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Loar Joe,

In today's meil was s tape frem ome of your listeners including wha: |
think it is falr to desoribe ss your attacks on me. 4 drop my work, for which 1 do
rot have enough time, %o respond to defend mpself and becmuse of the respeet ™ hrva Tor
vou, I sugrest that it 1s reelly you who have gone overbosrd on Garrison eand FPhelan,
sacp 1o Alffersnt ways.

. When you phoned me in eerly 1‘-1. the night before you sired me, what I
%old you ie simply these two things: that I could not trust Phslen's writicg io uia
SEP bagsuse of the things he knew that 4 knew he knew that he left out of that artl 'm»,
eepecially sbout Ferrie, end 1 cited his om esrlier plece, "The Crime Man Comet:”; &.!
+hat I went to New Orlssns %o eppear before the grend jury smd help in any wey I ocu .
not to lesrn Carrison's cese. On the latter point, L also told you 1 believed his wort
#o1iowed mine, thet 4 had been cereful to write and finish my own book before I wert
thers, I add that unlike others, whossesk to exploit everything for sales, . medsz no
sdvsnce snnouncement snd refused $o discuse with the press what I testified to. You .&.
€ovfirn this from the New Olreens pspers snd reportes who were actively covering it
‘not the #% mam you used, Who $0ld you he hedn't spoksn to mp end from San de Plus, of
WYUE, who taped $iism for perhaps an Rour. ;
ad ond Thahif

This is not 8t all what you repesta prosented what I sold Swwlm: (.
Gagrison, 1 ssild he wes am hepd-working man of whose :lntes;'i’tg I was convinced. I the:
telieved this as I do now, and I may the seme for those of hia staff L had apytuing i
do with, We d1d not at amy time fiiscuss his evidemce. Nor d41d I st any time esk hin
what ois evidence wes on snything. -

During these shows you used s line (end i believe it} thet I went coxuse

 back: sttachment is to the truth snd to faots™. Consiatent with this, I offered ne .

to Dymond, ons.of Shaw's attorneys, snd he sccepted 1%.'This 1s not a% all beeauss L <o
ant believe Sehw is not Bertrend. When you read my New Orlesns bo-k, which 4 hed
completed in early April snd the rotyped ms of which was in the meil-10 days before .
war before the grand jury, you will eee and I think understand what L believe of Chew
and my sources. 1 slso offered %o bhelp Jeek Ruby's &lwyers. I cslled to Belll’as

" attention the perjury of Pstriek “esn. 1t 1s on the misuse of Deen's testimony that

the Ruby csse wes reversed., I offerd other help to Elmer Gerts.

When you read this book, you will also find out what'l think snd then -
right or wrong, about Ruaso. Ay’ ] TR ‘

Now you did not read the things Fhelan knew 4het I think, were hlaz ‘ot «°
and essignment %o tell the whole truth, what you should have read there, 1 heve hed a
calations of my own with the Seturday Evening Post. 1 selvaged them on a plece they we::
swcking on and they not only &d not keep their bargain, then did the cprosite. :
the first mention I have mde of it, and 1t is not public. I know that on this sur ot
v. s ars not about to sey sll thelr writers and editors think. They almost serislize?
MElTLVASH in 1965, You heve heard no etteack on them from me.

Sorse is true of Aynsaworih. You ere not femi,lar with his career cn f™i
s\i{jact. L:t ms restrist mysslf to his Newsweek article and his sppesrance on your =t fc
did not ssy the tepe in queatipp wae doctored., 4% had been, There has tesn an lnv=s!
78tion. The charges ware found undless. You ere @ lawyer and you know thst what's:
0% el of us epprove of sll the things that public suthority does, some are rcme..



= o ’

9 wa+s rweson to believe that some of the things Thelan ssid were not true. I know thex

f .om= of the things sppropriste %o Aynesworthpstory also sre not there. rarticulsri;

wuat he knew sbout Besubosuf. *% 1z e simple metter o charge bribery. Let me girve

.-usau exsmple you alluded %o, for NEC mede s big deal out of it, Ssndrs Moffett ia

sntd to have been offersd a bribe. The truth is thst of those wry unpleasant thiuge

tnat cen be said of Sandrs Moffett (snd you will not £4nd them in my book or in

] Gerrison's statements), nof pablie mention of sny kind was made except by MBC. This i»

i 201 because they are not known. =% is simp,y because NBC hed no intention of shelteric:
har. They were using her. instesd of serving her immedistely. Garrison's people tried to
be kind and considerste, snd they trustad her, Har answer was that she wes brokey withoclh
decent clothing or @ place to stsy hense did not want $o go to Hew urlsans fo epess
safore the grend jury. She wan pronised desent elothing and qusrtars, ete., Nothing else.
Sve fled to a jurisdietion from' which there 1s no extredition.

