8/30/69
Dsar Gsry,

Herswith I return the uondals-Ca2lifornis things. +'ve written “asper,
copy 2nclosed, snd will phone him Wednesday.

Too much meil, too meny interruptions today for proper response. I went
tn get the reading{correctins Bone. It is becoming s burden snd right now I want none,
%a'va had a few problems here and I find they now bother me too rmuch, so it is not =
good day.

No rush in Itek. I've too much to dao anyxway.
R.B snd Bob Cutler ere one and the ssme. He 1s s nice kuy. §£ou can eveluete
him from the work, nf which & heve 8 copy. Pined with him s week sgo in Bneston. I've

Ynown him =zince February 1967.

When ynur 1 reonsl sitastion permits, I should have snything on Jerry as

" soon-8s you heve it. This tells mo nothing new, tut the detsila msy have significsnce.

I've had only the one 1lssue of The Councillor! Suscrintion in wife's neme. 1've slresdy
written Dick today. Does he get *bunderbolt?

No rush on PMIII{

lou do not say whsther you went the slide sheet® returned, so L encloss
them, toce I dc not know whether esch of these items represent an appropriste slide,
but in the event they do, I'd like them. Perhaps, since there is no rush, it would bte
test and certesinly chespest for your friend to meke them out there? Let me ‘now the
cost. If they do oot represent e lisde in each cese, have no other interest in them.

Now that you ere Imx using 1it, it 1s too late, but I would prefer no
mention of the stuff I heven't printed. There is toon much without it in such s
precentation, =nd the first thing we'll know it will be used by someone &nd I'll not
be etle to seil it, which is imprrtent to me. Wwhat 1'1l be sayipg mes nct yet isken
firm form, assuning I'm booked.

Sheidan-Townley letier to JGs No response, nons expected.

Fred's letter is frightening, "I told you so". Someone is en route here,
so I'11 stert the relatively few comments I'll mske. Boxley stuff, whatbshe told me.
1 heven®t sufficient krowledge of her knowledge to estimete its value, or the value
of what mey heve be-n their msjor thmmest (I suspect all agreed it was the red Oswald).
be has probably portrayed her politicial beliefs rether kindly, but essentislly right,
I'd sey, from ny briaef meeting J[I wee never at such a mesting es he quotes her on
and never mede such & comment., The closest things to it would not be redognized from
this and is inconsistent with 1t.) I mebt ber at dimer =t Bud's home, whers there was
one other strangmr, 2 men who has done some investigating for Bud snd nis wifs.

My man ceme snd has gons, end witi bim the prospect of holding onto &
smzll collection of money due us since 1967. But, eside from the need for an aluminum
cosding in the Spring, this collection will give us the overdue naw rcof we have rseded
for two years and 1'll have gbout $350 mors to find in Merch or Lpril. Uhat 4 live 1n
Gary, is not the traditoonal garret but the modern equivelent!

Fred's newfound ego is somothing. Orly Mary cen keep you  from having a

"lopsided view of the case and an incomplete view of this New Orleans sitietion". Hie
second reference, ellijticel ss it is, is more troubling.

S -



If his interview wes with one of the mercenaries, I'1l t» surprised if he hes anything

not stuffed down his throst. I turned iarry Usan on for the second %ima, by redio, the

Tirst time the demon Turnar flubbing i% beeuiifully. This time I spike to i By

phone,. He ceme to Fred's, with a wase full of meberials {musch but 2ot ail junki. A1l

fred had to do was copy 1t. I% has baeen @ yesr and a half, Hawm you seen any of it.
Dean gave it a1l to me, Fredts jew slacked visibly, and this siaple, mecheanical thing
W he couldn't follow through cn. Unless he has sherpened rmch, ha'll b6 an snimedod
toilat by the time those mercenmaries finish =with him? He mey be right adbout turning
certain witnesses off, bubt it didn ¢ henpen in LA, I accomplished more them I set out
to, more then 1'd hoped to, improvising every btit ol it. But 1t took them three months
to trenscribe the tapes, and they aidn't zet trem to N.0. until =fter Hzll sm Howard
were there., "8 is also wreng sbcut the "ell-kncowing ploy”. I 4id the op-osite with all
but “esn, snd whet L dig with Yean floored Fred. He could zot stor praising it-end I
feld in the last minute, sfter a 22 hour day, to btegin an all-night show-six hours ~
and tonk ovwer. the radical right local talker to bont. That I 214 was lat Hell eyd Howard
bebel, just coming in enough to keep them going, switch them around = they'd forget
yheir lies, etc. The precf of t e pudding, frierd, 1s that ascch aslsd mo 4o toko him do
N0.O efter he'd gone to court and dldn'+t beve to goe. I have dlfficuliy undersitsnding Fred
on this, - @ther legitimete compleints are legitimete, nct that omne.

