8/6/69
Dear Gsry,

I 414 not heve time to enswer your letter of 5/3 when it arrived
yesterday, end tils afternoon we are going to 111'5 mother for dinner, ons of
our rere goings out, so I've gotten up early for 1 want to respond wittout
rushing.

Your eccumulstion of dsts on Fernandez is interesting., The subtlty
was lost on Bleir, but at the time of Fernendez' attack on Batists, Batiste
was of the opposite political complexion, posing snd acting ss a progressive.
There iz no indication of or any reeson to believe he was oprosed to Batista
during his second vreszidency, when he was fascist, Sonsistent with this is the
invention of the Wagnerien nsme for the girl.

These comments on your letter to Berbera: I have heerd of nothing
new on Thornley from Lifton since our Cetober conversation, when I wss in Cel. -
Hsve vou? Dsve then promised to gend me certein things he wes circulating end
hssn't. This is not beczuse of his continuine confidenee in tnem, I heve
never seen tae 4indictment. If 1t is as represented tc me, it is consistent,
¢ntirely inadequste end perheps enoughk to justiry sn ecquitial. The i gnificant
thbigs are missing in it 8s probably they were before the gresnd jury. Cn what
score did ©11lings "investigste" +Thornley? Lifton told me he wes working with
him end Thornley. (And thet Bethell helped them, too.) He sgreed with me thet
he hed nothing tut *hornley's word end I gave him means of evalukting it. You
did not send me s copy of the Pemn letter. 1s there enytbing in it I should see?
As Ive told you earlier, I've not seen his peper since the issue in which he
first ettack Vince, Bud and me. If she sent you 8 memo on the Bi{1lings interview,
which I also doubt, I'd be interested if there is snything in it. Berbtars never
answers letter, never provides what she can end should, end has become much of
an enigma to me. This ic not tecause of her conservative connections, es with
the “ourtneys, Nor is it from an uneritical dedication #o $im {emounting to
jealousy~ once she intercepted something being sent to me, sonething thet
I perticularly did not went in ‘the office files, with lvon's spproval, on the
ground thet I hed much more then the entire office meteriel anywsy). It cen te
argued thet she also wasted & large amount of office time. Nothing she worked
on of which I have knowledgé_yee used in the trisl. She knew Shew well, They
hated esch other, The lest I asked her for is a memo on Geudet, which she pro-
mised months age (she has not responded). She wrked for the artist who worked
for Gaudet's Letin American Reports. Geudet owes him much money. When you see
Coup (aside), note new materiel on G, new hendling. She promised me & memo on
en investigetion she wes on with Boxley, of cuigley, ané it 1s not forthcoming.
She told me other than Boxley reported in his meko. Reelly, Boxley eccompenied
her. QJuigley is not rich, well connected ir business.

I think Eckhoff‘s_a%timate of 204 of the materiel still withheld is
a vslusble contribution to our knowledge.

I heve copied snd return herewith your Bulletin 3/17/69 clipoing on
Bevel, That Vince, without prodding, efter reading COUP would not heve sent me
this should te its nwn measure to you. But he has never sent me enything, ever,
including what I've esked him for end he's promised. I do not attempt o give
ang reason for this or sny meaning, for 1 cennot, Bat it is e fact that troubles.
His declarestionms to us when he reead the book sre inco nsistent with his failure %o

speek to Bevel them or since this interview., 4gein, I csmnot explain his failure-



