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Dear Larry (Je), 	
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I'm writing on the Gervais doubleoross of the Weds. As I think of this anti go 
over Rt files, one of the things of which I'd like to make better sense in tho tivalag, 
the nendleus but apparent rul2h to get publicity circa 7/1/71. 	

gramd jury haa even 
been asked. for. The publicity jeopardised the possibility of marking a conv6ction 
atick wperbails oven gottin6 a conviction or even Getting the c;.=.so to a jury. W
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this entirely unusual (as I ooe it) handling cu.' treat rase, beginniv with the involve,.
 

mat of Nixon, Mitchell and hooter in th) aonounc.-;mnt and the ;Teat rush in making the 
charges, 	

nornine: after the last alleged payoff to Garrison? Elan you recall any specie: 
administration need a

s
 of that time, even if it is only for favorable publicity? Was thn 

condition of 
the wars such, very there just son,: now statistics showing crin increasing 

trite- thr nitohqlLf.sti? Von. -: of tne ricfe4damts was abeut to flee. The ono
thinz• t

h
a
t
 
h
a
s
 

occurmd to :'.to i3 that thcy were afraid something miert hap en to Gervais, out I r: all 
 

see why his oath vaula have had lass le 	
standing frnri Canada or Ts...mbuktu.. If they had 
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wou2d be some lzknd of -10eu: from t'"..211,
  own office, they could hive moved 

h4t-. to whatcver 11..ce they considered cafe and then proceeded with a proper in,..ictment 
in advance of the enormous ana rrejunicial publicity that I think can defeat the charges, 
even for the undoubted crocks. Or wa!-1 th..!:-  the real int,  nt? Any ideas? 

P. Lee cloy 1.-.3 still in charge of the cLifenso. There in e. local lawjer„ -coo. 5.hey 
m
a
n
 in Beilry's cffioo doing thl pctual work is nageu Radish. Best, Bit 