I stayed with Mary too long. Her observeticn 1s reaconably sccurste. I
hag trouble breathing driving homé and for a while was apprehensivs. That was a 21
or a 22-hour day, too much for me now,

I'd like %o see Boxley's blo, Fue not vitsl, I em in accord crn th: cssence,
and so fer 2s I am conecarned, *het is mest. ®y only wonder iz d1@ I do thae rish%t thing
to "save” us, did I reslly save us? I think the use of what * geve Oser on the fov -
arnnent witnesses wpkes the neswer yes, for from what I've seen, he used 1% tesviifully,
éspeclally when you conslder the handmﬂps, most unkn~wn to Hchers. They wers greete.

Jaffe #amnot be honest, should he want to, znd I dontt think it is afcorsiderstion
with him., He is 2lso o fonl and ¢ dope. I read one "truth session” of Ray, Maggile,
Fred, Marlyn and Burton. *t is Juverile. If there is another, +'d like %t» rcad it not
for whet Ered pries but from whet Jefire tlshs, There is ne reason tc believe Jaffe
"respecta” Fredts opinion (that ego egrin, etrenge chenge in him). But if he will still
"like Jaffe whichever wey he swings", what 1s fred seying sbout Fred? And how can J
influence "the lives of s few tuat are on the block", This counds sinsiter with the
coming JG reference, I think Dave hes Fred turned on snt will te using hia.

"She nad no trouble fitting the Bradley puzzle together", Are they still on that?
"Sopareting” Swift snd Mc Intyre is like serereting Eitlar and Musscling, ny bother?
Rep Brown end Rockwell sre "but symbecls" of "the real problem, s communicetions
breskdown"? Thet is whet both symbolize? Incredible! And hs ponitificates 1%! You'w
got a2 live one thers, buddy!

g3l nsverfdresm when B/H/ end Bredley ere telling the truth. A% ieset two do not
know themselves end do nect cere, really. Howerd is better then fall,

Trenslate this:"1 slso feel thet becsuse of my assocletlons of late and
infomation 1 have thet 1 know roughly how this plot worked and some of the people
involved", Lifton? Are tusy nest the ppin% of no return? If pert of the conclusions
come from "some of the work I've dens"”, I recall his "work” provimg ths% each of the
frames of the Zap Til wes remadel He says "a clock is now rumning", snd I sgree. But
I think we have different clocks in mind,

The troubling (meaning most troubling) pert tegins nere: his ceution to
you about your dz=alings with 1im end the offiece. "I think these psople are dsngerous"

(velidp tut I doubt he knows why or is 1nplying what I1g consider)
LJ

But as alterns tives



whetever his new intelligence is thet_he doesn't share with you, he has, "I thinkk
the~e may te snother explznation, or =~ im may have sbtepped over that grey line that
separates nomality froa abnormality”. de concludes, "belisve ae, I 23 noh tossing
this out lizatly”.

43 in haste I vonder the major business, whet can it bs, L gee Lifton and
his sick but excesdingly cunning mind menifulating this fatusus ass, anl I find ny-
self nmore snd more conslderine it woscsible he is goinz to coms up with "proof™ Garrison
has teen a govarnnent agent 31l elonge. I'11 havs to think about thnls, bhucause any

attack on Jim can zet some attention and will do nothing but harm %o ths re2st of us.
I think y-u should use vour best talents hers, toliing him whoether cr not JG is
"normal”, thet is no reason for your not seeinsg whmt he hss, thus orobing 2nd bringing
out the newfound genius snd fatherlinees, for no doubt Frad will wont to shisld you
from & fate Wworse than desth. Give him ev?ry vosaible chance, Look how pasronizing he
ie when he tells you, "The case can walt "because of all they =ro doing) asven $aough
you could be & big halp now {not %= fore?)"snd wa'll (him a1 d I1ifton?) need you later
for sure(in a coupls of months", By then thers will be the brass spittcons to attendd
Talk about SIVKY

Louis told me (or Moss, lese dependable), that ths chart was Boxley's
concept. I %oo it aould well have teen the oppoglts, Mary could be right. I gave you
8 copy, c¢idn %t L. 1 gave onae ti Peul R if I didn t.