smounting to refussl-to do the obvious. He early oprnosed any attention to
THITEWASH, going so fer es to virtuelly blackmeil me as a condition of doing
the assigned review for "Liberation" (he preised the btook in private to
Dellinger), whereas I had introduced his writings in competition with mine to
the London "Sundey Telegreph", which was considering serielization of WW, It
troubles me, Gsry, thet he hes never 1ifted 8 finger to help me snd has never,
for whatever motive, missed sn opportunity to hurt. Today Sylvie even helps me,
s you may recsll,with some of her files she knew I wented for New Orlesns. I
still went very much to spesk to Bevel, but I do not kmow his sddress end csnnot
afford t» vhone hir, "hen I wes in New York ten days ago 1 spoke to & Raverend
Kirkoatrick of the SCIC, He was going to 7Weshington thet weekend (last weelcedd)
end wee driving. He would pick Bevel up end return vie here. © burried home. He
hed my address, driving instructions and my phone. I have not heard & word. his,
too, is consistent with the ebsolute refusal of the blacks to do what so obviously
is required of them in their nerrow, personsl interest and that of their people
and their mertyr i€ eny white in involved. Have you any idea tie number + hsve
epproached? Ewem "Ebony” end Net Cole;s widow, who kmew end liked me. In this
ccrnection, please send me the address et which you mey be reacned st Carnell
in case I get a copy of COUP back. L have only the ms copy snd that does not
heve ei+her the full excerpts of the documents or the full text. I& I do not zét
one tack (snd I mey get one this week) while you are thers, if Edwerds t&s 8
serious interest, give me his sddress and I'1l mail him one. The men who was
going to mierofilm snd meke ccpies says tke Terox he hes seeme %o be too pele.
4g was golng to teke this up with his plent foremen snd let me know Thursaday
but he has not. However, remember that I have & souree of micerofilping., 4lso,
do not forget to tell Bdwards I am doing an epilogue which will prove Ray wes
fremed, thet the evidence elleged to be thet against him should have resulted
in his sequittal, and that I shell show how the government engineered a condi-
tion under which there could be no consideration of conspiracy, among many
other things. I hope to get to this in & few days. I heve some medical eppoint-
ments Wednesdey, sojpbecause I have meny things to do &and like to write without
we jor interruption, probably not until after thet. I heve %one 8 bit deeper
in debt to get three l4-inch deep filing cabinets becausse + hsd agsin run out
of speee snd, when I cen, T econtinue the reorgenization snd carding of my files,
These srs sn uneconomic size, but I could find spece for them, - have replaced
the old venity on which the copyiers stend with them, They thus teke no mowe
of the limited space * have in my office. They will not be enough, but they
will help, materislly, for e while...Another aside: accumulaticn of material
for AGENT OSVALD sugrests thet the pert on his franing is now sufficient for
a separate book...And now for your letter.

I never got the reet of the King stuff from Msatt, Partly $his is my
feult. He gave it to me in N.O. Louis d4id not heve time to copy, nor did I. So,
1 tonk 8 bit of it, intending to copy end return. I took only what I could cerry
onto the plane with me, A month or so &go 1 asked him to send the rest, registered,
and when he didn't, sgein ssked by phone. * have somsone doing better than meking
photocopies. She 1is typinz the notes (which are in little notebooks, on scraps )
of peper, etc.) in an orgenized wey. I em msking a set for him, I told him 1 would
do this with all of them. ®ilence., I would like very much to use more of thie
in the book. I think this is now both possible and safe. I think I can get 8
separate use, too, snd may know better this coming week, when I expect s meone
from & publicetion (no word from your LNS friend). Matt told me what he does not
have in his notes on the radio diversion. He promised me & memo on this when I
wes there. I have reminded him. De hasn't done it. “n fact, 1 twice had coples
of COUP there end he did not take time to read it. He did read that portion

dealing with his mesterisl, wanted to mske a few chenges, &nd hesn't, Thatpis the



wey he now 1s, Dall nipple, OSLI Q1SCOUTaged.

