Paul Hock 3/7/89
1525 acton St.,
Berkeley. CA 94702

Dear Paul, Confidential

Unusual k it is, I've asked that you keep this confidential for two reasons that
may be one, I don't want to get into any comtroversies now and I don't want to get involved
in extra correspondence now because I'm not up to it. But before getting to the things that
interest me in 1111, it is dated 2/22 but postmarked at Oakland 3/4. No, I'm not suggesting
the CIA intercepted it.

As a means of evaluating what John Davis did not source I tell you that at sevoral
points he just lied about me. &nd, of course, you and others have no way of knowing this.
}"d wondered why he didnft send me a copy of the book or respond when I wrote to ask him.

e did take for me a large smount of my time and he had a stiadent wokring here quite some
t:i.ma.,'z' believe these things account for it. I did read the book at Dave Wrone's request,
his copy, and as he asked annotated it for him, but hm, not I, has the annotationa,

On Wasserman, and this, if you have any point and intersétyou can use, he suys
that Wasserman spent the Byxkmg summer and fall here and foraged through my stuff. In
fact hd was never hers, never asked a thing of me, responded to one of my two letters
to him ( telling me that Ferrie was involved in the immigration case not through Harcello
but because G, Wray Gill recommended him as investigator, sought Wasserman's agreement and
when he got it hired Ferrie), and we never ever even met. / a’nr"f Mn-h we J""".#ﬁt«-

Davis thanks me Esx® for a "formal interview" yet in his list of intervéews does
not inelude me. Uf course he can ex poste facto claim anything was an interview but he
never asked for one and never told me he# regarded anything as one and I never did. In
context I can tuke some of his drek as defamatory.

Un his promise of fobtnotes to crities: what is the problem from your own second
page: they were prepared, otherwise they could not be omitted, and because they were for
publication hence there is no confidential msterial in them. Rhetorical question, no answers.

On Ferrie at Marcello's twice before the trial, your comment is "t was no actual
role for him" in trial strategy. You mistake this for appearance at the . 4s the inp
Vegtigator there certainly was an igportant role both in counselling what info he had the
lawyers jfight want to use and in answering Hmullo'a questions about this.

T am not optimistic that you could have talked Davis out of anything (p.3, graf 2)

I think you are unfair to Willens, for whou I have no use at all(p.3, graf 5) I
camnot thibi of a single reasonable meed for him to have called Marcello to theWC's
attention, leave along "forcefully." after reading Davis and most of im I see nothing
reasonabls in their allegations enormous amount of over-writing, confabulation, ima-
gination and just phain error and fabrication. In addition, what they knew about the
evidence (which is not necessarily what they said) and of the crime does not indicate any
basis for any mafia suspicion and to critical analysis today by those not considering
writing a novel alldgéqd to be non-fiction Ifat:l.ll see none. Even less the “astro concoction.

Re Shaw, on p. 4, graf 2, when I learned what Garri on's alleged case was, which
was the Smd&v vefore they started selecting the jury, I with them, told them they'd
lose and deserved to and that I was leaving on the JThuraday midday plane if they continued
along that line. They did and I did. I'd never asked him what hié case against Dhaw was
and didn't know. However, you underestimate the omnipresent incompdtence down there. Shaw's

linton alibi is a phony and I have that solidly, So why whuld he lie under oath about it?

T don't kunow the answer but there was no question in my mind and thus I undertook to
dgutblish it and it was easy and obglous. ;

4eShaw and homosexua}ity: the FBI kmew this before Garrisonyé day, before the WC's,
and I have that if you don t. However, I am inclined not to.believe that Shaw would



have gotten into the same room with ‘errie knowingly. and what did you say that %son
calla a smeur of Shaw ? I don't recall anything like that. On Garrison’s conduct, however,
honestyrequires that I credit him vith not misbehaving on thig, He did"not disclose the
retun on the search warrant. an enterprising reporter got the@ from the files of the

cl of the court where they apparently were publicly available. And in addithon to the
blood on the whips, shaw had two meuthooks, if you are old enough to recall shopiing
before there were supermarkets, screwed into his bedroom ceiling. This never lesked and
Jim is not the one who told me anything about this or the results of the search.

