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W“‘“"’D Warren Commission Report: Article o@gatlm Conducted by ';
District Attorney Garrison : . A

ATTICN REQU!RED REFERENCED . ‘ .

1, We are forward:.ng herewith a repr:.nt of the arb:.cle "'A Reporter At Large.
-.. Garrison", published in THE NEW YORKER, 13 July, 1968. It was written by
Edward Jay Epstein, himself authqr of a boo&, ("Inquest"), cr:.tical of the
~ w’arren Comm.ssmn Report. :

: : .,e,The wide-sprea.d ca.mna.:x.gn of adverse cr:.tn.c:.sm of the U S.," most recently_
aga.m “provoked. by Tae a.ssass:.na.tion of Senator Robe:rb Kennedy, appears: to have-
reviveds
Kenned,v',. tOO._"- The forthcoming tr:.a.l of Sirhan," a.ccused ‘of” the murder of Senator.
i Kennedy;-can be- expected to:cause a ‘new wave of criticism and. suspicion, a.g'an.nst
77 the Unibed States; ; cla.:n.ming once more-the existence of a sinister Mpolitical®
;"¢ marder conspiracy”. .We are sending you the attached article--based either on
., first-hand observa.’c.Lon by the author, or on other, identified sources--since it
¥ dewls with the: cont:.nm.ng investigation, conducted by District Attorney Garrison )
of New: Orlea.ns , La.. That investigation tends to keep alive speculations sbout the
*!death: of  President’ Keunedy, ‘an alleged "conspiracy", and a.bout the possible
involvement of Federe.l a.gencies ’ nota.bly the FBL and CIA.' S

; *The e.rticle is not meant for reprn.nting in any med:.a.. It is forwarded'
prma.rn.ly for your information and for the information of all Sta.t:.on personnel”
concerned. If the Garrison investigation should be cited in your area in the
context .of renewed anti-U.S. attacks, you may use the article to brief interested
: contants, especielly government and other political leaders, and to demonstrate to -
* assets (wh:.ch you may assign to counter such attacks): that.there is no hard :
evidence of any such conspiracy. In this context, assets may have to expla.in to
- their audiences certain basic facts ebout the U.S. Judicial system, its separation:
of state and federal cdurts 'end the fact that ,Judges end district attorneys in the
;sta.tes ere usually’ elected, not appointed: consequently, D.A. Garrison can continue
~in office as long as his constituents re-elect him. "Even 1f your assets have to i
" #'3iscuss’this in order to refute~-or at least weaken~-anti-U.S. propaganda of.-Zi
. eufficientw serious impact, any personal attacks upon Garrison (or any other
.-._nersonality in the u. 8. ) must ‘be strictly a.voided. '
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. ' A REPORTER AT LARGE

GARRISON

curtly told him, “At this st1ge, we are -
supaosed to be closing doors, not open-
ing them.” It later turned out that
some of the doors left ajar but un-
opened led to associates of Oswald’s in :
torney of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, New Orleans, so «t seemed’ ennrely
had arrested a prominent New Orleans conceivable to me that Garrison just
citizen, Clay L. Shaw, for “participa- might have stumbled upon some valu-
... tion in a-conspiracy to murder John F. able information that the Commission ,
- Kennedy.” The conclusions of the
- Warren Commission, published some
two and a half years before, had of-
i . fered the authoritative judgment that
£ _Lee Harvey Oswald alone was respon-
~...sible for the assassination. And although - wald and three. men—=David William :
;3 -host, of doubts . .were -subsequeatly ., Ferrie,. Carlos Quiroga, and' W. Guy
raised . concerning - the adequacy of .« Banister—all of whom -the: Warren-
.the Warren Commission’s inves: lganonr ‘Commission had had reason to be in~
i.and the relxabl'hty of its.conclusions, it.;terested. in. Ferrie, who, according to':
eemed Jincredible . that . th:.uNew Orep

GREAT many }mericans
must have responded with some
measure of bewilderment when,
on March 1, 1967, they heard the news
that Jim Garnson, the District At-

»

- e a m—— . L,

stepped o T

Consider, for example, a story at
the root -of Garrison’s investigation, .
“which involved.a meeting among Os-=

the assassination weeks. ago. L'wouldn’t.. been .2 member briefly, had been .ar-.:

5% say this if we didn’t have the evidence?,. rested in New Orleans shortly after the :
‘ that he was in---

“beyond 2 shadow of 2 doubt.” ]ndeed,. assassination, on a tip
;;i.the possibility . that_ a local prosecutor _volved with Oswald, and then releaszd. 3
¥ .had’ found the answers to quest.mns that Carlos Quuoga, a promment ‘Cuban -

) ivy. address appeared on some of the pro-
i I fer or\e, however, was prepzred to
-4‘be11eve that  Discrict Attorney .Garri-, ally handed out on the streets. All.
‘son’s claims might have some. subsunce K this information was in the hands of the
‘to them. In the course of writing my, Commission, yet none of these three
book “Inquest,”. I had found.that the men was questioned by the Commis-
‘Warren Commission’s investigation had sion or its staff. It seemed to me that
been severely constrained both by bu-  leads such as these, if they had been
™ reaucratic pressures exerted from with- _pursued, could have provided a possible
'l'n and by limits. of time imposed from..bridge bétween the known and un-.
thhout.. Far . from bemg the. rigor- -known worlds of Lec Harvey Oswald '
ous and exhausnve examination _that m New Orleans., And once such a
it 'was taken to. be, ‘the; Commtssxon s . X
“work “was, at ceftain crucnl points, .
j‘_reduced to little more. than_an ex-
ercise in_ the clanﬁcanon. of .. super-
s ficial evxdence. When one. delved more
deeply, some far more dxﬂicult pmblems :
,.than any ackncwledged by, the Com-'., =
'+ mission began to appear. Even members LioA
,of the Commission’s own staff found
't}us to be true,,For, exnmple,, when, one=
smff lawyer, suggested late injthe in- -

% ;,, PRSI B

ﬁ“

vesugation,. that it. might be worthwhile. - ,
.to "look further:-into .the pa.rtly" cor —»
roborated claim -of one. witness: that

had, for one reason or another, snde--

Castro literature that Oswald occasion-

' e

‘-problem -of orgamzed ‘crime in’ New

r?'

. . o ‘.
- . . - :

bridge was crossed, a whole new set of
tlues to why Osw-ﬂd killed the Presi-

dent might have been found.

Could Garrison have discovered such -
-a bridge? Skeptics tended to dismiss
the possibility on the ground that Gar-.

rison was a flamboyant and extremec- .

ly ambitious politician. Accordmg to

‘Aaron M. Kohn, the managing direc~-
tor of the -Metropolitan Crime Com- .7 -
- “mission of New Orleans, “Garrison !’

-never lets the responsibilities of being

‘a prosecutor interfere with being a poli- _
However, the fact that Gar-

“tician.”
rison was politically motivated' did” not
‘necessarily—to  my" mind, at” least—
‘preclude : the possibility that he might
“be on to something. Whereas it might

*not always have been in the interests of -
the.testimony- of.one Commission.wit~d the:iWarren - Commlssxon,whlch ‘was
! leans D:smctAttorney could dcclare,a.s «ness, commanded a. unit. of -the: Civil #iconcerned - as » much “with: dlspellmg
Garrison had,,, ‘My staff and.I’ solved .. Air, ‘Patrol in which Oswald may have.; doubts ‘as. with- ascertammg facts, to

i pursue leads that-'might generate fur-
-ther ‘doubts, or possibly: damage the ef~
fectiveness of federal agencies, ‘an am-
3. bitious . politician,* it . seemed to - me,

‘might well pursueleads’to their con=
--clusion, espccmlly since solving “the case

, .. of the:century,” as Garrison called it,

. would certainly enhance his reputation. *

Convinced that it was possible—indeed, -

probable—that Garrison could find de-
- tails of Oswald’s affairs that the Com- -

mission had missed, I went to New Or

leans shortly after Garrison announced.

" that he was getting to the bottor ‘of

‘ and ax_'reshd -

VER since he was ﬁrst elected Dis- 7 ¢ A
trict Attorney, in 1961, Jim Ga"', ‘

rison—he legally changed his given
name to Jim from’Earling Carothers—

-has been a controversial figure in New ;'

- Orleans. He has fought long and hard

_against. prostitutes, homosexuals in the '.
2 French Quarter;" and the more “vule "
 nerable purveyors of vice, but, accordmg :

o his critics on the Metropolitan Crime
" £Commission, he:has.” “negle. recL ‘the

"Orleans. : “People ™ worry “about” ‘the.

“crime ‘syndicate,’ * Garrison once said, >t "
“but the real danger’is the po!mcal e
establishment, ‘power massing against
When 'the city’s’ exght' :
" criminal-couirt™ Jusncs Jexercxsed “their Y

the mdwxdual »

-statutory right to oversee the financing

. of his. anti-vice campa:gn, *Garrison -
charged that their actions “raised’ in-"

-/ teresting quesnons about racketeer i in.
fluences.” ‘A~court; subsequendy con-
wcted Garrison_of cnmmally llbellmg

‘\‘-g
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. of the Roosevelt Hozel in New Orle-ms | New Orlems tclephonc book. ©  jtion to exposure to the extreme” alti- -
and had briefly discussed with Sh:\w What was Garrison’s purpose in all i tudes required for clandestine flights.”
the possibility of bringing blandless bull-; this? He himself noted, in an extended" ‘He went on to say that Chinese Na- :
fights to New Orleans; .he had left: interview in Playboy for October, | tionalist "U-2 pilots have reportedly
his business address—PO Box 19106,i 1967, that pre-trial publicity pre;udxcxaf“ cxpen’nccd the same “hair-loss phe- :
Dallas, Texas—with Shaw, In hct,, to the defendant “could get our whole ,nmnenon. Fred Powledge, after in-
.Odom’s post-office box could nat pas-i case thrown out of court,” yet ha him- Hervsewmg Garrison, wrote in  the -

- sibly have been the number in O'swald’s self had jeopardized his case by releas- { New Republic that Ferrie’s “interest in -
book, because the po>t-omce-box num-. ing information that was not only | homosexuality led him to shave off all
{ ber 19106 did not exist in Dallas be-} prejudicial to Clay Shaw but un- | his body hair.” However, the question :
xfore it was assigned to Odom, " n; founded. - . | was .decisively - answered by -Harald -
11965—Ilong after Oswald’s death, inl . ot .| Weisberg, a critic of the Warren Com-
1963, It was clear that Gamson had. IT was aboard a jet flight betwaen mission, whose stepbrother, Dr. Jack
" done some questionable interpolating ofi 4 New Orleans and New York in Kety, had treated Ferrie for the disease -
. . his own in moving from a comcxd:ncel late November of 1966 that the Gar— alopecia, which can render-its victims |
. ( to a conspiracy, First, he had told news-' rison investigation started takmg shape.| hairless.) . SR
" | men that the number in Oswzld’s book Prompted by a cover story in Life| .. Rather like. Oswald Ferrie was a :
i was PO 19106, although in fact it that called for a new mvcsnganon into ] failure at virtually everything he tried.

pwas O I 19106. (When a television ,.the assassination, three prominent pas-| He trained for the priesthood, and was = -
. i interviewer later asked him how hej sengers—Senator. Russell B. Long, of | dismissed 'from - two- seminaries” as ai iy
. had. determined that_ the: »prefix was| Lauisiana; * Joseph .M. Rault, Jr., aj result of eccentric person-l] hehaviar. .
. PO, rather than I ]I, he answered, wealthy New Orleans oilman; and| Later, he became a “bishop’’ in 2 quasi-
_with perfect 3P1°mb: “More: or:less by | District- Attorney - Jim Garrison—be- . political underground cult . called the
i Jooking at it.””). Then, on. the basis of gan- speculating about -the events in -Orthodex Old .Catholic. Church of .3
1'"5 dCdUCUOnS,n he had announced that D'tlhs three years ‘before. As their con= .,\Iorth Amcnca. :Ferrie-ran- a .service
: ¢ versation “was. reported in: New-,Or station-in -New 'Orleans. - His -greatest
_gon..]. And,; ﬁmlly, he had‘ CONVCTth leans; the official magazine of the city sf ‘ambition seems to have been to hecome
; the. numbcr in,Shaw’s’ bOOk into JRCk -Chamber '-of - Commerce, ' the.-three ;. a fighter pilot.- In .1950; he wrote to
uby’s phone number by: rearranging - agreed that, in Rault’s words, .. it: : Secretary of. Defense Louis.-A. :]ohn-
the, digits, subtracting: an arbitrary::would be almost preposterous to believe i.son, demandmg, ‘When am I going to - : _
r’r..mber and changing the letters “PO” . that one man, an individual such as: gct the commission, when-the Russians
s l'to-“WH.”— Garrison--had . constructed : Qswald, could have been the only .one: & - . are bombing the. hell out of ¢ A
a piece of ewdcnce agamst Clay: Shaw " involved  in::this thing,” 3t , Cleveland?”.In a Iettcr to-
land_had disclosed’ it. to the: ‘press. Yet.- Scnator Long c;tcd defi~ 71
: the-- District.; Attorney -+ did.: not. seem. Senciés " in-* the . Warren
in pamcularly perturbed ‘when - questions “Commission’s mvesngauon
““were raised about the logic of his de- . think if'I were investi-
_ductlons. When he was asked on a lo-: gating,” he said, “I'd find
“eal television show how the number of the hundred- best “riflemen
‘a post-office box that didn’t exist untll in' the world and find the |
. -] 1965 could have been used to represent. ones who were in' Dallas . . _have-you....Between my "
et .'Jack Ruby’s phone number-in 1963,. tha:day ” Garrison recalled ' . - friends and T we can cook .
sva-he replied, “Well, that’s a problem for that-in 1963 his oﬂice had: =i Ny up a crew that ean really blow them to :
-‘xi.-you to think over, because _you obvious-: heen interested in “a very unusual tvpe hell. ... T want to train killers, how- : :
:' ly missed the point. " Indeed, Garnsoni of person who made a very curious trip| ever bad that sounds. It is, what we |
: counterattacked in a press: ‘conference, at a very curios time about the, date| need. ¥ Ferrie never received an Air .
.saying, “We are very interested in! of the assassination,” and the District|- Force commission, but he did succeed :
_§ knowing- who. introduced Mr. Odom Attorney added that he “might want| in becoming the leader of a unit in the { " 1"
i to Mr. 'Sh'fa.;';,'-ixb"s\r'“'xﬁiniiibuﬁﬁghts to now go- ‘back mto some of those . Civil Air Patrol (a civilian organization | HE
:Mr: Odom - has actually produced”— events,” - ViR -]. made up of vo]untcers),and he also set-
- as if this fact were relevant.to his in< - 1he individual whom Garnson hzv.dl himself to trammg youths in Jungle-
. vcstlganon—-and “We are particularly; in mind was David William Ferne, “warfare tactics. Oswald, according to a + '_’ S
+interested in clanfymg now why there! and he ‘was, to say’the least of it, “a ; witness before the VVarren Commis- -~ |~
.‘,, also coded in Lee Oswald’s address very unusual type of person.” Garnson sion named Edward Voebel, may have .. .}
;;book the local*phone number of the later charactenzcd Ferrie as both an; belongcd to Ferrie’s outfit for a brief |
‘Ccntral Intelligence’ Agcncy ” Using “evil genius’ and ‘a pathenc and tor-::time in the nincteen-fifties, when he L
xan- entirely: different * System of dccx-- tured creature.” To compensate for i was a teen-agcr. Ferric. was. also en-
phermcnt, Garrison imanaged 'to ‘con<* being completely hairless,” Ferrie pasted : gaged in a long-term - project to dis-
®vert the number 1147, which agpeared. what' looked like clumps of red mon-""cover a’cure for cancer, and it was
“in Oswald’s book, to 522-8874, the key fur on his head and wore artificial * said that at one time he housed thou-
C I.A.’s phone number. Oswald’s codes eyebrows. (Explanations of how Ferrie i sands of white mice in his apartment in
i.-_..wcrc ‘subjective,” ' Garrison said, .in" +lost his: hair have become part of the v New Orleans. For a while, he was em-‘
.f Y that they varied from numberto num. folklore of the assassination. William : p]oycd as a pilot for Eastern A:r]mes,
¢ ber.. There seemed little - ‘point:in Os-; W. Turner, author of a so-called “of-" f, but. he was suspended, in 1961, as a
‘ ‘u wald’s having gone through such an! ficial histéry™ of the Garrison investiga- - 'conscquence of an arrest on a morals _‘ .
',! elaborate procedure, howeyer;: becruse tion-which appeared in Ramparts, re-) charge, and later dismissed. After that,
"% the C.ILA. number that Garrison’ re- | ported: one- speculanon that the loss'} he managed ‘to make a meagre living

fcrred tO‘wzs——and. xs——hstcd in the,mxgbt have be:n ‘a physxolog\;al reac-4:as a free-lance pﬂot,;an mdependcnt
NIy O N e - { psychologxst and a. nvate detccnve.

. e
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.»_,thc First ‘Air Force, hef
‘wrote,.“There is nothing I °
;. would enjoy . better: -than ;
;- blowing_ the  hell. out of
! every .. damn’ -.--Russnn,.
Commumst, ‘Red or what->

&
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At about the time of the Bay of Pigs | pﬂot "who made a numher of ﬂlghts ‘might be Lee H-‘“"’CY O‘W"]d i Pl
he became as-, with Ferrie in order to gain his confi- Al‘h"“gh Lewis said he was JEENCTREN.
dence, and Alberto Fawler, a Cuban [certain that this meetng had | - -

invasion, “in 1961,
sociated with some Cuban exiles, and,
according to one.of them, he flew fire-

. bomb raids against Cuba and helped |
. anti-Castro refugees escape. It has also

been reported that, in pursuit of his
desire to “train killers,” he became in-
volved in teaching paramilitary tactics

+ to ant-Castroites in St. Tammany

Parish, across Lake Pontchartrain
from New Orleans.