If you had seen Vine= ns I saw him, Musscline 50 pounds lighter, eyes and
211, you'd have little trouble belleving hs wanted pecpls srrested, but 1 do not. I do
¥new gverybody but Jim was goijs crmzy trying to oot him out of town in Decsmber, ond he
flatly refused when I triad 4o 80 1t gzently, by repseted requeat {I ales concurred- T
was mors apprehensive tnan anyone slsel). Tou may not bz akls to balleve 1%, tut $his
wag Leyond dezerittion, wins, eariianly. I ercep with goosepimples =2t the thousht.

(By the way, when I wes travelling I checked the regulations, snd I wes wrong in what
I gaid sbout the excursion rate, it had been changed. Put I am not wrong sbtout how 1
woe medr o feal.) I'm incline” not %o Seliave No. 2, poge X Vinee had little te do
with the steff, He staved with JG exnept during brief intervals of the days, most of
which he kept on the files, as + starsed hiwm with the Turner one. I aven had him “here
sn Sunday esrly moraing teo conginve, and kept him there until lunch time. Theraafier
he was with Yim, as I would not te {to wWiich everyone sgreed, sven taougn Yim asked re
to be with them. 1 found en excuse,i ciecked thi: wita the stefl and tuey concurred.)
S¢, 1t is mlso not too likely in terms of time. Ajthousgh b can get rretty hot pratiy
fast,

No. 3: T sm responsible for “im's chonge on Pobey, to begia with snd kseping
him that way. If it is wroung, 1t is my error. I have not chenged wy minds "t wse right,
?ypicelly, he went overbosrd. She probevly quotes him necuratsly,. Perhaps 1% end the
Loflfa quote ere out of cogtext. “gmamber, you -ay Hoffa 4o them and they sea Sheridan.
Bud's record on 3obby is not shameful (his performsnce was not 3s good as 1t o®uld heve

tean, but under the curcymshances, snd performance wWoe eradivle]. & 414 eross-sxamine
him wher no Senator would., “e'd have left the country »f b1bby gntTelacted.

Mo, 4- poseible but I have no knowledpe, Inclined to Aoubt the plznned
Lewrepce arrest. Ft was not possitle %o srrest Bradley snywsy. Bud has this telief
about Lewrsnce, I do nob. vhat is "Lysome" writtan in tue mergin here?

» No De Jaffe is right. I know 1t..JG never dld any investigsting anywey.
Such menial pursuits orz not for God, only for serfs.

No. 6, the lsst part is true (towerd the :nd onlyle €anrot say on first.
Doubt it in this sense, for he 3id not went = defest,

No. %: Don't know. ™o at: the others? ThatI'd like o ien
ol Laatalad



No. 8: True., I couldn't get Oser end 41lford, Alock of JG to use "snd othersg
unlmown” Yo proxids for e irise Ceveld. I felt withoul it shere wes ro csnce of winning,
It 1e worse tus  nere, for they agree it could nct bewe been the reel LEC in Rucso. T
elso warned trhem repoatedly abcut Fusso, even finding peorle vhe Led rersensl deelings
#ith ti~ when they fisregarded whet © have in O in NO. Ruesc was o witness to the 11t
distrivution, whickh  ore I dc ro% k 10W. He gti1ll k2s e leaflet but woul¢ not fo for it
Pert 2, True, btut cut of context. Tur years tefsre he got cherted i vhen te srrested
Farrie, I now krow this was not Kertin, even if TG thinks se. I heve 1% from one of
the sunpressed dccuments, ore eunpressed for tils r-ason only, Bub tre stuff sbout
Mertints xnowledge 1s true. 1 nzve case after cese of it. They should have used his
blabting to find tieir leek. It is probebly ip the weil with thic stuf?, tut not with

Bll. Some of weat he blalhed to me was hard delivere?,

YNo. 9F They had twe sets o my knovledge in 4/87, vhich is rretty earlv.
“a. 10. True. ¢ irn N0, pp 101-2, 2nd mcre.

