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l, We are forwa.rd:.ng herewith a repr:.nt of the arb:.cle "A Reporter At. I..arge.
% Garrison", published in THE NEW YORKER, 13 July, 1968. It was written by .
| Bdwaxrd Jay Epstein, himsel? authqr of a boo&, ("Inquest"), cr::!:ical of the
~ w’arren Comm.ssmn Repor‘b : ;

: : . prea.d camna.:.gn of adverse cr:.t:.c:.sm of the U S., most recently_
aga:.n n:ovoked ‘oy The a.ssass:.na.tion of Senator Robert Kennedy,* appears: to have-

The forthcoming tna.l of Sirhan," a.ccused ‘of the murder of Sena.tor
Kennedy;-can be- expected to’cause a new wave of criticism and.suspicion, a.g'en.nst ;
 the UniSed States ; cla.:.ming once more-the existence of a sinister "politi cal”

"murder conspiracy”. .We are sending you the attached article-~based either on
+, Tirst-hand observa.tlon by the author, or on other, identified sources--since it

X dewls with the: con‘b:.nm.ng investigation, conducted by District Attorney Garrison ;
of New Orleans, La.. That investigation tends to keep alive speculations sbout the
*'death: of President Keunedy, ‘an alleged "eonspiracy", and a.bout the possible :: -

i prma.rn.].y for your inzorma.tion and .for the 1nformatn.on of all Sta.t:.on personnel
- concerned. If the Garrison investigation should be cited in your arees in the
context .of renewed anti-U.S. attacks, you may use the article to brikef interested ?
: contasts, especially government and other political leaders, and to demonstrate to -

‘assets (which 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 sbout the U.S. judicial system, its separa.tion,
of state and federal cdurts 'and the fact that Judges and district attorneys in the .

-in office as long as his constituents re-elect him. "Even if your assets have to.
" discuss’'this in order to refute~<or at least weaken~-anti-U.S. propagands of .
* gufficiently seriocus impact, any personal attacks upon Gan'ison (or a.ny other

.-._nersonality in the U S ) must ‘be strictly a.voided. : '

l uncla.ssified a.rbicle, per pa.ra. 1

ok A‘btachment' -

. states are usually’ elected, not appointed: consequently, D.A. Garrison can continue

public' '
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A REPORTER AT LARGE
GARRISON T

curtly told him, “At this shge, we are : bndge was crossed a whole new set of
supaosed to be closing daors, not open~ clues to why Osw-dd killed the Presi- :
ing them.” It later turned out that dentmight have been found. s
some of the doors left ajar but un- - Could Garrison have discovered such -
opened led to associates of Oswald’s in - a bridge? Skeptics tended to dismiss
New Otleans, so «it seemed” entirely- the possibility on the ground that Gar-.
conceivable to me that Garrison just rison was a flamboyant and extreme- .
might have stumbled upon some valu- ly ambitious politician. Accordmg to
able information that the Commission , Aaron M. Kohn, the managing direc--
had, for one reason or another, side- - tor of the -Metropolitan Crime Com-w~,_~
stepped . : — .. + - imision of New Orleans, “Garrison i ;
Consider, for example, a story at -never lets the responsibilities of being ;.
._fered the authoritative judgment that - the root of Garrison’s investigation,. . a prosecutor interfere with being a poli- 1
'Lee Harvey Oswald aloné was respon- " which involved.a meeting among Os-* tician.”” However, the fact that Gar- -3
..sible for the assassination. And although -~ wald and three. men—=David William : rison was politically motivated' did” not
%3 -host, of doubts were subsequently . Ferrie,. Carlos Quiroga, and" W, Guy “necessarily—to my  mind, ‘at’ Jeast—"
By - raised . concerning - the - adequacy of ¢ 'Banister—all of whom -the: Warren- ‘preclude:the possibility that he mighe ;
uthe Warren Commission’s mvesxlganon v Commission had had reason to be in~-be on to something. Whereas it might
,...znd the relxabl'hty of jts-conclusions, it.; terested.in. Ferrie, who, according to'* not always have been in the interests of -
"o seemed Jincredible . that . th:.r.New Or—»t‘he.tesnmony of .one Commission..wit—d the:iWarren - Comm\ss;on,whlch -was
' :}Ieam Dlstncr.Attorney could dcclare,a.s Jneis, 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
the zs.assmanon weeLsago. I wouldn been a2 member briefly, had been .ar- Fpursuc leads that-night generate fur-
say this if we didn’t have the ewdence. rested in New Orlea.ns shortly after the. :.ther ‘doubts, or possibly damage the ef«
#"beyond a shadow of a'doubt.” ]ndeed,- assassination, on a tip that he was in--: fectiveness of federal agencies, an am-"
;e possibility . that  a local prosecutor _sYolved with-Oswald, and then released. 3. bitious. politician,: it . secmed to - “me,
. .‘ha.d’ found the' answers to quesnons that . Carlos Qunoga, a prominent - ‘Cuban - ‘might well pursue’leads'to their con=?
Tm‘h’ad bafled  the: mvesng:mve resources.; _exfle, had visited Oswald’s home several - :clusion, pccxally since solving “the case
of the federal govemment’ seemed so ., times in New Orleans, for the purpose, . of the: century,”-as Garrison called it,
remote to' most journahsts thzt, soon.s . he alleged, of appransmg Oswald’s pro-- “.would certainly enhance his reput-mon.
after the initial str provoked by Shaw’s. Castro activiies. W. Guy Banister, a Convinced that it was possible—indeed,
‘arrest. news of the ¢ ‘assassination ‘plot” " private detective known to be associated  probable—that Garrison could find de-
=was generally " relegated :to ,t.he back . with. anti-Castro activists in New Or- - tails of Oswald’s affairs that the Com-
Xt pagcs and treated about as senously as, leans, had an office in a building whose  mission had missed, I.went to New Or= .
‘ﬂymg—saucer reports. i, address appeared on some of the pro- leans shortly after Garrison announced ;-
..T, for one, however, was prepared to Castro literature that Oswald occasion-  that he was getting to the bottor: ‘of -
'beheve that  Disirict Attorney .Gatri-", ally handed out on the streets. All. the “assassination plor‘ and arrested
son s claims might have some substance . this information was in the hands of the bk
o them. In the course of writing my, * Commission; yet none of these three ©. - L
book “Inquest,”. I had found. that the men was.questioned by the Commis- VER since he was ﬁrst e]ected st-
;VVarren Commission’s investigation had sion or its staff. It seemed to me that trict Attorney, in 1961 J‘;m Gar-
- been severely constrained both by bu- leads such as these, if they had been fison—nhe legally changed his givea =
’r&ucratlc pressures ¢ exerted from with- pursued, could have provided a possib,lc name to Jim from Earling Carothers—v
n and by limits of time ifnposed from . .bridge bétween the known and un-. has been a controversial figure in New 1
Far . from bexng .the, rigor-. -known ‘worlds of Lee Harvey Oswald ° Orleans. He has fought long and hard 5
: ous :md exhausnve examinaton _that in New Orleans., And once such a against prostitutes, homosexuals in the ‘
_it'was taken to. be, ‘the; Commtssxons . ;.. ... ;French Quarter; and the more vul-
: work ‘was, at ceftain crucul points, R . - nerable purveyors of vice, but, accarding
reduced to little more. than_an ex- . f"—\ .to his cri:ucs 0{1 the Metropo;um CnmE :
«g_ o ’Commnsslon, he="has”® neglected. the .

.' %ercxse in’ the . clanﬁcauon. of .. super—
hcxal evxdcnce. When one. delved more . eproblem .of orgamzed ‘crime in’ New
"*Orleans. * “People * worry "about” ‘the

"deeply, some far more -difficult problems . §
than ‘any acknowledged by, the Com-"., ;=% “crime ‘syndicate,” Garnson once said,*

e
ot

GREAT many Americans
must have responded with some
measure of bewilderment when,
on March 1, 1967, they heard the news
that Jim Garnson, the District At-
torney of Orleans Parish, Louisiana,
had arrested a prominent New Orleans
citizen, Clay L. Shaw, for “participa-
tion in a conspiracy to murder John F,
.~ Kennedy.” The conclusions of the
.- 'Warren Commission, published some

two and a half years before, had of-
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of the Commlssxons own staff found

. mission began to appear. Even members A A3

“but the real danger is the polmcal
establishment, power massing against .

[
.

the individual.” When “the city’s. exght ¥
" criminal-court” Justices “exercised ” their Y
- statutory right to oversee the ﬁnancmg '
. of his. anti-vice campalgn, *Garrison
charged that their actions “raised ‘in-
7 teresting quesnons about racketeer in-
’ . fluences.” [A~court subsequendy con-
"'",vjvxcted Garnson of cnrnmally hbelhng

:Oswald had. been zssocxated _not: long
ocbefore .the aaszssmanon wnthe rwo un-'
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" of the Ronsevele Hoel in New Orlc-ms i New Orlems tclephnne book. ~ jtion to exposure to the ‘extreme” alti-©
and had briefly discussed with Sh:\w What was Garnison’s purpoese in all’ ,tudes required for clandestine flights.”
the possihility of bringing bloodless bull-; this? He himself noted, in an extended ! He went on to say that Chinese Na- |
fizhss to New OrIe-ms, he had lefti interview in Playboy for Qctober, | E tionaliss ' U-2 pilots have reportedly -
his business address—PO Box 19106,: 1967, that pre-trial publicity pre;udxcxat“ cxpen'necd the same “hair-loss phe- :
Dailas, Texas—with Shaw. In f1c:,, to the defendant “could get our whole | nomenon.” Fred Powledge, after in-
.Odom’s post-office box could not pos-i case thrown out of court,” yet ha him- lrervxewmg 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 bndx hair,”” However, the question -
ifore it was assigned to Udom,- 1n; founded, < | was .decisively - answered by -Harold -
11965—long after Oswald’s death, in ) " | Weisberg, a critic of the Warren Com-
11963, It was clear that Garrison had. IT was aboard a jet flight between 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 cozncxdencel late November of 1966 that the Gar- alopecia, which can render.its victims ;
- { to a conspiracy, First, he had told news-" rison investigation started taking shape.] hairless.) . e T
- | men that the number in Oswald’s book Prompted by a cover story in Life] . . Rather [ike. Oswald Fern'e was a !
i was PO 19106, although in fact it that called for a new investigation into | failure at virtually everything he tried. -

‘was 11 I 19106 (When a television . the assassination, three prominent pas-| He trained for the pricsthood, and was > -

Cinterviewer later asked him how hc'sengers—-—Senator Russell B. Long, of { dismissed "from two- seminaries as a ;. N
had. determined _that thc.:preﬁx was | Lauvisiana;* Joseph .M. Rault, Jr., a result of eccentric persoml he}nvmr.t
: PO, rather than I [, he answered, | wealthy New Orleans oilman; and| Later, he hecame a “bishop’” in a quasi~~
. with PUICC! aPlomb “More:or:Jess by | District- Attorney - Jim Garrison—be-|. political .undergrouns cult :called the .
. %1°°’°"g at it."") . Then, on. the basis of gan- speculating about -the events in .Orthodox Old .Catholic; Church of . n
TR :. his deductions, he had announced that. Dallas three years ‘before.. As their con- .North Amenca. .Ferrie-ran--a .service
..._,he_ post-office-box - number :was " ficversation - was: rcpnrted in: New-,Or-7 station-. 'in -New Or]enns. His -greatest
{3 tonal.. And,, ﬁﬂ-‘ln)’, he had: converted | Ieans; the official magazine of the city’s sl ‘ambidon seems to have been to hecnmc
the. number in, Shaw’s’ book into ]ack .Chamber »of - Commerce, the.. three a fighter pilot.-In .1950; he ‘wrote to
"R“bf s phone number. by:: rearrangmg agreed that; in Rault’s words, . . it Secretary of. Defense Louis..\. John-
“.i the, digits, subtracting: anx arbitrary:-would be almost preposterous to believe i. .son, demzndmg, ‘When am 1 going to . .