In 1963, Ferrie was employed as a
private investigator'for the law firm
then representing Carlos Marcello, who
was reputed to he the head of the New
Orleans Mafia. Marcello had been de-
ported in an extralegal manner-—he !
was abducted by Justice Department

agents and-put on’a plane to Guate-:

mala.: According to ‘one story; Ferrie
clandestizely flew: Marcello back into
this councry. On the day of the assassi=
nation, .. Ferrie. .claimed, he Was Jn
‘court,. lxstemngrtow-a judge=:declare
“the?. Marcello - ueportanon illegal.:s 1o

Gelebrate the wctory, Ferrie: drove~ to
Texas. on a ‘“‘goose-hunting” expedi-

tion with two friends.. Mcanwhflc, Gar-:

' rison’s office rcccwed a tp from a

e O,

. of the same cult in which Ferrie was a- ;

New Orleans pnvatc *detective named

Jack; S...Martin :tosthe effect: thaty
Ferrie. had trained Oswa]d in. marks-:
manship .-and wa.s #his - ¢ “getaway Pl-'-
ot M:u'tm was. sald. to be 2 member !

* exile and the Director of International

Relations for the City of New Orleans,
who made discreet inquiries ahout Fer- !
rie’s activities among anti-Castro exiles. |
Later, a self-styled intelligence cxpcr:.
using the pseudonym Bill Boxley
joined Garrison’s staff. !
The first step was to compile a dos--
sice on Ferrie. Cameras were secretly | H
set up across from Ferrie’s apartment, |

occurred in 1962, a time whcn -
Osw‘lhl was known to be live |

ing .in Texas, and althaugh - o
Qmmoa categnrrcﬂh' dcmcd , T
that such a meeting.had ever - '
taken plice; Garrison intensi- |
fied his efforts in this direction. ;.
He began-digging into the ac-
tivities of anti-Castro Cubans, * .. .
and discovered the sites of .

he was followed everywhere he went,
and his friends. were questioned about
; his activities. Little came of this surs
*veillance. For further information,
Garrison turried back to Martin, whose
* tip had first linked Oswald and Ferrie. |
Martin, who told Secret Serv:ce agents;
if that he suffers from “telephonitis”
when he: has taken a drink and that
it"was on” such an occasion that he
telephoned - the District Attorney’s of-
fice about Ferrie; continued 'to narrate
-a".vast.‘number of dxsconnccn:d yarns
about Ferrie and the assassination. Ac-
cording-to 4 typical one of these, Ferrie
hypnotized Oswald and then dispatched
: him on- the assassination mission. Ac~-

,!963 In Deccmbcr, 1966,:and Janu-

what had been two secret training -
camps in St. Tammany Parish. Ferrie * -
was ruméred to have used one of them - .
to train his corps of commandos. In -7
the hope of identifying the men under == -
Ferrie’s command, Garrison hired Ber--:
narde Torres, 4 private detective from -+
Miami whe claimed to *have. assisted =
the Secret Service, by spatting - poten~-=: 2
tially dangerous Cubans during a visit =
President Kennedy. made: to-Miami in -

ary, 1967, the i investigation. was broad-*
ened to include various efforts to track y
down, with Torres’s help,.any Cubans-
in Mnm: who ntight have known Fer-. 5
'rie. These eﬂ'nrts turned out to be un~

Cﬂfdlng to 3"0‘1’!'-‘1': Ferrie had a work- | i productive but quite expensive~—more
mg assaciation with certain anti-Castro | j than. half ‘the total expenditures—and
activities conducted by the private de-; Garrison began to suspect that Torres’s
tective > W.. Guy * Banister. Garrison’ ‘Gactivity did not justify: the expense.."l'o~"; :
found this‘ connection especially pro-' iward the end of January, the rlonda...'-“ K

'man -named- Louis-Ivon, had requisi--,.rison put it,

bishop. On his return.to New Orleans, . time "of - his death,
Ferrie.-was arrested . and questioned, | tained offices in 2 building at’ 544"
bug, accordmg to F.B.I. reports, Mar-'{ Camp Street, a block from the VVﬁ-
tin admitted that he. had made up the liam B. Reily Companv, where
whole story, and Feirie was released. - Oswald worked, and one"

. The F.B.I. may,.not have thought : :of the questions the Warren *
much of Martin’s- op, but it was- this:: Commission had left unan- -
tip that enabled Garrison to begin-his | swered was why the address -
investigation, in Dcccmber, 1966, with : 544 Camp St.”- appeared as -
a specific suspect in mmd—-Davxd Fer- Oswald’s headquarters on
rie. Garrison set about his work with. some pro-Castro literature
the assistance of a small but industrious | that he ‘handed out. Since

e e g+ 3 gy = 0 o

vocanvc " because Bamster, vp to the imanhunt was called off..% < R
in 1964, main- !

.|Andrews, Jr. Andrews’. original story,
Twhich- he told to the Secret Service :

-} times during the summer of .1963 in

" \which the “undesirable”

But Garrison had other ]e:.ds to fo]- L :
low—notably an old clue from a New .
Orleans lawyer named. Dean Adams

shortly after the assassnmtmn, was th'lt-;
Oswald had comé' to his office a fcw

the hope of finding some means by =ie
discharge he- i
had been given by’ the Marine Corps ¢

A

staff. His chicf investigator, a police- Banister’s Ofﬁce was, as Gar- .
“a mare’s-nest of
tioned other members’of the New Or- ann-Castro acnv:ty, " Garri- »
leans Police Dcpartment to do. the:son postulated that Oswald -,
necessary lcgwork ‘William H. Gur-. mlght be*an “agent provoca- -

k]

o e

: vich, a partner in one of the city’s larg- - teur” in Bamster s employ.

! est pnvatc-dctccnvc Agencies, handled ;

! Beth'M,.a young.. British - writer ‘who | PI")’C“- One of them, a ship- ;
{ was lmng in New Orlcans, was put ir |-ping clerk and sometime pri- .

Garrison followed up this

interrogations and the extraterntonalulead by systematically ques-- .
aspects of ,the investigation.. Thomas; tioning Banister’s former em- °

. charge of research. Assistant District; vate investigator named David . =~

 bra, Richard V. Burnes, and Alvin' Vi .the developing drama. Lewis
© Oser! qucstloned themore important cla:mcd that he had been wit-

formed by some of Garrison’s personal leader Carlos Quiroga, and a
- friends—among them’ Max Gonzales,-

Attorneys Alcock, Andrew J. Sclam- . Lewis, Jr., added richly to

witnesses and prepared " the | legal | ,ness to a meeting among Ban-
groundwork. Other. tasks were per- " ister, Ferrie, the anti-Castro

person he’ called . Leon Os-

'-wald who hc Iater thought _

a Iaw dcrk in the cnmmal court and a

_icould be converted into an honorable : -

“him.to go to. Dallds.and- defend Os-.,-,

.\[

“{again " changed his. story, telling . the :

",ccntly seen Be_rtrand in 3 bar, and de-

. foot § inches” and had.

one. The day after the assassination,.s::~ !
- 'Andrews; who was in the hospital un~ 3.2
der sedation recovering from pneumo- -

nia, said he received a phone call from. .. .

‘a man he knew as Chy Bertrand,: .. - -

" :whom he described: as “a lawyer thh-' i
.jout a briefcase” for local homosexuals. -
‘Accordmg to Andrcws, Bertrand.asked

'wald ‘When Andrcws was questioned:
'by the F.BI, he gave several dif-.. RO
ferent descriptions _of . Bertrand, :md"
ﬁnally said_that. the character bcnrmg-
.ithat name was merely a figment of his--
lmagmanon. A few months later, he.: -

‘Warren Commtssuon that. he had re-.:

._’

scribing him as a2 boy”. who -‘was ‘5.
“sandy hair.”
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i think he’s too important.”_|any truly tangible leads if it had”
" Ferrie was stll, at this time, {not been for some resourceful.: '}
the on]y suspect_ . _' — :mﬂves by thr.ce repm"ters fﬂr the
By February, 1967, the in-" [ New' Orleans Statrs-Itern—Rosemary = -
vestigation seemed to be at a | James, Jack Dempsey, and David .
standstill.  Ferrie ohviously [Snyder. In New Orleans, the financial *
knew that he was under sus- .vouchers of the district attorney’s of- .
picion, and it was highly un- :fice-are a matter of public record. By -
_Assistant District Attorney Sciambra, a likely that he would do any- piccing together information gleaned
former boxer known by the nickname - thing to incriminate himself. : from these records and.through various |
Moo, a task he referred to as “scueez~ { “The Cuban-exile trail had petcred out ;leaks from Garrison’s office, the re- .
ing" the French Quarter. A crack- ;in Miami. The Bertrand matter had |porters were able to come up with 3 .-
"down on homosexuals that Garrison Ebecn shelved. Garrison’s chief witness', fairly accurate picture of the investign- :
had carried out in 1962 was generally | was David Lewis, and, of the four’:tion, even though it was still heing kept
* thought to have produced a number of | participants in’the meeting that Lewis .secret. Mrs. James wrote-an article on
informers, but Sciambra was unable 0 ' described, Oswald and Banister were |the subject and showed it to Garrison *.
find anyone who had ever heard of dead, Quiroga (according to Garrison) on- February .16, .1967. He simply - i .-
- Clay Bertrand. Garrison reasoned that | could not be found, and Ferrie une- shrugged and - told " her, :“I - will :
- Dean Andrews was.probably protécting | equivocally denied everything. -~ * - ..:neither. confirm* nor deny it”-The -~
t.a2. wealthy client with homosexual as-|, " A¢ . this “point, Gordon Novel, a.;nextday,the story broke. Garrison’sin~.:
- snciates, and came up with the idea that | specialist in anti-eavesdropping devices, -1 vestigation into the- assassination of ;:
4:-Clay + Bertrand - was in "reality * Clay | was recommended to Garrison by Wil---President: Kennedy was now_a public-
-Shaw, a socially: prominent retired di-i Jard’ E. Robertson, a New - Orleans jissue. Garrison'charged that the news..
ector of the International Trade Mart automobile- dealer who. - was- one- c;fi;',,stbry' had seriously-interfered. with' his %
fineNeéw Orleans; David I.! Chandler,}: Garrison’s . political supporters.: (Gar=- ;efforts;; arrests that. were to have-héen-:
‘arLife. reporter'’who ~workéd' “closely ! Trison had been so concerned that the: made immediately, ~he - cliimed,  had -

No other clues to Bertrand’s identity
turned - up, however, and Wesley J.
Liebeler, a "Commission lawyer who-
conducted the investigation in this area, |
siid he was convinced that nec such’
person existed. '

Garrison nevertheless now decided
to pursue the matter further, and gave

Y

¥

¥ with Garrison-in: the. éarly days™of the now to-be deferred for months: More-

io F.B.I. might be tapping his telephones- " ¢
- that he had made plans a féw weeks be- : over, he.announced. that he would seek

& investigation, “was -present . when' Gar-

j-rison first put-forward th'.s""hyp'°'-h'55"5'§_:'fbre to execute 2 midnight raid on the - private financing in order not to have
_to-his staff. ‘According to Chandler,” F B.I. field office in New Orleans, . to' conduct- the inquiry -in ; a::*fish- :
# Garrison offered three arguments for, using 2. water. pistol loaded with a-bowl.”..Two -political ~allies; = Jaseph
itz First, Shaw Fad the same first name;’_‘ 'c’hargc' of red L:"°PP€" to disarm. the of- ;Rault, Jr., and Willard Robertson,
as¢ Bertrand.;Second,~Shaw iwas-ru-";" filer on duty; he even invited Chan-, thereupon .organized - fifty: New., Or-
‘mored to- have: friends in. the: homo~? dler, the 'Lifetebdrt'er',;'toi'a'cconipany . Jeans. businessmen - into a ‘group - that -
“him on the mission, but for some reason :called itself Truth or Consequences, -

: sexual world.:And, finally, Shaw spoke I

- ‘x:Spanish, Garrison was looking - for a

v

. £ that Shaw—six féet four and a‘quarter
:i~inches wll, fifty-four:years:old, and-

"i"description. of .a five-foot-eight-inch’

.- -the- question of why Andrews, having-
_*_given a false description and a false last

: ... .name -to protect - his - client,”
: s correct:

+7 In.any event, Shaw . was
-brought in for questioning in
- .-late December, on the pretext
. > that Garrison was attempting
. ..to tieeup a faw Joose: ends in
2 ; «tthe Warren- Report.vAccord-:

no information to offer about

~.matter was dropped. The: Dis-
t trict Attorney told his staff to
.+ “forget Shaw.” In -January,
- when asked if he knew the
“identity of Clay Bertranc by
* Richard . N. Billings, another
=1-member of, Life’s staff, Gar-'
" trison. replied, “His. real name
i1 Clay §hiw, ‘but’=I "don’t:

- conspirator involved in anti-Castro ac-
- f;tivites, Garrison brushed over the fact *
= *'named Sergio Arcacha Smith, and two
¥ white-haired—nhardly - fitted Andrcws’_i unidentified Cubans had been involved:

1in a

7.boy with sandy hair. He also ignored *

3
b3

P

= ing%o Chandler; it quickly be--#:
<“came apparent that Shaw . had - ing to this story, Ferrie was to he shot

.- Ferrie or his activitics, and the -

. .. fluent Spanish and, although ‘Andrews the plan was scrapped.) Upon learning . Inc.
i-had never said that Bertrand spoke !

that Ferrie was under suspicion; Novel !
. told Garrison that he knew a good deal .
‘about Ferrie’s activities'in 1961. Ac-
cording “to Garrison, Novel claimed
"that Ferrie, a Cuban-exile leader

“pickup” qof arms from a bunker
in Houma, Louisiana, belonging to the
“Schlumberger Well Surveying Corpo-
,ration. .Some of the arms were re-
'portedly deposited in.the offices of W.
‘Guy . Banister. The purpose of' the
'raid was.to acquire arms for in anti-
{Castro militia, and Novel stated that a
{C.ILA. contact had indulgently pro--
'vided 2 key to the bunker. Novel
later claimed that one .of Garrison’s
“ideas for breaking the stalemate his in-’
estigation had apparently reached in-
“volved a'plot to kidnap Ferrie, Accord-

KA -

yestiga

with an atropine dart, injected with
,sndium pentothal, and forced to con-
i fess. Novel has said, “Garrison asked’;
me to order him such a dart gun so |
_that it wouldn’t appear.on his T's:7-
‘office purchase records” after the | -
iDistrict . Attorney ‘“had ._read
aboat the idea in one of the books
about the C.LAYY i Sy
{ . The. entire investigation might |
chave expired guietly for want of .

e e e+ s
. .

‘under

In any event, he returned to.his own ]

:dead. An’ autopsy indicated that he had "

Its function was to supply Gar- =i '
rison with both /funds.. and moral .7
support. Meanwhile, David Ferrie told - -
a newspaperman that Garrison’s inves- .
tigation, in which he was suspected of -
being - Oswald’s getaway pilor, was '
nothing but *a°big joke.” He denied .: .
that he knew Oswald, and, for good : :
measure, added that he was conducting -
his own inquiry into the assassination, -
For two .days, shortly. after the’
States-Iterm broke the news of Gar-
rison’s investigation,.. Ferric was kept -
“protective: Custody,” : Billings®
has " reported, at the' Fontainebleau
Motor Hotel in -New Orleans, "Ac-.
cording to a2 member of Garrison’s -
staff, this was done at Ferrie’s request. :;
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apartment on the evening of February::
21st. ‘The next day,. Ferrie was found °

died of a cerebral hemorrhage caused -

by the rupture of a blood vessel.. The N

coroner, Dr. . Nicholas . Chetta,:ruled ;.
T\T,out. suicide, because’a person is i .
-y rarely aware that:an aneurysm, |
{ or weak .spot,. exists in a blood P
. vessel, and it would be virtually. ¥

:“impossible to.tinduce.ia - “blow-
out.”” He also ruled out murder,
-on thé ground that if the rupture

blo

R T
BRI W

: had been caused by-an-external’;
w'. ;thel‘e_: ﬂ"ﬂd-‘neﬂﬁrﬂy»x ‘.




