5/7/69
Dear Hal,

Iourn letter of the 4th srrived todsy. Themk: ror it oni thta ennl}osures.
It seemd as tiough Shew hes two &ffrerent stories: he sew O givicg ous tae lesflets
and be wes ic his office end didn t ses it. Pertaps, of course, bLe hes Teen mis-
guoted. I do not no reesll thst ne nad bsed interviewed by Sarrison serlier than
the dey he wss charzed tuts L suppose he wes, +0¢ hes been far from my mind labelye.

I'11 be interecstod in compsring tae Core 3/67 accounmt with what hs told
me lzte in 1668, when we becsme friendly. I would expect no .0a jor differencs, for
I em sstisfioed bhe wee honeet end forthright with me. He slso told nme hs vreperss 8
memo, os 1 recsll it, de was cuite upset about 0 doing that. Heo was in tcuch with the
FBI over it, etc. Core's resronsitility wee pr, esd hs would have tzen concernsd
over eny picketing.

1f Lane had anything to offer that was new 1t would have had to te

someone elsebs. “his iz one of tue thnings tkat is so hurtful to tae rest of us,
those wac kuow nothins originsl getting the at-ention s: the exserts ond saying nothing
new, rchashin~ the ~.ast, snd thereby convineing the msdis thers is wnothing new.
T.is, ales, is zlso Yrue of Penn, vho probatly ssila tulags you were too tuetful to
repeat. But he is ssticsfled that Gary, Vitce, Fay end i arc "egenis” of csome kind.
The porr fellew has flivped. rrenidy, 1 tudng it is zocd for the pprancie net to
be sired, snd 1% is too bzt thet the tresh ig. For two ycurs Penn hgs besn saylng we

keve 5 few dzys only, advising others to Tlee the country, ¢tc. Yhile there 1=
groun’ for discourzsgement, his is agzrevated oy tis cwn iuoti}ity while ci Lue speth
to come un with snything solide I took him with me on those interviews where It wss
nnssible, end ne was flabbergssted, asking, wh-:n Le saw 1T, “How do you o 'it"% Ee
didn't try. + invited hin in te see ¥ with me but he dselined on %uc ground E th en
would not talr t~ me, De wes also surprised st the radic aus 77 I aid (and he was there
for bota)e They both invitet me back!
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T+ iq ut*er hngwasn tlhat Sanders "exposed” doxleye Senders had left
the affice not later tnen June (=2 ta-t wae mueh oo letel) and Doxlsy wzs thers
until Nacemher, Relieve me, + kpow now ne lefh, w13 way, ond Jonders hed nothing
%o dn with it. You else should know, If Box triad o recruit Sedders foxr the TIA,
that alene war-anted Tiring kim, which the CIi did, aprerentlye. Poan zleo knows
mu2h better. Sanders kmew Boxlev irn N.0. and to tie Dest of wy xnowledge, Box's pleture
waa nnt in the N.O. papers. 1f it weas, thut issue dida't reach we. Why not ask Gary
5, unles= y-u masnt hin, and osk hinm %o gsend me a cotye. -8 Knows betier, btocH.

11tk Garrisco ruaning the office, tiere waes little nesd to ianflltrate it

gt the top. L hsve hsd my suspicicns sboul.ons of tas ledyers, dut sners ic nothing
1 esn do sbout i% enf 1t remsins but an unconfirmed susptklon. I ¥ight aot gusss
sccurately from your mesger clug. However, thers ie one men on ths staff (you mentlon
Tom) w®ho Tom wmoulz have sousht cut in connecticn with the took he was werkiug one
You 1t rn authentic jazz expert, 1'm tolé, snd had done sole reccras. ¥go wes once
ascistant menszsr of ons of the btatter pleces. VWhen ne was here we tonk bim to dlnner

at the home of e friend, vwho wes pleying old jezz recorés. e challenged Yoo te identify
the singere, &nd ¥co d4id, ticking tuem off accurately, iancluding the one that floored
our Lost, Al Bibting., My friend, a real buff, was mucp impressed. Andrews ig quite
a jazz musicisn, The firet or the second Ssturday in Novemter 1967 he invited me to a
jam session st which Le wes playing. Lig hes me'd there alsc. It is netural Tom would hav
looked bim up. + elways understood Tom's first knowledge of +he investigatlon ceme from
Andrews, Tom csme to me through Penn, which ls no black merk sgainst I'enn, for he was

sent to Fenn by 8 grest suy, Matt Herron, & friend of Vince's when ne lived in ‘hila.