_’_'r.,nber, and changing the letters “P O” . that one man, an individual such as: get the commission, when-the Russians
; lto.“VVH.”- Garrison--had . constructed : Qswald, could have heen the only ane -y are bombing the. heH out of ¢
3 piece of evidence agamst Clay: Shawinvolved” in::this thing.” ;i . Cleveland??’.1In a letter to-
land had disclosed: it.to the: press. Yet.- Scnqtor ‘Long cited .defi- 1 ot ~the commandmg officer of i
s the District. Attorney :did.:not: seem. fencies “in - the . Warren i the. First .Air Force, he 3
.;pamcu]arly perturbed ‘when - -questions "Commission’s investigation. . WTOtE,: “There is nothing I
“were raised about the-logic of his de- .“I think if'I were investi- ‘ ; “would enjoy . better: than?
-';‘ductlons. When he was asked on 2 lo-: gating,” he said, “I'd find | T - blowing_ the  hell . out of
al television show how the number of the hundred best “riflemen - o -every .+ damn. -.—-Russmn,.
‘a post-office box that didn’t exist until in  the world and find the ! . Communist, Red or wh-xt——
=52t 1965 could have been used to represent. ones who were in Dallas : _ have-you....Between my, ;

,,.2 Jack Ruby’s phone number-in 1963,. that day.” Garrison recalled ' AR frends and I we can cook .

iovahe replied, “Well, that’s a problem for. that-in 1963 his oﬂice had® =i fupa crew that ean reany blow them to ;

: you to think over, because _you obvious=i been interested in-“a very unusual tvpe hell. ... T want to train killers, how- :

.. '_’ ‘ly missed the point. ? Indeed, Garnson; of person who made a very curious trip | ever bad that sounds. It is. what we
- : counterattacked in a press-conference,; at a very curiols nme ahout 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 { " "
. Tto Mr. ‘Sh“‘a';;;’.‘j,;,;v".-‘-,;,‘;n‘)';}.vbumghﬁ to now go back mto some of thosc . Civil Air Patrol (a civilian organization ; ..,

£ Mr: Odom-has actually -produced”—- events.” - iR 1 made up of volunteers),and he also set= . i’
. as if this fact were relevant.to his ind = The individual whom Garnson hzd _himself to trammg youths in Jungle-'

;mterested in clanfymg now why there! and he ‘was, to say”the least of it, “a ; witness before the \«Varren Commis- |
iis also coded in Lee Oswald’s address very unusual type of person.” Garrison | sion named Edward Voebel, may have :
.::book the local*phone number of the: later charactenzed Ferrie as both an ; P belonged to Ferrie’s outfit for a bnef
:Central Intelligence Agency.” Using “evil genius” and “a pathetlc and tor-;:time in the nineteen-fiftics, . when he?
Zrg1an. entirely different ‘System’of dccx-' tured creature.” To compensate for :was a teen-ager. Ferrie. was. also’ en-
#i% pherment, Garrison maniged 'to con< being completely halrless, Ferrie pasted ;- gaged in a long-term- project to d:s—
: '-‘vert the number 1147, which appezred 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 thnu-
-~ + C.LASs phone number. Oswald’s codes eyebrows. (Explanations of how Ferrie : sands of white mice in_his apartment in }
;‘;_:.'were ‘subjective,” ' Garrison saxd, in* lost his- hair have. become part of the < ‘New Orleans. For a2 while, he was em— .
folklore of the assassination. William i"ployed as a pilot for Eastern Airlines,

i ¥ that they varjed from number to num-
} ber.. There seemed litdle - ‘point’ in Os-| W. Turner, author of a so-called “‘of- ; but he was suspended, .in 1961, as 2 ™

'u wald’s having gone through such 3,,] ficial history” of the Garnson investiga- - ‘consequence of an arrest on a morals
r elaborate procedure, however,: becruse tion-which appeared in Ramparts, re- charge, and later dismissed. After that, . :
% the C.I.A. number that Garrison’ re- | ported- one- speculation’ that- the loss'} 'he managed ‘to make; a meagre living
"hsted “in . :he.mlabt have been “a physxologml reac-4-as a free-lance pﬂot, an mdependent.i‘

S { psychologrst _and "3 private. detective. ;

ftrred o -was-—a.nd. -

u vestigation—and *“We are particularly in mind was David William Ferrle, { warfare tactics. Oswald, according to a + '.' B
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At about the time of the Bay of Pigs ; pilot, who made a number of fights might be Lee I‘{-‘""’e_}’ Oswald. :
invasion, in 1961, he became ase, with Ferrie in order to gain his confi- ;Although L‘“’js said he was .o
| dence, and Alberto Fowler, a Cuban Icertain that this meeting had ~ - -
* exile and the Director of International joccurred in 1962, a time when .

| Relations for the City of New Orleans, | Oswald was known to be liv- .
who made discreet inquiries ahout Fer- 1ing -in Texas, and althaugh o

rie’s activities among anti-Castro exiles. | Quiroga categorically denied IR

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-
i volved in teaching paramilitary tactics
v to anti-Castroites in St. Tammany
. Parish, across Lake Pontchartrain
from New Orleans,
In 1963, Ferrie was employed as a
private investigator -for the law firm

Later, a self-styled intelligence expert,
using the pseudonym Bill Boxley‘
joined Garrison’s staff. !

The first step was to compile a dos-
sice on Ferric. Cameras were secretly |
set up across from Ferrie’s apartment, |

that such a meeting.had ever
taken place; Garrison intensi- |
fied his effarts in this directdon., ;.
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

then representing Carlos Marcello, who
was reputed to he the head of the New
Orleans Maha. Marcello had been de-

! his activities. Little came of this sur<

‘veillance. For further information,

ported in an extralegal manner-—he * Garrison turred back to Martin, whose
. was abducted by Justice Department % tip had first linked Oswald and Ferric.,

; agents and-put on'a plane to Guate-
! clandestizely flew: Marcello back into
this country. On the day of the assassi-
nation,. Ferrie ;claimed,. he was .in
‘courty. listening sto~-a . judges declare
the? Marcello - deportation.. illegal.:: 1’0
elebrate the victory, Ferrie-drove-to
Texas on a *‘goose-hunting” ' expedi-
ton with two friends. Meanwhile, Gar-
! rison’s office received.a tip from a

! mala.- According to “one story; Ferrie|

{ Martin, who told Secret Service agents i

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 ‘disconnected yarns
about Ferrie and the assassination. Ac-
cording-to a typical one of these, Ferrie
hypnotized Oswald and then dispatched

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 -~ - *
the hope of identifying the men under <= =

Ferrie’s command, Garrison hired Ber-. i <~
nardo Torres, i private detective from -
Miami wha claimed to *have. assisted '~
the Secret Service. by spatting -poten« .= -
tially dangerous Cubans during a visit 4
President Kennedy. made to-Miami in 4.
1963 In December,..1966,:and Janu-

ary, 1967, the investigation. was broad-:
ened to include various efforts to track:
down, with Torres’s help, any Cubans-
in Miami who nlight have known Fer- ..

ah

b

:him on- the assassination mission. Ac~

rie. These efforts turned out to be un- -

cording to another, Ferrie had a work- : productive but quite expensive~—more-
ing assaciation with certain anti-Castro | than. half the total _expenditures—and
activities conducted by the private de-; Garrison began to suspect that Torres’s
tective - W.. Guy * Banister. Garrison 'gachvity did not justify the expense.:1'o< i
' 1ot Martin was. said to be 2 member t found * this connection especially pro- “iward the end of January, the Floric'la:’;'--'; -
" of the same cult in which Ferrie was a~§ vocative, because Banister, vp to the |manhunt was called off..> < 7 ouse: st
.~ bishop. On his return.to New Orleans, . time of - his death, 'in 1964, main- * But Garrison had other le:ds to fol- ..

. Ferrie..was arrested.and questioned, | tained offices in a building at 544“ low—notably an old cluc from a New .
- but, according to F.B.I. reports, Mar-:| Camp Street, a block from the Wil- | Orleans lawyer named. Dean Adams
. tin admitted that he had made up the : iam B. Reily Company, where * " ":" | Andrews, Jr. Andrews’. original story, .;
. whole story, and Fefrie was released. - Oswald * worked, and one™ [ which. he told to the Secret Service #:i: - |
© -+ The F.,B.I. may.not have thought :of thc;qyesn'ons the Warren ° shortly after the assassination, was that 7. -
i much of Martin’s tip, but it was-this:: Commission had left unan- - Oswald had comé to his office a few o
| tip that enabled Garyison to begin.his swered was why the address - .} times during the summer of .1963 in ;. .
" investigation, in December, 1966, with : 544 Camp St.” appeared as - * the hape of finding some means by e .
 a specific suspect in mind—David Fer- Oswald’s headquarters on " |which the “undesirable” discharge he .
. rie. Garrison set about his work with some pro-Castro literature " |had been given by the Marine Corps -t =
{ the assistance of a small but industrious | that he "handed out. Since "{could be converted into an honorable : -
{ staff. His chief investigator, 2 police~ Banister’s office was, as Gar- . onc. The day after the assassination,.<:: .
i

. New Orleans private detective named
i Jack: S...Martn :towthe effect: that;]
| Ferrie. had trained:Qswald in. marks-:
| manship -and was?his ‘getaway - pi-

ek gt "
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- | 'man -named- Lauis.Ivon, had ‘requisi-;--fiso“ put it,-“a mare’s-nest of "% iAndrews, who was in the hospital un~
tioned other members’of the New Or- anti-Castro activity,” Garri- " der sedation recovering from pneumo- -
! leans Police Department to do.the:son postilated that Oswald : -, .nia, said he received a phone call from... .~ }
. i necessary legwork.” William H. Gur- . mlght_be‘an. “‘agent provoca- -’ '."'a man he knew as Clay Bertrand,:.. - - 3
. vich, a partner in one of the city’s larg- - teur” in Banister’s employ. . _:whom he described as “a lawyer with— ;: - - 3
 est private-detective dgencies, handled ;. Garrison followed up this - lout a briefcase” for local homosexuals. <
. interrogations and the cxtr;.territorial;tlgad‘ by systematically ques--. rAccording to Andrews, Bertrand.asked
' aspects of ,the investigation. Thomas  tioning ‘Banister’s former em- :him to go to. Dallis. and- defend Os--
i Beth®, a2 young British writer who y:ployees. One of them, a ship- '] {wald. When Andrews was questioned: 1> :
' was living in New Orleans, was put ir |:ping clerk and sometime pri- .7 %7 iby the F.B.I, he gave several dif-.’ -
~ charge of research. Assistant District ;: vate investigator named David SR
~ Attorneys Alcock, Andrew J. Sciam..l:F. Lewis, Jr., added richly to -

+

TIRTETI TN T TR

ferent descriptions _of - Bertrand, "and; }.- -

orne . ciam. /15, J1 © 4+ ;[finally said that.the character bearing:
 bra, Richard V. Burnes, and Alvin'V - pthe developing drama. Lewis " ;- ithat name was merely a figment of his -
- Oser’ questioned the:more important, ;:d’“"“d that he had been wit- ‘imagination. A few months later, he.:
| witnesses and prepared ‘the = legal | ness to a meeting among Ban- ;- “iagain "changed his. story, telling. the s’
. groundwork. Other. tasks were per- " ister, Ferrie, the ant-Castro | = i\Warren Commission. that. he had re-.:i -
. formed by somz of Garrison’s personal leader Carlos Quiroga, and a 3’ ::cchdy scen Bertrand in a bar, and de-i; s
© friends—among them’ Max Gonzales, person he’ called . Leon Qs - ‘ o g .