Your sssursnce thet Fred hes chenged is something I'd like ¢t~ see
proved, His attitude towsrd me is utterly irrationel sand 100% erroneous, ss
you should know. He is the offender, he the guilty one, coming, sgein, from
his stragge but accute cowsrdice. His version of the filn to vou is not the
one I got from May snd cthers, who indicste trat his wife saw to it that fay
got it Lecsuse she xnew wust to expect of Yred. *his is not to justify what
Ray has/hes not done, for toat I cannot, * have seen much of his stuff that
is prom$sing, convincing et first glance, then does not pan out. Thet stuff
with the rifle is something I esked hix to do for me. I got him started on it.
Yhet he first sent me, the overlays, which we discussed when I was with him
2/68, 1s excellent., Thet I saw published in & smell psper out there 1is also
fine. Together they ere not complete. There are things he should have spotted
\as‘should nis photog friend) end hsen't, He got interested in Tillis 5
through me, 8 he told me, turned on by a cerrect reading of my published
suspicions. ¥hat he then did for me was impresasive, But when 1 hed a chence
to compere it with other published pictures, some of it did not pen out, For
example, the touching up of the mullions, That now seems to me to te sn effect
of the sun/shadow, I think en expert should enaslyze this. I em not such an expert.
On the reilrosd cer immedistely behind that vpoint: I'd like to see & deted picture
shewing thet, provins it was there st thet perticuler moment. I began with this
spspicion, I trink .e got it from me, in the first two books put together. I do
not, therefore, say it dis not hsprem. If you have seen proof, you have secn what
I hove ncote But I do notk thhnk it imporisnt encugh for you to send me the
slides wita the consequent hkezard to tuem. “hen you are here agein will be
enough time for that. I sm swere thet he believed/telievas thet the entire Z
f11m was doctored. That is utterly illogicele. Some of that he believes wes edited
cut is irrstionsl, unnecesssry. I do not believe the unnecessary vwes done, Perhaps
te hes chenged. Bat this i1s what he told me, repeatedly. with what was left in
7 ag destructive ee it is, I, cen only imegine what was taken out} The question
immediately ertses, why wes this destruction not removed? It does not make
sense, I cennot ergue thet they made no mistekes, but superficislly thet they
mede such enormous btlunders elso is hard to telieve. Nor do I velieve it was
neceasary %o so such extensive editing ss he told me. whet he now berlieves msy
be different. I do not %now. I mey have 8 copy of his thing. Before you copy
it, when you get it tacx, give ma s brief description end I'11 conrere it with
what I was given in con®idence, For what he postuletes tc heve hsprpened, the
originsl bhad to have tesn edited when it wes not in LIFE's possession (please
keep this to youbself, but tne fact is that I 4o know LIFE did not immedietely
get the originel, end ny source, who could bte in error, is nonetheless in the
best positisn to know- 1’1l tell you when you are here sgain), t2e two Secret
Service copi=s, on in Dallss =nd one in Washington, hed %o be identically
edited, =nd the ¥to LIFE coples, which left Dellas irrmedistely, 21sc had o be
1denticelly sltered. LIFZ made a blsck and white print in Chicago ag they were
taking the file to WYC, in case you didn't know. The later the alterstions
sllegedly made were undertsker, the more coples_had to be identicelly altered,
the more impossible the tesk became, Cf course * know What * spotted snd wrote
sbout, know my own suspicions. However, in a mejor part of t2 film it is pos-
sible to check nurbering with 885, And remember, the numbering was done much
later, by Shaneyfelt. s few otners, like 181, can also te checked-could hsve
bean whe- Fred hed tae film end analyzed it....l1 fear s disaster 1f he :wwer
usea thia in public. His proof will have to be overwhelming to survivas...My
f8ar is less of the planted stuff that what sozme of us come up with, like
snother, Spregue...Need I tell you how much I want him tc be right when it is
I who first charged alterstiin of the film? . .



It s}imuld be no less obvious that I have e vested interest ir his

being right oh Willis, for there agein he would be confirming me. If he has
done this, he; hes what he did nét show me,. end this is possitle for I .
referred bim‘ito other things and sources., What is the proof the shspe of

the pergols was gltered? Is it the mullions? Is it o frain shtown in the

other film or e couple of carg perked? There was a train going pest then,

and this is not-An sccord with ‘his sllegation, Need I tell you thet whet was
there in tlie aftlernoon ne=d ngt heve teen there at the moment? I elso heve
urpublished snd "unauthenticatéd reéison %o belisve there was s ncrihbound t;‘ain,
for + neve & stalcment from e/men who claims 1t was sto:ped near the Trade
Mart and Le sa¥/e men removed by the police, He says he was i n the first car
stopred for b motoreade, hence the first to be‘;'z,»llowed to proceed from “esley
rlazs, He saya;"whezl ke got to the T the police 8gsin stopped traflic. So,