I refused to meet with Spiesel just on what the contact sajd and hpu she appeared when
I was in HYC, I knew he was at least flake¥. énd .hether or not (sarrison s version is
truthful, the fact is that if they'sq checked the ownership of the property at the
time in question they'd have found, yup, Clay Sﬁaw ownership of that address or the
building next to it.

‘&fter rcading this issue I think I'd like to read %at I'd never heard of, Fag
Rag #8, your page 4, bottom. Thﬁm&_r{

I'11 resume this later. With Davil and Prtrand. But before I forét, fus I was
reuding Davis I formed the impression that I was not reading what he had sold to his
publisher, a la Epstein and iegend. 1'd ap.reciate anything you can send on thise
I have the iupression that reading Scheim gauve Davis the idea for reformulation.

Your reference to Clay Bertrand, which you say lean andrews once said he invented.
I got to know Mok Zelden and he confirmed, as I think he told the ¥FBI, that Andrews
did phone him from the hospital, etc. Andrews fa.lked to me about this one Sa
afternoon in his office. was friendly and I sat in his swall inner office with him
while he spoke to clients and even when a woman he introduced as his favo¥ite niece
came in, Pat *oung. When he j.njﬁduced us she grabbed me and kissed me and said you are
the only one whotveated Unlce Dean fairly. (I met her under rather unusualig circumstances
not long thereafter. She told Dean and me that she'd gotten a job in Washington., I asked
mmmm her where and she said she couldn't tell me. Thé not dong after that, when I was
asked to address the “ast Coast “onference on American Civilization for a selection of
the most gifted high school students and was euting in the shool cafeteria, who do I see
there but this niece. She introduceg me to the man with her and as I recall he was a
psychologist numed, you won't guess!-Weisberg. What she said led me to believe that they
were sizing prospects up) \lell, andrews had read at least Whitewash. His story - and I'm
well aware that he could have been spoofing — is that Garrison had walked into his office,
thrown a copy of his desk, an' told him he should read it. This is not exactly Yarrison's
story about what got him interested, is it? I digress to suggdst that you read the excerpt
from a Lardner story &n Gurrison in the Poat I have as I recall on the back cover of
Photographic Whitewas|, The rest of the story isn t that nice! andrews told me about Garrison's
case, unsolicitedly, that if Gurrison got past a certain point, I don t recall it now but
have notes somewhere, he'd be "home clear." If he was not spoofing, he was validating
the Clay Yertrand story. Now that very afternoon, and 1'm addressing what he could do when
not sxpmm spoofling, he got a call from a gay client, qﬂte upset about a message he had
gotten, that a bad one whose nickmame as I now recall was "Bulldog" had left Yexas to
ki1l him. Deano told his frightened client, "When he gets heah he'llbe on mah tuff (for
turf)" and while saying this put his Tmxm middle finger on his thumb and made a notion
like killing a bug. That Tuesday afternoon's selmon edition of the State-Item had a big
banner headline across the top of the first page announcing Bulldog's capture and the
murder or mirders for which he was wanted. Dean knew his stuff, lived his own kind of life,
and was able enough. Witness Garrison never really laid a finger on .him when bt had him
dead to rights. jnd he was a Marcello lawyer. So, while 1 can't say that beyond question
Shaw and Bertrand were one, I believe there was a Bertrand and believe that the FBI got a
lead on ofe.

Now Hicardo Dabis got turned on when he picked up a copy of Oswald in New Vrleans
in the Chicago airport returning to Houston, where he then was. He called me in the wee



hours and while I may not have all of it, I think that quickly I got a suction cup and
taped that call, He wanted me, as * now recall, to ghost a book for him. And was he a
talker! fle told me much about himself, including that he'd finkeg from the New York City
red squad and mounted police, fingering the pro-Castro demonstrators to be trodden by

the horses. He worked for Jack Caulfied, of later Watergate fame, He told me about

getting tipped off on the raid of his "camp®" if it could be ccalled that and led me to
belicve it was by the CTi. (On this, I found a girlfriend of his on the other side of the
Lake, neur, well I gues: they are all near each other, tfat particular camp. She consented
to a taped interview and she suggested that I return when her boyfriend was therc. He was
a St. Tamsy Parish deputy and I did. From him I learned of a maritime anti-Castro camp.
From her I got a deseription of her wild drive with Davis to get there to get his boyos