\ _ .. , : scribing him as “a boy”’. who -was 43
a law' clerk in d)c_srﬁhinal court and a iwald, W'IIO hc Ia.tex‘-‘ t.h._éugbvt ?'fm:§8§§ngh_s': an y

b 44

d had “sandy hair,”
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Na other clues to Bertrand’s identity i think he’s too important.”.
wurned  up, however, and Wesley J,
Liebeler, 2 Commission Jawyer who-
conducted the investigation in this area, .
said he was convinced that nc such’
person existed. '

Garrison nevertheless now decided
to purstc the macter further, and gave
_Assistant District Attorney Sciambra, a ‘likely that he would do any-
former boxer known by the nickname - thing to incriminate himself.
Moo, a task he referred to as “scueez- [ The Cuban-exile trail had petered out
ing"” the French Quarter. A crack- ;in Miami. The Bertrand matter had

" Ferrie was stll, at this time,
the only suspect. - )
By February, 1967, the in--
vestigation seemed to be at a
standstill.  Ferrie  obviously
knew that he was under sus-
picion, and it was highly un-

"down on homosexuals that Garrisan i been shelved. Garrison’s chief_witness

had carried out in 1962 was generally i 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
informers, but Sciambra was unable 0 " described, Oswald and Banister were

find anyone who had ever heard of | dead, Quiroga (according to Garrison)
- Clay Bertrand. Garrison reasoned that

. Dean Andrews was.probably protécting
+.2. wealthy client with homosexual as- |

- sociates, and came up with the idea that | specialist in anti-eavesdropping devices,
#-Clay - Bertrand - was in “reality * Clay ! was recommended to Garrison by Wil
#8haw, a socially: prominent retired di~{ Jard: E. Robertson, a New Orleans
sirector of the Intérnational. Trade Mart] gy

‘equivocally denied everything. .- -

=Life. reporter’who »warked ‘closely Vi 'rison had been so concerned that the:

_'_.'.'invesn'gadon, *was -present . when- Gar- .. that he had made plans a féw weeks be-

i-rison first put-forward this*hypothesis®,
. to-his staff. "According ?O‘LChand]ﬂ"f:‘.F.B.I. field office in New Orleans,.
. ,L:’Gan'.'iso:i offered t}"lree afgqments for‘ﬁ.usfng 3 watcr_ pfstol loa.ded Wl.th a2
} ‘%lt.';r’nt,AShaw kad »the same- first nallme’ju c}!argc ‘of r.e.d pepper t_o:ilsa-rm. the of-
- as: Bertrand,‘,;,.Sg:copd,'"S.}taW' ‘was-Tu- : ficer on duty; he even invited Chan-;
‘ *:';?,oretli tor llziav:- fdncgdsnm .stll;lewh:m’:,i}d‘?er," th:h L:fer epol};ter,"toi dccompany
.t 3exual world..Ang, hnally, ohaw Spoxe t him on the mission, but for some reason
. fluent Spam'sh and, a]thou,gh ‘Andrews :thc P]an was scra'ppcd.) Upon Iearﬁing;
gad ";V‘éaw:d' that 'B;’"‘;ﬂd ;poke ’ that Ferrie was under suspicion,; Novel
‘«:Spanish, Garrison was looking for 2| told Garrison that he knew a good deal -
{:conspiragr involvbed i}? Znti-Caslt‘rofaC-' “"about Ferrie’s activities'in 1961. Ac-
- fztivides. Garrison brushed over the fact  cording ‘to Garrison, Novel claimed
.F that Shaw—six féet four and aiguarte;ff':ha: Ferrie, a Cub,an-exﬂe leader
‘irinches wll, fifty-four-years:old,”"and % named Sergio Arcacha Smith, and two
?:;'thte'haifedf'hﬁfdly‘-'ﬁtted_ Andr?ws’f unidentified Cubans had been involved
.'descrip.don ‘of‘.a .ﬁve-foot-eig.ht-mch' ina “pfckup” qof arms from a bunker
'§'~b°)' ""“h. sandy hair. He also xgnOfed in Houma, Louisiana, belonging to the
. :.-the- question of why Andrews, having- ‘Schlumberger Well Surveying Corpo-
- gven a false description and_a.fa]sc'hst_ ration. .Some of the arms were re-
e .name ~to pl‘otect hXS ‘dlent’,_!pﬂnedly deposith in the Oﬁices Of W.
Tt ‘Guy . Banister. The purpose of' the

Sh " raid was to acquire arms for dn anti-

¢ In-any event, .Shaw  was \eqiry milia, and Novel stated that 2
-+~ brought in for questioning in {~1'A conract had indulgently pro--
- late December, on the protext 4.4, key to the bunker. Novel
;that Garrison was atempling “later claimed that one .of Garrison’s

1o tieup 3 faw loose.ends in ¥iyen; gor breaking the stalemate his in-"
; . .

the Warren Report.Accord=vvy oo o oo ched 3

he . : By . vestigation had apparently reached in-
ing™o Chandler, it qmclf-})' be‘;.'”;'volved a'plot to kidnap Ferrie, Accord-
:“came- apparent that Shaw had-- ing to this story, Ferrie was to he shot
~+ .. no information to offer about :

! ; oc with an atropine dart, injected with
.- Ferrie or his activities, and the P 2 1

PR SPANEIOFN

~would give the client’s cor
rst name.

o AR

|any truly tangible leads if i had™ |’
inot been for some resourceful:: '}
" —~imoves by three repafters for the o

‘could not be found, and Ferrie un---shrugged and - told =~ her, -“I - will P
-:neither- confirm* nor deny it.”.-The ¢ -
.. At this point, Gordon Novel, a . nextday, the stary broke. Garrison’s in-. C-‘ .‘

: B - . S ey oy e V)
£ _ | automobile . dealer who. was- one: of;story- had seriously:interfered. with” his 4
n~Néw Orleans; David I, Chandler, t:Garrison’s - political supporters.-: (Gar- iefforts;; arrests that. were- to have-béens:,

tZwith Garrison-in- the. éarly- days*cf the - F.B.1. might be tapping his telephones-

fore to execute 2 midnight raid on the -

;Rault, Jr., and Willard Robertson,".

:dead. An’ autopsy indicated that he had"

"[New Orleans States-ltem—Rasemary -
jJames, Jack Dempsey, and David .
iSnyder. In New Orleans, the financial ¥
.vouchers of the district attorney’s of-
:fice- are a matter of public record. By
_piecing together information gleaned

: from these records and.through various
ileaks from Garrison’s office, the re- .
|porters were able to come up with a .-
, fairly accurate picture of the investiga- -

;secret. Mrs. James wrote-an article on ‘
Ithe subject and showed it to Garrison .-
_ron: February .16, 1967. He simply-i..-

-t vestigation into the- assassination of
--President: Kennedy was now. a public !
Ia ) -

yissue. Garrison -charged that the news.

‘made: immediately, ~he - claimed,  had
‘now to-be deferred for months: More-
-over, he.announced. that he would séek -
private financing in order not to have
to' conduct the inquiry .in  a:*fish- :
;bowl.”.  Two - political ~allies; * Joseph
“thereupon .organized- fifty: New., Or-;
Jeans  businessmen - into a - group-that
{called itself Truth or Consequences,
1Inc. Tts function was to supply Gar- -
yrison _with both ifunds. and moral .y .
support. Meanwhile, David Ferrie told i -
a newspaperman that Garrison’s inves-
tigation, in which he was suspected of i’
being - Oswald’s getaway pilor, was
nothing but ¥a°big .joke.” He denjed i | -
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-Iterns broke the news of Gar-
rison’s investigation,.. Ferrie was kept -
under “‘protective custody,” : Billings |
has" reported, at the' Fontainebleau _
Motor Hotel in ‘New Orleans, Ac- 7.
cording to a member of Garrison’s .:
staff, this was done at Ferrie’s request,
In any event, he returned to.his own
apartment on the evening of February:
21st. ‘The next day,. Ferrie was found

e e
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died of a cerebral hemorrhage caused -
by the rupture of a bload vessel. The

,sodium pentothal, and forced to con-

“-matter was dropp cd.’_Tth 15 fess.” Novel has said, “Garrison asked’
i trict Attorney told his staff to | : -
2va o “forget Shaw.” In -January,
i - when asked if he knew the
¢ %t identity of Clay Bertrand by
b 5423 Richard. N. Billings, another
: *%member of Life’s staff, Gar-'

rison. replied, “His. real name |
418 Clay" Shaw, but™I “don’t!

'

s

_that it wouldn’t appear-on his J'.<7
!office purchase records” after the | -
District . Attorney ‘“had _read | i
aboat the idea in one of the books-
about the C.LAY” i 0 47

_The,_ entire investigation might |
thave expired guiedy for want of

| F
sz O et v domerme s
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me to order him such 'a dart gun so §

coroner, Dr. Nicholas . Chetta, - ruled }:
“ZmiTiout. suicide, because’a person is.t
rarely aware that: an ancurysm, !
or weak .spot,: exists in a blond ;
_vessel, and it would be virtually. ¥

out.”’ He also ruled out murder,-*

;.# on the ground that if the rupture "
[ had been caused' by-an-external’.; ..
r blow" .'thcrc.::__\'l_o_l.l_]‘d-.."nece_s,v,;arﬂ)rl"-‘i -

[ .. v -

o'.
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£ impossible to-tinduce:ia - “blow- | <.}
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mg hefore a gr‘m < jury meetmg in i Garnsnn 1ntermg1ted him, he had de- | ly nken place. In hns ﬁrst mtervuew,
I closed session, he requested a prehml-g nied in a number of interviews that he’ |moreover, ‘Russo did not state that
ary hearing, which takes place before | had ever seen Oswald or that Ferrie "the had ever met Shaw, and he him-
“a judge and is public. The purpose of al had ever specifically discussed the as- self made no mention whatever of -
-prehmmnry hearing under Louxsmnal sassination of President Kennedy."a *Bertrand——either Clay or " Clem. ™
Jaw is to determine whether or not the ! Many of the details of Russo’s story, ;Assistant District Attorney Scmmbra, E
“state has sufficient evidence to warrant it turned out, were developed under: who conducted this first interview and. :
-a tral. Although it is not unusual for hypnos:s-——a method that Garrison said | wrote up the memorandum, Iater said
‘the .defense to request a preliminary ! he used in order to “objectify” testi-| that Russo did tell him . T
“heéaring, if on]y to attempt to compel | mony. Moreover, it was learned that | of the assassination plot
tthe state to tip its hand and disclose =——————Russo- had been under psy-|but that he forgot to-
. vital evidence before the ace =-——-=i © ~ “ ! chiatric treatment for eight-{include it in his report. .
.stual trial, such a hearing is-» =~ . -+ . een months, ending in Jate{ Yet Sciambra’s own
_irarely, if ever, requested byt te -7 ‘;‘f'! 1960, and had last consulted { words in the mema~ .
. ithe prosecution. Why, then, : = - a psychiatrist just two months {'fandum would appear ; | -
:s.‘mu]d Garrison, the prose- 3 i before he went to see Gar-1'to belie this. explana— i .
= .cutor, have clected to dis- S 3 rnson. o -txon.“The next picture- .,
close some of his evidence o * The District Attorney ‘that he [Russo] identi- .
- :before the trial—an appar- : ~ " + - found his only other thneSs, fied was that of Clay 3
i .ently gratuitous favor to the: #{ 2% Vernon B." Bundy, in the’ Shaw. He said that he'. ...
- idefense? Garrison . has said. ) A ~-~Pansh Prison’ after the hear-‘saw this' man twnce.-The first. ‘time
ithat he did so-in order: to msy - 1ng had begur. Assistant District ‘At-'/was when he pulled mto Ferrie’s serv-
“yean 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,
' heanng-, however; has at. least one ex-+ ObjeCth to usmg Bundy as a wntness, 1 car talkmg mth Ferrie.. He rememhers

ous e wbr=e 3

+mmded prosecutor‘ mlght ﬁndﬁadvm- j-way.?'Bundy;*a- ‘narcotics addxct and ] Wharf when he™ urent to see J'.FK
;mgeous.. it prowdes the proserutxon petty thief, tesnﬁed that in- ‘the summer 5speak * Here Sclambra specxﬁc:zlly states

pubhc]y far in- advance of the trlal some | inject. the ‘contents of two capsules of “neither occasion xnvo]ved ‘2 rendezvous
‘of the more sensational aspects of the : heroin* into his arm, he saw two ‘in Ferrie’s apartment’ during ~which -
i case, . t,hus helpmg to: stsmu]ate publlc{'men meet on “the shore of - Lake -Shaw, I‘erru;, and Oswald phnned Lhe_
assassination, If Russo .wenton to'de-
"scribe 2’ thvrd encounter, :md that ‘was
enhance the: defendants prospects for 'as-“a Junk]c or. bca:mk ‘tfpe” with a the” on]y one” relevant to Garrson s -
Jusnce, it unquestxonab‘y -worked ° to hght 'growth- of beard, he had later] case, it is dnfﬁcult to understnnd how
i:focus national attention on the: case.: . | recognized_from photographs as -Lee] Scnambr'l cou]d have neg]ected to ine"
17+, With a full complement of reporters | Harvey Oswald. The other man Bundy |- ‘clude "jt’in the memorandum. More-" :
in attendance, the hearing.began -on Yidentified -as Clay Shaw. Like Russo, | over, accordmg to . Billings, . Scnambr-;

+March -14th, before a panel of three.iBundy had never before told anyone] did not mention the alleged “third en-
Edjudges, . with - the testimony - of -Per- |about his encounter with Oswald. The | counter” in an oral report he made to’
) 3ry Russo.- Russo stated " that - he. had | three-judge panel ruled that there was | Garrison the day  after the. interview.
i ,&-attended a meeting at Ferrie’s apart-;sufficient 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 on]y twice—once iat’
fthe - assassination tof - President: Kene ly-‘established that there was evidence Ferrie’s service station and once at the
nedy was planned by three: men:jthat merited judgment. Yet to many: Nashville Street Wharf. In fact, the -}
Feme, 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
¥ Bertrand.” Russo identified Leon Os- | -As it turned out, the evidence used "supposed to have overheard, Bertrand,

wald as: Lee. Harvey: Oswald from lat the prehmmary heanng was even less' Ferrie, and Oswald plannmg the .as-