No, 11/ Hobody took Martin seriocusly. Tre only gocd dopes ther get from him
I did when I_got him so sertimentel he ectually wept. Jim was astounded when I took bim
in with it. “ypicelly, they wont no further. We oven both signed a copy of 0 in I
for him, wbich alsc touched him. e liked me then beceuse Imdidn't denigrete him, slone
snong writers., Several reporters told me he wevt to them eteut this, %oc. But he cennot
distinguish between fact sni fahey. I once had his ONI contesct's number 2nd gove it
to Jim, T got it from him! 7 do not new hasve 1%, elas, Bub it mesuns nethins = yvway.

:h

Mo, 12: BA hag wezlti, Inheritsnce, Ho 13 str
few clivnts, His is nst the kind of przctise that requi es the c2i:nt's presence, for
he haudles goverpmernt cases Lor cut-of-towners, Who ls Welnmer in NYY But by teking
inexpeusive tut ¢onvenient spece, he has zix rooms. Me mc"ed inte lusrger quariers scon
after staritng. The sddress is a good cne fbr mail cli=nts who know DC, It is 15 eng X,
N¥ & bleeck from the two best botels =nd 1 the nesrt of the best nfTice—“;dg 2rea.

ating frusslly tecause Lo has

‘"’ ] m

No. 13, about the house, true. They cen sfford it{ They wers tallins about
e tumine incicdent when T wag there feor dimver., It vee ecorlier, I think Tred 1s the
one corfused here, He ies neither richt-wing nor left wirg., How he seems —ill b inter-
preted by right-or left€lasning suditors and tue =ubject of the discussion. But he is
not "right",

5: I doubt if hs hag aver ssked anyone dirastly for a chnbributicr. He is
the kind who will let it » Xnewsn, no more. He needs help for doing things k. feels
be cennot sperd hls own woney for (1ixe publisbinz my limited editions, unless he
ut me on when he first read By end CoUP), I beli:ved hime I mew ore plsce he 3i4d try
with the wrong beook).

L7 Doubt ite Thlsz 1s intersreatetive. Sus is way out, If they wera %o say
he is, in their oplnion, sn sgent, 1% would bs more creditls thed his "tryias to mullify
any Congressionol invsatisation”, This is tie way tuey mey think. It ie imwaturs, Thers
is now little likelihood of such en investigetion.

Iy réminding gou azein that Fred tsics more time then he csn possibly be
worth, ihiz being another exemple, I admit the irportsancs of my recuest above snd gope
you cen find time for it soon. Thet may lesd to something, ¥ith & perjury triel coning
up there could be e time for auother "RHarewell Imerice”,

“y now you should know the pobtern of my typlng errors, “hide I bew mis~

givings sbout meiling so-ething done *fno-hestily, like this, I confrrt mysell with tie
tinught you are, with this Icng experience, better egquipped!

Best,



UNIVERSITY OWanMSOt'a/

MEDICAL SCHOOL
DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHIATRY AND NEUROLOGY
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55455

August 27, 1969
Dear Harold,

Sorry it has taken me so long to write, but school work is very burdensame as prelims draw
closer. Many thanks for writing and keeping me up on what is going on.

Youss of 8/16: Agreed on Crafard memo. There is more to came which will make some of the

. wilder hypothesizéng appear less wild. The FBI suspected it and even showed his photo, that
much we can be pretty sure of, insofar as false Oswald theorizing goes. In addition, that
electrical contractors incident, which so impressed ONI and others and was one 66 the first
to attract attention within the govermment, was most likely Crafard. Mercer connection is
that if Ruby was driving The truck, Crafard would have been the logiaal guy to be carrying
the package. My general interest is in Ruby involved in this thing no knowing what it was
and Crafard getting out of town after realizing a linkup and perhaps his own unknowing accomplic
Right now though this, and the memo to came, will be a start. I want to go over him with a
fine toothed comb add will begin this Fall. The theorizing adds nothing, except for the false
Oswald possibility¥. ‘

I will send you my xerox of the Itek Nix film anafysis if Paul doesn't have one. It would be
better to get samething other than mine though, because it is only a poor xerox which they
sent me. Masterman, like longbottom, has actually read very Fittle on the case. It is amazing
how far behind those overseas are in following this case.

