p¥orit, by peomle whe had metuing in it, and regardless oé wnere she was, how far
away or otherwise vecupied, Maency was in ean her nusband's murder. It just bhad to
be that way, and if there was no sviienee, ne erediting any of it, if neme of it
was in any way §elidﬂ it still had te pe tnat way.

He acknowledged I was one of the few whe had besn interested in hancy'sistanyﬁ
from tue first, had writtan;ef ber, anJ had econtinued that interest. %e acknowledged
haying interested me in the Jaek loungblood possibility and that at the very
laast it;nad to be checked out - anu wasa't.

Althnough he had erigimally telu me he was doing a eseokuon Banister, forgat-
ting tbhis he teld me his book was en the "probe”, When 4 pointed out the disere-
Pancy, pne pretended it wai envugn to say there would bs mention of Banister in it,

He stili does not have the alyea film fur me, this time becwmse it is i n a

N LTy
B0 somewnere in Califernia, with his s tuff.
Uriginally ne was ¢going a siory. Then he was doing a bo.k, as i understand

1t, to wue done in 4-b weeks., Having veen in Mew Urleans several months, he now
says he has moved his residence here. He itacks visible means e support. The
top price Lonfideniial pays is $200. With an occasional repeat in anetner of the
same house's properties, the yield per story is smal.. His tmavel expenses on that
story, tonose of whieh L know en a single trip, consumed tuat end more. If he got
what iz, feor today, a goud advance, it was gone belore he got to work lere and
lacks visisle means ¢f supperiing nimeelf in this new eity snd on a very decent
level, frum the norms of tauis kina of writing.

He agreed it was odd fer Boxley to be turning me efi wanen I was inm
toun and made inguiries, yet when 1 was available he used T;rner as a cerreberating
Witness, and the rfpart of that interview has dispreportionate length on that. He
aeknowleﬂgea‘rwrner served no special prupese, that he knew of no knowledge of tais
aspeétﬂiurner had, and that he did know I diu havaknowiedge. He acknewledge tnig dia
Bgye it seem tha: Boxley was t{ading on iurner's name sna feared Laving me with him
AHd in g position to see whal was &9ing eon, I {old sdu of the lutter 4 md

Wrigten /Boxley anc why, and toat L'd bhad ne response.