{**a photograph.” Then Garrison * asked [sound than 'it: may have. appeared at, sassination in Ferrie’s apartment, was
-2 Russo whether he recogmzed the man!thg tme.: About six weeks after,the: :when Sciambra himself told Russo that .
'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 mesting -

i He testified that after the three men had told two contradictory staries—one - in Ferrie’s apartment.. _T his was after i
! had discussed such details’as’ the need in his first interview with Sciambra, the - Russo had taken_the “truth serum.”.;

: _for “diversionary tactics,” the. “trian-. ‘other in’ court, after_being questioned : And Russo still, at "this time, said that
«.gulanon" of crossﬁre and’ the se]ecnon “under’ hypnosxs. "Phelan discovered the ©he could not, remember a.nyonc mmcd
‘Tof an appropriate scapegoat, “they . dlscrepancy ‘when Gamson, with his . Bertrand. ° b x '
ended the conversation by bickering customary generosity to journalists, . 'If 2 witnéss tells two contradxctory
over various methods of escape. = - supplied him "with, 2 memorandum stones, ‘éxternal evndence may make it
‘~,Under cross-exammatlon the follow- .of Russos ﬁrst mtervlew. Nowhere possfb]e to choose between them.. In:

S A

iy ‘.»....'_:

el 2 1€ 2 2o b

i been able to xdentlfy Oswald positively . five hundred words, was the supposed -available casts doubt.on his second sto-.- 2 S
P “until after an artist in the District At- 'meeting “among Shaw, Ferrie, and ry—the one he told in court. He tes- : s
| “forney’s office spent six hours drawing'. Oswald ‘mentioned, either directly. od] tified :hat Oswald was Ferrie’s room-

Eadxﬁ'erent beards on photographs cf Os-:implicitly.- Yet two weeks later,”. in - ‘mate in_ early September, _,1963 ")et\
: wald It 'was a]so revealed that, before‘eourt, Russo stated that lt had deﬁmte there is evadenCe that at, .that Os--
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wald was living wuh his wife and their
mhn: daughter on Magazine Street in
New Orleans. Russa descrihed Oswald,
as having a beard in early and mxd‘-
September, yet generally reliable wit-:
nesses reported that Oswald was clean-
“shaven at that time. Russo claimed that:
. he saw Oswald in Fcr-v
¢ rie's apartment in the',
o0 © 0 first week of October,’
T " yet Oswald was known
o to have been in Mexico
and Dallas during this -
i period. Russo said that’
a_ friend of his, Niles
Peterson, was at a par- '
S tyat Ferrie’s apartment
~ the” night that he saw'
Tl QOswald ¢ andt SHaw !’

‘saw anyone fitting- the description."of |
i, either Shaw or Oswald." (Peterson did, b
;'howcver, recall 'afbearded - man* who

»was- six. feet tall¥and. otherwxsc fitted't,

el - known to be Feme s.roommate at ther
‘dme—James --R & Lewallen: Russof
'cl:mncd further, mat a young woman, |
.Sandra« Moﬁitt, accompamed him "to
_Ferrie’s apartment ' the night “of the!
" {¥ meetng, yet she.dcnm ‘this;sand -says}
"+ that she did not meet Ferrie until 1964.¢
{ In:sum, Russo’s.court: testimony:* ap=
3f-¥pears to be at oddsiwith-a great many
of the: external pom!s of reference he!
Hnmself provided After the preliminary”
he'mng, Russo hcg'an expressing doubts
ifabout :his identification .of Shaw..He:-
told . James - Pheldn, - who had spent‘
'more:than forty hours questioning him|:
'for. his Saturday Evening Post 'articlc,
that he wished he could have.an:faps}:
portunity to talk:to: Shaw. for a few :
1hours so I can heisure he was the right
;Iman.” He told.Richard Townley,

)
Y
.
.

g ,.‘.._..L.‘:...

.1leans, that he was dnsure of his test-
: mnnv. S -1{-».-'- AL 31 &
1+ The tesnmony“of Garrison’s: other,

Erblm that he was testifying for Garrison:
{}#because it’s the-anly.way that I can]
o iget cut lonse”—indicating that unless;’
. he did testify, his_probation would be.

‘| revoked and he would have to com-. j

,pletc :a five-yearsentence in~ pnsnn.

! Bundy was subsequently arrested “on-a!jury.- Although the conviction is being 1 Turner were ¢ wmmg the official his--

| charge of robbery. ' Another mm..':ch
‘i~John (the Baptist) Cancler, said in an:
.'mtcrvnew that Bundy had told  him’
‘i that his account of ;the events at Lake:
'Pontchartram was';a fabrication. *Of:
" colrse, felons are-not known for theiri:
“probity, and Garrison ‘dismissed - the:

v -

S

reporter for WDSU-TV, in New Or-i!

~ TP i ;

 statements of Torres and Cancler “in

“view of their criminal recards,

! no credence is to be placed in the testi-

i mony of Bundy’s fellnw-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 subscquently cast considerable
douht on their own testimony.

" A few months after the hs‘mng,
thcrc was another legal skirmish that,
strengthened the appearance, if not the.
substance, of Garrison’s case: Dean.
;Andrews, the New Orleans Jawyer,
twho had claimed that shortlyafter the::
assassination a shadowy figure named:

" there, yet Pcterson ‘fatly denies that he !’ +Clay Bertrand appealed.to him to- 00 was ‘allowed to ‘ask leading . .Questions:

fito Dallas and defend Qswald, became

his'imagination, had nevertheless stated "
categorically when Garrison’ quesnoncd
‘|him in December that Shaw was not:
Bertrand.In late F ebruagy, after Russo’
had come forward, Garrison again
[ met: with Andrews, Accordmg to An--
 drews, the- District Attorney said he
 had ‘other” evidence that Shaw was in-

volved ‘and asked Andrews not to deny
,that bhaw and_Bertrand were one and|

ithe same. Andrewsa grced——beca use, he;

;has said, he was afraid that © otherwxse
‘the ]olly Green Giant would pounce
ion me like a thousand-pound camry

lecn called before a grand jury inf

:March ‘and asked if Clay Shaw was|
'Clay Bertrand, he replied, under oath,_

+“] can’t say that he is and I can’t say’

l|'

that he ain’t.”” Three months later, o
* June 28th, Andrews volunteered to ap-
pear again before the grand jury. This|’
itimc, he told of a “deal” with Garrison

" But if”

involved in perjury. procecdmgs. An-} iwords, he “could ﬁgure out what _they:.
drews, after telling a number of stories' {wanted to- know, ~.that the name Ber-
about Bertrand,'and at one point claim-: :
"'thé, description *of. the:-man ,who--wasr ing* thaz—:Bertrand was a figment ofy

:Bertrand was indeed a fiction, invented , "

:by Andrews after the assassination, how
could Russo testify that he had met:
Shaw before the assassination under -
ithe pseudonym Bertrand?. . -
'According to the Sciambra - - ¢
memorandum,.. Russo had ...

not mentioned the name . ..
Bertrand in his mmal inter= .- . -

view. It was only after Sci- . e

"ambra told. Russo that he -
had identified one of the par-. =
ticipants at the .meeting, in-
'Fernes apartment as, Ber-- .
‘trand while under the influ-
ence of sodium pentothal—an .
‘identification which, accor -3 g
‘ing to Billings,. Russo did not .\
recall at the nme—-—-:md after Russo

'.:c:v

‘about the case .so .that, in_his own’

‘trand found its- way into_ his stnry

N ——iet

AFTER t.hc prellmmary hcnnng,
there - was a-second notable. shife.;
i “the 'nature. ‘of " the. investigation. -

Vthrcas the first | phasc had concentrat- s

“ed’ on the activities- of. David™ Ferrie,
,and the second was devoted principally.:.
'to efforts to substantiate Russo’s. al-,
Ieganons about Cla Shaw, thé third ; .,,
phase had: no single
"It was, in effect,’ 2 “hunt ‘without " a
‘quarry, a search for any’ mformatum
from any sourcé that mxght relate to
any aspect of the assassination.  For,
“this desultory” pursuit, ,‘_Garnson re-
“inforced - his’ permanen‘t staff  with-
“yolunteer recruits” from the 'growmg
corps of critics of-'the Warren Com-
mission. A number ‘of | these | pcople.
who might best be described as: peri~’
"patetic. demonelogists found in New -
"Orleans an unexpected rallying point;
they were attracted to Garrison like thc £

*

i
L
>

“and testified that he had never tho ghtL

i for-a moment that Shaw was Bertrand.”

prewously, and said, “It doesn’t make ;

.any difference to-me if I'm conwct—"

ted. '+, Clay Shaw is not Chy Ber:
trand. Indict me if you want to.” -

Andrews was
ralgned tried, and convicted for per-

-appealed,’ Garnson declared that this
"represented “a' major conviction .’ .in
connection with this case.” It was, if
"anything,*a Pyrrhic victory. Assistant |’
District Attorney Alcock charged that
the. name Bertrand had been “foisted |’

subsequently ~ ar- |

‘children of Hamelin 'to the Pied Piper..}
“At the head of the linc stood Mark .,

‘lwitness, 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 ment,” A
fellow-inmates - in*the 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-..
.tviewer. that Bundy had admitted to. edged that he had perjured. hlmself‘ rison’s files on the case for new clues -+

who, together with William -

i.and dewsxng mtremous schtmes to pro-- '1

by makmg Xerox copxs of the evi--"
dence Lane might be jeopardizing the
. case, Garnson rephed that Lane and

tory of the i mvesug-mon. 7} Reports on
“developments in..Texas .came from
Penn Jones, Jr., the editor of the Mid-:
lothian, TC‘(.‘IS, Mxrror and the author -

.My Grief,”” the most cclebratcd featur

on the world” by Andrews, but: 1fJ
R xs - . Y 3

of which was a dcath count of mdl-

specxﬁc abjective, ;-
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~of a serics of booklets. «called “Forgive +3- ;
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'T;L,.f.""A prosecutor'x"ho wants o insuré:|,

cinity of the knoll just before
the President’s motorcade
reached the ambush point.”
Garrison  further described”
this man, presumably one 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.L. that he had had
frequent fainting spells since he suf-
', fered a serious head injury in an auto--
_ .mobile accident'in?1960, and that he’
-;had .been receiving-daily medication to’
iprevent these spells. When- Garrison
learned that the"man who fainted "was’
not the pararnilxtmst hé had presumed
him-ta be, he?told his staff to-forget:
about the- mattér3-Yer*in “his*public:
statements he-cotitinued to. say“that he’
Hiad located this sevent'h member of theé |

L 4

.that the story of h:s mvcsngmon re-,

- | old ewdencc.

“the Dallas szc: Herald
Robert Hollingswerth, man-

‘. Herald, has told me that he
t personally inspected with a
: m-ugnlfyln glass the photo=:
graphs given to Chapman, i

" 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- ,

lxcemen. Carson, who was, of course,

secing the pictures for the first time, |
had no way of knowing who. the
individuals in the picturcs were or
whether they were in fact “being ar-:
rested,” and he had no way of chal-
lenging .. Garrison’s claim that. they
were connected with the C.ILA. What
Uarrison presented to the public that-
hight, then, was not actually -new
evidence—witnesses  pictured
photognphs -had’; testified hcfore the !
VVarren—Commlss»on-—bu,t new “and
totally unsubstantxated mterpretntlon of

Any sensational murder case attracts
its share of crank letters, publicity seek-
ers, and bogus tips, and, whereas most
| district attorncys regard such offers of

5 evxdencc constantly. Garrison’s corps of
r\Irregu!ars proved.thdpful ‘not “sitnply !

s occasion, in fi inding opportumtxes “for -

:, i; Garrison to present it, When' Mort*:

-Sahl appeared onthe Johnny Carson ™
& television show: lnst * January and com*
pl:uncd about” the: coverage. that the'

" “various medid hid given the District;

=‘Attomc; and his® c15c, Carson'‘agreed
to . have- Garrison? on his. -‘program;’

v' E provnded that: hei"would not merely-

_ reiterate old charges but would px"escnt
", rnew- evidence, - Garrison telegraphed
;- Carson accepting the impromptu offer.
And on the évening of last January
"‘53lst Carson devotéd most of his show
kto an interview ‘'with Garrison. When

:'Carson asked Gifrison to reveal the
"'ncw evidence that.he ‘claimed he had,

! Garrison reached”into'a black leather
. portfoho he held in his lap and pulled
Lout some photographs, which, he said,
Fshowed suspects-- bemg arrcstcd *im-
3 medutcly after thé‘assassination. “Here
:are the pictures of five-of them being
. “arrested,” he said; “and they’ve never
" been shown beforc. ‘He went on to
"':say, “Several of Fthese mcn ‘arrested
i:rhavc been connected by our office with

" the Central Inzellifence Agency.” The
FL433%% _ new evidence. Garrison pre-
sented ‘that night had been
~ found *by- Allan Chapmnn
. some* Hweeks .before,” in"the

_photographlc d:partment “of

lhc]

as a nulsance, Garrison found
thcm a nch source of new witnesses, !