There is a new bock on the case out, published privatedy, by Cutler of Cutler Designs in
Massachuseets. I have no time to read it but suspect that it is of little value. It cost

$4 and would not be worth your purchasing it. If you like I can lend you mine. It is called
"The Flight of CE 399: Evidence of Conspiracy" and seems, at first glance, to consist of
calculations of a number of possible trajectories and times of firing from different places.
The big problem is uncertainty about its accuracy. The author, RB Cutler, who wrote me a short
note, sounds a bit eccentric, and #the one paragraph of the thing I read also suggests this.

The Olson letter &ibom Itek about not giving him permission to make addition copies is seemingly
bullshit. What objection could LIFE have. In addition, why not permission to reproduce pages
which do not contain photos. By the way, is the Bob Cutler mentioned in yomr letter to Bud

of 8/21 the same as RB Cutler? Fram your letter I assume that it is.

The last issues of the Thunderbolt have things on Jerry Ray being honored at a big banquet, and
on Stoner, who is the NSRP National Chairman. If you can get these things from Dick, since
in addition to being busy, I have loaned them to a black militant for a few days.

I got PM III--only hope that I can find time to read it before you need it back. These are
tough times and my eye is overtakeérd by studying as is my concentration.

Enclosed is a list of the slides I have which is very imcomplete. It gives my basic presentation
although slide groups A, P, and M usually are opticnal, and in any event, come at end of talk.
Now @ have FPCC slides, A##i##¥4 Rose Cherami, the Haiti Invasion newsclipping, O in NO, and
other odds and ends added. I also have slides of some of those memos on IHO as an agent which
I decided not to tell Bud about since you are planning to use them in your bock Oswald-Agent.
(This list was made up for Bud.) Still to came are slides of sections of your bocks and other
items. Also, I have the full set on 133A and B from Fred. My suggestion is that I send you
copies of everything I have (have have pretty close to a full extra set already made up for
emergencies) and then you can chose what you want copied and I can get it copied for you or
you san have it copiedf. The enclosed sheets only give some indications of the possible value
of each slide in terms of using it.



Who is the Jim to whom your letter of 8/18 about Sheridan and Townley was addressed? Is this
Jim Schmidt?

Glad to hear that you are still relaxing. Hope your .condltlon Jmpr'oves.

I will reply to Chris' long letter when I get the chance. .I don't have a copy of the Penhouse
piece yet. I would like to xerox one since the mag. costs $1.

Undoubtedly same great number of people got good pictures of you, but I don't know any of them.
I will check with the newspapers and see if I can dig one up. The Minnesota Daily (campus)
published two excellent ones. If I can get negatives or positives, T will send them.

Since I want to get this in the mail and have no money on me whatsoever, I am sending you some
items T would normally have xeroxed for you: 1. List of my slides, 2. Fred's letter to me of
August 24, and 3. Mondale's last letter. TFeel free to copy any and return them at your
ledsure. Fred's letter makes me very apprehensive, and although he has calmdd down in some
respects, it fortells troubles. By the way, although I don't know what Mary has or showed
him, I assume that Dave Lifton is the guy who gave him info which solves the case. Lifton
may be competéng with Mary for Fred's good graces--he feels such pressures often. Also en-
closed are copies of letters to Dick Bernabei and Chris in Schtland--keep these. On Mondale,
do whatever fits your schedule and inclinations. If you can't do it I would appreciate your
having Bud do it sometime. Tt will help me politicially and might even gain us an ally of
sorts--who knows what is poss1b1e. Tt is interesting that given my letter to him he mentions
only you in this one(remember, I mentioned both _you and Bud, figuring you might not have time
and he might feel more comfortable with Bud## since Bud is only recently retired fram the
establishment). It might be interesting to brief him on the Haiti bit and the JD's #4 lask
of desire for evidence, or ather subjects. I intended the Z film thing as an opening.