S0, 1t would seem that an efiort is teing mede to meke nothiipg of something and vice



versa. pfenn's wife had doubts ebout Tom in early 1967. I asked her about aim, tacause
he seemed strsnge to wme then., As it turned out, he Was :zlso incoa-etent.

Is siersick, s wrist limp, too? Im would not te unhavpy if he does &
vlay, Tor it would tomb. “mnless it iz erooked ernough.

The suleide of Xorth's dsughtar was unkacwn to ve. Iredty awful
wvas to Ao it.
Iz,
Glad you are going ovsar v 4 “l°3=e do nct discuse 3ny of the contents
excent withPoul and Jim, I'¢ sanprecliats any ,uggestion Thers will te mors %o
the ~p» ndix, a8 chaptor ou ths IO $risl ($alz was dono tefore that wssz overt) ond
¢ few o'her gocdies I zlready have in hand.

‘enn wes pratty cpen in nls inssnities in L.i. It would zov olicnd me if
You were to rereat anything he may heve ssld, and 1t wlght be hel ful to kuow, for it
seens trobstle to ws thzt these o;iginbt@ vith Boxley, nct him. deile Iz kave never

#aid (or believed) that Box cdey wea wita uar¢1s o for the CI4, I also roecegnize it is 9
pceesitle. %y own cpinien i: toat he i: sick. And, I regret

o say, fonn is ulso.
Penn wrcte thst nssty plece about o "task torce ol sastirn crities” go cipg tc N.C.
vithout s oakiar by se. < Lsd been suppesed b cowo to ses wo and ui_n e I wrote him
reexly and Le didm % enswer. Garrison eswzed Zexley to confrent "ihem”, mecning ne, and
Brxley refused. I wes within 1C reet of Carrison =nd uLexe iz ne *dstoking whaet I nsarad,
Boxley wsrs clss ip NN.0. luriug thet persed, clesndesstirsly, and would not foce me.
“ell, Ten: cub me off his muiline list im-adi t:ly. I nuve a0 ides Wh°t elss he may
heve orintsd, Be told others 1t w ceceuse I nund't psic Tor tue subseription. Have
rou eny idea h‘h wrny of my cooks he sclc n1,4~ut ssying me¥ ind tizn ot mers for which
remein unveid? Thatxls kot live Pown, tut it 2id hmp;cn. By 4o Ty, let me Know

anything vou hear 7 Jesl Teluer, iceluding his 2diress, mnd +ell bim usthing, not even
the time of day. *e unc Boxakgy, eided by Turner, manufactured \litorally) gruite &
feiry tale they almeozt pulled of ', 14 would nove been the and €F everythire, bellaeve

me. Wher you srs in, or I aw thers, I'11 tell you. lspl knows scme of it
4 telieve * 4014

Iy is oot 3% ¢ vretby, but we nsve b3 live wita it. £11 e time

Boxley wae workins o itae cese wnax di¢ he come un wmith¥ Us wou koow 2 siugle thin
, ’ _ g

thst dida t cteleng in b toilet? & singl. ihing sact O coula o 412 uso, or :nytne?

£nd he wsz on it £ull fime, with mach tine in N0, He secms to bave spent mosd of

]

his time not on fairy tnle- convincing “ii he was gtout tc bte k1lled wnl th: rest

convineing him it wes FEL cell, wot s Cii one, etec. No CIA intzarasst cor invclvement
et sll, only FEI/ s uulLau it on ms, 100, but 1 diin t *uy, 3¢ be drog ad it. Bub
he Gi& convinced JGe “o hsd nothing st ©ll, not a sino tlesced things. Th® one thing

ha got thet might heve hed valus Palmer showed ume but it was net in tie offlcel

Turner wes taeking Lin up, sbteszdily snd in writing, om sll the fistions, And =unufactures
ineluding in MeCe and if you cen think oo & single sclid thing Turner ceme up with,

or €ven anything thet wes not 3 resl heortache in N.oC., please tell ne, 1t iz & very

bed situeticn, .sl, and e ve:y dargerouf cre, for there ieg tce mueh we de rot krow ebout
motive beklrnd theee thingeg, sni 1 deem iV unjus® to Jusp tc sericus conclusions. Hewever,
about the fact ¢f whe &i: arz did not do whet, tkere remeins nc questions Only the

"why" neecfs snswering.

Pst ve.time. Bozt regerds,



May 4, 1969

Dear Hal,

Am sending this hasty letter to you because of the en~
closed zerox copies on the Shaw interview which allegedly took
place the week before he was accused by Garrison of participating
in a conspiracy to kill JFK.

