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Ii:{r.   F.   Ii.   Black
c/a  E.  R.  Squibb  &  Sons
745  Elf th  Av®nu6r
}Tew  York,   IiT.   Y.

My  dear  Sir:

Your  good  letter  of  the  7th  has  just  been  received,
and  I  wish  to  thank you  for  lt  and  also  for  your  offer  to  let
me  read  your  files  when  you  carl  lay  your  hands  on  them.   I  shall
walt  for  the  matter with  considerafole  curiosity.

Seems  funny  to  me   that  I  missed  out  om  those  Dearborm
Independent  articles  of  yours.  The  paper  carie  to  this  place
in  coltslderable  numtjers  at  the   time  and  although  I  was  not  my-
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it  ls  singular  that  sane  one  of  them did  fiat  call  my  a.tt,ention
to  the  articles.  Anyhow,  when  you  can  lay  your  hands  on  the  mat-
ter  and  serid_  it  to  me  I  will  be  mighty  glee  to  see  it,  and  of
course will  use  caut].on  to  pr.eser.ve  and  return  lt  safely  to  you.
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this  for  the  reason  that  I  discovered  lt  cmly  by  the  merest
accidel]t.  }Towhere  have   I   ever  seem  any  mel]tioH  of  this   review,
r[or  has  it  ever  been  published  that  I  }mow  of  except  ill  the  sin-
gle  instance  when  it  appeared  iri  the  Memphis  Cormerclal  Appeal,
1n  December  1908.  When  you  get   into  your  files  on  the  subject
if  you  firid  that  you  do  not  have  a  copy  of  that  review,  let  me
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harrded  the  manuscr'1pt  to  a  represeiltative  of  that  paper  and  in
some  way  the  manuscript  was  Hot  returned  to  him.   But  I  have  selit
to  this  gentleman  for.  aH  affidavit  to  fix  the  proof  of  its  exis-
€%]etc%;v:=e±g±aa££¥%Cf:::iv:&tig%tg::°f£::'Bg%e`ar°:sH£¥#£tfor
the  facts  about  Booth's  identity?  This  corre§pondenc® was  iH
1907,  at  about  the  time  Bates's  book  came  out,  or  very  shortly
before.   It  seems  that  Bates  wrote  to  him  for  some  matter  to  be
put  ln  the  book  and  Garrett  wrote  him  the  facts,   telling  him  that
if  he  would  investigate  and  verify  all  the  statements  Garr.ett
made  there  would   be  no  need  for  his  book.   I  have   the  proof  of
that  correspondence   ilt  my  possession  at  this  tlm®.,  and  lf  you
do  not  lmow  about  lt  and  are  still  irlterested  in  the  subject  I
will  be  glad  to  give  you  more  about  the  point.

It  strikes  me  that  there  has  been  a  lot  of  mislead-
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:nga::u#:#:t:ie:::§i: about  the  Booth  matter.  For  lltstar]ce,
Harper's  Magazlrie  artlcl®.  When  lt  came

out  I  read  it,  then  read   lt  again  altd  it  struck me  that  the  or-
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standing  Shepherd  does  end  up  by  saying  that  from  a  comparison
of  handwriting  and  color  of  eyes,   the  man  Geor'ge  could  not  have
beeT]   Booth.   or  that  im  effect.   I   could_  Hot  see:  why  he   should'
credit  Bates  with  so  much  sincerity  of  motives.   honesty  of  pur-
pose,  and  a,1l  that  rot.  Only  last  night  I  reed  again-the  story
of  Bates's  man  St.  Helen,  where  he  tells  about  Vice-Preslderlt
Johnson  suggesting  the  killing  of  Iiincom,  arr.angimg  for  the  es-
cape  of  the  assassin  anrd  even  for  his  pardon  if  ri`ecessa,rsr.   It  ls
beyor±d  me   to  see.  how  a  deceltt  AmeFlcal-I   citizen  can  read   that
story  a,rid  have  8my  faith  iH  Bates'§  character  for  integrity.   It
is  the  most  dgLrma.ble  libel  ever  concocked   in  this   country.   If
his  man  St.  Helen  toid  Bates  that, 8b,tes  should  have  had  someth.ing
a.one  about  lt  a.t  once.  Yet  for  years  after'  that  he  and  St.  Helen
maintaiti.ed  an  intimate  frindship,  a.Hd  later  the  lawyer  wept  when
he  beheld  his  dead  frleri.d  at  the  morgue  ln  Enid.  And  even  lf
some  depraved  creature  did  tell  him  the  story  he  had  flo  buslriess
to  ptiblish  the  monstrous  libel.  The  publication  of  the  story  by
Bates  shows  his  character.  The  copy  of  his  book  I  have   shows  on
the  title  page  that  Bates  himself  is  the  publisher.  }\To  need  for
wonder  that  the  book  was  riot  published  by  arty  of  the  reputable
publlshir]g  concerns.