Well, I've got to go now. Our distinguished visitors from Yugoslavia are due tonight. By
the way, I can't for the life of me remember anything in the case relating to Yugoslavia,

although if he has intelligence contacts perhaps they have samething on Kara-patnitski or

Reggab.

Warmest wishes to you and your wife. All of us I am sure are worried about youi‘ health~~take
care of yourself. When we are through with ocur academlc crises such as prelims, orals, etc.
we will be able to take over same of the work doad.

iy
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4640 NOBLE AVENUE
SHERMAN OAKS, CALIFORNIA
91403

August 24, 1969

Dear Gary,

Mary left yesterday and we had a hectic four days with little sleep,
and much information exchange. Mary has had a close relatlonship
with JG...hours and hours of meetings, phone calls, and did much
research to try to help the case.

She filled me in on Jim, Boxley and the office, the trial, ete, This
woman is a good researcher and her crenologys make me belisve she has
a grasp of thls case that tops Sylvia., Deave agrees,

Anyway, 1f you want to talk to someone that knows what, who and why,
then by all means see Mary. I agree with her mostly, and urge that
you get her story before you form any firm judgements about this case.
For instance, as you know, I am impressed with Dave's knowledge of th@§
case, Well, Dave was impressed with Mary's work. .

Ideologies aside, Mary has the most complete body of information in the
country in splte of her limited archives work. Her on-sibk® studies are
maeslve, hour by hour and incredibly well organized,

If you miss seelng her, you will have a lopsided view of the case and
an incomplete view of this New Orleans situation. That's my opinion,
take 1t for what 1t's worth,

I understand what you were saying about that interview I sent. I

should have mentioned that this meeting was approached with the idea of
establishing contact, confidence, etc. We (Larry and I) deliberately went
easy and didn't bone up because we didn't want to wind up asking pointed
and hostile questions at thid time, My limited knowledge of inter-

‘Viewing leads me to try the soft approach that graduslly escalates to

"knitty gritty” sessions later. :

We dellberately played dumb on many things and knew that since these
guys are 30 minutes away there was no hurry to be aggressive, This 1is
not a cop out, but I can see why you would consider this memo light-
weight. '

Harold had pressure, and schedules to follow when he was here and this
hampered his interviews, plus the fact that he used the "all knowing®
ploy and winds up turning certain witnesses off. (not all)

By the way, Mary wes corcerned for Harocld's health, sald he looked very
111, hsd emphazema, etc, Marlynn and I are likewlse concerned for
Harold. What do you know abot this?

Ma v oway prevared to dislite Harold when she met him in D.C. and came
fan 2Eh e opinion that he was delightful, thought he had contributed
w0 e Zawe and has repect for hiam,




CRSIIERR AT ARt

PFATE WO GARY SCHOENER 8/24/69

ey cplaton of Turner is very low, and likewise Boxley¢¢gﬁ1th Boxley .- .
she perionally likes him, bub considers him physiology. and psychology&ﬁﬁ%
e s8ick man.

She had him (Boxley) write out his blography and I have a copy of thils

i{n Boxley's hand writing, from 1927-1968, Boxley did this under pressure
and not voluntarily and knew Mary would check him out. I'll see if I

can copy this for you on a confidential basis. She also sald there 1s
gnother William Wood who lives in Austin and is an active recruiter for
the CIA, but that he 18 a much older man than Bexley and has seen
pictures of this other Wood.

She told me enough'about Jaffe to make me think he has not been eniirely
honest in hls sesslons with us. She loves Steve, but doesn't tell him
much hecause he '"talks tco much,”

We are going to have a blg truth session with him sometlime soon and I
werned him that I want 2 very minimum of bullshit this time., I'm metting
+iped of his covering up for others, and himself, 8o i1f he respects my
opinions, he'll come on stralght and 1f he doesn't then I'm going to put
some pressure on him, I know how,

Basically, I 1like Steve and which ever way he swings, I'll like him, but
will consider him weak and amoral 1f he shucks this time. Thls time

the reputation and lives of a few are on the block, so I consider this

a serious matter,

Sce Mary anyway you can, and you can approach her in a straightforward
manner as she (of the three in Dallas) 1s a very sophisticated Southern
belle with many friends of many persuasions, has read widely and does
not see Gus Hell under every bed. Her background and world view are
conservative, but she can spot a right wing kook, and also tell the
difference between the ADA and Joe 8talin. In otherwords, she can make
distinctions between shades of left and shades of right phillogophies..