mg hefore a gl"m - jury meetmg in | Garnsnn mtermg'tted him, he had de- ly taken place. In hns ﬁrst interview,
Iclosed session, he requested a prehml-; nied in a number of interviews that he |moreover, ‘Russo did not state that
ary hearing, which takes place hefore | had ever seen Oswald or that Ferrie he had ever met Shaw, and he him- !
“a judge and is public, The purpose of a | had ever specifically discussed the as-_ self made no mention whatever of ‘1.
prehmmnry hearing under Louxsmn:l sassination of President Kennedy.":a ' Bertrand—either Clay or " Clem. ™
Jaw is to determine whether or not the ! Many of the details of Russa’s stary, ;Assistant District Attorney Scn.mbra, k
“state has sufficient evidence to warrant it turned out, were developed under i who conducted this first interview and.
-a trial. Although it is not unusual for - hypnosis—a method that Garrison said | wrote up the memorandum, Iater said
“the .defense to request a preliminary [ he used in order to “abjectify” testi- | that Russo did tell him . ; s
“hearing, if only to attempt to compel | mony, Moreover, it was learned that | of the assassination p]ot -
tthe state to tip its hand and disclose ° ——Russo- had been under psy- but that he forgot to. ..
. vital evidence before the ace ~-——-"mt = " chiatric treatment for eight-{include it in his report. -
.ttual trial, such a hearing is-: - - - -. een months, ending in late{ Yet Sciambra’s own
_irarely, if ever, requested by.stt te .7 ’;'."3 1960, and had last consulted | words in the memo-
.ithe prosecution. Why, then, : ol - a psychiatrist just two months ifandum would appear
ishou]d Garrison, the prose- 3 -+ before he went to see Gar— to belie _this. explana—; .
= ..cutor, have dected to dis~ 1. - ‘rxson. s i -txon.“The next picture- ., ., _
~close some of his evidengce . o  The District Attorney that he [Russo] identi- .
. before the trial—an appar- .-’ ¢ - found his only other witnes$,’ fied was that of Clay . g
i .ently gratuitous favor to the =% Vernon B." Bundy, in the Shaw. He said that he .
.».defense’ Garrison . has said.+ ~-~Pansh Prison after the hear-’ saw: this’ man ‘twice.. The first. time
“ithat he did so-in order:to = - 1nfr had Begum. Assistant District ‘At~ was when he pulled mto Femes serv-
'".-an over backward :md give the dc- 1 torney  Charles Ray ‘Ward' and other ‘ice station_to get his car fixed. Shaw
fendant every ‘chance.”. A: pre]munaryl members of Garrison’s staff strenuously was ‘the persan sitting in’ the compact,
a‘heanng, however; has at. least one ex-: objected to usmg Bundy as a wntness, .car t:tlkmg wrth Ferrie, He remembers
i _the \l':tshvﬂle Street
+mmded prosecutor' mxght ﬁndﬁadv-m- #way.>'Bundy;*a- narcotics addnct and Wharf when he“Wwent to’seex JFK.
ftageous: it prowdes -the: proserunon spetty thief, testified that in‘the summer{speak.” Here Scmmhrn specxﬁc:tlly states
with-a dramatic opportunity. to. reveal of 1963, whileé he was preparing to,that Russo said hé saw Shaw twnce,and..
pubhcly far in-advance of the trial some | inject. the ‘contents of two capsules of - “neither occasion mvo]ved a rendezvous
‘of the more sensational aspects of the : heroin“ into his arm, he saw two ‘in Ferrie’s apartment’ during” which "
czse, t,h-xs helpmg t0: stsmulate pub]lc{'men mect on i.the shore of - Lake Shaw, Terru;, and Oswald phnned Lhe- <
assassination. If Russo .went'on to"de-
"scribe a” thvrd encounter, :md that was
%enhance the: defendants prospects-: for ‘as-*a Junk]c or. beatmk ‘type”” with aj the only one” rc]evant to Garmon s*
- justice,. it unquestxonably worked to hght 'growth- of beard, he had later| case; it is difficult to understnnd how
%:focus national attention on .the:case. recognized from photographs as Lee| Sciambra’ cou]d have neglected to’ ine
..With a full complement of reporters | Harvey Oswald. The other man Bundy | “clude it "in the_ mémorandum. More-"
in attendance, the hearing.-began -on fidentified "as Clay Shaw. Like Russo,| over, accordmg to . Billings, . Scnambr-t :
.rMafCh 14th, before a panel of three.iBundy had never before told anyone} did not mentlon the alleged “third- ens 1"
Exjudges, . with . the testimony.-of -Per- |about his encounter with Oswald. The | -counter” in an oral report he made to' }
& :ry Russo.- Russo stated " that - hie. had | three-judge panel ruled that there was| Garrison the day’ after the. interview.
,&-attended a meeting at Ferrie’s apart—;sufﬁcxent evidence for a trial. The deci- | Sciambra reporied that Russo said he!
-.; :ment in September, 1963,"at. which.|sion was by no means startling;; it mere- _had seen Shaw only_ twice—once :at
"'.{ "'the assassination tof- Presldent Ken- {1y ‘established that there was evidence Ferrie’s service station and once at the
#inedy was planned by three: men: jthat merited judgment. Yet to many: Nashville Street Wharf. In fact, the
#Ferrie, a_man:he"called “Leon Os- | people the ruling suggested that Garri-_ first time Billings heard .of the third
ﬂwald » and ‘another he-called “Clem [son had won some sort of legal victory. ~encounter, during which Russo. was -
iBertrand ” Russo identified Leon Os- | -As it mrned out, the evidence used’ "supposed to have overheard Bertrnnd
wald as: Lee. Harvey: Oswald from lat the prehmmary heanng was even less’ Ferrie, and Oswald plannmg the .
43 photograph. ‘Then Garrison " asked [sound than it may have. appeared at, sassination in Ferrie’s apartment, was
1" Russo whether he rccogmzed the man lthe time. About six weeks after, the: :when Sciambra himself told Russo that .’
iy he called Clem Bertrand ini the court- | hearing; James R. Phelan reported in’ he had mentioned  the . name Ber-":
. room. Russo pointed out Clay Shaw. | the Saturday Evening Past that Russo trand and had described the meeting -
i::He testified that after the three menhad told two contradictory staries—one - in Ferrie’s apartment.. _T his was after X
f had discussed such details’as” the need in his first interview with Sciambra, the - ‘Russo had taken_the “rruth serum.” :
t“for “diversionary tactics,” the. “trian~ other in court, after being questioned ;And Russo still, at "this time, said that
‘gulation” of crosﬁre and’ the selecnon ‘under hypnosns. ‘Phelan discovered .the.! *he could not, remember a.nyone named.
‘}of an appropriate scapegoat, “they . dlscrepancy ‘when Gamson, with his . Bertrand o .
. ended the conversation by bickering customary generosity to journalists, . If 2 witnéss te]ls two contradxctory_
over various methods of escape. ~~*- supplied "him "with, 2 memorandum stones, ‘external evndence may make it
2. Under cross-examination the follow- /of Russo’s.” first mtervnew. Nowhere possible to choose_ between them.: In:
ing day, Russo admitted that he had not -in’ this document, which ran to thirty=- Russo’s case, the corroborative evidence
i £ been able to identify Oswald positively . five hundred words, was the supposed -available casts doubt on his second sto--- ,
“untl after an artist in the District At- | 'meeting “among Shaw, Ferrie, and ry—the one he told in court. He tes- -
torney’s office spent six hours drawmg Oswald mentioned, either directly. od! tified that Oswald was Ferrie’s room-
‘s,:dlfferent beards on photographs cf Os-:/implicitly.- Yet two weeks later,” in- ‘mate ‘in - early" September, _,1963 STyee .t
Fwald, Tt ‘was a]so revealed that, before ¥ caurt, Russo smted that Lt had deﬁmte there is ewdenCe that at, that tme Os.
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wald was living with his wife and their
mhnt dwghter on Magazine Street in

New Orleans. Russo descrihed Oswald,
as having a bheard in early and mid-:

nesses repoited that Oswald was clean-
shaven at r.hat tme. Russo claimed that;

: . he saw Oswald in Fcr--
¢ ric’s apartment in the',
- " first week of October,’
T " yet Oswald was known
o to have been in Mexico
and Dallas during this -
"1 period. Russo said that™
a_friend of his, Niles'

. Peterson, was at a par-
ty 3t Ferrie’s apartment , Andrews, the New Orleans lawyer, idengfication which, accord- ;.
the” night that he saw?

— Oswald . * and:! Skaw!”
“ there, yet Peterson’ flaly denies that he i
{saw anyone fitting-the description.” of.
+: either Shaw or Oswald." (Peterson did, !

[ however; recall¥afbearded ‘man* who.

. SR S

;" he descnpnon ‘of. the: ‘man who-~was.
known to be Femc s roommate ‘at the:
' ime—James . R%{ Lewallen: )+ Russo
laimed, further, that a young woman, :
Sandra- Moﬁitt, accompamed him-"to
Ferrie’s apartment, the night - ‘of thel
‘timeéeting, yet:shedenies this;and says!
- +5 that she did not mee: Ferrie until 1964. 1
i Inzsum, "Russo’s_court - testimony.* ap~:
-1§ pears to be at oddsiwith 2 great many
if'of the: external points of reference he
Hnmsclf provided After the prchmmary
he-mng, Russo hegan expressing doubts
:Tabout his identification .of Shaw.:He:-
told : James - Phelafi, who had spent:
‘more:than forty hours questioning him:
'for. his Saturday Evening Post article,|;
that he wished he could have.an:"op=|:
portunity to- t:dk»to Shaw.for a few -
{hours so I can beisure he was the right
:Iman.” He told.Richard Townley,

Lreporter for WDSU-TV, in New Or-i!
leans, that he was dnsure of his testi-
mrmv. o ...'-‘ft"s S ;f '“u.«'“
* i1+ The testimony-of Gamsons othcr,

T

Septcmncr, yet generally reliable wit=] '

U i

i statements of Torres and Cancler *

" view of their criminal records,” But _1f
! no credence is to be placed in the testi-
i mony of Bundy’s fellow-convicts, what
i of the testimony of Bundy himself?
Garrison’s entire case at the prelimi--
‘nary hearing, then, was based on the’
i allegations of two witnesses who had:
‘both waited four years before disclos-+
‘ing uncorroborated stories and who
both subsequently cast considerable
douht on their own testimony. -
" A few months after the h,g'mng,
thcrc was another legal skirmish that,
strengthencd the appearance, if not the.
substance, of Garrison’s case: Dean.

who had claimed that shortlyafter the:-
assassination a shadowy figure named:
Clay Bertrand appealed.to him to on
“to Dallas and defend Oswald, became
dinvolved in’ perjury. procccdmgs. An-x
drews, after telling a number of smnes'

Lwas six. feet-tllfand. othcrwmc ‘fitted’t{ ahout Bertrand, 'and atone point claime:’

ing* thatﬂBertmnd was a figment of
his'fmagination, had nevertheless stated’ .
categorically when Garrison: quesnoncd o
‘thim i December that Shaw was not:
Bertrand. In late Februagy, after Russo’
had come forward, Garrison’ again

| dréws, the - District. Attorney said he
 had ‘other”evidence that Shaw was in-"

volvcd ‘and asked Andrews not to deny
“that bha.w and Bertrand were one and} -

,'the same. Andrews agreed-——beca use, he
has said, he was afraid that “otherwise|
“the Iolly Green Giant would pounce '
ion me like a thousand-pound camry
IWben called before a grand jury inj
‘March ‘and asked if Clay Shaw was|
'Clay Bertrand, he .replxed under oath,
+“I can’t say that he is and I can’t sayf
“that he ain’t.”” Three months later, on'}”
: June 28th, Andrews volunteered to ap-
pear again before the grand jury. This!
m'mc, he told of a “deal” with Garrison
vand testified that he had never tho ght[
: for-a moment that Shaw was Bertrand.”

- AFTER “the prellmmary .Hearing,

[ met: with Andrews. Accordmg to' An--and’ the second was devoted principally,
'to efforts to substantiite Russo’s. al-

Bertrand was mdeed a ﬁcnnn invented .

‘by Andrews after the assassination, how
<ould Russo testify that he h’\d met:
Shaw before the assassination under -
ithe pseudonym Bertrand?. -
'According to the Sciambra. - - *C
memorandum,.. Russo ‘had - ..

not mentioned the name . ...,
‘Bertrand in his mmal inter- .- . .-

view. It was only after Sci- .
"ambra told. Russo that he - .

had identified one of the par-. -

ticipants at the .meeting, in -,
.Ferncs apartment as, Ber-. -
‘trand while undcr the influ-
ence of sodium pentothal—an

‘ing to Billings,. Russo did not i ge-if
recall at the nme——-:md after Russo - _
was ‘allowed to ‘ask leading questions’*
‘about ‘the case .so -that, ia_ his-own’
‘words, he “could ﬁgure out what _they:
;wanted to- know ..that the name Ber-
‘trand found its: way mto his. stnry

W et .
LS -.\-o

there - was a-second rotable. shife.r
in “the “natire. of :he- investigation.
“Whereas the first | phasc had concentrat-
“ed” on _the activities: of. David” Ferrie,

lcganons about Cla ( Shaw,. thé third
phase "had: no single

"It was, in effect, a hunt ‘without"a
‘quarry, a search for_any’ mformatmn
from any source that m:ght relate to i
any aspect of the assassination.. For,
“'this desultory” pursuit, __Gnrnson re- :
“inforced - his’ permanen‘t staff thh-'.
~ volunteer recruits from the 'growmg
corps of critics ‘of ‘the Warren Com- H
mission. A number ‘of these | people.
who might best be’ d&scn'bcd as: peri-"
patetic. demonelogists found in New -
"Orleans an unexpected rallying point; -,',
they were attracted to Garrison like the 5
‘children of Hamelin to the Pied Piper. .}
““At the head of the linc stood Mark.

specxﬁc objcctwc. ; :

' w:tncss, Vernon Bundy, also raised a’ Bertrand, he admitted, was a fictitious' Lane, the author of “Rush to Judg-
: inumber of quesuons. One of Bundy’s. name he had used in order to protect ™ inent, . who, togcthel with William

ifellow-inmates - in*ithe Parish Pnson, a friend "of his, a bartender in the: Turner, a staff writer for Ramparts, °
- 'Miguel Torres, told an N.B.C. inter- French Quarter. Andrews acknowl- . spent months assiduously combing Gar-.
.lviewer that Bundy ‘had. admitted to ‘edged that he had perjured. hlmselE‘ rison’s files on the case for new clues -
[ Thim that he was testifying for Garrison: prewous]y, and said, “It doesn’t make ;. and dewsmg mfremous schtmes to pro- -

{}¥*hecause it’s the-only. way that I can{ any difference to-me if I'm convict: ¥
liget cut lonse™—indicating that unless;ed. ;... Clay Shaw is not Chy Ber:

‘he did testify, his.probation weuld be! ‘trand. Indict me if you want to,? " - by makmg Xerox coples of the evi--|
| revoked and he would have to com= ,' Andrews was subsequently ar-- dence Lane might be jeopardizing the
’p]etc :a five-yearsentence in~ pnsnn. ralgned tried, and convicted for per- [.case, Garnson rephed that Lane and
‘{ Bundy ‘was subsequently arrested on- a' “jury. Although the conviction is being | Turner_ were wntmg the official his--
I charge of robhery.:Another mm‘.:c, -appealed,” Garnson declared that this | tory of the i mvestxg-\tmn. 7} Reports on
i ]ohn ( the Baptist) Cancler, said in an: rcprcsented ‘a major conwcnon veiin | “developments in..Texas .came from
{ interview that Bundy had told- him’ connection with this case.” It was, if | Penn Jones, Jr., the edltor of the Mid--;
- 'that his account of- :the events at Lake: anything,*a Pyrrhic victory. Assistant | lothian, Tems, Mxrror and the :xuthor. ;
- Pongchartrain- was';a fabrication. *Of: District Attorney Alcock charged that [ of a series of booklets. «called “Forgive
“cotrse, felons are"not known for théiriithe name Bertrand had been “foisted | My Grief,” the most celebratcd feature
“probity, and Garrison *dismissed - the: ‘on the world” by Andrews, but 1fj of which was a dcath count of mdl.

")
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viduals who were’ cven permher-llly
" connected with the assassination, and
from Ailan Chapman, a knight-errant :

. in a twoe-hundred-year-old .

crusade against the Illummau
(supposedly a worldwide
conspiracy of intellectuals
who now control the tele-,
vision networks). Harold
Weisherg, the author of a

" numerically consecutive series
*of books called “White-
wash,” was charged with the

task of going through the
twenty-six volumes of the
Warren Commission’s testi-

-=-= mony and evidence for new
- lezds relevant to Garrison’s investi-
- ;rgation. Two specialists in photographic
"% interpretation, Raymond Marcus and
i Richard Sprague, scanned - films of

ily neglected “pieces : that : mlght fit)
‘into- what Garrison calls < his- ¢
7 puzzle.”” "2 Three+ trouble-shooters-at~

:California at San Diego and the author
“of “The Second .Oswald,” 3" conject-

suggests that. the assassination was per-i
formed not -by - Oswald ~but " by " his|
Doppelginger; and  the ~night-club{
feomedian Mort” Sahl. Although these|:
#i+ famateur sleuths, ‘who sometimes refer |
to. themselves as:the Dealey. Plaza Ir-1
regulars, ‘have* provnded Garrison with
.{the bulk of the“new-“‘evidence” that}{
he-has cited “in numerous publc ap~
‘{pearances—he “appeared on”riumerous’
{radio and television shows in the course
2 of a coast-to-coast tour arranged in

‘[connection - with | the ‘Playboy: inter-|
:} view—they “have " occasionally- proved |

a source of friction- for- the professional

vin Dealey -Plaza that day in. Dallns, On what sort of evidence was this® °
G1rnson S!.'ltE(l on te]ewsmn that the':extraurdnmry consplr'lcy predxc'tted"‘"
bullet that killed President Kennedy i Garrison’s methad nf deducing the last N
-was “fired by & man standing in & member of the tcam is perhaps xnr!xe1-.§
sewer manhole.” Thus, Garrison '\dd--!'tlvc. The figure of what may he reck.’
‘ed a sixtzenth man to the team that he |} oned as the sixteenth assassin was ex-
claims carried out the assassination and f'tl“lPOI'ltcd from two photographs taken .
1a fifth spot from which he has said the : | about ‘ten minutes after the assassina-
,'shots were fired. Six months before, ition. The first shows a man in a dark
(Garnson had theorized that there were ; ;Suft :lpp'lrcntly examining a curb near

on]y two assassins—one in the Te)ns ‘the spot where President Kennedy was !
School Buok Depository Building and = shot, with twe policemen shown lonk-
one on the so-called grassy knoll, Just ing on. Garrison claims that he can
ibeyond the building and on the same’ detect in this photograph a - pebblelike -

side of the street. After d:scussmg the.” object partly concealed .by the heavily

!

there was another riieman in the near-: OhJCCt is 2 45-calibre buller “which - -
by Dal-Tex Building, Garrison accom-, kﬂled ]ohn Kennedy, which has mark- -
modatingly "added 'a third rifieman; 'ings on it that would show [that] the®
there, and ‘also exonerated Oswald ! automatic” gun from which it came
from having fired any of the shots.h[wns al handgun.” The bullet is not -

case with Weisberg, who belicves that _matted grass, and he states that this B

‘ the assassination- to- detect previous~
‘jigsaw |

‘silar've also assisted—Jones Harris, with |
{'whom I had:gone through “the ‘evi- !
‘dence when +E. first- arrived ‘in"* New
' Orleansy Richard H. Popkin, a*profes-
sor of philosophy at the University, of _Garrison a blowup of a truck parked

}

fural essay - originally puhhshed in~the L]une, Garnson was- saying “‘that the
New- York: Review of : Books” wmch;

<“linvestigators on Garrison’s staff. .+ ™
1¢ +A member of Garrison’s ‘staff who,"
. {has ‘worked on 'the: investigatiori since:
tits inception has described the- contnbu-l

Jis tat the only ‘way' they can’.make af
trong “impression “on - Garrison®‘is by |
Zicoming up with flamboyant nonsense,
. thus hoping to be hired as someone |
"with original ideas. They therefore:
*'represent a serious threat to the san;ty.;
“of the investigation..One: of them has’|
.a bad habit of steering’ Garrison into |
¢ crackpot directions; such as the ‘Storm
: Drain__Theory,’" to which Garrison
ftends to be susceptih]e.
Chapman, " the ? Illuminati ~specialist, ’
‘lent his support” to the theory that a;

stion of the amateurs this way: “The; the conspiracy” grew steadr]y In the
“|trouble- with these " third-rate- students f early stages of the investigation, Garri-

‘When Allan!!