I still went piii'oof. With my previous experignce with Fred, I will went more
fron him. then .from others to be sgtisfied. ] certeinly hope, very much, thet
hd hes 1%, 88 ylou kuow, But I als‘?’ think one Gerrison is too much. '

v~ 1 8m 1'§n 8n unaccustomaéfi position in finding e kind of justification
for what Merk t¢ld you about Boxley. I do not et all'agree with his formulstion,
waich is illustretive of kis kind) $r thinking srd other deficiences. I also
suspected Box’l“e?y,‘ frot out fir'st";'m'aeting. Howewe r, my reasoning wes not Mark's,
8s possibly - I-~lthen explained it t¢p you.1t wes simp,y that if he were not for
real, . hs hed elready nade such 3’ dgep penetration that it wss worth tie risk
_of.telling him wWhat he wented o lfiow on *he chence he Would tut it to good
use,.. Vou mow thet I keep loving;far evidence he was hurtful until I got it,
..end did so'rethiy; sbout %%, Yiark Should have done this, wes in er ideal position
to, for he wes living Yriery /snd teking 1t essy. "¢ just didn't cere. His interest
wes in self ad,vanceme,;ﬁ/t, uni for tiis he cast himself in the role of sycophante.
Tne trogedy there }a/;jerhaph more his fsult then enyone =lscds.
l’ P Y . o

S

I reised the sage suestion with Dud, sbout providing or trying to
provide Rey with counsel., g went to see Henes without telling me, did not tI¥
end see Ray when he was ‘lf/é‘of ¢lose, Howevar, this need not be 1n't{%rpreted as you
do. I think he hes strv;/ng"' teliefs I do not shere, etout how we..cen accomplish
what we seek. I thirk/%e also wents to be the onem credited with the sdeomplish-
ment thereof. Perbg}i'ﬂ's ¥ have never fully expleined to you what is significent
to me in his melkixy: 14lpossitle for me to go to NO in Sovember 1968. Before I
left in October<hs/ told me he had just been to No, found Jim in tiptop sheve
and firmly om tof of o%erything, snd thet he 1sd new and comcletely persuyasive
stuff, I told hié&i?be/We'}s Pull or what overflowed stuffed toilets, jthat Jim wee
nuts, hbead “come.x‘fxp 'with|nothing, thet everything be told me was nofisense and
vorse, erd thet{ he}fas ireslly doing no reel woerk, merely engaging in self-
deception eni pro; gaa{ah‘. 14 is with this background thist when he 1ea5nzd I
could not sfford. /o' go to NO thet he resched in his pocket and geve me ~ 3:00,
saying it wes morj: impg ridnt than ever thet I go there is tals were/tbe case.
1 wes in his office wh na. celled the travel sgent trying to streighten out

the ticket so_ the tA\T epud I.go to No. Vhen I leerned there would be \?n extra
vherge, thet tais; coulld not be s stopoff on the return, he resched figto bhs
pocket without & 4'ord, no bjnt at ©1l, from me. He said he wented mer.to Pe
sble to continue whet{I wad'working on and to get more evidence of wWnet ue
told him thet was {30 entirejiy inconsistent with what he had jus® tgl{d m; 8
clezrly telieved, V& alwo. f’.ken mede & dete for'me to g3 to KO with ,b‘%m :r .
two weeks beginning}\.ﬁ_'lzl?iyes,"\ saying he would pey sll the expenses, aven :fxan
he wented me to hevre ¥ N bett\\gr aceomodations of = hotel or motel ra \{._her
staying with Mett. “Phesdh are ‘de‘“t in sccord with suspicions of him as ‘en agent.