There  is  arlother  point  ©.g&inst  Bates's  character  which  I
have   thought  about  but  have  r]ever  see'n`  touched  on  in  amythir!g  in
print.  Bates  was  a  lawyer  wher!  St.  Helen  is  supposed  to  have  told
him  this  cock-arid-bull  story,  and  St.  Helen  had  retalued  him  and
paid  him  a.  retainer  feeh  to  act  for  him  ln  all matter.s  then  pend-
ing  arid  in  the  futtire,  a.rid  it  was  a  condition  precedent  to  the
employment  that  whatever  §t.  Helen  should  then  or  aftermrard  re-
veal  to  him  in  tha.t  relationship  should  be  herd  sacred.  §t.  Helen
expressly  stated  these  terms   to  Bates  iH  advarlce,  a.nd  Bates
promptly  agreed  to  them.  Bates  says  so  himself .  I  think  ltearly
g-f8r¥f3€I1#8B8

that  communications  between  attorney  and  client
cormunications,  as   lawyers  put  lt.  IFo  court  could

compel  a  lawyer  to  give  up  such  matters  passing  between  him  arid
his   client,  ar!.ci  no  lawyer  worthy  of  the  ltane  would   ever. make  them
public  once  he  had  assumed  to  receive   them  a,s  such.   IH  Bates's
case  we  find  him  receiviltg  a.11  these  "facts"  from  St.   rselen,  a,a
tounding  and  revolting  as  they  were,  rein.ainiri`g  on  terms  of  lHti-
macy  with  him  afterward,  and   then  nineteerl  years  la.ten  deciding
to  lrake  public  all  he  lmew.   QuestloH  ls,  vThem  if  ever  did  Bates.s
duty  to  hold  that  story  sacred  erid?  Did  that  duty  ever.  end?  Bates's
oiun  version  of  the  mixed-t].p  tale  leaveshiri  ill  poor  shape,  a,nd
there   ls  Ho  excuse alkin
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I  have  rlevel-beelt  much  of  aH.  admirer  of  AHdrew  Johnson.
Tn  his   fight  woith  Cor]gress  made  af  lot  of  f©®11sh  speeches   art.d
got  himself   impeached.  But  he  wast a  immovable  Umiozi`  man  during
the  war,  and  I  believe  &n  incor"ptlbl©  patriot  at  all  times.
Event  Charles  Strmner  iri.  later  years  admltt,ed  that  lf  he  hafl  be.em
f ound  guilty  ln  the  impeactment  trial  it  would  have  been  a  mis-
take,  and  Sum]er  was  one  of  Johnsot]'s  most  bitter  e`Hemies  during
the  years  from  Iiimcoln  to  Grant.  Johnson's  character made  lt  ut-
terly  impossible  for  him  to  do  the  things  Bates  makes  that  wretch
of  a  §t.  Helen  say  he  did.  Furnghermore,  anybody  who  k]]ows  any-
thing  about  the  history  of  those  times  lmows  that  the  South  then
in  rebelllolt  hated  Johnson  more  than  they  did  Iiinco]m.  arid  to
have  IilncolH  killed  ot]1y  to  put  Johnson  ln.  his  place-  would  have\
been  a  bitter  pill  for  them.  As  it  was,  I  believe  hat  Johltson
been  endowed  with  the  same  kind  of  fine  qualities  for  mercy  and
tollerance  IIlncoln  had  I  believe  Mrs.   SurFatt  would  not  have`
been  executed,  although  she  was  proven  to  be  as  much  lr}  the  con-
spiracy  as  Heroid  ar!d  Atzerodt.  Johnson  didn't  save  her.  How  much
less  would  he   harve   bee`n  lHclined  then  to  save   the  man  who  fired
the  shot?

Bates's  book  has  almost  enough  proof  in  itself  to
stamp  lt  a,  fraud.   I  shall  look  forward  expecting  to  have  some
good  reading  when  I  can  get  your  matter  on  the  Subject.

I  hope  you  cleared  up  the  question  of  the  St.  Helen
tin-type.  Shepherfl  has  a  picture  ln  his  magazine  artlcl®  which
he  labels  the  St.  Helen  tin-type.  Francis  Wilson  has  that  sane
pictur.e   in  his  book,  but  in  a  Hate  says   it   is  one  of  George,  and
besid.e  lt  is  one,  very  evider!tally  a made-up  thing,  he  labels  the
orie  of  St.  Helelt.   Cart  you  tell  me  which  is  which?

This  is  a  long  winded  affair.  and   I  trust  I  have  Hot
wearied  you.   Got  started  on  it  altd  kept  agoing.

Yours