(Also, she knew Barbara Reed way back when, as she used to hang out in
the quarter when she worked as a palnter 25-30 years ago.) '

She had no trouble fitting the Bradley puzzle together and geparated
Wesley Swift from Carl Meintyre, which would give some 1iberals great
difficulty.

She can reccgnize dangerous people on elther end of the spectrum and
would know that Rockwezl and H, Rap Brown are but opposite sides of the
same coin. Both have tunnel vislon and are but symbols tc a real
problem...a communication breakdown. Both offer #nifty" answers to
insoluable problems.

to be very critical of Bradley/HowardfPatrick and to
eveluate them carsfully. I agree with this advice, 1 have some advicd
for you that T ctfer very seriously vecause I like you and value ycu a8
A friend :vd as a critic, I think you have and will continue to make
very important contributions to solving this case. I also feel that
bBcauss of my assoclations of late and information I have that I ¥now
roughly how this plot worked and some of the people involved,

You sdvised me




PEGE THREE GARY SCHOENER &/24/6¢g

I came to this opinion only in the last month or so, partly

bezcause of some work I've done and mostely because I've been privy to
information most critics don't know about and maybe never will. I hope
they willl and am working to make this coms brue. A clock 1s now running
ard the plot 1s close to public disclosure,

I know this sounds fatuous...coming from me, but that's how I 1dok at
things now. I'm encouraged as never before.

Anyway, this is a2 round about way of getting to my point. I'm not going
to be specific here and want only to say this: Just as you warned

me about Bradley/Howard, etc. I want to caution you to be very careful
in your dealings with Jlm and the office,

I think these people may be dangerous and want to be on record to you
before you get to far along with them. I'm not qoing to try to alter
any oplnion you may have of these people,..I don't think I could,
especlally since I've made incredible flip flops in my own views, I
think there may be another explsnation, or Jim may have stepped over
that grey line that separates normality from abnormality. This sounds
funny coming from me to ydu (with your background) but believe me, I am
not tossing this out lightly.

I'm happy you are back to studying for prelim's and hope you stay away
from the case and Jim and prepare for your examinations, That's
lmportant. Thes case can walt even though you could be a big help now.
Some good s0l11d work 1s being done now and we®ll need you later for sure
{in a couple of months.)

More later,

FRED

P.S. Any luck with that H.H.H., s8peech? I don't think this ise
important to any work being done, it's just a facinating oddity that I
ould like to see,

MCRE:
Mary seemed to know a lot about what went on in N,0. Among the things
she mentioned that seemed of interest were the following:

. That chart you sent with the Boxley stuff is different from the one
ene has, Bhe has a copy of the original, which was done on lined yellow
notebook paper. She sald that JG had started the chart, and that
Boxley had finished 1t, On her copy, the questions asked at the bottom
and some of the writing in the boxes is definitely JG's ae she Xnows 1it,
and the rest 1s Boxley's as she 1is also famiilar with hl= handwriiing.

2. Ghe said thet Vince had also suggested people to arrest tc the
shaTf and JG - but that the staff had disagreed,

he 3aid typical office conversation was "Wnat's so bad about Hoffa?"
.. that 3.,0,B, RFK." (Bud talks like this reguarding RFK) 3he had
i cws thls mary tlmes, =2nd was surprlased when e chanmed reguardin

obby, sayins "he's not tco bad,"
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4, Ghe gave us the stery of Jack Lawrence, and sald he was ccnsidered
a "shocter" and wag to be arrested the same time Gene Bradley was.
(You mentioned this in one letter in some N.O. stuff), (When Bud was
here he pointed ou*t the "shooter" to us in his mug book, and 1t was
Lawrence.)