".(.s‘/ \\ s
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On the "5 14" Canip 1@1:11\\1?95,1 am certein I have duplicates and can give



you 2 set to keep. They are in the#unclassified psrt of my files, where there

{s still cheos. If not, of dourse y»u can borroW them. Lowever, tefore you

spend the money; Bud was hers a month sgo end mede slides for himself of whatever
of my pictures he wanted for h ¥s own sppearances. Why do you not ask him for
dures of these and whatever else you think you cen use? It is easier and chsaper
to make them for his 305pm copies, &nd he wmay auve more. I think he'll do 1% for
you aad + know he will for me. Do you notl also went the 'all reports? Did I

give you a set of them? I think vou chould use them in thic part of jour
rresentation aleo.

low thet I have spsce, &s soon ss I cen, perhepe todey, I'1l £o through
tnet Thornley materisl pege by pege, carding it es I go, to be certain the
comperison of testinony is not there. 1°11 do i% &8s soon ss 1 csen, esnywsy.

1'11 ssk Bud for whatever you think cen be helpful cn Shew, tut what
can be that should be used now? Until I know wast you went to say, I do not knew
what B0 aex him for. %y own feeling is tiat we chould not leave Shew slene. I do
not know whet he has, but I will sask him. I eprect to see nim Wednesdey. I do have
sore things, tut I am nét using them.

1 ssked you about "destriction” {1t is whaet you seen to suspect, of
tuat ex session) beczuse L told only three people sbout it, you, Feawl and Bud.
% had Bid chock the court reporter's filesy where ne got @ kind of coniirmstion
for me. When I saw Sylvie in New York snd sterted to tell ber about this, she
seid she kmew. I asked her what 1t was end she told me correctly. I ssid that 1s
not in the Commission stuff {which it wes, for thet is where I got it, but I also
knew she hedn't and couldn't have end thzt no one else had) she seid she knew
but she got it from the reporter's files. Tnis, of course, beers on whst you
seez to believe, It troubled me. It remeins o be seen whether Zud told her, end
It'11 esk him directly VWedn:csday. She is claever, ertheulste, convincéng, sll khe
things you say end more. She hes shd 8 ithing on Epstein from the flrst ( I think
the denied mother in her turned on). She mskes subtle shifts, es first telling
me how important Formsn's work is eud how i1t troubled her to sit on it for & year
ther sgreeing with me wiuen 1 said it was incompetent and erromsous, thst the fow
things in it we alreedy had independent of hlm and going tack to aun earlier
pericd { and wita one excaptlon, I did-thet exception I elso bsd independent of
kim snd before I read his work). I do mot like this, but I also do not think it
need means she is with the other side. On Barrison I assume this, emd heve from
the first. But, aside from her thing with Thomnley, which is really pert of
Garrison, nothing else. +p fues, I have offered recently to tell her things 1
thought woulld help ner undertending, including of Garrisom, on her word she would
never im sny way meke eny use, and she declined. Not consistent with being with
the i=s other side, not to me. I'd have told her, too, as’ she knew, Nonetheleas,
i1t is troubling, I do detect some of the things your report, snd I do not under-
stend them or this part of her.

That mskes you connect Jaffe's father with the BJ? I thought he was in
private, successful medicel prectise. But ¢y and get this entire story (next
to last par, second page). As you must be aware fror the coples of recent
correspondence I bave sent you on this, thet is of agspecial interest to ne. I
w3l soon te sending you -ore of this, 8s I get to writing it Jafle isx an
off one. Not VETY ¥ oright, no special competence, but very much wanting to
be importent. e has en unfeiling knack for getting with the bed ones, in complete
trust ané confidence, for doing the wrong thing at mrecigely the time it can
hurt most, is 8 self-serving lisr whenever it seems to him to be exvedient, end
hes en infinita cspecity for tae utmost trust in melodorous horseshit,.
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Ee is an instinctive sycophant, =nd when I heve ssid these things I
have eaid the test I can muster for him. Watch him- being eareful, not to be
decelived by his obvious belief in esnything he mey st any moment say.

