Dear Don, 5/16/91
We'll be glad to see you{'
that is out is that of 6/14. Iﬁ.w then,
I Jmow nothin;: about any Shaw/VWew York investisation. Or about Schotz.
There is no time now for all I eould say about what you eall }'unches about

L preswse you mean over a weelend. The ouly one

Garrison. Briofly, that sreat tdhgedy was a complete fraud on the assassination,
an uninhiPited plagierist who then improvisdd with nothing. I'll talk all you

want about this and you'll be velcom: to tape it, if you'd like that. But againg
that would be for you only. I'm go nuch more frail after those two hospitalizations
for congestive heart failur%,l want no coutroversies that I can avoide and scme
of those people who are izood and well-intended people are ubtorly lost in vhat
thoy iwagine based on be,ieﬁ.ng him. ‘

I found yiur %‘irst pert very interesting with much 1'a forgotten and much
I did not lmov. I remember it in general, And bong. He was an intercsting guy &
even as bis enemies spoke of hin. Uu}{en L was in NO. the bus fare and the phones
were still a nickel. l'eople loved that.

I have someproblems with part 2 and with some of your sources. I do not
think “arrison is a dependsble spurce, for cxample, and Di Eugenio I 4hink
aside from teking Garrison and not to be questioned imagines some if riot (nuch.

On page 3, about the midile, Riley should be Yeily.

_ I an confident that Caudot d.:.d not accompany Oswald to “exico and I have
no idea vhere DiE, got thét (page 5). Gaudet was in the visa line in N.O., next
to Oswald,

On G, there come a time when Catledge was editor of the T:hnes—-ﬁcmmnu. I
gaw him then and he o.cned their morgge to me.

In Yeneral & think Shaw would have avoided many of those people. lot his kind.
Ochsner and “utler weee close but I've no kniwledge that Butler and Shaw vere.
Or reason to believe they uere.

Un 17 I see no source for y‘?ur gaying ﬂmtlacy-@:nes was involved with the
CRC, which was not "a far-right 1{’;!'0!11)." The others that the CIA forced into
an alliance with the f:'ente to form the CLC were f&i'th. Bacause the
CRA wasn't Hunt quit the pay £ +igs project. The CRC was formed just before
the Bay of “igs.

On the seme page, I knov of no reason to believe that "Bishop" was @swald's

“hamller:or that thor was one .

That the Sterns ownod VLBU had nothing at all to do with LHO bLeiny on it.

Banistor has but one n, here and elsevhere I know of no Shaw=Oswald con=
nection of Show-Ferrie and do not think Shaw would have had anytirving o do



with Prrio Ferrie or was at all anti-JFK,

Any ure of Garrison's books now is dangorous if one intends solid work and
to be credited in the future. He lied of‘ten, misrepresented more oft en, and it
was & shoek to me to learn th =e thin.::s."%at he did not crib and erd&{a’ge on
he just made up out of nothing or next to it. Yet le relused to do the solid,
reasinable things he could have donc. And should have,

H@ag}mr wa: corrrect. e wes an Ay‘n fand charactere I continued to trubt
hin long after T should not have. Long and painful story.

He astually ]m;f- notidng on Shaf. Jinjis quite wrong in saying EHR=THAT
that had the case nof been thrown out Shaw vould have been convicted of periurye
Hie may have been a perjurcr but Carrison had no case of it. It was very obvioum

that gmﬂson was bent on persecuting Shav to try to elear his o’m’%’lfrom
his fiasco of his #wn malding, That jury believe there had been a consp:tmmtbut
Garrison had no case at all. The jury took less than an hour to clear Shaw. That
was quite an a indictment of Garrison.

I spent the Sunday before the day they startod t# empanel the jury with
AL User and the other main lauyer in the case, ,j_t‘uini: Wardell, big as Yarrison,
and when we broke up and I'd hoard any of the céae for the first time ] told
them they'd lose, deserved to lose, and although 1'd promised to sit at the
counsel table with them as thei® "Dealey Plaza expert" I'd not do that and _J didn't.

I was never in the courtroom, never laid eyes on Shaw.

' W hope ygu can make it.

/

Best,



University of Pittsburgh

at Greensburg
1150 Mt. Pleasant Road
Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601
412-837-7040
May .12, 1997 .

Dear Harold,

I have been doing some work in recent months that connects
directly to material you presented in Oswald In New Orleans. The
part that is directly relevant to your work is mostly in part two
of the enclosed. Part one is focused on the politics of Huey Long
and on his assassination. These will appear in the next two issues
of Jim DiEugenio’s publication, Probe. There is time for changes
to be made. '

I would %featly appreciate it if you would read both parts and
then give some thought to whatever you remember concerning Judge
Christenberry, Alton Ochsner, Butler, INCA, Odio, etc. I am
interested in anything you know that was not in the book and I
would be interested in any feelings or hunches you had or have
about that area of Garrison’s investigation. Did you feel at the
time that INCA was a potentially important lead?

Do you know if anyone has ever investigated Clay Shaw’s time
in New York City? I would be interested in anything about that
area, but I am right now particularly interested in the possibility
that Shaw went to New York as an International House sponsored
student. You will see from part two why that is of interest.

Do you know anything about a man named E. Martin Schotz? I
have had some very ugly exchanges with him.

I hope this letter finds you and Lil doing okay. Peggy, who
has been working one and a half jobs for the last eight months,
sends her regards. We want to come to see you during the next
thirty days. Would that be okay with you? What are the time
restrictions, bad times, etc.? If you do not feel like answering
this letter by mail, don’t and I will call you around May 20. My
best to Lil.

Sincerely,
o,
Donald Gibson

415 Mace St.
Greensburg, PA 15601

PS. Plone hop this piosly for B iommedickts
G0

Transforming the Present — Discovering the Future