to pack up and get out and IAll never forget the look on her face when she described

how he gave her his pistol or revolver and told her to keep it between her legs and be .
ready to use it. I believe that Yavis's camp was & scam but he had one and the sheriff 's vﬂ‘u
got me pictures of it. They went out and took them for me after 1 left and mailed them to
me. I got along very well, as you can see, with the people there. ind while I'm off on
@unps, John H. Davis is entirely uninformed about the one camp he talks about. I was also
there and have plctures of it. I'd pe praising this Phvis if I said he was bullshitting
because that has a use and he doesn t, It was a detached house not far from the others

off Yontchartrain Dive, as + now recall, near what passes for a main road there, I also
interviewed the neighbor who, despite all the crap you may have heard, was respondible

for that FBI raid., Those zany “ubans had brhgght an assortment of explosives and thinga
like that in on¥ an open U-Haul trailer, the neighborhood saw it, and then when they

were cleaning the Meclaney property up they set fire to this tradh, it got close to the
house where they had all the big boom material cared the hell out of everyone.

Where you comment on what Garrison sadd about Harcello not being the big mafioso in
Hew Urleans, I am reminded of what his detectives told me. Hoke ﬁay. then on the State—
¥tem told me the same thing independently, so far as they kmew Marcello was not ingolved
in crime within their jurisdiction, which was Orleans fjarish only. May edded that he was
making so much money out of legal businesses he'd have been crazy to risk any serious
* erimes there. May also said thet his legit businesses were even more profitable because
he' could pressure his competitiof and did.

Toward the bottom of Page 5 ghere you refer to what Paesa Sera daid about Flay Shaw,
i dop't recall my source now, and it was probably newsapapers, I had that in Oswald in
New Orleans.

You talk about the Hritish Independent TV show on 6. Blakey Hasn"t telking about libel
when he said that they refused to withdraw that show because they were so terribly wrong
in their allegation. The mafia per se, even if it wanted to, can t sue. If you can supply
it I'd ldke Nigel's followup. I wrote and asked for it and got no response. - guess he
did not like what + said when he solicited my opinion. Now on where the man is in that
Moorman picture, my recollection is it is about the middle as you look at it. Gary has
my clear print. If is clearer but does not have as much contrast as Fink's so L think
they used his in the enhancement but he hasn't returned mine yet. That eﬁa.mement was
computerized and not by Jack and “ary. I found Jack's photographic enlarguent much
clearer that the computerized version as airdd. and I did caution them about that phony
and dangerous moniker they still cling to, as of last week, My interest in the second
show is archival. I have no interest in that theory, which I debunked early on.

On the Juck Anderson show, with which I also disagreed strongly, he did not produce
it Saban froductions in LA did. They told me they rushed thg show because they feared
another show might beat them to something. not the alleged Castro angle. They also told me
that they'd had Moorman enchanced and were not satisfied that it meant anything.-oudy show.

I was not at the Pittsburg conference and have had no report on what transpired there
but I'm not sure I agree with pgocam on you about always being silent about other critics.
As you know I've usuully been able to avpid coumuent but some of their stuff is terrible and
we 2ll lose credibulity that way. Mlest to uou all, / J/ﬁ/M



P.S. bjihare I talk about Wasserman on page 1, I sent Davis copies of this correspondence.
His a.iistn.nt working » an honest person I believe, may have mailed my originals to
him by mistake or nisfiedy¥ them. If' I sent you copies then I'd appreciate copies. I've
had no response from Davis on this. I did ask,

I've read Garrison's book and I am much involved in some of the things he goes into
and cannot recggnize from what he saya,.

If not too juwsk much grofible I'd appreciate copies of the records you said you Bave
Davis, Both for the completeness of my file for the use of otherf and as a possible means
to locating what I did not and maybe you did not,Or the persgn who gave them to YOule

On this a caution, and since uriting the above I've wondered if it explains the
absence of my Wasserman correspondence. I am confident that when Bob Banftel was here
with and for the Kwitny people he stole pictures from me. I am not able to be ih the
cellgr and supervise and msist so those who use my files have mag'uar\d.sad access. Not
knowing what they were going into I showed these to them and thus Hob knew where they were.
“obody else was here between the time I showed them and the time I next looked for them,