{ hot had been fired from a storm dram 'Nazx suhstructure.

Then Marcus came along with a blow—l
up ‘of some trées and shadows on the:
grassy knol] clanmmg that this revealed:
four gunmen in cowboy hats, and Gar-l
rison-added four. more assassins to- the:
band. (Two of them, he has suggested, i
were there to pick ‘up stray cartridge:

|cases.) ‘Next, Jones - Harris "showed’

"behind a plcket fence, and the ® com-l
mando team” grew by two. By mid- (.

assnssmatlon was performed by a four-
‘teen-man " téam-"of * Cubdn guerrilla ;.
ﬁghters. Finally, after discussing the’
matter at some length with Professorl
'Popkin,” Garrison posited a “‘second .
- Oswald,” who was'sent to'impersonate

“the first ‘Oswald at the scene. (This un-;*

derstandably disconcerted some mem-.
bers of his staff, since the presence of; -
a second Oswald would ténd to vitiate:
 the legal case against Clay Shaw: Did!

| Shaw conspire with Oswald, ‘as he i xs

accused of doing, or with an imper-!
‘sonator? ) The assassins were support-. *
ed, according to Garrison, by Jack
Ruhy and some members of the Da”as.
"Police Department. A
" Although the exact number of as-1'
sassing changed from one.public state-
ment to the nex, the “forces behind

son told Senator Russell Long that only
'a few insignificant men were involved.
‘Then, after ‘Ferrie’s’ death,” Garrison
'began ‘to specify the guﬂty parties,
identifying them as a band of perverts
and anti-Castro Cubans. With the ar-
rival of the demonologists, however, |
the conspiracy was rapidly escalated to,
include Minutemen, C.I.A. agents, oil "
mﬂhonalres, Dallas policemen, muni-
tions exporters, Ythe Dallas establlsh-
'ment,”; reactionaries, White Russians, :
.and certain clements of ¢ the mvnsn'b}:l

B

“had “gat; the, bullet " clutched in. his

'_’tennon from the ‘snipers,”:

}readﬁy visible to the naked eye; in fact,
'according to one member of Garrison’s
“ 'staff the photograph i8 so gmnx that it
is difficult even.to dxsnnguzsh thc. curb
from the grass." The-other phomgrnph
taken’ seconds Iater, shows the man in
the “dark’ suit walking "away " with his
hands closed. Flashing this photognph
in front of television cameras in Dallas, .
Garrison declared that the man (from
his appearznce Garrison has’ somehow.
surmlsed him to be a “federal agent”’ )i

9

'hand, the bullet that kﬂled ]rhn Ken-
nedy.” 'Garrison has never .explained
_how he could. determine from a photo-
‘graph that 2 bullet was being held in a
tman’s closed fist—and even discern 1ts
calibre. However, this was’ the “evi-
‘dence”. that Garrison cited in support
‘of the theory that an. assassin was in a
Zsewer and of his own charge on tele-
“vision “that “the "bullet which _ killed
John Kennedy, which fell in the grass
:with pieces of ‘the President’s. head,
was in the hands of the federal govern--
!ment ten minutes after the President.
‘was dead.” And Garrison went even
;further. “This means.that the’federal ™
.government. knowmg]y participated .in -
’frammg Lee Oswald,” he said. “Lyn-
-don Johnson had to. know this. - " ;
... Although most of the assassing Were .
,identified onIy as projections .of con-
lnected dots in enlargements of. photo-
| i graphs of trees and shnxbbery, the man :
'whom Garrison identificd in "Play l:ay
.as the seventh member of the assassina-
;tion team turned out, much to the Dis- """
'trxct .Attorney’s embarrassment;. to be.
'a real person. Garrison alleged that. this -
seventh .man S'created. 2 diversionary /.
actmn in order to dxstr'lct people’s =" i
expl.-umng P

‘Thzs. mdmdual screamed, £




j: Irregu!ars provcd..hc!pful ‘not* snmp!y

cinity of the knall just before
the President’s motorcade . "+
reached the ambush point.” © .
Garrison further described”
this man, presumably onc of a
number of anti-Castro Cu-
ban paramilitarists,. as being
clad in green combat fa-
tigues. As it happened, how-
ever, the person  Garrison
. was talking about was Jerry
Boyd Belknap, an_employee
of the Dallas - Morning
News, who had fainted in

- Dealey Plaza about twenty minutes be-..

‘fore the motorcade arrived. Belknap
“explained to the F.B.I. that he had had
;frequcnt fainting spells since he suf-

, fered a serious head injury in an auto--
.rhobile accident:in31960, and that he’

~:had .been receiving-daily medication to
“prevent these spells. - When- Garrison

~

him-to be, heitold: his staff: to’

liad located this seven&h mcmber of the
«commzndo team. ’}ff’ T

evxdence constantly ‘Garrison’s corps of

_ reiterate old charges but would present
.wnew- evidence, - Garrison - telegraphed
Carson accepting the impromptu offer.
""And on the evening of last January
5 31st Carson devotéd most of his show
to an interview ‘with Garrison. When

+: Carson asked Gatrison to reveal the

- i"new evidence that:he-claimed he had,

! Garrison reached”into-a black leather

l
+
[

- portfolio he held in his lap and pulled
Lout some photographs, which, he said,
7showed suspects~ bemg ‘arrested: “im-

1’ rnedlatc]y after thé'assassination “Here
“t'are the pictures of five-of them being

“.arrested,” he said; “and they’ve never

" been shown before.” -He went on to
[ 1§ ;

say, “Several of?“these men ‘arrested

i ’-.' have been connected by our oﬂicc with

the Centrnl Intelligence Agency.” The

" _ new evidence. Garrison pre-
sented ‘that night had been
~ found ‘by- Allan Chapman
" some’ wcekx bcfore, in"the
photographlc departmen'!' of

- ,learncd that the - man who fainted "was’
- not the pararm'lmnst ‘he had presumed
forget:
i+ about” the- mattérS-Yeein “hispublic’

"smtemencs he: contmucd to say“that he’

i1

old ewdencc.

el its share of crank letters, publicity seek-

i the Dallas Txmc‘:' Herald,

Robert Hollingswerth, man- | P

- aging editor of the Times-
. Herald, has told me that he ¢
t personally inspected with a
7 m1gmfym glass the photo=. :
graphs given to Chapman,

" and that they showed noth-
ing more than some bystand-
ers, two of whom were em-
ployed in the “building in ,
which Oswald worked, being !
- routinely questioned by po- ,

-, licemen. Carson, who was,. of course,

secing the pictures for the first timc, :
had no way of knowing who. the
individuals in the pxcturcs were or
whether they were in fact “being ar-:
rested,” and he had no way of chal-
lengmg .Garrison’s claim that. they
were connected with the C.I.LA. What
Uarrison presented to the public that-
hight, then, was not actually “new
evidence—witnesses ~ pictured in . his
photognphs -had’; testified hefore the. |
VVarren_Commnssmn-—but new “and [}
:ota]ly unsubstannated mterpret:mon of

. Any sensational murder case attracts

i €T3, and bogus tips, and, whereas most
| district attorncys regard such offers of |

ithem ‘a, nch source of new witnesses,!
d!zgmg out new’ évidence’ ‘but,“on f,cady to provide allegations and dis-' in ‘an airplane crash in_ 1957, Garnson
{occasion, in fi ndmg °PP°"“”'"'“’3 “fof closures of the sort required to keep hxs| thought his story. “worth pursuing, and
{Garrison to present it When' Mort-: ‘story’current i the press.. Although it} “sent a former assistant district attorney,
; Sahl appeared onithe Johnny' Carson i extremely doubtful whether any of. Willizm R. Martin, to "Missouri. to
* television show L"St ‘January and com® these volunteer _witnesses will ever! question hlm- Nagell insisted -that’ He.,
pL-nned about’ the' coverage. that' the _testify in court, “the case of a. mnn: had proof of thé" conspiracy in the form_,
carjous media h‘ld. given ‘the District” .named Donald Philetus Norton illus-: of tape recordings stashed away; in’ a
ttorney and. his® c'xsc, Carson'‘agreed “'trates the use to which the testimony of steamer trunk in Cahfomm. When no"
;to . have- Garrison? on :his “program; such “secret witnesses” can be put m! ‘recordings could« be' found; howcver,
'provnded that' Hel"would not merely. the open arena of public opinion. Nor-! Nagell t.old Marnn',,"They ve stolen

help. as a nuisance, Garrison found

ton, a thlrty-four-ycar-old night-club
entertainer, got in touch ‘with Gar-
rison-in June, 1967, claiming that he
had been a C.I.A. courier, and that he
had"delivered ﬁfty thousand dollars to
a man who was “a dead ringer for

Oswald” in Mexico in 1962 and had|.

received a hundred-and-fifty-thousand-
dollar “plckup” from David Ferrie in
1958. He said, furthcr, that he would:
like to work as an investigator for
Garrison. - Norton* was . immediately
brought ° to New Orlcqns from Van-

couver, where he was ]lvmg at thel.

tlmc, ‘and was interrogated by Garri-}
son’s pseudonymous intelligence expert
Bill Boxley. Though Norton was more
than willing to identify Oswald, Ferrie,
and even Shaw as C.I.A. agents, his
story contained so many contradictions
and _implapsibilities that Boxley and
other staff members concluded that he
would be totally ineffective as,2 wit~
ness.

: lnvolvcment in thc asassmatxon con-

- Although the court records :indicated

(It was_later revcaled that. thl:“'°""d more C°°P°mt“’° than JCCU'

was a convicted bank embezzler with'al ! ™"
prison record:) But even though Nor-'
ton was turned down in July as a pos~.
snble court’ wntness, Garrison referrcd
jto him-as a *“secret. witness” in the
!interview that appeared in the October*
.issue of Playboy. “We-have evidence -
.tlnt Oswald maintained his C.I.A..
icontacts ., . . and that Ferrie ‘was also
employed by the C.IA.,” he an-. :
 nounced. “In this regard, we will pre-. -
‘sent in court a . witness—formerly a
'C.LA. courier—who met both Ferrie
¥and Oswald officially in their C.I.A.
!connection.” This “courier” was sub~ -f -
.scquen:]y identified by a member of .
; Garrison’s saff as Norton. . . ... ..
.Another witness who was found in
! the mail—this one with Professor Pop-
ikin’s assistance—was. Richard . Case_
: Nagell, an inmate of a federal institu-:
tion for the criminally insane in Spring- -
“field, Missouri. Nagell had been arrest- .
jed whilc he. was attempting . to’ rob a..
| bark.in El Paso in Septemher, 1963,
' and had been sent to prison. .. Am.r thc.
‘a.ssassmanon, “he’ cI:umed that he had:
~ purposely got hifmself arrested in orde;
.to provide hxmsclf with an alibl for hxs

spxracy, his part,in it, he said, had been .
‘to kill Oswald, ‘who was the patsy.’

that Nagell. had Suffered brain damage.

P |
!

the tapes,” and_refused to discuss the .
matter any. “further. Though  Nagell,
like Norton, was rejected as’ ;x court
_witness, Garrison continued to’ use Na- ~
gell’s story to bolster his case m puhlxc.
;Explaining Oswald’s ‘role as 2 patsy in”’
the conspxra;:y, Garrison stated in his’
Playboy interview, “We have evidence |
that the plan was to have him [Os-
wald] shot as a cop killer in the Texas,
[Theatre ‘while resisting arrest.” . Gar- |-
rison said he was Unable to drvulge the -
lcvxdencc at” the “timé, ' but’ the whole

~ Another "confidential “witriéss with’;
whom Garrison_has spent a good deal
of time is a Dallas ex-convict who was
“recently under suspicion in Texas for at< : 1~
‘tempted murder, According to Thomas ™~
Bethell, this witness “drops into the |
office at fairly frequent intervals and
-readily identifies’ almost anyone you'
*show him'3a photograph of.”_He has

T




* sponded to attacks made on

rate. Of thirteen nely witnesses found and the unsubstantiated testi-

through the mail or with the help of mony of unstable witnesses, =~ = — : ’hls. tflesws that t'hcrc was a .
the Irregulars assisting Garrison, nearly .why has the press been so T conspiracy to kill Prestdc:u
all have turned out to have criminal ineffective in checking Gar- : . 5§<=nnedy has been by }RIK';
‘records or to have been under psychi- “rison! In his study of the . .1ing about a second conspiracy
‘atric eare. . . late Senator Joseph R. Mc- - . . . :|that grew out of the first
. The “maiibag,” as all of the unso- Carthy, Richard H. Rovere - ) goan-—a.cnnspiracy.' of secre- .
licited tips and offers to testify are called- demonstrates_how a certain _ 5—- _-oley dedicated to .cor.lcealmg_f .
around the District Attorney’s office, kind of demagogue;, when he -~ | the truth about the assassination., As -

has led to one arrest. William Turner, i assailed by the press, can turn the! in a speech he gave -last December .

‘the Rarmparts staff writer (and a for-' hostile criticism to his own advantage. . :“‘ New: Mexico jocularly--entitled -
* mer employee of the F.B.1.), ran across. Such a demagogue builds his polidcal | The Rise of the Fourth Reich, or - .
an anonymous letter alleging that a base on the:systematic exploitation of | How to Conceal the Truth About an ..
. Californian named Eugene Bradley had inchoate fears, and sets about organiz- &; Assassination Without Really Trying,” .
once made inflammatory comments on ing a popular flight from reality. To ! Gar rison often scems more decply pre- - N
* President Kennedy. Checking through . him, even the most vocal censure, how= i occupied with exposing an - insidious .
__a file he keeps on right-wing extremists, 'ever adverse its ostensible effect, repre- s misprision on- t{‘-‘ part ?f .fed_crn] au=e
“"Turner<ound an Edgar Eugene Brad-. sents useful publicity, for the more n‘g'_,,_:;:.thonnes than. Wlfh §mb]l§h'"g_ the f"‘FB L
" ley, who raised funds fof a.radio. pro-;;orously he is assaulted by thé press, the'§ of the assassination iself. To be sure,: . -
gram called “20th Century Reforma- imore- prominently  he- figures in the‘-};such--gn obsessional concern ‘with-gov-.
tion Hour,” and who happened to have, |popular imagination. A false charge has ¥.ernmental - suppression --is- not.-a-" new
been in Texas on the day-of the assas-. . to.be: repeated if it is to be: refuted, and ‘ phenomenon, .nor " is it lim.ed' to- the;
sination—though in.-El Paso,snot :in4 if .the charge happens:to- be- more 3p,1;};a.§sass1nanon=lsslfc.'ﬂ" h"EOI'“C"‘I"?"C‘f"“)‘}i
i Dallas. On the-basis,of ,this;informas i, pealing .- than ;;the; truth it:sis- entirelys. [ gisc Edwar d Shils has pointed to a high-:
-~ tion,, Gar:isb‘ri','sw‘ho ;ii't..':th'e' -:'n'me,jyva'é .-possible that._it, rather than-its refuta— -!Y suggestive link between the gener a.l g
i Los Angeles. raising, funds, himself,|. ton, will.win general. credence: This. jized fear- of SCC"?CY"aﬂd-J}hC'P O‘I‘JUISSI
“Y-7telephoned his office in New Orleans;. is especially likely to occur.if the dem-., tr. adition in America. ’I’" his book *The:,
:‘and ordered’ Assistant. District - Attor=| agogue’s charge offers a more or less i Torment of Sccrecy,™ he-argues that
' hey_ Alcock to’ issue a .warrant_for|. plausible. explanation of .disturbing |2 repugnance towar d secrecy is so'deep--
<. Bradley’s arrest,. charging, him |,with|.events, and. if its refutation depends on..-ly ingrained in-American political life
¥ |conspiracy to kill President Kennedy.| the word of government officials; since:| that even in matters-involving i1ational
Bethell, reported concern,, amorg: the |, the people most:apt to. accept conspira~{Security. secrecy is. tolerated only as 2
staff members; there’,was. nothing in.!, torial interpretations of history are those: | necessary evil. To exploit this fear of °
- 7 the-files on Bradley except the anony: | .who are most suspicious of both com-.{secrecy, 2 truly Machlavellmn-?olmcun
7| mous letter, and no_one in the.office | plexity and authority. As Rovere points jcould be expected to portray himself as -
. {had even heard of Bradley as a suspect. | out with regard to McCarthy, the dem-. engaged in a life-and-death struggle to.}
‘| The warrant was issued, anyway, and.| agogue soon learns that “the penalties. ; Wrest secrets from some powerful élite. ;.