' '!’-"* digging out ‘new’ évidenice b“t’ ofl iceady to provide allegations and dis-"

‘closures of the sort required to keep hw|
,story current ia the press. Although it;

is extremely doubtful whether any . of-
thae volunteer witnesses will ever!
“testify in court, ‘the case of a.mani’
.named Donald Philetus Norton illus-:
trates the use to which the testimony of
such “secret witnesses’’ can be put m.
the ‘open arena of public opinion. Nor-!
ton, a thrrty-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
reccived 2 hundred-and-ﬁfty—thousand-
dollar ¢ pxckup from David Ferrie in
1958. He said, furthcr, that he would:
like to work as an investigator for
Garrison, - Norton* was . immediately
brought - ta New Orlcqns from Van-
couver, “where he was living at 'the
time, 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

aging cditor of the Times-)

m ‘his ;i

|

' ' and had been sent to prison. . After thc'
‘assassmauon, “he “claimed ‘that he had;

“involvement in thc assassination. con~-,

10 kill Oswald, ‘Who was the patsy.”

¥ the tapes,” ‘and_refused to discuss the:

' t.hmg was one f Nagell s talcs. :

would be totally ineffective as.a wit-

ness. (It _was_later revealed that. thPl'OV"d mmore codperative . than _ ﬂCCU‘

was a convnctcd bank embcnlcr wnth a ! i
prison record: ) But even though Nor-!
ton was turned down in July as a pos~,
; sible court” wntness, Garrison referrcd
ito him-as a “secret witness” in the
iinterview that :ippe:lred in the October’
iissue of Playboy. “We-have evidence
‘thu Oswald maintained his C.IA.
{contacts .’ .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.L.A.
!connection.” This “courier” was sub-
.sequent]y identified by a mcmber of .
: Garrison’s staff as Norton. .
.Another witness who was found in
! the mail—this one with Professor Pop-
ikin’s assistance—was. Richard Case 7. - :
J.\acrcll, an inmate of a federal institu-;: L
tion for the criminally insane in Spring- ¢
*field, Missouri. Nagell had been arrest-;.; 3
ied while he. was_attempting torob a:
bank.in El Paso in Septemher, 1963, .

Ky

Sae e -

. purposely got himself arrested in orde
to provide himsclf with an "alibi for- his’

_spiracy; his part; in it, he said, had been

‘Although the court records :indicated”
-that Nagell. had ‘suffered brain ‘damage,
in‘an :urplane crash in’ 1957, Garnson.
thought his story “worth pursuing, :md_ y
; “sent a former assistant district attorney,
‘Willizm R. Martin, ‘to "Missouri . to
question him.” \agell insisted ‘that” Ke.
had proof of thé"conspiracy in the forrn’_ :
of tape recordings stashed away in"a.
steamer trunk in Caleornm. When no”
‘recordings could- be” found; howcver,
Nagell told Martin, , "They ve stolen’ ﬁ’v"

matter any. ‘further.’ Though Nagel!
like Norton, was rejected as’a, court 2
_witness, Garrison continued to’ use Na- ="
gell’s story to bolster his case m puhhc.
;Explaining Oswald’s ‘role as a ‘patsy in
_the consplracy, Garrison stated in his
Playboy interview, “We have evidence ':.i
that the plan was to have him [Os- |
wald] shot as a cop killer in the Texas R
_Theatre ‘while resisting arrest.’ "’ Gnr— 2
rison said he was unable to dwu]ge the'.
_evidence ‘at” the “timé, ‘but chel’ whole

‘Another "confidential “witnéss WIth- e
whom Garrison_has spent a good dcal
of time is a Dallas ex-convict who was
“recently under suspicion in Texas for at= y
‘tempted murder, According to Thomns '
Bethell, this witness “drops into the 7.~
office at fairly frequent intervals’ and .
-readily identifies” almost "anyone ‘you

“show him'a photograph of.”_He has

Rk MR 2R Skt




rate. OfF thirreen neiv witnesses found
through the mail or with the help of
the Irregulars assisting Garrison, nearly

all have turned out to have criminal inefiective in checking Gar-

‘records or to have been under psychi-
atric care. )
The “maiibag,’

b

as all of ihe unso-

licited tips and ofTers to testify are called-
around the District Attorney’s oﬁice‘,
" has led to one arrest. William Turner,

‘the Ramparts staff writer (and a for-'

mer employee of the F.B.1.), ran across
an anonymous letter alleging that a

. Californian named Eugene Bradley had

once made inflammatory comments on

" President Kennedy. Checking through

v,
.

“Turner <ound an Edgar Eugene Brad-,

»

e
o

o

i

R
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Ry
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. _ménts.”

s

. T HE pn'ncip‘a.'l considera

‘a file he keeps on right-wing extremists,

. ley, who raised funds for a.radio pro-

.- . . e

~ tion,, Garrison, | who at_the. time . .was

i Los Angeles. raising, funds. himself,

L
r{d

lephoned his office in New Orleans

:"t'.;.;' R .« e
“o-and_ ordered’ Assistant. District . Attor-

"hey_ Alcock to' isue a .warrant. for

Bethell, reported - concern., among- the
staff members; there .was nothing in

L

{ the-files on Bradley except the anony:

tnous letter, and no one in the.office

“} had even heard of Bradley as a suspect.
‘| The warrant was issued_anyway, and
.5 | Bradley was arrested in Los Angeles.
:i-fand then released in his own:recogni-
“lzance. When  Garrison "returned to
"|New Orleans, 'he remarked , that. he
saw little prospect, of ‘Bradley’s ever,

 being extradited by Governor Reagan..

After leaving Garrison’s staff, William

*cerning arrests’ and " charges .but” few.
people read denials or correcting state-

15

¥

) tion oper-
i« ating to.restrain.;a’ duly~velected
Jdistrict attorney, from.. making-indis-

v, criminate .arrests . and .charges—aside
:‘from normal ethical considerations—is

“fear of exposure by the press if sup-

porting proof should not.be forthcom-!. N ; a g
- ing. Yet, despite..cogent  evidence’ of: - reply need not restrict itself to a defense :'plied that the ;C;I-.A- was attempting to ..
:’malfeasance on Garrison’s part report-'-of his original ‘position. Indeed, to ‘ob-"]block: Garrison’s efforts; because, for--.
. ‘ed by a number of journalists, public-. fuscate the issue further and mitigate - ST agents were involved in the con-",
" ‘opinion polls indicate that there has ac-' "the attack on him, the demagogue may *Spiracy, had been prepar ed by several !
tually been a substantial increase in the . ’
: ‘number of people, not only. in Louisi-:
*’ana but throughout the: country,:who}-not: with:
share Garrison’s belief in a conspiracy,: =2 2

r

little more tha

-

n wild rumors’ (&3

“7“gram called #20th Century Reforma- imore prominently he figures in the'i:such-an obsessional concern with-gov-
-*'tion Hour,” and who happened. to have, { popular imagination. A false charge has y.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 |pPhenomenon, .nor is it lim..ed" to' the
naton—though in. El Paso,:not:ini; 5 1 ) SOCION
Dallas. On _the.basis,of .this;informa- i, pealing.. than:;the: truth it;-is - entirelys.  gist. Edward Shils has pointed to a high-

Bradley’s arrest,.. charging, him . with
conspirzcy, to kill. President Kennedy..

{Gurvich said, “Jim has a philosophy
, ‘1about. national headlines. He believes
. that everyone reads the headlines con-.

Ji’

. * sponded to attacks made on
~his thesis that there was a .
conspiracy to kill President ;-
: Kennedy has been by talk- -
_} ing about a second conspiracy
- | that grew out of the first
" lone—a conspiracy of secre~
~icy dedicated to "concealing | .
the “truth about the assassination. As -
s assailed by the press, can turn the ! in a speech he gave ‘last December -

hostile criticism to his own advantage. . I New.’ Mexico jocu]arly'f'e_ntitled _;
‘Such a demagogue builds his politcal | The Risc of the Fourth Reich, or:

base on the:systematic exploitation of | How to Conceal the Truth About an ..’

Jinchoate fears, and sets about organiz= &: ASSJS?’"RUO" Without Really Trying,”
ing a popular flight from reality. To ! Garn.?on often scems more decply pre-".
-him, even the most vocal censure, how- i _°C§“P}¢_d _with exposing an - insidious " .-
‘ever adverse its ostensible effect, repre- & misprision on the part of federal au-.. -,
_sents useful publicity, for the more rig-:¢::thorities than with establishing the facts

and the unsubstantiated testi-
mony of unstable witnesses,
.why has the press been so

“rison? In his study of the
late Senator Joseph R. Mec-
Carthy, Richard H. Rovere
demonstrates how a certain
kind of dema’gogu?, when he

i
|

’

‘.ilgrouslyv.he is. assaulted by th.e press, théj‘ qf the assassination itself. To be S.Ui".'.,-'.: :

if .the charge happens:to- be- more ap~7

j assassination. issue." T he: political:socinlo- 7

possible that_it, rather than-its refuta= ,!y suggestive link’between the gcnei’:\.l-
. tion, will.win general credence:- This |ized fear- of sccrgcy"and-:.thc'Populpst :
 is especially likely to occur.if the dem-. tradition in America. ’In his book *“The
- agogue’s charge offers a more or less i Torment of Sccrecy,™ he-argues that
. plausible. explanation of .disturbing |a repugnance toward secrecy is so'deep-
.events, and. if its refutation’ depends on:+ly ingrained in American political life
_‘the word. of governmcnf officials; since-_.lthztveven in matt.ersinvolving s1ational
.'sbth'c peaple most.apt to accept conspira—|security. secrecy is. tolerated only as a ;

ial interpretations of history are those. | necessary evil. To exploit this' fear of

pitona : . . .. s

'; who are most suspicious of both com-.{secrecy, a truly Machiavellian- politician - =}
plexity and authority. As Rovere points jcould be expected -to portray himself as - - -
.out with regard to McCarthy, the dem-. | engaged in a life-and-death struggle to’

agogue soon learns that “the penalties. ; Wrest secrets from some powerful élite . |

- for a really audacious mendacity are not ;that controls the ‘government and the :
.as severe as the average politician fears

' news. media, and to interpret all crjti-
them.to be, that, in fact, thers may be !cism levelled against him as part of a' ;-
-nopenaltiesatall, but only profit.” = plot to conceal the dark truth from the
‘wn:IN a-sense, the- man who exploiB'r;POP“hce-' SR, S

' popular fears builds his reputation on.: ~The first full-scale’criticism ‘of Gar- % -

~the prestige. of his: adversaries. The .ifsan came in the last week of Apnl, 7 "¢
more impressive the list of detractors he .1 1967, in the Saturday Evening Post, © .-
can citc' thc'morc important his chnrges..x‘ Wheﬂ, m an arnc]e entitled “A Plot‘to F

appear to be. “Why are they trying to

RO
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- destroy me?”".the demagogue asks. But
the surest benefit he derives from being
publicly- criticized is the “right to re-:: 3 1
ply”—a right that is greatly enbanced Shaw—was contradicted by a state-

by the demands of day-to-day report-- ment Russo had made earlier to Assist- -

.ing, which cause the press to focus more"é_-{ant"DBmCt; Attorney Stlamblj.a::,'_l'he
directly. on the ‘individual ‘under attack day:: Phelan’s story - appeared, *a" bold

.than-on the general issue at stike. If}.headline’ in the New Orleans States-

the demagogue iis challenged on radio:t ftem*announiced, “MOUNTING” EVI--

or television, he can demand “equal:|DENCE LINKS CIA TO ‘PLOT’ PROBE.”

time” to respond. And, of course, his' {The article under this, head, which im-’

‘New Orleans,”” James Phelan revealed
‘that the crucial part of Russo’s testi- '

heonrty Sompgmenn

_strike out in an altogether different di- .States-Item rcporters,-’ fn;]_udir}g Hpkg
rection.- For he is, typically, concerned. lMay'and Ross Yockey, who at the
substantive - issues but ‘with' f{ime were working closely. with Gar< s
“iways ' of ‘manipulating” the, ifison on the investigation. ‘Whether : -~
-t {by"design or by accident, the charges N
:against the C.ILA. " effectively over-":
an story, -at least i
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arrest of dheridan and also
Richard Townley, who had

. assisted in the ﬂrspnr'mnn of
the  show, charging them !