In your comment on "desstruction” you correctly understand my
insistance on meintaining certein things in confidence. If I wsnt to shars them
with those I trust, with those who csn use the krowledge, I slsox went to reserve’
the right to use them in context, not to uss tiem for one-shot, cheep sensations,
If thoss who hsve mede misuse possitle were innocent, they nonetheless did make
it possible, sometimes with costly conseguences.

If you see & good, brief, professiona]l commentery of the "scientific"
Sirhen evidence, I'd 1ike it to quote. “hen you csn put your own beliefs on
peper, 1'd like to te stle to drsw on them, I think it is worth little mors them

8 denunclation, the result being the vractisze of en srt rether then & science, I B

would like to do more than Juet condemn,

Your new projects sound interesting =na worthwhile. I have some 1deas "

on how to reach disturbedm withdrewn kids, elmmst hsd a ciance to put somex
into practise ebout 10 years sgo. I1'11 tell you when ws sre together, on the
chance they sugzest something to you.

If this hes teken longetr then 1I'd pRenned, 1 have also eddrssszed
everything you raised, 1 tulnk it ned to ve done, if it cuts down on what else
I esn do todey. I hope you can get tihe Goukden stories, because I'd like to
know what voey say so I can, in oid momants, carry forward whatever mizht be

prlor to getting to that writing.

I neve discovared I have a couple of carbonc of the text of PM 111
if you know anyons wants them. They sre close to the finished tning, though
entirely without even tine incomplete appendix. “41 has t ‘yped the lengthy ex-
cerpta from Cyril's testimony. I've let you know through copies of letters

what else i plunk for that.

I regret having to infliect the typos on you, iave & gnod holiday, and
good l.ck et Cornelll

Sincersly,
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UNIVERSITY OW'ansom

MEDICAL SCHOOL
DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHIATRY AND NEUROLOGY
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 585453

Mpril 3, 1969
Dear Harold,

Enclosed "are the. following items: 2 carbons of letters to Rothermel and also
a carbon of a letter for the Martinsburg file, &§The Bevel interview. The Bevel
interview is mine and I need it back since I want to make a slide of it, or part
of it. ‘

Did you ever get that stuff on King from Matt. I knew you got part of it. Orig-
inally, I was promised copies of it (at my expense) By both Matt and Chris, since I
was very much interested in it and would have gone myself (Vince called and offered
to pay) had I not been swamped with work.

Since I'will be going to Cormell on the 15th, I would greatly appreciate a loan
of Coup D'Etat during the period from the 15th until the 21st. T hope to be heeting
with Harry Edwards up there, and some other influential blacks. T can't promise any-
thing, but as always, I will try to dig up money for the book. Harry is the only big
black radical I know, and there will be others there who are friends of my old Cornell
girlfriend. .

I will try to get the Goulden stuff from Vince--I expect him to call sometime
soon.

On the Z film and Fred, there is no way Fred can make an eppendix of exhibits
so that experts can check his work unless he can borrow the film. The presence or
absence of splices is easy to settle empirically. In terms of the numbering of the
frames, the Z film out there is the same as the volumes and Archives, and ostensibly
the same as LIFE. If the latter isn't true, than Life § the FBI conspired to defraud
the Warren Commission and public. The problem which currently confronts Fred is that
he can't have his work checked or even check it himsel¥ unless he can borrow the film
and make copies of the spiced areas. Fred does not plan public use for a long time,
even if it pans out. He first wants experts who will attach their names to it. (A
number have on the 133A and B work.) Then he wants to circulate it among the critics
for ideas, criticism, and suggestions. He is very down to earth and thinking clearly
about this, and is now much calmer, rational, and aware of the potential danger of
planted stuff than ever before. During the period which I have known him, he has
changed a great deal in that direction. The typed version has.been checked by Ray and
Lifton who were both trying to shoot it down, by myself and Vince, and a few others.
Due to my forgetfulness, Vince still has my copy and should be mailing it back. When
it arrives I will# xerox you a copy. Bear in mind that Pred's finding is 100% consistent
with something we have all observed in these two spots in the Z film in the Archives,
and which you took care to point out when Chris, Vince, you, and I were in the Archives.