The John the %;ht story was told me at lunch April 28 by thres eompetsus
pevemen. I askad them why % dién t ues 1%, They seid they would if he would swear to
it, He refused. Tpis didn § keep NBO from using 1%, Thet story was belng apresd and
anceler wes being provided by She lawyers opposing Gerrison. Ceffcler has since bge:
~afore the grsd jury on this and bafore a judge and wes sentenced for contempt. s
pot snswer the simple question, essential in eny investigation of Garrison, wilch i< wtz:
Ge- ison himself immedistsly initisted: Did you tall $he truth on NEC7 Pleane mend ma e
tape of 1t vhen you elobber NBEO fer this really irrespopsible thing they did. Xou wil:
ultimstely learn of more. In sme,they tried %o invel . Fortunstely, with permies:.on,
1 d1d moke a tape. Eventuslly, I e every reason to eve you will hesr it, If you
wsat my letter offering s copy to NEC (for the ®olse of their mwen is on 1t) end their
re-ponse to my reporting that theiz men tried to plant bad information end the most

swf.l stuff about Shsw en Ggzrisom, through me, you cean have 1%, ;

i

& ¥hother or not Gerrisen i1s right, and I $hink he is end I also think I kmce
more sbout the fact of the Mew vrisams sspest of the cese, having written 180,000 woris
on it in @ single book, vhich has an eppediifx of mere than 300 pages, there 1s and tharw
has besn s pewerful and quite scmpatent cempaign sgeinst him. I & not think voluntsr: .
i or intentionally, you have been made part of 18, As I %14 you befors, despide the odie
sgainet him, I am content %o rest the judgement in the Jury and the evidence. You hsws

i ~os1ly prejudged, spd met on the basis of ey fast of the case but on the basis of @

| partissn represemtation of an intervies with s single witness. I think, int this ccmzectio
it is presumptious %o believe $he entire ocase rests on Russo. 1§ think elso 1t is nof
{mpossible that when Russo suddenly apreared, he provided o mean)by which en indictment
sould be secursd withous revelation of the rest of the case. You ere s lawyer and cer
resdily understand the valus of seeresy %0 elther side in & eriminsl proceeding.

EE These are & fow other things I'd 1ike t0 %ake up with you. I sent you &3’

i +{m Esson, who then worked a% KNEW, eopies of FEOTOGRAFHIC WHITEWASH, tied together. !
would 1like o be sertain you have i%. Esson's never reached o Tou will @ind in it

i 150 peges of photogrsphio reprodustion of lergely oms e-seeret doeuments, Thls book don:
i hot desl with New Uriesns, but I think 1t 4o quite shooking in what it does prove, il y<
‘ nave mentioned i%, mons of your lisfeners have informed me of it%.

I em interested in why (snd if you have mo objedSion,for it ia nons of wy
tusiness, how) you selssted Duse’s emong the Hew Ordéens reporters to interview, for s

§ is not covering the case ond &id not imow whet had besm sdduced. The two most llksly, 7
you mught the reporters ea the sase, ade Ress Yosksy and Jeok Dempsey. ¥thers more
suitable then Ducet would have been Bosemary 9 emps end Hoke May. 3f I kmow you, you woull
have sought the most knowledgeabla. *his 1s not what you aired. Honce, 18 1s quite essy

i %o understend why Duest ssid of me what, ia eontexs, is mot nlse snd is burtful, "I car’:
mderstend” why I was before tim grand jury. Izwes there %o give testimony and preselit
eridense, That I did. Altheugh I pefused end have ever sinee refused, s I lieve proge’,
%o in sny way indicate whe¥ % testified to or Was salked sbout leertainly not the wsy tc
sell books), the reporters drew their ow eonelusions, Duset need enly have resd his o¥.
pepers to snswar you and not bavs besn parplexed. Again, $his mekes me wonder at his
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vo ecugon over those who did have knowledge from motive involvement in the case. 5=+

! thesa men bad besen eondusting thelr own simultansons investigation, end 1t 1s a
thoroughly professional one., By the #ime Ju aired Duoa’ there need have bsen no woulsc
stout vhe use of the names FEI and CIA er of the phras .'%in-. ‘pr". it wag 2o
public in the New urlsams papers (photocopies on request) in Zixfx seversl forms, in-
zludlng an admission by Gordon Novei that, if he were brought to trial, his service t- t -
1A woul!d be his defense. At loast one lawyer for the other side freely told the lona:
piazs he was being paid by the CId.