- with attempred hrxhcry Spe-
- cifically, Garrison  alleged
that they had offered Perry Russo
a free trip to California. But if this
offer technically constituted an act of ;.
+ bribery, Garrison himself had taken:
“considzrable pains t bait the trap. He
" told me himself that he had directed .
" Russo to speak to the reporters over-
-a monitored phone and inquire -
- what protection they could offer:
- hiny if he were_to_change his tesd- .
- mony, The purpase was, as he put i,
“to glve N.B.C. enough rope to hang !
: . itself.” In his public statement on the
“matter, Garrison - charged ‘that”the
+N:B.C. program “will* pmh'ubly stand
2} for many years to come as a‘symbaol of ;!
: .§ the length to which some’ powerprfout-;
wsidesinterests areswilling: tor ‘go~in order,’
: to rinterfere~with® state~ orzvernment.
"}}';I'T\e cases are stlf pendmg:
‘{4 Shortly -afterss Garrison’s™
3 wuh N.B.C.;& William - Gurwch re-'
'awsxgned :asone 3of~ his'- mvcmgntors,
iafter telling Scnaior Rabert” Fi Ken-.
}nedy that: therewwas fio-basis"in’ fact,
‘¥yand:zno: -material: evidenée-Sin s Garri-"
;ans case, :Gurvich’s ‘privaté-detective!
amagency:-had conducted most: of the lie-;

Y

)
“n}detector tests=that’ Garrisori“had “or= '*
f dered, and at the time of his resxgnanon .

"t Gurvich had i his possession’a master
-f file of the principal evidence in‘the cdse
}This defection not only made for em-:
tharrassing headlines but opened up the !
'»-:possibv'hty- that Garrison’s: fund’ of ‘con-.
a.,ﬁdennal information—or -his- lack of
“tsuch a fund—would be-madeé pubhc.
«In-a statement to the press; Garnson
!described Gurvich’s resignation as “the
.1latest move: from the Eastern’ head-,
quarters of the’ Establishment to at<
tempt to discredit-our investigation.” It
| was- all - part- of ‘2 ‘codrdinated “plot’
_".agamat him. In’inother prcss rcl.ase,
* Z.he said, “All they are doing is proving
_'tvm dnngs first; that we were correct
"when we uncovered the involvement
. .of the Central Intelligence Agency in
: “Fthe. assassination ; ssecond, that: there'is.
- Lsomething very wrong today ‘with our
tgovernment in Washlngton ‘D.Cin-
~asmuch as it is‘willing to’ Use “massive
~economic power to conceal the truth
i from the people.” Later, in his Playboy
-'{interview, Garrison implied that Gur-,
! vich had been a C.LA¥infiltrator from
“'the start. He also charged”Gurvich'
“with- petty ‘larceny, clmmmg the file’
that he had was worth nineteen dollars.:
And for good measure, he ‘charged’ on‘,
“the+*A.B.C." “Pige * One’ television!
o show that - 'Senator - Robert Kenncdy
“has madc a real eﬁ'ort to _stop thc_ me

—amgs

A LR

.-Jusnce of: the” United - States on his}-

v-h.;.sucss ‘of-dynamiteto the casc. How=

| man: and T expect he knows what he is

;.1a-new effort to dxscredxt thc case and
| the prosecution.” ..

: about Ferrie’s parncxpatmn in a “pick--

.-\ftcr it had become qunc clear th'lt "”"3 arrestcd in Ohio, Aftef some ini--

_criticism of Garrison's case’ could be’ “tal  reluctance,” Governor * James

e

“used to generate a spectre of con-_ ' Rhodes, of Ohio, finally agreed to ex- :
'spiracy, Garrisan took the logical next - tradite Novel to Louisiana if Garrison

_step and started creating pseudo-nttacks ; wauld complete the papers within sixty -

ion himself. YWhen reporters in Tokyo | days. Garrison, howevcr, did not take ‘

asked Chief Justice Earl Warren hts the steps that were necessary. As the
_opinion of the Garrison investigation, deadline approached, Assistint District

he rgphgd “I want to skirt tlus vcry Attorney Alcock asked if he sl'muld re= .
* carefully, because the case could some- [ turn the papers to Ohin, and Garrison - .
day come before the Supreme Court.” L told him not to bother. And yet in the
Pressed as to whether Garrison pos-i-Playboy interview Garrison insisted,
, sessed any evidence that might contra-| “The reason we were unable to obtain
“dict the findings of the Commission he | Novel’s extradition from Obhio...is.
.had - headed, 'the Chief Justice an-{‘that there. are- powerful ferees “in
"swered, “T've heard that he claims to Washington who find it imperatve t -
“have such information, but I haven't! conceal from the American public the
:seen any.” Garrison immediately char- | truth about the a.ssassm:mon._' He went .
‘acterized this “new counterattack” as| on to indicate that Novel was now a .
1“heavy- artillery whistling in from | material witness in’ his_ case. and, ac-" {
Tokyo, and said in a press release, “It i *cording to nttorneys for Novel, implied’
tis-z. little disconcerting to find the Chief [“that his former

'i

mvesngatol”

somehow - connecied - -with:, |
handssand. knees:trying - to. tie. some ¥ spiracy:- (Novel is sumg,.Garnsnn and
'Playboy fors” ten m'lhon .dollars -in
pumnvc and compensatory damagcs.)
And “in-"a" speech m' ‘the: Radro and
¢Television \Iews

3

e‘v'cr;.'the Chief - Justice is a practical |
,domg. .. The last time he was called }¢ b VS S
into action to ‘perform a service was|:Southérn California,-in Los Angclﬂ
when - the President of the United: Garrison  cited ‘ his’ f-\ﬂurc to_obtain
}Stztes was assassinated by men who had ! ‘Novel’s” extradition.” as”’ ewdcnce :hat ;
Jbeen connected with the Central- In—"-Presadem Joknson "was “putting. prcs—

Ltellxgence Agency. ’. Garrison predICKEd!* surc on local oﬁcm]s tn secrctc w]t-
ia;new: broadside: from-the. federal aus esses’ from him. He went ‘on., to ac-
‘s thorities: “Judging from the careful }cuse President Johnson of - prcvennng '
coordmauon which the Esubltshmentf “the-people in this country from secing -
showed in its last offensive against- thc} ‘the ewdencc,” and asserted, with the -
case, it is safe to expect that other ele=" “logic of cui bona, &, i the fact that he -

,ments of the federil government and ;. has- proﬁtcd from " the. assassmanoq,
* national press will now follow up with § most, more than any othcr man, makes .
it 1mper:mvc that he see that the evi-
“dence is released, so that we can know
> Another example. of Garnson s tech-t thathe is not mvolved o

nique' involved Gordon  Novel, - the}™= e dnm
clectronics expert, who had told }nm.

tilcEA! . B _‘

ARRTSON’S tcchmquc in. expoundmg
the so-called second conspiracy is*
up” of munitions from the Schlum-j- typxcnl of what Richard Hofstadter has
bel’gﬂ' Well company, in Houma, Lou-| classified . as “the ,‘paranmd style .in
isiana.: Nqvel ‘rapidly advanced from} *American pohncs,” to which. ‘the feela”
adwsmg Garrison on anti-eavesdrop-—<=¥-< ' jng of pcrsccunon is central,”
ping techniques, the business that’ hadx S Tk
first-brought him- to Garri- *4 g
son’s attention, to become a
witness against Ferrie and, at
least: in- Garrison’s mind, an
Sinvestigator.”: Then, ac-~
cording to one account, Gar--
rison was told that his inves-
tigator had been furnishing
information to N.B.C. ' re-
porters, and: Novel was sub-
pocnacd to appear before a
'grand -jury. Instead of ap~ ~

! gmndmse ‘theories of conspxr-
_ 'f acy > Still, the fact that Gar=
i rison’ expresses his. xdc::s in.a
- paranoid style dnes not of it-
self “rule, -Out,. “the’ pnssfhﬂuy
“that there i is substance to’ his’
.’ claims. Is the C.L.A., for ex-"72
" ample, really conce'dmg some
nvolvement of its:agents in~
lthe assassination,’as Garrison <3

: “has claimed? In May, 1967, !
Gamson ‘declared on.the A.B.C..“Is-
‘pearing, Novel left the state: sues and Answers”.television program, ;= |
‘and went to Ohio.. Garrison filed bm’-l “Of course_the, ‘Central, Intelbgencc )

‘'glary “charges” against . Novel, allegmgf ‘Agency had o, role i in the planning or
- that he had participated in “the | conspir- | intending the assassination of President |
acy to steal arms from the Schlumber- | Kennedy. I thmk th:x: wou]d be- 1

“‘
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He has, lmw:ver taken precxscly that ‘that rcvea], lt is lmph-d, that Osw-lld
* pesition on several occasions. His ale ~was involved in the C.ILAJ ‘U- 2
legations vegarding the culpability of ‘project, (3) the fact that the C.LA.
the C.ILA. have varied widely, On !
May 9, 1967, the C.I.A. was accused
" of merely cnncuahng evidence; by May

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

18th, Oswald and Ruby were them- i “babysitter,” (7) the identification of

selves identified by Garrison as C.LA. |
employces; on May 21st, the District
~ Attorney stated that the C.LA. knew
“the name of every man involved and
the name of the individuals who pulled

t a C.LA. “courier,” and (8) “the con-
sistent refusal of the Eedcr-\l govern-
‘ment” to provnde Garrison with “any
:information” about the role of the
{C.ILA.. in the assassination. This last.
. the triggers;” on May 24th, he.added ! :piece of evvdcncc Garrison calls “the
that the C.LA. was presently hiding: .chncher. . .
the killers’ whereabouts; on November | . A¢ least half of the tevidence” on
! 14th, he decided.that “employees—2. which Garrison’s repertory of charges |
]xmlted number—of the Central Intelli-. ‘against the C.ILA, is based is itself de-
 gence Agency of the U.S. government’ (yced from evidence that Garrison has
are involved in the assassination;” on' pever seen. He has accomphshed this
! Janvary 31, 1968, he- sid-on the: grick- by. simply sketching in on the
Johnny Carson show that “the Central: yo3ul4 rasa of missing (or nonexlstcnt)
Inte]hgencc Agency was d“PIY ""5 ‘evidence .facts that appear to incrimi--
*; volved in- the. 1ssass:nannn- Y-and “int nate'the C.ILA.  If the ‘evidence is
1 February he said jian interviéw f Imed‘ missing,a.revelation of its conténts is
for:Dutch- television - that~ *“President:’ ot of course, easily refuted. And the-
: Kennedy was killed by elements’ of the: g4 suspicion of secrecy qua secrecy also
‘Central -Intelligence: —bAgency‘ ofsﬁhe( p]ays*a.'pnrt +*If: there’s nothing: to.
+:United States-government,” going’ °"‘"hxde peoplc~ :wonder, “why -is the-
to: explain, :“The: Central ! Inte]hgcnce thmg missing in the first place?”” Con-
Agency 2. had worked for a- long tiiet ‘sider- Item No, -1, the missing C.I.A.
‘creating the tableaus—the coverscenei—’’ ‘photograph, on which Garrison based
beforehand. This is standard fora Cen-"’ ‘his original charge that the C.LA,
ntral Intclhgcncc'Agency 235285iN2 0N “yyas . .concealing vital" evidence, When -
-As~3- matter of fact, the- CLAj when "Garrison. subpoenaed Richard Helms,
onducr.s an assassination, describés i "the_‘ dicector of the- C.LA., .he-in-}
v kas.amexecutw: actmn.*Thls takes*th -structcd him to produce 2 photograph
- ifsinsout of it.-Asia matter of fact; 10 thar C.ILA. agents had taken in Mexico
.y the C.LA. cmployees, the sinthen be=! City about seven weeks hefore. the as--
coms f"ﬂ"‘g to-do your job prc per {Y»' sassination and t.hat, Garrison claimed,
L -m the executive action.. Of Course, even | showed Oswald in front of the Cuban |’
~;as I:describe it,. I'm conscious - of ‘the: Embassy. in the company of a C.LA..
‘parallcls with regard to Germany 'iin- agent.vahe -supposed facts conveyed
.der: Hitler. What.I'm talking about'is | by ¢this. missing snapshat were what Jed |
“nothing less than. Fascism, which “has, Garrison to- assert . that the C.I. A
Mt RS knew the identity of Kennedy’s as-

-

Lreg e

‘arrived in America.’, . 2
“Just how solid: the: basis’ for - these

destroyed a document that the War- .