: Bradley was arrested in Los Angeles,gfor a really auda'ci_ous mendacity are not *that controls the ‘government and the ;- {

’
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¥'tand’ then released in his own: recogni- | as severe as the average politician fears .news media, and to interpret all crjti-- »
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_:"fzance. When  Garrison "returned to, them to be, that, in fact, thers may be rcism levelled against him as part-of a” ;i
| New .Orleans, 'heremarked . that. he | nopenalties atall, but only profit.”” -~ ' plot to conceal the dark truth from the -
;.|s2w little prospect; of ‘Bradley’s ever,| ...In a-sense, the-man who exploits'.;POP“hC&' e LI "““-""
*Ibeing extradited by Governor Reagan..; popular fears builds his reputation on.: -~ ¥he first full-scale’criticism 'of Gar-- 3
After leaving Garrison’s staff, William | the prestige..of his adversaries. The :fison came in the last week of April, |
.1Gurvich said, “Jim has a philosophy | more impressive the list of detractors he .+ 1967, in the Saturday Evening Post, . =}
. rabout. national headlines. He believes | can cite, the more important his charges. - when, in an article entitled “A P IOF'EO ik
e réads the headlines con- | appear to be. “Why are they. trying to .Kill Kennedy ;’,,Rug‘ to-Judgment in . 'k
: " and “chafges . but” few. | destroy me?”.the demagogue asks. But -, New Orleans,” James Phelan revealed | .

‘cerning arréi‘t‘;; ] 4 » PR L |
people read denials or correcting state= | the surest benefit he derives from being - that the crucxal. part of R“55°5 tesi- o0 E
- L e vk 1| publicly- criticized is the “right to re-:..mony—the section incriminating Clay ;- ... f
Ty w Ch seeae oo 1 ply”—a right that is greatly enhanced Shaw—was contradicted by a state-- :

: ‘HE principal consideration oper- ; by the demands of day-to-day report-- ment R“’““’ had made Fafl.‘“ to ?}55‘5"\.
: r':.' . ating to.restrain.;a’ dulyvelected | ing, which cause the press to focus more"%‘:a‘“'iD’sma,' Attorney Sc:amb(;::”_l'he:l
“Fdistrice attorney, from. making -indis- | directly. on the ‘individal-under attack ~ay: Phelan’s story appeared, a”bold
:;Cr'l'lr_!l'na_te .arrests.. and :charges—aside | - than-on the general issue at étjke;fIﬂ-Aheﬁdl‘."e m't.hc Ne‘»‘v 0!’193"} ,§f_4fﬂf .
.from normal. ethical considerations—is |. the demagogue s challeniged on radio ' ftem‘:announced,” “MOUNTING™ EVI--

‘fear of exposure by the press if sup-| or television, he can demand “equal:{DENCE LINKS CIA TO ‘PLOT’ PROBE.””, ! .
.. porting proof should not.be forthcom-! time’! to respond. And, of course, his’ #The article under this head, which im-’-;
. ing. Yet, despite.,cogent  evidence® of: - reply need not restrict itself to a defqhsef‘."Phed that the ..C’-I-_A- was attempting to ..
¢~'malfeasance on Garrison’s part report-! -of his original ‘position. Tndeed, to ‘ob-+block: Garrisan’s efforts, because for- .
' “ed by a number of journalists, public-. fuscate the issue further and mitigate - {Mer 2gents were involved in the con- ",
* “opinion polls indicate. that there has ac-- 'the attack on him, the demagogue may *:Spiracys,’ had been prepared by several | PRt
tually been a substantial increase in the ._strike out in an altogether different di- -States-Item reporters, including Hoke .* -~
number of people,. not only. i_n-;Louisi-g'_rcqrion.»v For he is, typically, concerned - }¥13y ‘and Ross _YQ_CkCY» ‘;‘{hq at the
““ana but throughout the; country,;who}-not with : substantive - issues but ‘with' {ime. were working' closely. with Gar- +
" share Garrison’s belief in a conspiracy.: - z*tiways. of ' manipulating = the, jfiSon on the investigation. Whether
. IFin fact his case is based on ot izi R =1 by~ design or by accident, the charges -
- litde more than wild rumors’; & y KA re= '
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. New Orleans. = . ‘ " would only add ta the efiect of ¢rim- |fromi a source as™dibiots as

Two weceks Ia[cr’ fn an 3rtfcle wn't- l'nan)' chargfng an F.B-I- ﬂgent. But ]‘.L"dctcct()r tests ]cft the prO. -; ’

. ten by Hugh Aynesworth, Newsweek Garrison had second thoughts about . gl‘:l.m’s Cf’{‘“_'l"-"f""s oper o
reported that a-friend of David Ferrie’s attacking the F.B.I. and, according to [S¢rIOuUs cnticism, T e -
had been offered a three-thousand-dol- Gurvich, chose the C.LLA. because, as = Garrison,  however, “did R

~lar bribe o implicate Clay Shaw in Garrison himself put it, “they ‘can’r |00t bother with seripus />

~“the conspiracy. The offer had been afford to answer.” criticism  of the~ program’s © "1 - 7l
~ secretly tape-recorded by the witness’s  On the evening' of June 19th,

content; instead, he launched bis coun~
- lawyer. Although. the tape left it un- N.B.C. devoted an hour to a critical | teratack by denouncing N.B.C. as a "
© clear whether the money was to be in  examination of Garrison’s investigation, |PArYy to an “Establishment” conspiracy
. payment for true information or false,  cntitled “The J.F.K. Conspiracy: The |0 destray him. “All of the screaming |
it 'was damaging under any circum-' Case of Jim Garrison.” The first pare -and hollering. now being heard is evio.©:
stances. (At one point, Garrison’s rep- of the program dealt withw Russa’s | dence that we have caught a very large
- -resentative “said, “We can change allegation that he had seen Oswald, |fish,” he prochimed the morning after

. N . 2 .
LY B

the story around.”). When Garrison. Shaw, and Ferrie plotting the assassina- : the N.B.C. show. “It-is ohvious that b

learned of the impending Newsweek “tion at a partyin Ferrie’s apartment in ’thcre are- clements in \V:lsllfngtuti',-:-
- disclosure, he preparcd a memorandum  Stptember of 1963. The N.B.C. res'i D.C., whicih are’desperate because we

on C,LA. participation in the assassina. -porters demonstrated that at least one' | ar¢ in the process of uncovenng' ther -
i tion;_this document promptly found ity othef person present at the party naa * | hoax.” Ta account for N.B.C.’s inter- -

way into the hands of Yockey. and not scen Shaw or Oswald there and - est in his investigaiton,” he. told an: in- %
* May; who wrote it up in an exclusive that Ferrie’s bearded roommate, who i terviewer that the network ®is owned ©7
-.story in the States-ftem. Upon being] Russo claimed was Oswald, had been i by Radio Corporation of Amierica*one
.+ asked about the, Newsweek . charges, jidentified by other people at the par-<kof the top ten defense contractors 'in
;- Garrison answered’by confirming the [ty as James:Lewallen. ‘The program ,tthe. country.” (Tt is~actually*twenty="|
< States-Item report.on the C.LA./¢The |'then concentrated on.Garrison’s inves— =s¢venth;- according _to° the*Deépartment
federall” ":igchi.j’r;-.;f&.,}}f’: concealed:Lvitml | tigatives methods, and a parade of wit-ti32f -Defense.) - Garrison “addéd, < "Albofx;
knowledge regarding, President; Kens nesses: was: presented to allege “that {these- ladics “of theevening™ares very ="
wdy’s assassination,, and. their superiors. Garrison representatives had attempted ;i-much alike—the preferred- cistomer is
.whoarc now 'ehghgcd;.in.;:':i._.,dediéé't‘ed;1tn -bribe .or intimidate them.- In - ad- ;i=the one: with the: big hankroll and ‘any’
= leffort “to " discrediv, and . obstruct’; the dition; N.B.C. revealed. that -both of if- position - he suggests /is ' eagerly -~ as-:7
» gathering of evidence,” are guilty of .Garrison’s key witnesses, Russo and ;| sumed.” Morcoyer, Garrison - implied ¥t
*.being accessaries. after. the. fact to_one ;Bundy,.had. failed lie-detector tests. he- ¢ that the . program had “heen® sécretly;
{ - of the ‘cruclest murders in our history,”; ‘fore testifying: at the preliminary hear-i& financed by the C.LARANAEIAR 2 uiys
. he declared, and he:went on to ' warn.,ing. Frank McGee, the. N.B.C. anchor - Garrison. demanded -equal “time;
. that™“the arrogant. totalitarian_ efforts;;man; concluded, “The case he has buile /. N.B.C.: granted™“him "a-half: hour “of
“"of these federal agencics to obstruct the -against Clay Shaw is based on testi- = prime:cvening time on July*15,1967,5%"
" discovery of truth-iS a matter which I mony tha: did not pass-a lie-detector .. to reply to the. charges. Once an-the. 3
+ intend o bring to light?, An'article in’ st Garrison “ordered—and Garrison  ait, however, i said, “1 ‘am not evei 71
| the”New York' Times. the, followirg knew, it.”. . The lie-detector, cvidence i going to bather to dignify the foolish=" 73 7
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| day“attested o "Garrison’s success in, that N.B.C. used to cap its case against : “ness which Nerwstizek and N.B.C.and?
iblurring issues; . although the ‘Times, Garrison was almost certinly- the i some of the other néws agencies have™3:
i jarticle focussed on’the Newsweck re- weakesz part of that casc.: The lie-de- - tried to ‘make you belicve -ahout .my 7i~
. ‘port, " the headline™ read;” “GARRISON -, tector test carrics a certain authority in - office,” and went an-to denounce the:
! "CHARGES C.I.A. AND, F.B.I.. CONCEA,L.',,thc popular imagination, because it ap- - media for manipulating the news. After™
_EVIDENCE ON OS'\\{.il;b'.f’; . ~t{"“ . pears to give.an unambiguous answer— ' giving five specific examples ‘of - $supeTH T
~: Garrison contim,iéii his offensive by .the man is cither lying or telling the * P"c-f’scd ""W?‘:"’«"e‘- presented - his - fae=s 5
issuing a subpoena for Richard Helms, truth—and Newsweek, the Chicago - miliar argument that the attacks on his 3=
¢ the dircctor of the Central Intelligence . Tribune, ‘and the Hearst Headline. - case attested to its validity: .25 if our-3i= -
| Agency, deman dihg" !hat.'Helm!,a pro-_"!'sc""i“ also used lie detectors to dem- - 'in.vcstig:.uim_: Wwas-as’ bay.wirc as- they ==
duce a photograph showing Oswald in.,onstrate that. Garrison’s éase was hascd #'would Jike to Jlave- you think, then you %
the company of a- C.I.A. agent.in . on untruths. But the lie detector is in 5<u.r9uld. not see sucl) a codirdinated bar-"4"
i Mexico. Subsequently, ,it. was made - fact mercly a device for measuring the |- rage coming’ from the news centers in~ T
+ plain that Garrison‘had ne reason. to emotional stress that a witness is under- - the East.” And he concludéd, *.. . as-
. helieve that a “photograph. showing geing while he is heing questioned. Such . long as T am :dwc., no one is going 1o <
Oswald  with a C.LA. .agent . had.. stress may indicate nervousness over de- {-stop me from sceing that- you obtain
ever’ existed, but Garrison’s -subpoena. . ception, or. it may indicate. any of a|.the full truth, and*nothing less than the', 7%
drew national covéfagé and té'ndcd,gO:-;nllmhct of .other _emotional,respnnscs.Nfull' .t'ruth,.; and: no fairy- tales.” Gar= e
dilute’ further the' effect of the. News-:J. Edgar. Hoover had informed the:li rison had an audience; of some twenty
week: story. It isworth “noting that.. Warren Commission in a memoran-! million, and for-that, Re said in:his '3~
before Garrison subpoenaed the direc- dum that lic-detector tests were un-' . . - .. Playboy interview,” hc-was | °
tor of the Ccntml'_Intclligencc. Agen- reliable and of dubious value. .. - e “singularly grateful 0 Walter 715
cy he had considcréd,,"anothverorhove—_;.N-B-C-:"h“d : assembled - a sz s Sheridan,” ane of those who ‘§
arresting' Regis Kennedy,”an_ F.B:I,  guod deal of cogent, if com- ¢ 'had prepared the N.B.C. ‘eri<;
agent in New Orleans who had. taken  Plex, evidence to show that . e tique of his case. s vy glaaStus
~.partin ‘the governmients investigation j Russo’s ﬂ“"lm‘i“.n -Was un-- _ - Garrison's gratitude - was '3
of the assassination. Garrison explained frue. But for it to resort i~ less than_total, :-NotJong’
to. Gurvich that. although . the, agent finally to a simple. indictment,
charge, -.the' denial tbased “on , evidence , drawn'
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- after the *N.B.Cx progmam,’3-+
- # he-issued.: warrants ‘for;_the =
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arrest of dheridan and also
Richard Townley, whe had
assisted in the preparation of
the show, charging them
+ with attempred bribery, Spe-
- cifically, Garrison  alleged
that they had offered Perry Russo
a free trip to Califarnia, But if this
offer technically constituted an act of ..
: bribery, Garrison himself had taken:
“considerable pains to hait the trap. He
" told me himself that he had directed .
" Ruso to speak to the reporters over.,
~a monitored phone and inquire °
-what protection they ‘could offer:

- himy if he were to_change his’ tesci- .
mnn) The purpose was, as he put it,

give N.B.C. cnough rope to hang !

A melf’ In his public statement on the
“matter, Garrison - charged ‘that'the
+IN:B.C. program “will* pmh'tbly stand

Y

«} for many years to come as a ‘symbal of ;!

i+sthe length to which some’ powerfuT out
Lusidesi interesty ares willing: to’ go-i orde

2 r>rlnz\,rrere‘-\mtl'M smte omlernment. i
s

.\fm. it had hecome quue clear th"lt iwas arreSted in Ohio. After snme ini- "}
,criticism of Garrison’s case’ could be ‘tial reluctance,” Governor = James :
“used to generate a spectre of cone_ " Rhodes, of Ohio, finally agreed to ex- !
spiracy, Garrison took the lngical next -tradite Novel to Louisiana if Garrison |
_step and started creating pseudo-nttacks ,“"’“ld complete the papers within 5""-'}'
ion himself. When reporters in Tokyo ; days. Garrison, however, did not take
asked Chief Justice Earl Warren his jthe steps that were necessary. As the -
opinion: of the Garrison investigation, deadline approached, Assistint Districe .
he replied, “I want ta skirt this very | Attorney Alcock asked if he should re- *
- carcfully, because the case could some- {turn the papers to Ohin, and Garrison -
day come before the Supreme Court.” | told him not to bother. And yet in the
Pressed as to whether Garrison pos-}-Playboy interview Garrison insisted,
sessed any evidence that might contra-' “The reason we were unable to obt:un
“dict the findings of the Commission he | Novel's extradition from Ohio...is:
-had- headed, ‘the Chief Justice an-{‘that there. are- powerful ferees “in

i

;
g

'swered, “T've heard that he cluims to
‘have such information, but I haven’t
iseen any.’ Garnson immediately char-
‘acterized this “new counterattack” as

;A.“hcav"y" artillery whistling in  from
:Tokyo,” and said in a press release, “It
is'a. little disconcerting to find the Chief |
Justice - of : the”. United - States - on his

~._hand3x.and knees:trying - to. tie. some
sticks of-dynamite:to the casc. How=}

ever;.'the Chief --Justice 15 a practxcal

tspiracy:- (Novel’ i suxng,_Garnsnn and

kir mish | man. and I expect he knows what he is
twith o N.B. C., \Vﬂham G'-"""Ch f°"- domg. .+. The last time he was called |¢

signed. ‘assione 4of his- '""“mg"‘m’s: into action to ‘perform a service was|

Washington who find it imperative ta -

conceal from the American public the

truth about the assasananon..’ He went .
on te indicate ‘that Novel ‘Was now a
_material witness in his case. -md, ac-’
‘cording to mtorneys for Novel, 1mphcd
“that his former mvestxgatm’_ L Was
- somehow . connected -with. . the:; con~

Playboy for* ten’ ‘million ;dollars --in
pumnve and cdmpénsatory damages.)
And ina "spcech ‘10" the: Radro and:
“Television *'News ik Asocx'ation--"-"‘of.

> Southérn Cahfornm, in Los- Angelee

fter telling Scnator- Robeért” Fi- Ken-- when - the President of the United!