I do want to respond to your very long letter to me of
April 22, 1969 and I don't want you to & think I've ignored it
I shall answer all the questions you xak raised in your letter
within two or three days from this letter. .

With that letter I shall enclose an interesting report
on Jesse Core relating to Shaw, which I am sure you have never
gseen befores I got it from KCBS radio s#ation in S.F.(I dont't
have to tell you who this is but you can probably guess);.The
interesting thing about it is that little publicity was given to
it at the time, I know, for I have m=axi searghed al} my newspaper
reports of that day(3/2/67) and see xmki nothing on its It's sur-
prising what one can find by going back over old material. Accorde
ing to this report I have Core gave Shaw a memo on Oswald after he
had demonstrated in front of the Trade Mart. I'll point out the
other interesting items included in this KCBS report in my next
letter,

You may be interested in knowing that both Penn Jones and
Mark Lane were in town this past week each staying for only one
daye. Lane left immediately after he gave a talk in Oakland to fly
to Washington(state). Lane had little to offer that was new and it
wag only toward the end of his talk that he dwelt on the trial in
New Orleans. The beginning of his talk ® referred to the proof of
multiple assassins with the use of a blackboard which must tire
people by now, even those who have never heard it before, I tried
to get Penn on radio and TV but he was turned down. Joe Dolan said
he would call back if he were interested in having him on his after-
noon talk show but never dide. Jim Dunbar,of the "AM Show"(this is
the one I set up for you),said he wasn't interested in having Penn -
on and said it was a dead issue as far as he was condermed. In fact,
Dunbar said that he turned down Lane so why should he have Penn?

I did, however, hold a reception for Penn at my girl friendt's

home and we had about 15 people over mogtly those from the class = -
I used to hold at S.F, State College. Penn seemed awfully discouraged,
talked about leaving this country. I tr%gd to 1ift up his spirits but
all he could tell me was that another né wpaper is being set up in
Midlothian and that it was obvious they’?the right wing) wanted to
run him out of town. He still defended Boxley and pooh-poohs the story
about Gary Sanders "exposing Boxley" as a CIA man since, Penn said,
Gary had known Boxley for several months, Why, asked Penmn, if Gary
had recognized Boxley as a man who tried to recruit him into the
CIA, did he have to wait for so long before exposing him? I don't
know all the details about the Sanders-Boxley episode but I do recall
Frgd Newcombe showing me a letter which I believe Gary Scheener im-
" may have said that Smnders recognized Boxley's photograph
in a NBw Orleans paper and called Garrison's office to tell him that
Boxley tried to recruit hime Obviously there is a discrepancy here
between the two reports and it should be straightened out, I'm writing
Gary to asg him about these discr€pancies.

Incidentally, Penn said he believed Garrison's office had

peen infiltrated at the top and he said he believed he knew who it

I capey tell you his name in this letter but I111 just



-

" say that even a lazy man could figure this out. I think you know

what I mean,

By the way Penn confirmed to me something he had said on
a talk program several months bagk and that was that Tom Bethell
aad been in Dean Andrews office during the very firgt time Garrison
had called Andrews in connection with his probe., Were you aware of
this? Byxihwxway Penn also told me that Bethell had been a friend
of the person I'm referring to in the paragraph prior to this one
before the ixxax Garrison investigation got underway;Iggg years
before. :

I see that Broadway producer, David Merrick, recently met
with Shaw in New York and is interested in doing a play on Shaw
and the NewOrleans trial: How serious the two are I cannot say but
it reminds me of a remark I read recently which said that Merrick
was quite sad that San Francisco didn't have its predicted earthquake
in April because now he couldn't do a play on ity

ihen T send you my next letter in responsge to your lengthy one
Of April 22, I'1ll also enclose the article that appeared in the latest
American Opinion. Medford Bvans is now saying that "almost certainly"
the CIA was involved and winds up defending Garrison for his brave
defense of his position that the Warren Commission was a fraudulent
body designed to cover up the truth. It is wedl worth quoting and
I know you'll get a kick out of it,

Have you heard anything about the suicide of Fred Korth's
daughter? The report I have is that Paul Harvey made the announcement
on his program about May 2nd and said she killed hergelf with a shot-
gun. I know nothing further about this and have seen no newspaper re-
ports of this, -

. Well, Hal, I must run., Have to be over my girl-friendts place
shortly. I will, though, send another letter within two dayse

Best
Al

Hal

Ps. 8o I'm going over Post-Mortem IIT now in the spare time
——+— T have and will make corrections, suggestions, etc,