: sassins and was concealing the truth~
'charges is can be: dcduccd from Gar— lBut how had this information becn de-r- :

F B I. However as it turned out, I,‘.' '
continued, the man in the photograph -
(which was published in Valume XX :

of the Warren Commission’s tésimony
‘and evidence) was obviously. not Os-
fwald but a heavyset individual who

rcould not be identified. The staff law-
‘ yer Wesley J. Liebeler, Who was trying . -

to clarify the incident for the Warren
Commission, inquired of the C.L.A.
whether a photagraph showing Oswald - |
in Mexico City did in fact exist. He -
never received an answer. Garrison
postulated that the C.LA. had for-. ..
_warded the picture of a man ‘who was’, | .
"not Oswald and had withheld a photo- B
graph that did shnw ‘Oswald leaving S
.the Cuban Embassy. Furthermore, he " - -
conjectured thac the mast likety reason i - -
for suppressmg such a vhotognph was
‘that it revealed ‘Oswald 'tn be in_the' T
company of nnmher mnn—md since.
the identity of this'man was being con- -
cea]ed ‘he must have been workmg for.”;
the C.L.A. It seems unhkely that Gar=-.
rison had ‘any knowlcdge of. this phnm-
‘graph--other thar “Tiwhat The. gathered:
from the- account of i it in- my book, be<
“cause he repeats’ Lhe' detn']s of that ac-,
' count, including a'certain, erroneous de-.
tail. As Liebeler;” ‘who ongma"y tald-
me the story, pmntcd out a few_wecks
aftcr Inqucst was pubiished, the. pic5
ture in question’ had been taken of a4
man in front of the Sovict Emh:lssy JL
Mexica City, ‘not the Cuban’ EmhaSS)
-Yet Garrison repeated the erroneous |
“information (my’ own) to’contrive an_,
ominous plecc of evxdence tha: W’IS
‘not simply mlssmg but nonc\'lstent...

i
1
L.
+

in hxs second andi th)rd jtems of ‘evis. .u{,.
“dence,” iscrtmg ‘that files on ‘Ferrid™! ‘
‘and . the " President’s” autopsy X-ra)'s S
- and photogrnphs ‘and_other vital evi-
dence were classified because thcy

s "would mdlmte the ex-*;

RE o

5 rison’s twcnty-snx-pagc interview *in” Juced from a missing ~—=
. "Playboy, which is doubtless the fullcst photograph which Gar- .

‘and most coherent: single presentation’ rison admits that he has
‘of his . case to-date. 'When he was'| :never seen? s o
" ‘pressed by. Playboy’s interviewer, *Eric'" * Actually, the story
‘Norden, for the ‘evidence on whmhb of the-C.LA. phogo.
. his charges of C.I.A.. complicity ‘Were: ‘araph had its origin in |
based, Garrison mentioned eight specif < an incident I myself

it

I SR

'graph’ that shows Oswald in"'the com=: pook - ‘Inqucst D oas a s
-pany of a C.I. A..agent in Mexico' be-‘ 'means. of. illustrating e

! fores the - assassination, (2). dass1fied ‘the problems. that the i
| files*on David Ferrie, ‘which" ““would "Warrcn Commission- -
indicate the existence of a conspiracy’ Jlawyers faced in commumcanng with
involving former “employees of . the, .'the C.L.A.- According -to my account,!
C.IA. to kill the President,” (3) sup-. a.man in front of the Cuban Embassy
pressed.- autopsy X rays- and Ph°t°"l ;in Mexico City before the assassination’

g.’aphs of President. Kennedy 5:body! '2d been routinely photographed by-a’
and.Xother vital evidence,” which a]so]

reveal that former C.ILA. agents. taok: -
part. Jn the .murdcr, i

'
l
i

FEERTT . - .

4) C.L Af_‘:‘]‘" had subsequendy bcen forwarded to the

items: (1) a mising C.ILA. photo—; first  reported, in my i it

“hidden C.I.A, camera and identified as
.Lee Harvey Oswald; the information

istence of a cansp1r1cy

“| “involving former em- G
‘! "ployces of the CJ.A.:
" Exactly how' G1rns«')r{
“could “specify what
o ‘would be mdlcatcd by
* evidence hé had never'
T viewed is left pmblem- ;
-} ‘atical, N but : :lgam

n-—

!- rabuln ram oE mxss:

¥ unverifiable detaﬂs ofa C.LA! cnnsplr- :,
' acy. (Every once in a while, the evi-.;

-dence proves to’ be existent and Garriz.
| son is caught in ‘the“act. For cmmplu,
‘he stated in his.Playboy interview that
four frames of a film taken of the as-
sassmanon—frames .208-21 l—-were ;
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and evidenace pubiisihed by the Warren secretive,
Commnission, and e weae on to claim The fifch
that these frames “reveal sizns of stress YWarren Commission was never able to

apgearing suddenly an the back of a

strees sign’! and to sugzest thas “these  Wwald's activities in Russia’ that was at-

signs of stress may v:,";'mwcil have peen tachzd o a State Department document,

caused by the impact of a stray bulier because the memorandum had been
- on’ the sign.”” But frames 208-211, “dzstroyed” the day after the assassina-

hile mising from the Warren vol- 1tion—is simply untrue. While it is true
mes, are not missing from a copy .of :thatone copy of this memorandum ‘was
&im that Life holds, and they re- destroyed while being photocapied, an-

dread

%

the
veal no

(I8

signs of stress.”)

In his fourth item, Garrison sup- Commission on May 8, 1964, as is evi-;
.. posedly reveals the contents of classiSed’ -deat from Volume XVIII of the Com-,

.. C.I.A. documents in the - National -mission’s testimony and evidence.

Archives. These documents were pre-  Yhen Sylvia Meagher, who las i"fg
. pared for the Warren Commission by dexed the twenty-six volumes of the.
.the C.I.A. And although the tide of. Warren Commission testimony and ev-; ect in the best tradition of ‘1984, » he "
. ! .idence,.and has. tried enrnestly to cor--. has writtén. “Because of their -role {n_ T

: Ser
™

cach of these. reports—usually re

.
. v

scives are classified, as are.2ll C.LAE
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3
D

tives, informers,:and . foreigns sources. -, dences:; xow wi e

.. Garrison customarily, rattles - off ithe. i ¢

e

gtheir “contents”) in- his, own;terms, Forjifor ten Ford -trucks. Oscar: Deslatte,

‘example, in Playboy he.cited .Commis- nithe -assistant ‘manager of a New Or-

Document No.;:931, entitled “Os~.-Jeans. Ford agency, who wrate up the
‘No.: . i !

<1 st
$3:510n

» ed that Oswalc: was{involyed',‘fn the.i"; customers told him the trucks were to

: U-2 program.. He amplified -on this «:cbe tfscd by.an organiz.:ztion known as
i L¥vidence” in’ a speech he ‘made after:~ Friends- of Democratic Cuba.” Des-

;’lthc Playboy interview appeared, state} Iatt::' listed t}:,c purchaser of the t.rucks
ting, “The .reason .you can't.sée that;.:3S: r‘Of“'al ‘ ("? first name g"“".“)
. 1:4 [Commission Document Ne..931] for: -and said that th.c individual with “Os-
.ipjmany years js.-because you. ' will- then: ‘wald”. called himself Joseph Moore.
..xrealize that :Lee. Oswald ; was- then” When F.I?.I..-zgents askefl Deslatte
. s working for the United States govern-" about ﬁ"c _‘“E‘dcnt» he said fhat he
7 C.I.A. employee, and they* could “neithér - describe nor identify

.+.5+ment, as a ¢ S ! 3
“:i»idon’t want you. to know that.”” Garri-  cither of the men.” Garrison believes,

ison used this: classified s.document, however, that the purchase was made
which, of course, he had not ssen, to' for-the C.L.A., and that Moore, who
.57 1substantiate: the *charge: that - Qswald +. has* neyer been located, was -1.rl:'fact
.~E;ifacted as a C.I.A: agent. Yet testimony .’ stald s' C.LA. chaperon. It is pos-
. bisin. the Warren Report indicates that it: Sible, of course, that M’°°"° was .
!»imay well contain information on what: the C.LA. babysitter” of some :
.. :Oswald heard when, during his stay Oswald, but in 1961, at the

symjin. the Soviet.Union,. he-dropped in

r5iion the trial: of the. U-2-pilot Francis

a

-
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. filled: out, Lee Harvey Oswald L.

+23-Gary Powers:.In any’event, it seems - was .wor king at. ‘he,",Bd“ ussian’” s
“highly unlikely that if the C.IA: were! j Radio and: Television Factory in
indeed as sinister as Garrison alleges, it' ' insk. ) L7

- --.would admit in a report to the Com-- ~ he seventh ftem of .evuience, con-

» mission _ that 1 Oswald » was: a"C.I.A.f'Egmmlg ;hgl:IAi\l coune:;l, bref;rs to

: . e - 7:Dona iletus Norton, the bank em-

.agent, especially since its' reports were { |bezzler and night-club entertainer who

1 thad been thoroughly discredited as a

v

> fo-be read by lawyers working for

:.tHe Commission.” who " were ' not (as

3
i

item of evidence—that the’

‘other copy was duly forwarded to the:

..riag to the general topic on which. .rect the mistakes of the .cr.in'cs ns.wellﬁ
. :anmiﬁ:gn ]n\-j'x/crs rc.:l:u;::‘,[cd [h:\_t [h " as thOSC Of .thC Cﬂmmlssl()n, PO!n:Cd'
.. C.LLA. provide information.or answer .- out to Garrison that his charge was . news agencics have a vested interest in. ;
i+ queries—is listed in the-index of Com....based on a fallacy, he 3Ckn°“’1¢dg€d3 maintaining- public ignorance.”’ Most_
mission . documents, ;the. reports -them-|.: theserror,: but,. even. so, he:went.onl" -of what Garrison has had te sny on this
’ using the non-fact to support his charge isubject has -heen vague philippics, but
“reports containing the:names of opera~i-: that the C.L.A. was “incinerating” évi-% @ in his half-hour N.B.C. rebuttal_ he did
: - Trrvoctuei - s give five specific examples of news sup--
The sixth item of evidence, the iden= pression; and they are worth examining
{titles of the.“suppressed C.LA.:files,” i+ tity. of Oswald’s C.I.A. “babysitter :”}-'- in detail..OFf “powerful news agencies,”
' as he calls them, and then scts forth. ;Wwas extrapolated from a purchase order; +Garrison alleged: " 3= Ca

&4 wald’s Accessto - Information.- About ;:forder on. January .20, 1961, subse-| .
the U-2,” and then omiously suggest-*-quently reported to the F.B.I. that his' -

'

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

| Garrison’s “clincher,” the assertion - -
“that the governmeat has not revealed to
‘him any informadon of the. C.LAS

i
ohzain “a secrer C.ILA, memo on Os-~ camplicity in- the assassination, & 2 °}

- perfect . example of Garrison’s own -:
. brand of logic, in which the fact that :
,he has not found ar heen given any-:-
_.evidenice of C.I.LA. complicity is itself -
proaf- that the  C.ILA. is withholding~
evidence of its guilt. T

PR L Y N .,

: Gmuuson has alse charged that 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
assassination is a thought-control proj- .