5. Mary sald that JG was actively involved in investigating Bradley
(Jaffe says it was Boxley and Turner alone, and they convinced JC
about Bradley). “’“

6. JG xiza told Mary and Buck - "I'm not interested in convicting
Shaw - he only had a minor role.”

7. The main thing JG went on when he plcked up Clay Shaw was Clay
Shaw and Clay Bertrand had the same first names, Mary found leads that
pointed to several people using the name Clay Bertrand, but nothing

was ever done to follow this uf.

8. Mary mot extremely upset with JG as he would tell her one thing,
and then tell the press the exact opposite the next day. Several of
the things she pointed out to him were: 1f LHO was not gullty, then
the Shaw gsse is unrelated. JG explained that he didn't say he was

innocent), [that he didn't fire a shot,

when she trlied to find out what lead made JG go after Ferrle, she
learned that it was on information they had gotten three years befors
the axx N.O. thing started. /( i T

9. She also sald that the staff did not have the volumes during the
early months and would run to the public library and return wilth
xerox's of the pages of testimony.

10. 8She sald that at one time the office learned thal LHO was supposed
to have been in Loulslana in 1961 - until it was pointed out that LHO
was 1n Russia at the time. Then the office"reasoned 'that if LHO was in
Russia, then this must have been his double., But nothing was ever
dmxXm developed to show a "double” had been active in Louisilana, which
could have been done,

11. Jack Martin, who first notifled the DA about Ferrie (November 23rd?)
and who contributed many false leads, 1lncluding the James Anglican Ray
thing in Toronto (Toronto Daily Star, February 10, 1968)/{ Martin ran

a diploma mill in Texas, the same as Ray does in Toronto. (Gary, why
would the staff take Martin seriously and not check hlm out? We know
personally of many instances where Martin had inside information from the
office - for instance, knowing about the Oswald grtdes before anyone else
diﬂ.)m.- e ) N\1‘ ey,

12. Mary, who has been a legal secretary for %0 years, aazid that she
and Arch were in fud's office in Washington every day durins the 10 days
she wzs las® in D.C. She went in every morning before the archives
opened, and oftsn came over during their lunch break, or after they had
finished at the archives, She never saw a cllent. 3She saw the two young
(approximately 30 years old) partners in the office, but never clients.
ABud's secretary read, unless she was running over to make copies on the
s2rox for Mary and Arch, All the work in the office involved the
assassination, with Bud talking with Sprague and Wolner (from NYC) or
Mary and Arch, She sald the office 1is "shabby" and explained that thls
is what you would expect to see of struggling young lawyers, wlth poor
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furnishings and facilitlies, etc.

t3, Mary thought Bud's home was right out of "House and Gardsn"
magazine, furnished with authentic expensive antliques and beautifully
co-ordinated and appointed,

Mary attended a party at Bud's house with many treasury and internal
revenuse people present. She told the story of someone setting fire to
an expensive matching courh, and Bud not even worried about 1t - even
though Mary estimated 1t would cost 41,000 to replace and recover the
twin ccuches, 8She alsoc seemed very surprised when the conversatlon
turned "right wing." Harold, who was there, saild "I seem to be the only
liberal here.”

The reason this surprised Mary was because Bud came on "very left wing"”
to them in Dallas, and then he came on very "right wing" to us in Los
Angeles, We are curious why he came on "left” in Dallas, when in his
own home among friends he came on "right",

14, Mary said Bud picked up $60-§100 tabs every night while he was in
Dallas on his last trip. (I can attest to three dinners on the coast
that must have cost Bud $180)

15. Bud half-hartedly said he was seeking funds for his committee,

But was very insistant that he get the tab (down to d scene almost every
time) even though Buck, Mary's husband, had invited him to dinner.

(Does this sound like a guy who needs help? Mary said he didn't even
try to get funds from them.)

16. Before Bud and Pattie left Dallas, Pattie bought Ann Kimbro a
very expensive antique scales as a present for playlng tennis with her
vhile everyone else was playing dszxakixs sluth in Dallas,

17. Bud did his very best to split up the group of Sue, Mary and Arch
and came very close to doing it by stealing materlial from the three of
them - but Mary covered and got the group back togethsr,

Mary and I think Bud 18 very strange, and 1s acting as a collection
agency, perhaps to nulify any congresslonal investigatlon,