“Garrison " cited ' his’ f'\ﬂure to_obtain_

t"

ynedy: that there-was Tio-basis"in’ fact
‘¢1 and:z no:-material? eviden¢e™%int Garri-?
wwns case, »Gurvich’s pnv-ue-detecnvel
f agency-had conducted most: of the lie
“pfdetector tests=that’ Garrisoit~had “or-
} dered, and at the time of his resxgnanon
i Gurvxch had in his possessmn a master
4 file of the principal evidence in‘the cise.”
+This defection not only made for em-: -
barrassing headlines but opened up ‘the” !
5 possibility- that . Garrison’s fund’ of - con=: |
.fidendal information—or -his-lack of
“isuch-a fund—would be-madeé public.
v#In-a statement to the press; Garnson '
: ’descnbed Gurvich’s resignation as the;
1Intest move. from the Eastern’ ‘head-,
fquarters of the' Establishment to at-
-+ { tempt to discredit-our investigation.” It
-was: all . part--of ‘2 “codrdinated “plot .
“vagainst him. In“Znother pres rel.ase,
N he said, “All they are doing is proving
:two. thlngs -first; that we were correct
“when we uncovered ‘the involvement
.of the Central Intelligence Agency in
. Fthe. assassination ; ssecond, that. there'is.
ol some:hmg very wrong today ‘with ‘our
“'government in Washington, D. C'.“, in-,
-:asmuch as it is‘willing to"Use ‘massive:
- economic power to conceal the truth
. from the people.” Later, in his Playboy-
- tinterview, Garrison implied that Gur-,
1 vich had been a C.LAj infiltrator from*
ithe start. He also charged:Gurvich'
“with- petty larceny, cl:ummg the file'
that he had was worth ninetcen dollars. ! .
And for good measure, he.‘charged’ on, |
ther "A.B.C. “Page” One!"television |-
i show thac - Senator - Robert Kennedy
“has made a real eﬁort to stop the me

KA
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showed in its last offensive against: the} ‘the ewdence,” and asserted, with the -

|about Ferrie’s participation in a “pick--

States was assassinated by men who had }“Novel’s" extradition " as’’ ewdenec that
been connected with the Central: In-"~Pres;dem Jolinson "was_ putnng pres—
te]lxgence Agency.”, Garrison predlctediﬂsurc on ]oc:tl oﬂicmls to: sécrete., wit
2, new: broadside. from-the federal au<#%nesses’ from him. He went of

‘s thorities: “Judging from the careful}’
- codrdination which the Establishment $:

b cuse Pres:dent ]ohnson ‘of preventlng
i “the people in this country from secing

case, it is safe to.expect that other Cle'” “logic of cui 6ono, e the fact that he -
,ments of the federal government and : has proﬁted fmm ‘the . asassmatmn,,. 4
' national press will now follow up with } most, more than’ any other man, makes’ .;
a-new effort to dlscredxt the cas¢e and Vi lmper:mve that he see that the evi-
the prosecution.” dence is released so that we can know

- Another example. of Gamson s tech- 1 :

nique: mvolved Gordon  Novel, : the ke e g
electronics expert, who had to]d him;

“icEe o

ARRTSON’S tcchmque in'e po
the so-called second conspiracy is:

up”. of munitions from the Schlum-|:
berger Well company, in Houma, Lou-|
isiana.: Nqvel ‘rapidly - advanced " from

- typical of wh'u: Richard Hofstadter has
classified .as “‘the _paranaid. style . .in
*American pohncs, to which. (the feel-""

-ger VVelI company in Houma,

advising - Garrison on anti-eavesdrop-—-="* -/ jno of persecunon is central,”
ping techniques, the: business that h‘ad‘ - ‘{' and which is systematmed in
first>brought him- to Garri- PR .'gmndmse “theories of conspir~
son’s attention, to become a aC). * Still, the fact that Gars
witness against Ferrie and, at ! rison’ expresses his. ideas in. 1
least-in- Garrison’s mind, an - . paranoid style'does'not of it-373
Hinvestigator.”: Then, ac-* self ‘rule,_out, the' pnssfhihty 3
cording to one account, Gar--7 "that thére'is substance to’ his’
rison was told that his inves- ! ; c]alms. Is the C.I.A., for ex-
tigator had been furnishing : .gample, really conce'xhng some:
information to N.B.C. ' re- involvement, of its-agents’in~
porters,-and: Novel was sub- ithe ass:tssnnanon, as Garrison
tpoenacd to appear before a —— has claimed? In May, 1967,
>grand : jury.” Instead of ap- "1 ‘Garrison ‘declared ‘on.the A.B.C.."“Is-
‘pearing, Novel left the state- '} 'sues and Answers” television program
‘and went to Ohio.. Garrison filed bur-]

glary “charges “against . Novel, allegmg£ Agency had " no, role in, .the. planmng or
~that he had participated in “the | conspir- {"intending the assassination of Prcsndent
~acy to steal arms from the Schlumber- | Kennedy. I. think _that would; be -;
and he | l _ridiculaus posmon for a _yone to- uke..

¢
~

iehd .'.‘...v .-—'l--r--. N
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“Of course _the, Central Intelbgence, :
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He has, l\owever, taken precxsely th’xt
* position on several occasions. His ale
legations regarding the culpability of °
the C.I.LA. have varied widely, On !
May 9, 1967,-the C.ILA. was accused
" of merely concealing evidence; by May
18th, Oswald and Ruby were them-
selves identified by Garrison as C.LA. |

employees; on May 21st, the District -
Attorney stated that the C.IA. knew

“the name of every man involved and
the name of the individuals who pulled:
. the triggers;” on May 24th, he.added :
that the C.LA. was present]y hiding:
the killers’ whereabouts; on November- |
' 14th, he decided.that “employees—a
]xmlted number—of the Central Intelli-.
t gence Agency of the U.S. government:
1 are involved in the "ssassznanon,” on-
't January 31, 1968, he- sid-on the:
Johnny Carson show that “the Central
_i| Intelligence Agency was deeply
" volved in- the, assassination ;" *-and tint

for=:Dutch- television - that~ *President:*

PR

.creating the tan]cau——the coverscene—:
beforehand. This is standard fora Cen~""’

g e

""?I +Intelligence: Agency- assassinacion.. ! .was.concealing vital" evidence, When

* EAsi@ matter of fact, the-: C.LA:; when?
: iit;conducts an assassination, ‘describés’
p \as.an executive acnon.*Thls takes“th

-,sm:out of it.-As‘a" matter of facti'to

.1 the C.ILA. employees, the sin ' then be=!
- "comes failing to-do. your job prcperly,
rzin the executive action.. O¢ course, even
-ias I: describe it,. I’'m conscious-of ‘the:
< parallels with regard to Gérmany 'un-
;der: Hitler. What.I'm talkmg about is
nothmg less than- Fascism, which "has-
‘arrived in America.’, 2 {3 :
“Just how solid: the:. basis' for * thése

1 February he said it an interviéw ﬁlmed‘

- by
av

s el or T

A 4’_.‘. - S
; that reveal, it’is implied, that Oswald
~was involved in

project, (3) the fact that the C.LA.

ren Commission had requested, (6)
the identification of Oswald’s C.LA.

t a C.LA. “courier,” and (8) “the con-:
sistent refusal of the federal govern-
‘ment” to provide Garrison with “any
:information” about the role of the

{C.ILA.. in the assassination. This Iast,

‘piece of ¢ evndcncc Garrison calls “the

tchncher. .

! At least half of thc on

‘evidence”

whxch Garrison’s repertory of charges |

‘against the C.ILA. is based is itself de-
duced from evidence that Garrison has
never seen. He has accomphshed this
trick by. simply sketchlng in on the

 tabuld rasa of missing (or nonexxstent) :
: evidence facts: that appear to incrimi--

‘nate’sthe C.LA. If the ‘evidence i3
_missing,.a.revelation of its contents is

_not; of course, easily refuted. And the-
Kcnnedy was killed by elements of: the- cold suspicion of secrecy .qua secrecy also
Central : Intelhgence—Agcncy‘ of Fthel},
‘i United States.goyernment,” going’ °"’"hxde ~-'.:peoplc ‘wonder,
' to: cxp]:un, “The: . Central ! Intellxgcnce lthmg missing in the first place’ » Cons:|-
'Agency v :had, worked for along "m’f ‘sider- Item. No, -1, the missing C.LA.

photograph on which Garrison based
‘his original charge that the C.LA.

"Garrison. subpoenaed Richard Helms,.
the. director of the- C.LA., .he-in-}

--structed him to producc a phomgraph

“that C.I.A. agents had tiken in Mexico |
Clty about seven weeks hefore. the as--
sassination and t.hat, Garrison claimed,
showed Oswald in front of the Cuban |’
Embassy in the company of a C.L.A..

by this. missing snapshit were what led
Garnson to - assert . that the C.LA.

‘| knew the identity of Kennedy’s as-|

sassins and was concealing the- truths

the C.ILAJS U-2

destroyed a document that the War- .

| “babysitter,” (7) the identification of

plays:azpart.s1f: there’s nothing: to
“why ‘is the'|:

agent. ;—The .supposed facts conveyed'

| 'charges is can be d"d““d from G"" ‘But how had this information becn de- o

:F B.I However as it turned out, I,‘."
continued, the man in the phatograph -
~ (which was published in Volume XX :
of the Warren Commission’s tésimony -
‘and cvidence) was obviously not Os-
'wald but a heavyset individual who -
1could not be identified. The staff law-
yer Wesley J. Licheler, who was trying . -
to clarify the incident for the Warren
Commission, inquired of the C.L.A.
whether a photograph showing Oswald -
in Mexico City did in fact exist. He -
‘never received an answer. Garrison .
postulated that the C.I.A. had for-. ..
warded the plcturc of 2 man who was”, | -
not Oswald and had withheld a ‘photo-_ e
! graph that did show Oswald leaving -: P
i.the Cuban Embassy. Furthermore, he ." 7 -
conjectured thir the mast likey reason | .-
for suppresmg such a 9hotognph was
‘that it revealed Oswnld to.be in the'™
company of nnothcr m:m——m(l since -
the identity of this'man was being con- o
cealed, he must have been workmg for.’; |
the C.LA. It seems unhkely that Gar= <.
rison had any knowlcdge of. this phnm-
‘graph- other than-;what he. gathered.
‘from the- account of it in my book, be<
cause he repeats’ thc* det:n]s of that ac~,
' count, including a‘certain, erroneous dc-_
tail: As’ Liebeler; 'wha' ongm:xlly told:
F.me the story, pmntcd out a few_wecks
after, ‘Inquest” .was pubiished, the. pic=
turé in question “had“been taken’ af 2.
man in front of thc Soviet Emh:nssy in,
Mexica City, ‘not the Cuban’ EmhaSS) '
"Yet Garrison repeated the’ cr}nneous
“information (my’ own) o contrive an,
ominous plecc of cwdence that w1s
not simply mlssmg but nonc\'tstent.. .
" Garrison relied on’a.similar d;wce Siay
in his second andi th)rd items of evn-.,.;;,"__
“dence,” éscrtmg that files on "Ferri&' !
‘and the” Presxdcn‘t’s autopsy X-m)'s e

i
L.
¥

“dence " were classsfted “because they'
" 27 “would indicate the ex-* ,_; -

{ -rison’s twcnty-snx-pagc interview “in® Juced from a missing e
'Plagboy, which i doubtless the fullest: . photograph, which Gar- . &

‘and most coherent: single presentamn _rison admits that he has !
‘of his.case to-date. 'When hc was .never seen? ot o
pressed hy . Playboy’s interviewer; Eric!" ~ Actually,” the story
“Norden, for the ‘evidence on whxr.h} of the-C:LA. photo—

. :his charges of C.I.A.. complicity ‘Were! praph had its origin in
based, Garrison mentioned eight specifi ¢ an incident I myself
items: (1) a missing C.LA. photo—‘ first".reported, in my ...
: "graph that shows Oswald in’'the com-; _book ..Inqucst, as a s
i -pany of a C.L. A..agent in Mexico™ bc-i imeans. of. llustrating -
|

fore the - assassination, (2). class15cd h blems. that the '«
‘files’on -David Ferrie,. ‘which’ “would t\’\;as:‘:nengom;xssxo: T e

indicate the exlstcncc of a conspiracy’ Iawyers faced in communicating wuhl acy. (Every onge. in a while, | the evi- ,._'

involving former “employees of . the he C.LA..
C.IA. to kill the President,” (3) sup-. e
pressed-. autopsy - X<rays* “and ‘photo~

According -to my account,!
,.a,man in front of the Cuban Embassy
.in Mexico City before the assassination’

-istence 'of a conspiracy .
nvolvmg former em-: B
ployces of the C.J.A." ..,r"
“Exactly how Garrison -
could specify  what N
“would be md:catcd hy.
* evidence hé had never’
T viewed is left problem-
'V agieal, L but :agam tye
=™ tabula “rasa of mrsszrl
: '"‘f evxdcnce gwcs him an
PR i opportumty to sketch in;
T unverifiable detaTs of a C.I.A. conspxr- K

.....'.. .'. Wy

.uul:

i.,
H
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-dence proves to’ be existent and Garri-_,
| son is caught in ‘the“act. For cmmplu,
‘'he stated in his Playboy interview that

graphs of President. K‘""“d" 5:body} '}d been routinely photographed by-a. four frames of a film taken of the as-

and Mother vital evidence,” which also} !

revéal that former C.ILA. agents. took:

~

part.in the murdcr,_-

4) C.L A: files; +:had subsequently bcen forwarded to the *

‘hidden C.I.A. camera and identified as~
:Lee Harvey Oswald; the information -

sassmanon—f ramcs 208-2 1 l——wcre




and ;v-’d‘ncc pudiishad by the Warren

CH.. B4 ERH ‘n), .l.n(. e w At on gn chlm

o ;
reveal sizns of stress

!.3.“({ thuse “’1 mes

appearing suddeniy an the back of a
strees sign’’ and to sugzest thas “thew
signs of stress may very weil Dave deen

by hc mﬂp.M of a stray buliet
' But frames 208-211,
from the Warren m]-
t ms.\f»mg from a copy .of !
x'fr hoLZ'., and they re-
“signs of stress.’)
In his fourth item, Garrison sup-
. posedly reveals the contents of classified’
.. C.I.A. documents in the - Natienal
Archives. These documents were pre-

[e)

H)

.o

. by
oA
~

e
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- pared for the Warren Commission by dexed the twenty-six volumes of the’ assassination is a thought-control proj- -
the C.I.LA. And althaugh. the titde of Warren Commission testimony and CV" ect in the best tradition of 1984, he ;

A

.; each of these. reports—usually re
.,..Infv to ;hc general topic on wmch

. Commissicn lawyers rn:‘u..a'cd that

.’ . C.I.A. provide information. or. answc;;
' queries—is listed in the-index of Come . bassd on a fallacy, he acknowledged: maintaining- public ignorance.”” Most

¥ mission . documents, the. reports--them-}.: thﬂ*efmf» but,. even. so,. he:went .0ni" -of what Garrison has I’\'ld to s:\y on this
seives are dlassified, as are.all- C.LA: lf using the non-fact to support his, chnr"e -.sub)cct has been vaguc:philippics,: but -
‘names of i opera—:- that the C.L A. was “incinerating” evi-:

n.a"'

-3 r*l
1% Teports Lontmmng the:

i Garrison customarily, ratdes - off :the.
§ dtles of the.“suppressed C.LA. files,” "

5
<1 sion Document: No. 931, entitled

“Os-i;

i1 ut
e :

Wb { ‘evidence” in a. speech he made after:-

+ n)the. Playboy interview appcared stat-i

.,g ting, “The.réason you can’t:sée thati.
i [Commnsswn Document Na..9
i many years .is.-because .you. wil- then

;;._q realize that :Lee Oswald ; was- then™
e workmg for the United States govern<"

.

idon’t want you. to know that.” Garri-
ison used this” classified =.document,
whlch of course, he had not s=en, to’
substannace the  charge: that . Oswald
 ‘acted as-a C.ILA: agent. Yet testimony,

% -mzy well contain information on what:

:Oswald heard when, during his stay
.n“n the Soviet . Union,. he.dropped in -
,ion the trial of the. U-2-pilot Francis.
!Gary Powers..In any’event, it seems;
=highly unlikely that if the C. LA: werel
indeed as sinister as Garrison alleges, it!
... would admit in a report to the Com--

agent, especially since its reports’ were!

et be read by lawyers workmg for!
* «p:the Commission. who ~were ' not (as|
my own interviews with them dem-
-onstrate) Pamcu]arly mdmed to be

Il
+

l

secretive, - ' ' Garn'son s chnchcr,
The fifch item of ev1dence—-that the' * that the government has not revealed to’
Warren Commission was never able to -him any informadon of the. C.LAs
ohtain “a secret C.I.A, memo on Os=- camplicity in- the assassination, 5 a -
" wald's activities in Russia’” that was at-- perfect . example of Garrison’s own -,
tach=d 10 a State Department document,  brand of logic, in which the fact that :
bscause the memorandum had been he has not found ar heen gnvcn any - )
“destroyed” the day after the assassina- cvxdence of C.LA. comphcu:y is itself

1 tion—is simply untrue. While it is true

the .1sscmon .-

H
Sera.

i tives, informers,:and . foreign: .,oulces.,-deﬂceo : - R (T d
The sixth item of evxdence, the iden—-

ﬁty of Oswald’s ‘C.ILA. “babysitter,”}.

as he calls t.hem, and then scts forth. ; was extrapolated from a purchase order:
I, ;their “contents’? in-his, own; terms, Forisfor .ten Ford -trucks. Oscar. Deslatte:

"cxzmple, in P[ayﬁoy he. cited - Comm,s.( |th€ -assistant | ‘manager of a New Or-iv
: :,Wald’s Accessto - Informanon About"’°"d" on. January .20, :
[h- U-Z ?? and then omr]ously supgest. & quently reported to the F B.I. that his' -

ed that Oswalc was involved. in the 1: customers told him the trucks were to}
U-2 progra.m. He amp]‘ﬁcd .on :hxs“tbe used by.an organization known as

31] for:

v wald”.

+ment, as a C.I.A. employee, and they - could

sm the Warren Report indicates that it} :

I,Radlo ‘and Televnslon Factory

ke that : Oswald ¢ -C.LA,k!cerning a_C.LA.. “courier,
e mission . tha swa':was a ! Donald Philetus Norton, the bank em-

that one copy of this memorandum ‘was
destroyed while bemg photocopied, an-
‘other copy was duly forwarded to the’.