There 1s thia guede frem yeu that does Dot meke sense $o me, for you
d4d-not get and did not give anmy of the faet involved on the cape:"If this is dl they
can come up with efter all she sound end the fury,..” Aside from meither seeking no- ywss
rapor ting what might be the faet %o go in evidence, as & lawyer, you know it is not prerer
far Garrison to publish his evidenes in advence of the trisl. Yes you sired, for exemjle,
another lawyer, Adelsom,with the seme somplel n$. You mhould both have known Ger-ison
caanot put his evidemce in the papers. It belomge in cours, Nor; mey I add, did Pjuu".
article address the evidence to be sdiused. % eddressed what he perhaps believes of Fus:c
end the way in which Garrisen’s offiee works, T -

Doapuc your disclaimers, Jo®, you have, with e largne part of your pudiar ¢,
put your reputation bahind thess msn, especially because at the pame %ime you reslly w..:
«Ttsr mey personelly, hard, snd unfairly,

esworth¥s srack thot this "is opsn sseson on the CIA and FEI" is
propagends, and%ou ere wide end mature emough to know it. In any every, may I sugrast
thet for all the time he spent thers, h‘h‘t,,n:go,hp.ﬁt,morh'r He pretends and 7~
said, dug up scmething besides,s $3pe that was handed him by @ lawyer, If le dees 't
sow the CIA is involved, he doesn  read $he “ew Orlesns papers. He did not, ir tfact,
conduet s investigstion. If you kmow his record, you Imow he went domn %o do a job,
Would you have sent ms thers %o do a defense of Weslay Liebeler, or even to seek what
might excuse whet he did smd d1dn’$ do on thet pert of his sommiseion work: Thus, becmusy
he used s handou$, and the Shev lawyez plastored Hew Orlgens and the press with it, Le
gzave you and your sudieme 2 sad migrepresentation of "the aleoholie™ smd what he did
«now and d1d snd did not do. That 1is pot an FBI but a Searet SBervise report. You will
find 1t, in context, in my beok, Only g thorough inecompeient or a pertisen would fsil io
understand this report 44 he kmows snything sbout ¢he mee or 1f he is a ocmpetent newsns .
You will see in it thet Ferrie immadistely %cok over the oonduet of the investigetion o
Ferrie. In this comnection, who® you will net find in the wmsuppressed files is the
faet thet Garrison never sharged FerriCwas to be @ getawey pilos, for it wae then know:
what the govermment now suppIes st ot the momen$ of tl» assessination, Ferrie wes
in sourt with twe FEI men (perd the Maresllo $hing I #%0ld you Phelan should heve used's
Fsrrie 4id thresten the Presidents Liebeler has since ascknowledgef/thst to hia kmowledse ,
8t least ultil eerly 1968 Ferris was emmnoeted with snti-Sestro sctivity . Went the &—asy”
tr his own voice’ Yot this is not iz Lisbeler's interrogetions. He never cslled Ferris
when he wes eonduoting his New Orleans depoaltions.

I am impressed by Ayneswmrth’s opinion thet the "everall Commission mncic-':
are as good as gold", Get him %o ming some of this gold with me, in from$ of your miks,
Leta mee who hsp "gold", who fools gold, vho kmewa the faet end who fabrisates.

=

: This reminds me thet of mo pojnt in thess wntinguing aszeults on me
d1d you question s single faet I gave you. “ou d1d mo% like someé of my opinions not
related o the fast of the sses 9nd abomt Phalsm, vho improssed you,.

I write you ot Shis leaghh becemse of sppresiation of what you have dome
and e personal respect. I:elso Sell you I f$hink yeu weme very unfeir to me, mtupxss
misrepresented what I had $old you, end misiaformed yeuwr listeners. I do not sssail

TR MR 508 Ml-‘ﬂ'u‘&m:’.:.‘:" I wes on your -bg i.l;:g, ..mn of the evidance