On the Willis stuff, Fred has a set of 75 slides. It is thorough and well reasoned.
He uses for comparison to Willis 5, Betzner, Cancellare, Bond, etc. Fe also utilizes
the Nix film analysis by Itek, which verifies everything, plus extensive plat maps and
aerial views. What is involved is just what you once pointed out to me and T agreed
with and said that I had noticed, but imot known what it meant. The bmushing of a railroad
car, which is behind the pergola, off of the slide. In the process then distorted the

shape 6f the pergola, and also brushed off enough of the tree to show. The latter is not
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a crucial point. All other photos but Willis 8 show the #¥#d¢ train. By the way, Sprague
went to great lengths to convince Fred that the only train was the one weveral hundred
feet back in the yard, but Fred can prove, I think conclusively, that there was also one
behind ‘the pergola on that second siding. It is behind the depository in an aerial view
done that afternoon. Fred has no memo on it yet, only instruetions to use with the slides,
which mean nothing without the slides. If you want to see the slides, I may be able to
lend them to you sometime, although bear in mind that I will be needing them for my class
on the assassination.

On Mark and Boxley: The last time Mark was in Minneapolis, sometime early in the
Fall of 1968, I brought up the question of Boxley and ocur suspécions, voiced as my own.
Mark said that if Boxley were an agent, it was too late to prevent him from doing harm
to the investigation, because he was doing very sensative work. He didn't argue that
he wasn't, but only that it was too late to do anything about him, #fd rather than suggest#
ing that it might be wise to look into the reasons for the suspicion. It sounded like
the ostrich burying its head in the sand. What is unfortunate here is that although
removing Boxley at that time couldn't recoup the loss, it could have prevented the danger
of the press conference of Nov. 22. By the way, I asked Mark some pointdd questions
about Gurvich when he was here in the Spring of 1967 (the appearances I arranged) on the
basis of Mark's bragging about H## Gurvich's ability to find Gordon Novel in one day. I
asked about Gurvick's background and whether his investigative talengs weren't a bit goo
good to be true. last fall I also asked about Bethell and all of the new directions of
work (Bradley, Biésman). ,

I sent Bud a pointed letter suggesting that if the cammittee can't do the simple
job of getting Ray a lawyer, then it would be hard to justify its existance. Getting
Ray a good lawyer, in my mind, is more important that all of the press releases and
pretences at investigation. Bud's excuse just doesn't wash with me.

On 544 I wanted those pictures you had when you weee in Minneapolis of the inter-
section, showing the building and street signs. I can have them copied and return
them. v i

On the Thornley thing, I did bring it back to MLPS with me last summer, but mailed
it to you sametime with in the past two months because you had need of it.

Could you ask Bud to send me things which would be useful with Shaw. Since you know
what they are, you could help avoid confusion. I agree that it is doubtful that I can
learn much, but you never know until you try.

I am more and moee sure that Sylvia is bad business. She has many times given me
indications that she gets inside information from people. She is quite clever, and knows
enough to try to confince you that she knwws about something, so as to get you to elabor-
ate on it. I haven't been writing to her for some time, because she hasn't written me,
but am disgusted with her anyway. When I speak with her I feel that I have to exercise
the same type of caution one does with samecne on the other side. The same goes for Lifton,
but Sylvia, despite my respect for her knowledge of the case, bothers me more, perhaps be-
cause she is so sure about all of her theories about things of which she has so little info.

Jaffe tells me that a Justice Dept source (not necessarily his father), in camplete
confidence, told him that the FBI covered up in# the assassination case to cover its own
failures. I told him that we had guessed¥d that long ego.