‘Commission on May 8, 1964, as is evi-:-

.deat \mm Volume XVIII of the Comi-;
_mission’s testimony and evidence.|
When Sylvia Mcaghcr who las in-

Jdence,.and has. tried earnestly to cor-r-.
rect the mistakes of the critics as well
“as those of the Commission, pointed
out to Garrison that his charge was

AL '-71;. 0'1

-Jeans.Ford agency, who wrote up the:

1961, subse-

“Friends 6f Democratic Cuba.” Des-{-
Iatte listed the purchaser of the trucksj:

-as:¥Oswald” (no first name glven)g

.and said that the individual with “Os-
called himself Joseph Moore.:
When' F.B.L .agents ‘asked Deslatte
‘about thc incident, he said that he}:
“neithér . descn'be nor identify |
cither of the men.” Garrison believes,
however, that the purchase was made|
for.the C I.A., and that Moorc, whol "

+has* neyer ‘been located, was in. fact|:

- Oswald’s' C.LA. chaperon. It is pos-

praaf: “that the C.I.A. is wuhholdmg'
evxdence of its gu:It. .

GARRISON has also’ charged th:lt the
press has furtively controlled the
news as a means of suppressing known ..’
“facts about the assassination. “Behind
the fagade of carnest inquiry into the

’

Te
3
»

Ta-

.

has writtén, “Because of their-role i in
the Establishment and their failure- to
conduct an effective “inquiry, major™
. news agencics have 2 vested interest ins

:in his half-hour N.B.C. rebuttal he did &
1 give five specific examples 6f news sup-
pression; and they are worth ex'-mnmnor
- in detail. OFf “powerful news : '\gcnmcs,
+Garrison allcgcd : it )

P

% 11:--

i Thcy do not. tcll you that Lee Harvey
Oswalds fingerpriats were not found on s
_the gun which was supposed to have !}
.killed the President. = ::aiissss

_And they do-not tell you: that nitrate
tests exoncrated Lee. Oswald from the -
- actual shooting by showing that hc had
not fired a rifle that day. - =7 ...

:-And they do not tell you ‘that lt was 77
vnrtually impossible for Oswald to have-: ™
_taken his Angerprints off the gun, hu}dcn s
the gun and gone down four flights of

I stairs by the time he was seen on the
ho R T KD

“ -..

second floor. «
ir Above all they do not tell- you of the.
.overwhelming eye\ntness testimony that -
shots were coming from behind the stone
wall on the grassy knoll.... - .
“You have net -been told - that “Lee i
QOswald was in the employ of U.S, intel- :
Ilgcnce agencies, but.this was the case. i

= TIt'is true that the public ‘had not
been told any of these (I‘nngs, except By

- ‘e

.
» " -« -"‘-"

‘sible, of course, that Moore was [ ™
‘the C.I.A. “babysitter” of some : . :
Oswald, but in "1961, at the .

:time . the. purchase order was | -::%

filled: out, Lee Harvey Oswald”
- was.working at. the *Belorussian

"..

'Minsk.
Thc seventh item of evidence, con-
» rcfers tol

| bezzler and night-club entertainer who| *
thad been thoroughly discredited as al.
witness and was jettisoned by Garrison
hxmsclf cven beforc he gave the Play-

inl-

ot deme?

; Garrison, but there is a good rea- '{ ™
‘.t son for that.” All "five of the
‘ chargcsarbclther false or captiaus.”*-
Fmgcrpnn:s were . found on.

 fied. Sebastian F.- Latona, a n:mona]ly‘
recognized fingerprint expert, testified :
‘before the. Warren Commission _that !
:because of the unpohshcd ‘finish nf the -

rifie, which allowed it to absorb mois- - ;
ture, it was highly unlikely that an iden- 5 -
tifiable fingerprint would have been Ieft S
;on the weapon, Contrary to. the pop-: e
'u]ar |mpresilon rcg'\rdmg_ ﬁngcrprmti,_




Laiona noted, thc)" are usually discern- than half the \;vi,t.ness'es"th(;ught the shots | telegram tha:..\.v:ts supposedly sent to
ible only on highly polished surfaces. ariginated in some spot other than' the 'J.-é Edgar 1_“100"‘"' before the assassina-
What Garrison does not say is that a . Depository Building, but only a few of tion. C;.arrxsf)n chargcd. Jast December
palmprint was discovered on the under-  the earwitnesses thought the shots came that this telegram, which he has been

- side of the harrel of the rifle in question - from the direction of the stone wall, ,-' ""-_‘hl‘-' th obtain, proves djj‘“' Oswald .
and that three different experts posi- © - Finally, the assertion that Oswald . telephoned the Dallas ficld office of the
] tivel‘/ iantiﬁcd it as ()Swﬂld’s. wias a C.I“-\. ﬂgent, as hns a]rcndy hgen- : P-Bn[. ﬁVc d:\ys bCfore ‘I“: ASNINSHIN-

Garrison's assertion that the nitrate “shown, -was based on Garrison’s own ¢ ton and gave details of the Plnt, which |
“tests “exoncrated” Oswaldis -equally “private interpretation of “missing” or ; Were then forwarded by interbureau =

questionable. In the tests to. which ‘classified documents that he had never ! tclc.gram; to- H‘«)é\.rer in \Vashihgmn.’"f
Garrson referred, the Dallas police seen. Of the five example$ of “news sup- This, Garrison claimed, was proof that
_ “made parafiin casts of Oswald’s hands “pression” that Garrison cited, then, not

and. right cheek, and these casts were one was based on accurate information, ccaled evidence "about the murder of -

'
'
!
.
i
‘
i
.
R

. . . » .

thzn checked for traces of nitrates. Ni«-{ . -« -« his predecessor. ’__ When 2 reporter
trates were found on the casts of bath-~ ANOTHER of Garrison’s sweeping * asked him what evidence he had shnt
hands but not on the cast of his cheek. charges about a “‘second conspira- : such a telegram ever existed, he an-

President Johnson had “actively con- ©

-

The test, however, in no way proves ‘cy” is that the federal government— : swered, “If you and I'wercin a closed - - -

ithat Oswald did or did not fire a rifie.. through its.agents Lyndon Johnson,? reom, I could prave 1: But I’'m not go:‘_lﬁ'
i The nitrates found need not have come  Robert Kennedy, J. Edgar Hoover,; ing to allow ‘any evzdence to get out*-
. ‘from gunpowder;: many other: sub-- Ear] Warren, and Ramsey Clark—has nqw.’.’ His evidence, it later turned out,:
stances—tohacco,. matches, or. urine-—:'been involved in a sinister plot to quash i Was simply 2 story t'l)‘at"i\‘T:_xrk Lan'c_h_:!d
‘will leave suchsresidues,. Conversely,t his investigation. It would have been wtold himys v e T ST T L
. .the abséhce of nitrates indicates just as+difficult. to gainsay. Garrison’s imputa- 1 :v2:Apart from such speculation by Gar
- ‘!ittle,',becmlsc;a;;iﬂe': (which,; “Dlike.aéi_tioh of federal obstruction if he had rison and I.,anc,- the c}\:grge.of. federall
““irevolver, hass nojugap « hetweeniithes*charged » merely:*that -the: government i complicity -is based alminst-solely-on the
‘chamber and the:barrel ) is not"asslike<*\as hindering his case. Certainly feder~-fact that. there is government ‘secrecy.iy
ly to leave nitrate traces on. the cheek. i3] agencics have been less than coilpera- According to Gnmsnn_’s_hxg._lc,.thc gov-
In fact, the rifle in questidn was experi-i1tive, and important federal officials, in- {- ernment__wou]d-.r!nt cl:l.?f.lfy__mformauon -
«.mentally fired three times by.an F.B.L ¥ cluding Attorney General Clark, have [ pertinent to.'the assassifation Emless*it
- ‘agent and no traces of nitrates were de- . openly (and often harshly) criticized »»-hnd.snmcthmg' to hxdc..Gmfn_sor} ‘has_.
- tectzd on his hands or cheek. Accord~ the: New Orleans investigation. But persistently 'cxplggtcd pf)pul.“l.r suspicions
~~ing tzone F P[-;J'-"P" t,. Cortlandt . Garrison’s :\H_egntim'ls have gone far be- -.about - secrecy,. accusing | those -x“’.h“' :
“Cuaningham, the so~called paraffin test : yond the charge of interference in this ‘would, in hig est_rimat_iam,_ benefit most -1
<. ;i3 completely unreliable, and it princi- rsense. He has accused the federal gov-' from the m-untenance_-?f‘.s.t__xch secrecy. V-t
““pal’use in’ pn]\'ci'..:ﬁfbrkkis simply. to in- \ ernment of conspiring to wreck his in- For example, after;r!ot.mg that part of
i-"timidate "suspects;. - it” produces’. more I vestigation specifically because it harbors - the W.-u:rcn .C_f_)mmlssm.n's documents.
. ;apprehension than-valid evidence. Gar-| a motive. of its own in concealing the| are classified in the National Archives, ;=
. rison’s suggestion-that such tests could l-truth about the assassinationy, and he} Garrison claimed:on a ‘Texas television
have proved that ;Oswald “had :not_ has levelled his accusation in no un- .show last Dcceqxh«_:r, “They destroyed
.“fired a rifle that day” plays on the gul- gicert;u'n iterms: .. .the United States| evidence in every ‘possible way."The '
< ilibility of the gengral public regai'dingE;governinent-—meanihg the - present|: President of the _Umtcd. States, the man
- the reliability of scientific-sounding data.::administration, Lyndon Johnson’s ad- Wl}"’ has the most to gain, the man who
. {..'As for Garrison]s statement-that: it ministration—is obstructing the inves| gained more l‘hﬂf{. any *other human
i was.“virtually impossible”. for Oswald; ?ti‘gnn'on—any, investigation. It has con- from the assassination, 1 the man° who
~ Ito have been on the second floor of the: cealed the true facts—to be blunt about -issued the executive order -concealing
‘Depository Building a few minutes aft- ‘it—to protect the individuals involved|. vital evidence for seventy-five years so-
‘er the assassination,, it, too, is.specious.’ in the assassination of John Kennedy.” ».that"wa: can’t look at it, so that you
A Secret Service agent, simulating Os~ * In other words, he is charging that the| <an't look at it, 30 fhﬂt no "American -
wald’s movements, ;reached the second government knows ‘the truth and, in ~=:=7 - can see it for seventy-five

R e ede i
S L

* :No”such?excecutive order’s,

utes after the assassination....: {wasrzvhof ‘evidence” . to.. support e At :
% has'ever been issucd, Many':

- Garrison’s next assertion—that thel this charge. The. first item = ™ has’ever been issucd. Many . =
press failed  to report:that theres was'iis the photograph of the as= ! G investigative files are with-3 ¢
“overwhelming eyewitness ‘testimony” ' sassination- site showing a - 77T held from™use by law" for seventy-Ave <

that the shots came from behind a stone ' man with a closed fist, which by Gar- ! years—a nu.xnber";“r bitrarily sclected to ‘
wall—is also sophistical. .None of the *rison’s surmise conceals the bullet that | excced the life-span of persons likely to -
hundred or so Warren Commission-wit-"killed the President.- From this conjec- he mf"m‘"'ed in the TS’P""F?—"'R order !
‘nesics who testified on the matter or were. “ture he goes:on to-postulate that the © to - safeguard “confidential information :
questioned by the F.B.I. said that they' man in the -photograph is a federal. (such as tax returns), to protect con-
saw* a rifle being fired from behind the . agent, that the bullet has been turned . F‘de"t’ﬂ_]‘ mformers, and ta avhid em- -
‘stone wall. The carwitness testimony,” over to the federal government, and! barrassing innacent persons mentioned |
which is- undependable.in determining 'that the . government conscquentlyﬂf-“"c‘dem-f‘")'-"'vB“.t{?" the casc. of- the PRI
thé source of any shots-where. there is knows the assassin’s identity. The sec-.b Warren Commission’s documents Mc=*, %
3p0&\1'bﬂlty of echoes, was divided. More' ond item of evidence he mentions is a I George-“Bundy :icti.t_:g‘bn‘g_b-:half ‘9% :

: R T s o N NI TP T ST 210 S S ONC PRSI ISR S R A R
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" floor from ‘the sixth in one minute and concealing it, is itself con- _r-_ IS L B years. i Now, “this was an’
.eighteen seconds. In any case, it'is im- spiring to protect the con- : . .- .. " -} executive order by Lxgzdorx_;f.‘:. N
‘possible to ascertaip exacey what time ispirators. s oo Teote poes] o J"f‘"s-""’ ‘the "man “wha Tt T
Oswald was seen on the second floor;’ * So far, Garrison has of- ] | gained the mast’ from, the 7*%

it could have heen as long as five min-  fered only two specific items oo e assassination T L S
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"President Johnson, sent a special re-  volved Lee Harvey Oswald.) In Gar-} pretation of any event as hismn'cnlly'.
quest to the Archivist of the United risin’s case against the news media, a. momentous as the assassination of a
States that the seventy-five-year ban be | leap is made between the fact that the 7 Président. Indeed, -carlier _Hﬂfﬂb' sur- -,
waived wierever possible and muchi of - media failed to broadcast some wne; VEYS showed t!"“ at ]."'?‘5" thirty per cent !
the material be opened to the public.! truths ahout the assassination and the | of the population believed from the out-,
Following guidelines approved by Bun=fantasy of a conspiracy to suppress the - set that Oswald l:lfld not acted. cn:irel?' ;
_dy, ‘all the agencies involved in the in="news, In his charges against the C.LA., alone, and continued to lze_l‘levc this
vestigation were to review their files '3 saliatory advance is made from miss- after t‘!\e VV_ar_ren Commission ren-
“and declassify everything except pages ing or nonexistent evidence to the " dered its verdict. Morgover: Harns
“ eontaining the names of confidential in+ fantasy of C.I.A. complicity in the as_.i concluded-from the quesnor.maxres.ﬁﬂcd .
“formers, information damaging to in=! gagsination. For Garrison, the C.LA. . out by his' respondents ‘1mmcd.xatcly

_nocent parties, and information about epitomizes all that is feared in govern- " after the -Warren Report ‘'was issued .
~the agencies’. operating. procedures. mental secrecy: 'an invisible govern-) that eleven per ccnt‘:)f the. population, - .-
X iThere was to be a periodic review by: ment, answerable to no one, with un- { may be considercd “'chronic doubters -
* . all the agencies concerned. By the time! [imited resources and ualimited power. | Who tend to feel that the freal’ story -

Garrison had hegun his own investiga-" Since all its acts are veiled in secrecy, about almost any. important: public
‘tion, virtually all the documents that it may be postulated to be the “real ! event is never ,qmgcrfl‘old..”....Thc fact '

.;could be declassified according to-these'force” behind any event. The govern- that there was a:marked increase—. .}
"‘guidelines had been apened ta publicment, Garrison claims, “is the C.LA. {.from thirty-one per cent to farr)f-jfour, T
. scrutiny. Gagrison’s claim.in Playboy 'and the Pentagon”—an élite that per- |-according to ‘Harris' surveys—in - the: *:

“that “any document the_C.I'.Ai.wamcda"pemages‘ its 'power' by concealing the - number of pcople. who believed in a

) ' . conspiracy when the Warren Comimis

[T

investigation continued, Gar-~

e, .z

- i¢lassified was shunted into the Archives. ‘tryth about the assassination, and creat- ,
§iwithout examination”, by the Commis-+ing “‘through the- “manipulation of the | sion became the subject of: heated con-
[, sysionis simply untrue.. 41l the: relevantonaos “media,” ‘what he calls-*"a con~ | troversy; -owing to...the.publication :in
-, ideciments relating to the inquiry whichs¢entration camp of the mind,” -+ | the latter half of 1966.0f"a number:of
....fare_now in: the. Archives ‘were, sentygezs- gk o SR . ,1% | books and articles by critics of. the -Re<"
*z:there by the Warren Commission afteri:"A S his port, may reflect a certain resistance: by
the - Warren:. Report :was.. published. ™ “rison appeared to become increas- | the general public against accepting.a:
Maost of the C.I.A. reports were Pre="ingly obsessed with governmental se- purported “truth” that is neither clear-
pared to answer, specific questions. put crecy.” and less directly concerned with @ cut nor obviously irrefutable. The idea
to the Agency by Commission Jawyers, . che issues of his court case. His obsession _ that even a few points in the Warren :
: anc there is na reason.to assume that ..with the “sccond conspiracy” might be Report were subject to dispute, or that-;
- otliey went unread, { dtitrie § £ mire easily disimissed if it were not for - even 2 few of its facts could be differ-:
:The distinguishing mark of the para=~the faze that a considérable portion of . ently “interpreted, probably led many
;' noid style, Holstadter writes, is."the "the population appears to believe his| Ppeople to reject, or at least doubt, the -
_..curious leap in’imagination” between . laims. The extent of his popular sup-i ‘over-all conclusion that the. Commission .~
. ’.".i.f‘,‘_“_ and fantasy, which is made at some ipgrt Jeads one to wonder if there may | had put forward’ so" emphatically. In
i jcritical point in an. argument to cover alinot be some political calculation behind | any event, the change in public opinion
b igap in reasoning, Consider im. this light "his choice of chimeras. .~ . ;a7 .=« | s¢ems to have been substantial. afte
{lthe following remarks. by "Garvison,” . 'Early - in- 1967, before the. News Garrison appeared. oni the scene.” Be-
jiaken from one. ot the many speeches G jeang investigation became ~public~—=->---*_ tween February and May of
he delivered during the fall of 17 67, ¢ knowledge, a poll conducted by, Louist "’ 7, 1967, Harris surveys indi-
Is this z Gx:e'ar'Society’whiéh allows Harris and Associates indicat- :- --—‘——-! -""cated.ncarly half (sixteen out e
. 'innocence to be butchered as Oswald was, ‘ed that some forty-four per S of thirty-five per cent,. to be i
o e e e wal cent of che American people | o) o1 s people whobad
Vithe streets? knm:\iing"without any question;! :hought that the ‘““'d"? Of.i mbe]:cvcd sthat -Oswald AWas -
‘who they are, knowing-what happened, is : President Kennedy was the the lo-ne assassin were .now. ...
- this a Great Society? Is it a Great So-iresult of a‘‘conspiracy. In' - . ... changing their minds. In oth- .
' * = er" words, once Garrison be--~

-
obone

ciety which causes blackouts in news cen-|l May, 1967, shortly after e T’ :
s like New York when there’s & 3o G020y hod amnounced the: | gan suing hischarges soms hiry mil-
I""Society which monitors yout phone if it | discovery of a plot, had gone — —- 4 lion “Americans who 'hnd.-ap.p:tref:tly.-.

‘has the slightest bit of curiosity abouti|on toarrest Clay Shaw,and had charged. been {md‘ef predisposed to believe in 3
. 1you? This is not a Great Society—this is | the C.I.A. with. concealing evidence,| conspiracy nor moved by earlier -criti-
;:pg;';ggrg."gf:;;y;; society which de-" , 'Harris ‘survey indicatéd _that’sixty- | -cism "of “the Warren Report stared

! P pop e- six per cent,of the American public | having second .thopgh_ti on. the question
now believed. that the assassination had .of alone assassin. . 6

A
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~imorally threadbare’ that the futures of,
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“-iyour children are in danger, V220, ¥
. i
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27" Here “the curious leap in_inragina-.
.tion” is made, between the. fact that
" some investigative files are still classified
.~ and the fantasy that the government is
pratecting the assassins by censoring the
news, monitoring telephone calls, and

i threatening the futures of children. (It

b ew g f metan
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is worth nating, incidentally, that the :

| image- of, .‘innocence .-, , butchered .as

1" Oswald was” creates complications in |

the case of Clay Shaw,. who-was, after
all,indicted for a. conspiracy. that in-

LA

R iy

'been” carried out by a conspiracy. A
_third Harris survey, taken in Septem-
‘ber, revealed that despite the fact that
:Garrison’s inquiry had produced . no
itangible results, sixty per cent of the
_people still believed that Kennedy had
"been killed by a conspiracy. To be sure,
{it is by no means clear, that Garrison
: was chiefly responsible for effecting this
{remarkable change in public opinion.
tIt can be argued that a considerable
{number of people are naturally dis-:
‘.pq“q_;to_;xp;};c a conspira .

torial inter--

“"In presenting to the. public his
_own conclusions about the assassination
of President Kennedy, . Garrison- has..}:
“enjoyed’ some strong advantages over-..
‘all other critics of the ‘Warren Com-.
mission.. The first and most obvious is
‘simply the authority of his office: he is
the district attorney. of a major Amér-s!
ican, city. . Garrison. has been.:able ito <1°

ting charges,

e e

.
‘




mnking arrests. Morcover, to mnny
- people it must scem almost inconceive
“able that an clected pmsu:utnrs care-} .
:full) worded “f1ctual statements—
- for example, that “at 12:45 p.m. on
November 22nd, the Dallas police had:
broadecast a wanted bulletin for Ose’
wald”—could be demonstrably false,
Siill another important benefit thay,
Garrison derives from being a publici
prosecutor with a case pending is the;
. right to refuse to divulge the cvidence:
onwhich his charges are hased. And’
Garrison has exercised this right with
“stunning effect, particularly in the Play-
oy interview. Take, for example, his
- statement that
“trovertible cvidence' in our posséssion
- who the real Clay- Bertrand is—and
i we will prove it in court.” Since Gar-:
"rison~ has charged “ that » Clay ' Shaw;
. used “the alias of Clay Bertrand, this.is’
;:m. ‘extremely important claim, but al i
though the. question.of the: ldennty off

, .,per;ury trial of Déan Aridrews,., which]
i took. place well after the Playboy- mtcr—[

"-view_was conducted,.Garrison failec. toi

htroduce any- .evidence ‘at ' that  time|
; concerning it. Laier,.a source in Gar-
{rison’s office suggested - that ‘the  only
B cwdencc to which' Garrison could.have
' hccn rcfcrnng in'the Playboy interview
) ~w1s a, library: card taken out under
. ithe” ame Chy Bertrand and hcanng
©-*Clay” Shaw’s formcr business address.
:This "card hardly "qualifies as incon-
" itrovertible evidénce.:For one thing, the
; |card turned up well after Shaw was ar-
‘ .’frested ‘and, for some reason, bore no
.- :date of issuance or wcplmtlon. For.an-
other, the slgnatura on the card. was
' deﬁmtcly not in Clay Shaw’s hand—al;
‘fact” that Garrison’s own staff -con-
‘ﬁrmcd ‘In other words, it appears that
;someone other than Clay Shaw filled
‘out'a library card under the nha.s that
Garnsan has claimed Shaw used and
put Shaw s former busmcs addreSs on
PPN S
“Garrisan has al=o cn_]oycd thé; ad-‘
; ivantage of what mxght be called stra-;
‘~steg|c plausibility.” As Hannah Arendt!
.points out in her essay “Truth and,
- Politics,” the liar .is usually more per-
'sua.sxyc than the truthteller, simply be-::
-.cause fie can fashion his facts. to meet
_his audience’s expectations. Since Gar-:
‘rison is under no compulsxon to reveal .
his evidence, there is nothing to prevent:
_hlm from contnvmg his own explana
tion of the assassination. Whereas nei--
_ther_the Warren. Commission nor its.;
,crmcs could offer a definite motive for .
ithe murder of the. President, Garrison’
ycan.,He states categorically in Playboy,:
E“Presndcnt hennedy'was killed for one;

I‘

ireason: because he was workmg for a

“we know from incon- -

Clay Bertrand was s 'central issug-in thc L j

,most:

.reason to lend‘Garnson its thusxzsnc
N . v',_‘
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{reconciliation -with the U.S.S.R. _and
Castro’s Cuba.” And he goes on to de-

iclare that this is not mere speculation,’

‘insisting, *. .. we know enough about
the key individuals involved in the con-
spiracy—Latins and Americans alike—
to know that this was their motive for
the murder of John Kennedy.” To
those who expect a momentous event
to have some significant cause, Gar-

‘rison’s explanation daturally sounds.
more logical than the explanation that.

2 lone assassin acted out of personal
disaffection. - . :

¢ Morcover, ,G:L;_n'mn has found ready
.allies, eager to proselytize on his hehalf,
among dissident political writers. His
‘charge that there is a conspiracy be-
‘tween the government and the mass
:media to-conceal the truth from the
people accords perfectly, after all, with
fwhat such journals see as their raison

{@tre, It is therefore hardly surprising -

to find his speeches printed verbatim in -
“such “papers as’ the Los Angeles. Free
Press,and to find his portrait on . the -
.cover of Rampnrt:, with the words:

b "\Vho 1ppomted Ramscy Clnrk who'
has done his best to torpedo the investi- ..
gation of the case? Who controls the

.C.1.LA.? Who controls the F.B.I.? Who

. controls the Archives where this evidence .

is locked up for so long that it is unlike-
ly that there is anybody in this room who

will be alive when it is released? This is

really your property and the property of .

the people of this country. Who has the
arrogance and the brass to prevint the

people ‘from seeing that evidence? Who
indeed? The one man who has proﬁted
from. the assassina-
‘tion—your - friendly Presi- "
dent, Lyndon Johnson!”

" Among Garrison’s most
ardent supporters is the i
Councilor, the* bimonthly | =~
official journal of the Citi~ ;
zens’ Council of Louisiana, | -
‘which claims a circulation |
of some two hundred and
sixty -thousand, and which
V'actively campaigns against
Commumsm, the suppres-
sion of news by the mass
media (supposedly con-

A + that twelve jurors along. -

suppnrt. The ]ogxc of Rampnrt: has nat
been significantly different; William’
Turner concluded one of his articles
on Garrison in the magazine by saying
that the ant-Garrison tactics of N.B.C.'
and the daily press *“smack of despera-
tion—and indicate that there is much
tor hide,” The Councilor goes along
with most of the details of the plot the-
ory outlined in Ramparts, differing
“only in its belief that New York Com-
.munists, rather than’ n'ght-wing ex-
tremists, were behind the conspiracy.
(Perry Russn, always accommodanng,
* told ‘the Councilor in an exclusive in- -
terview that Dayid Ferrie was really -~
a “Marxist” and a_.follower of Che
:Guevan.) i
"Garrison’s causc has alo found |
champions in-.mere hlghly rspcctcd
journals that pride themselves on_thei
intellectual  credentials—notably . the 3
New York Review of Books, which has = ;.+
rejected - the ' Warren ;. Commissien’s’ & -
. conclusions. hecmsc “the Commxssmns'
investigation was dcfectlvc but has em-
‘braced Gnrnson s:inyestigation - desplte.
. its far more glaring defects.. Professor..;
Richard Popkm, ina lcngthy, defense
of Garrison’s investigation in the New.
York Review, argues that . Garnsnn
should be given a “fair hg:1rmg n
“court, and not h:we his case . pre-
- judged” by the pras. "He claims that, - :
while Garrison has * ‘studiously avmdcd. ‘
‘any discussion of Shaw and the spe '
cific ‘evidence against him,” the prcss
has interviewed * potentml mtncsses, ’
evaluatcd the evidence, made “charges -
o “against. the " District At-,-'-
torney. and his office 0., in-;
effect, trymg the case out.
~.v 1 of court. *.The “wave of .
~\; .attacks in the press and.. .
‘ TV, against - Garnson,-'-; S
Popkm. contends, “surely.; -
'+ prejudices a fair trial.”” He.-: B
‘; concludes. that no investi-..-
.t gation of Garrison is nec-=
cssary,for “if the evidence
- is as. contrived and cock--.
. eyed 23 the press and TV -+
. allege, they should" expect -*

1
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.:r'! wu:h {the judge] .will : see" :

trolled by Zionist interests),

‘‘'race ‘mongrelization (a plot. aided by through i

vthe C.I.A. and the Rothschilds), and

fthc insidious intrusion of federal authot-. judged is a. fundamental prmcxple of -

‘ity into the sacred domain of states’
rights. That Garrison *had been
i.“fought by Sterns, Newhouse papers, |
; and Agnes Meyer” (i.e., the N.B.C.

‘affiliate in- New Orleans, WDSU-TV;

‘the Times-Picayune and States-ltem;.

jand the Washington Post and News-
'week) was for the Councilor sufficient.

: a fair hearing... Jim. Garrison,: how-

It .iss. true . that. the'.%
.-right of a defendant not “to . be~prc--

 jurisprudence. And pre-mnl publicity, #- -
_ by prejudicing public. opinion, can cer-.. -
_tainly deny the defendant his- right to‘

;-ever, is not the defendant.. Clay Shaw-
-is. . The rights of the. defendant have
_been established precisely to counter~--::
“balance the powers of the state.. Pop--

_kin’s plea d thzt the press suspcnd scruuny <
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and criticism of the ‘methods by which Walter Sheridan, of N.B.C., have? Arendt poinfs out, only “through testi- -;
Garrison is gathering cvidence and stated that in separate inquiries they.: mony by eyewitnesses—natoriously un- .
bringing the case to trial would, if it discovered at least six witnesses who * reliable—and by records, documents,’
were wmken to heart, undermine a de-! said that they had been offered bribes;~and monuments, all of which can be
fendant’s legitimate protection against- blackmailed, or otherwise coerced by - suspected as forgeries.” If one has rea-:
“the possibility of a prosecutor’s using! Garrison’s representatives. All were, in son to doubt the process by which
his power and resources to fabricate’ one way or another, vulnerable people. “facts’” have been ascertained or con-
evidence and intimidate witnesses.| William Gurvich said that while he was  firmed, how can one ever be certain .
Mareover, Popkin’s contention that! working for Garrison he saw the way that they bear any relation to the truth,

- Garrison  has  “studiously avaided”! the powers of a district attorney’s ‘of- ar even that the “facts” themselves are
*discussing the evidence is disingenG-! fice could be used “to intimidate and not eutright fabrications? Questions -
ous, at best. The fact is that an! coerce witnesses.” Popkin intimates that such as these have been taken under
. .interview that Popk®n had with Per- Sheridan and Gurvich may have had :copsideration by a federal courtin New -~
:ry Russn, Garrison’s star switness some ulterior motive in revealing in- ~-Orleans;, On May 28th, United States - -
~‘against Clay Shaw, was arranged by formation about Garrison’s mode of District Judge Frederick Heebe, after i
~Ithe District Attorneyehimself. It was operaton. One can, as the British phi- considering a forty-five-page complaint " -
. ' Garrison, too, who told reporters that losopher A. J. Ayer points out, always from Clay Shaw’s attorneys alleging. .
he had found Jack Ruby’s coded tele- sustain one’s beliefs in the face of ap- ‘that Garrison had conducted a “reign :.: ..
.- phone number. in both Shaw’s and parently hostile evidence if one is pre= " of terror by the misuse and abuse of the .i
" Oswald’s address béoks, and repeat-' pared to make the necessary ad-hoc as- powers of the public' office/” issued a
‘ed the allegation*on television and to' sumiptions, and in this case supporters of . temporary™restraining order that pro--
s;k’péwspaper reporters even after it{was. ‘Garrison seem all tao ready to assume hibited - Garrison from an','. further
_shpwn o be false, ]I\; was acliargsbon who»; ‘that everyone who criticizes Garrison’s | prosecution- of Clay Shaw uwntil a fed- (
sated in the. National - Observer,:
wThere. is no<way- that. Clay: Shaw-
c—zn get an ntqug’tral.’.’i.It-}»"as Garrison fnot}"’ng. In the 'yearI Have been stu.dy- .'ag:u'n's_t Qargsgn. 37 Vi )
who allowed Mark Lane and William g Garrison’s investigation and "have(: --In view of the shortcomings of the &
JTurner to photostat . evidence in. his 'had access to- his office, the only evie {Warrcn Commission’s investigation, it
files. And it was Garrison who, in-his:{dence I have scen or heard about that | becomes apparent that there is no easy:.
'vPlnyboy interview and on‘his:subse-.':i’cou]d connect Clay Shaw with the as-| way to devise a process for ultimately;.
3 quent coast-to-coast tour, made numer- - sassination has, been fraudulent—some |; answering such complex and clusive:
ous refe,renccs.elther to 'evidence. n t_hei*"d_evised by Garrison himself and some ¢ historical questions as those provoked by
§h3?" ¢ase or to Shaw himself. (includ-' fcj'nically culled from criminals or the! the assissination of President Kennedy.
ing the' demonstrable - falschood shat.lemotionally unstable. To fail to report’ Indeed, there can be no certaimty that 3
Shaw was with President Kennedy “on ithig information so that Garrison might® such a process is even within our ine %
‘an 3l_rplan° flight in 1963”). Indeefi.,;- have a “fair hearing". in court could . stitutional means. But’ there can be'
Garrison has gone on about the case in- preclude the possibility of the defend-: certainty that as long as the means by -
speeches, radio talk shows, television 3np%5 ever receiving his fair hearing in. which an investigation has beerf con-.-*
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conduct is part of a plot to conceal the | eral court-has had the-opportunity to.,

ey

ruth. Rut such rationalization explains | decide-the merits' of " the: charges filed
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| programs, press conferences, and inter= "« gy oo - _ ;
views almost “fnthout‘pause'. Of course, | T see the issue of the assassination j never be fu_lly established.
m_95td°f the e.vxdex;,cc Gar {'”J“ has i""‘svas of such overwhelming importance 4™-:-si
c::sne thls spurious, but sur °¥ :h'ma.“; .that the juridical rights of the defend-" -
¢ more imperative for the press: : ftu=:
rotito watve its fcs s forpex- gia.nt may be neg]-ected, t}!e C}onstntu— - :
ghoeifo W ponsidIlity for €X=i.tional rights of witnesses disdained, the -* .-
3 :f‘mlnpnmg. it c]ose.l)'- o t.h‘: e d-.i.r_,crun'ny and critfcism. 9f the press sus- -
i :’II: f's notion that . ‘",eg‘w."e,e, :'pended, and the traditional methods of;;
"':'!t:rh he prefss to Scrutinize zarrison ds .the state’s prosecution ignored is to ac-;~ -
;. Lprechmques for recruling witnesses anc.;cept a curious sort of ethics. Itis to'say” - -
R assembling evidence because i the V. Ithat in a.search for facts the means.can .. .
X -z;;deﬁcw contrived a Jggse and jury! be disregarded if the ends—the facts— ;
o o g e, T
b =" iPowledge, writing in the New Repub-' O
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“fidence in the legal process, While it is "ic, suggests the dilemma: “...1 had v
- ,true that a judge and jury can detect the jrrational feeling that. he [Garr;'-t =
.icontradictions in testimony and other son] was on to something. I had the!
~-jiacongruous evidence, there is no cer- equally starding feeling that it did not{
jainty at all that they can uncover . jreally matter if Garrison were paranoid, **
{7 perjury that has been systematicallyar-” 'opportunistic, flambayant, or if his wit-
*'ranged for, with one perjurer corrobe 'neses’ were not candidates for - The - .
- orating ano_ther’s testimony, or that they :Defenders. Was he right?” But can’ )
can recognize artfully fabricated “facts™ !the process of establishing the truth ever
purposely .deszgned to fit into the pat-*pe separated from its end product—:*
., tern of evidence, Exposure of such sys- the truth? Facts must be selected, in-
temanc ff?}Ud.WOUI_d; if\ fact, 'depend |terpreted, and arranged in the context’
;.00 an outside investigation of the pros- lprovided by other information before-
ecutor’s means and . methods.” Gene. lthey take on meaning. Factual evidence:
Roberts, of the New York Times, and e
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