Your guestion about the"destruction and burning" was lost on me. To what' Vélié
were you refering. It may be something you have written me about which I missed scmewheee.
I still haven't read all of the enclosures fram your letters from the past several months,

although I have sorted them and am through almost all of them now. Many of them came
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During times of maximum problems and work for me, so I was onjy able to glance at them.
In any event, T would be quite interested in what it is. I very rarely talk about even
the more public of the things you send e to anyone, since I never have occasion to.

I speak to other ecritics only of ongoing work--generally of Fred's or stuff of that

sort. There are few people, if any, except Paul, who I write to who would understand

or appreciate any of your work, discoveries, or analysis. Many of your discoveries

are quite important, but important only in the context of an analysis of the government's
investigation, and as Pieess in a puzzle. For instance, Burkley's initials on the autopsy,
mean nothing unless one understands the autopsy and the serious questions it raises of
high level involvement. So, if T have failed to notice something in one of your letters,
Please accept my apology, for T know you spend much time in sending me things. Does

the burning and destruction in your letter of 3/30 refer to the "burning and destruction
of the special session" which you referred to in your letter of 3/2:;9 in the context of
8ylvia knowing of it? If it is a special session of the atrtopsy surgeons or the Clark
Panel, I do not know of it. If it is the session about LHO as an agent, which you
mentioned to me, I didn't know that you could prove that there had been such a session.

Take it easy and drop me a line when you have time. So much is going on now dhith
the case, Ray, Sirhand, that it is hard for me to keep up with it. The psychiatric
testimony at the Sirhan case is incredibly bad. What they did with Ruby and Oswald
is just as bad. T will be putting together my thoughts on that socon.

This term my schedule will be light, but I will be more involved in community
affairs, and the one trip to Cornell will take quite a bit of time, but will make up
for a tatched up"$acation" in Philadelphia. We have a newlg$ organized chapter of
psychologists for social action which will be studying police and military tactics
and training and doing many other things. I will be doing some hypnosis research
and working with a Severely distmrbed 3 year old girl, Plus taking some course work
on therapy techniques#. We may be doing same de-sensitizing of cops to foul languege,
something which will prevent cracked heads this summer, through a theraputic method
called systematic desensatization.

Give my regards to your wife.

PS: added enclosures include--a letter to Lou Ivon # (You have' copies of what I sent
him--T sent it ondy because I had made

copies for them which were lying around, and
they will complete the files)

a letter to Barbara Reid which will give you same info on KT, a carbon of a Rothermel

letter,an addition to the Martinsburg file which should interest you, and an archives

letter (answer to my short letter asking about the page discrepancies in the Betty

Parent report, which is in the Bertmand file)



Box 392 Mayo Hospital

March 31, 1969

Hasd Trvestiga

ator

District Attorney's Office
2700 Tulane Avermue _
New Orleans, louisiana 70119

Dear Mr. Iwm:

Enclosed are the follawing items to be added to the files of materdals T have
githMsmwthHmm%bmwma .
ves regarding the Betty Parent report which
Clay Bertrand which I eent you . :
2.ami’wmﬂhmmm(ofﬂnﬂagauaffair)—-bymew.apmtty
goodsamofinfamﬁmmutaﬁmmisthasmmnmm,wm

S.mimfwmaoldmfih--mymmmﬂvmimdidn'tmﬂmagh
&.apihotimfwmﬁhofthimﬁmm, Perma.; relatdd to CE 3087
mmmwmmmmmamlyfambym.m

Might I suggest, if you plan to do anything mowe with Julia Ann Mercer, that she be
mapmmf&efmwywm. if this hasn't dlready been done. If that was
really Ruby dri ﬂnuwk.ﬁm&nfmhamdmtmmswmﬂm
package. wmmmmmmmmmmmumm

You might be interested to know that the switchboard operator at the States-Item told
mafwmdmﬁnap!memaﬁm)ﬂmdupiuﬁmwimu,m
Sincerely yours,
Gary Richard Schoener

Box 382 Mayo Hospital
potE 55455

oo:Vince 8.
Haxold W.