'
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the Establishment and thetr faillure: to
conduct an cffective “inquiry, major’

aorans
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3" "They do not.tell you that 'L'c?;. Harvey, 3,
" Qswald’s fingerprints were not found on i °.
. the gun which was supposed to have !}~
.killed the President. v aiissss <o %
.And they do-not tell you: that nitrate
tests exonerxted Lee. Oswald from the ..
- actval “shooting by showing that he had -
not fired a rifle that day. - 7 .70 .
- .-And they do not tell you ‘that it was
. virtually impossible for Oswald to have s
* taken his fingerprints off the gun, hidden > :
!"the gun and gonc down four flights of -
F stairs by the time he was seen on the v
-:second floor. ot Tt ER ST
ir Above all they do not tell you of the.
-overwhelming eyewitaess testimony that- -
shots were coming from behind the stone
wall on the grassy knoll.... -7 ..
“You have net ‘been told ~that
"Qswald was in the employ of U.S. iatels
- ligence: agencices, but.this was the case.
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%It 'is true that the public had not
been told any of these things, except by <
L247% Garrison, but there is a good rea- i -
. *%"son for that.” All"five of the
" t"charges areeither false or captiaus. °
;- Fingerprints* were. found on.:.
' the rifle “which was supposed to {
-~ have 'killed the President,” but?‘i
“'the prints ¢ ;

Zod
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could not be positively identi- 5~ -
fied, Sebastian F.'Latona,'a nationally ¢ =
recognized fingerprint expert, testified ;'
“before the. Warren Commission _that! =
:because of the unpolished finish of the -
“rifie, which allowed it to absord mois-
- ture, it was highly unlikely that an iden- &7
tifiable fingerprint would have heen left
“:on the weapon. Contrary to the peop-

;’ N N R HE . . . . .
i My own interviews with them dem. Witness and was jettisoned by Gal;'l[saon
i3 onstrate) parocularly -incl be he gave t}le, ’-
) l'.‘ -:.. —=- LI =:7¢ a' LARION
< py ISty -
L2 . . .
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[“ular impression regarding fingerprints, |
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"President Johnson, sent a special re- volved Lee Harvey Qswald.) In Gar- P pretation of any event as hismn'cnlly'. ‘
quest to the Archivist of the United rison’s case against the news media, a. momentous as the assassination of a
States that the seventy-five-year han be | leap is made between the fact that the ~ Président. Indeed, -carlier .Hams sur= -
waived wherever possible and much of - media failed to broadcast some sne; VOYS showed that at Jeast thirty per cent
the material be opened to the public.! teuchs ahout the assassination and the| of the papulation believed from the out-
Following guidelines approved by Bun=fantasy of a conspiracy to suppress the - set that Oswald l}:'\d not acted. cntircl?' :
-dy, all the agencies involved in the in= news, In his chargss against the C.I.A.,: alone, and continued to tfgl‘levc this
vestigation were to review their files '3 galiatory advance is made from miss- after :!1: V’V'.ax"ren Commission ren-
amd declassify everything except pagus ing or nonexistent evidence to the " dered its verdict. Morfover: Harns
* containing the names of confidential in~' fantasy of C.I.A. complicity in the 35..i concluded-fmm the quesnorznalres.ﬁﬂcd -7
“formers, information damaging to in= gagsination. For Garrison, the C.I.A.} out by his respondents ‘1mmcd.xatcly i

. nocent parties, and information about epitomizes all that is feared in govern- " after the. Warren Report ‘was 1551_xcd L

- the agencies’ operating. procedures.’ mental secrecy: “an invisible govern- % ‘that eleven per cent of the. population.

, There was to be a perindic 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. i Who tend to feel that the ‘real’ story -*
~ Garrison had begun his own investiga- Since all its acts are veiled in secrecy, about .almost any . important- public o3

‘tion, virtually all the documents that jt may be postulated to be the “real ! €vent is never quite-told.”>. The fact

;could be declassified according to-theseforce’® behind any event. The govern- | that there was a marked increasc—— 1

‘guidelines had been opened to. publicimene, Garrison claims, “is the C.L.A. .from thirty-one per cent to forty-four,

. Scrutiny. Garrison’s claim.in  Playboy 'and the Pentagon”—an élite that per- | according' to Harris. surveys—in - the:
_;that “any document the C.I'A. wanted ‘petuates its power by concealing the ' number of people. who believed in a”
;,i.CL?“iﬁed was shunted into the Archives ‘tryth about the assassination, and creat- ; conspiracy when the Warren Comimis-

i without examination”, by the Commis-+ e "‘through the- “manipulation of the | sion became the subject of: heated con
. Zsion’is simply untrues 4l the; relevantag e “media ® what he calls-“a con- | troversy; -owing - to..the -publication - in

'::i}%bsuzmencs..rc!g;ing_tq{thf. inquiry whichs:¢eneration camp of the mind,” - -+, | the latter half of.1966 of 'a number-o
.fare now in: the. Archives “were, sent; jguibe Doer oo e ) books and articles by critics of: the ‘Re<-

-_* there by the Warren Commission afteri;” A'S his investigation continued, Gar-+ port, may reflect a certain resistance by :
the “Warren . Report -was .. published. > “rison appeared to become increas-  the general public against accepting.a:

‘Most of the C.ILA. reports were Pre="ingly obsessed with governmental se- purported “truth” that is neither clear-::
pared to answer, specific questions, put Jcrecy, and less directly concerned with  cut nor obviously irrefutable. The idea.
410 the Agency by Commission lawyers, : the issues of his court case. His obsession ~ that even a few points in the Warren
i';;ahdr:hm is no_reason.to assume -th.“.-_-"with the “second conspiracy” might be Ecport were su_bject to_dispute, or that-;
' i%< | Emore easily dismissed if it were not for -, even-a few of its facts could be differ-’

A

e
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ey went un;cgnd. Py W _ ¢ :
*"¥bz . The distinguishing mark of the para=-"tne face that a considérable portion of _ently “interpreted, probably led many-
1.noid style, Hostadter writes, is: ‘the "o population appears to believe his, people to reject, or at least doukt, the -
_.iieurious leap in’imagination” between .claims, The extent of his popular sup-| over-all conclusion that the Commission
»;fact and fantasy, which is made at someinort leads one to wonder if there mayj had put forward’ so' emphatically. In,
j_'y_lltc'npc'zl point in an. argument to cover alipnq be some political calculation behind _any event, the change in publ_ic' opinion ;
" 5».‘igaP in reasoning, Consider in. this light 'pi choice of chimeras. - . 4@ .= | scems to have been substantial. ‘after
ithe following . remarks. by 'Garrison, ;... Early - in- 1967, before the. News C?a‘r_risop_’appeared.‘on ‘the_scene.” Be- -,

¢ jtaken from one ot the many speeches (3 jeang investigation became ~public -~ tween February and May of
'+ he delivered du.‘{r_:_‘xgg the fall of 1967J :+knowledge, a poll conducted by Louist ", 1967, Harris surveys indi-
. \i;¢Is this 2 Great-Society which allows Harris and Associates indicat- ;- - .-.--—.5 --‘:’qted‘near ly half (sixteen out
. ‘innocence to be butchered as gswal.d was, .*ed that some forty-four per .~ .~ ! N . of thirty-five per cent, to be -
R o concsin o el Which 1 1200 oF L Amertan peope | | 1" & exact) of the people who had
- “the streets, knowing without any question;! thought that the murder of | Ee believed _that _Os_Wald SWAs,
‘who they are, knowing-what happened, is' President Kennedy was the’ e the lone assassin were .now. byt

¢,
’

i‘.‘.athis 2 Great Society? Is it a Great So-; result of 2‘'conspiracy. In’ “ e e ‘.‘changing fhc;{ minds. In oth- \f :
I“'.:cictyl\:vhich' causye.s blackouts in news cen- May, 71967, shortly after ~ - p-* o-er words, once G“'ﬁ?’ﬂ be- i "
L _::'i:p::n:\i;‘:he :::e;v he'},‘?ﬁl’:: arg:;-'Garrison had announced the: - "' gan A{ssu:ng'hls charges some thirty mil-. ! -
oy whieh menteord sout i e discovery of a plot, had gone— <. 1 lion “Americans who “had- apparently 3.

(has the slightest bit of curiosity about){on to arrest Clay Shaw,and had charged. been ?Cithcr predisposed to belx:cvg ing .
. you? This is not a Great Society—this is Ithe C.ILA. with. concealing evidence,| conspiracy nor moved by earlier-criti- . -
, {3 Dangerous Society, a society which de-i'_ pr_ Lo ‘'survey indicated ‘that sixty-| cism'of ‘the Warren Report started’
_.ismte the lip servite to popuhs_m..._._ls' 507 °, - fthe A . public | having second thoughts on. the question
‘morally threadbare that the futures of 51X Per cent of the American, public| f12Ving second Motghts oft the queston
iyour children are in danger, “*¥%2'4~. %}l now believed. that the assassination had __g_f:a lone assasSIN. o fepigAct v o S
- ’--rv:‘i{éf‘c "‘d'\e‘ c';;'g‘;us' "le";,'f.:‘.’;'.ﬂrf..‘.‘f{('.“-’.’"’\‘ H "!"bee”n:‘.cirﬁcd i out by a ’ conspiracy. A ’ '_.‘ In. Presc.n t,ng "tn ‘hc-_ pub.lic .his .
S T P 1 Imaginas. wpird Harris survey, taken in Septem-] own conclusions about the assassination
ment 1S m‘:‘dca between the, fact that ‘ber, revealed that despite the fact that| of President Kennedy, . Garrison: has .
. some investigative files are sull c]assxﬁefl !Garrison’s inquiry had produced _no “enjoyed’ some’ strong advantages over -
: and (he. fantasy -th“. the_goyerm:nent s S'tangible ‘results, sixty per cent of the ‘all other critics of the ‘Warren Com--+.
protecting t.he assassins by censoring the _people still believed that Kennedy had mission.. The first and most obvious is.
: ?}:ws’ m.nmt(;‘nnfg tc]eph?n;';:;lls, anId "been killed by a conspiracy. To be sure, | simply the authority of his office: he is iy *
iy worh g, incdentsly, tha he | 1€ by no means clear that Garrson | the disrct sttorney.of # major Amer. )
MR o i was chiefly responsible for effecting this ican., city. . Garrison. has been:abdle :to -1
g_,',_lmagc-.of.;-z INNOCENCE v « bu{Ch{"‘d:,""v’nm‘arkablc'change in public opinion. | make news ar, will, merely by submit=
L~ Oswald was” creates complications in It can be argued that a considerable | ting charges, isuing :subpoenas, ;
- . the case of Clay Shaw, who-was, after Cnumber of : - urally diseT T IC L
o . .of people are naturally dis-:,

i all,. indicted for .a- conspiracy. that in-; . ST A .
s P Y__v, ~ ‘posed to _make a conspiratorial inters-,
T eC. 0 hax : _ ,
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making arrests.  Morcover, to many
- people it must scem almost inconceive
“able that an clected prosecutor’s care-|
fully worded “factual” statements—

Noverber 22nd, the Dallas police had:
broadeast a wanted bulletin for Os-
wald”——could be demonstrably false.
Still anather important benefit tha,
Garrison derives from being a public;
prosecutor with a case pending is the:
- right to refuse to divulge the cvidence;
on-which his charges are hased. And’
Garrison has exercised this right with
stunning effect, particularly in the Play-
boy interview. Take, for example, his
- seatement that “we know from incon-
“trovertible cvidence in our possession
who the real Clay: Bertrand is—and
i we will prove it in court.” Since Gar-;
; Tison= has charged “ that - Clay * Shaw;
. used “thealias of Clay Beértrand, this.is’
1an, extremely impartant claim, but al-
: though - the. question.of the identity ofy
"'t Clay Bertrand was 4 central issug-in the}
{ perjury tnal of Dén ‘Andrews,, wh f'ch’i

kg ..!"18-
treason: hecause he was working for a
ireconciliation .with the U.S.S.R. and

o .
: Castro’s Cuba.”” And he goes on to de-

iclare that this is not mere speculation,’ .
for example, that “at 12:45 P.M. on} insisting, ‘... we know enough about ‘that the anu-Garrison tactics of N.B.C.’

the key individuals invalved 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 rdaturally sounds.
more logical than the explanation that.

2 lone assassin acted out
disaffection. -
{  Morcover, Garrison has found ready
- allies, eager to proselytize on his behalf,
among dissident political writers. His
‘charge that there is a conspiracy he-
‘tween the government and the mass
‘media to.conceal the truth from the
‘people accords perfectly, after all, with
iwhat such journals see as their raison
id%8tre, It is therefore hardly surprising
j to-find his speeches printed verbatim in
‘such “papers as’the Los Angeles. Free

of personal

" jtook. pl_:iée well after t'h'c'-'Playbq}{in'ter'_,-“['.__Pre.'v:,"and‘to find his portrait on the
- -view_was conducted, Garrison faillec.toi cover of Ramparts, with the wards:

" its far more glaring defects. Professor.

—
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support. The logic of Ramparts has not_ . |

been significantly different; William’

Turner concluded one of his articles

on Garrison in the magazine by saying

and the daily press “smack of despera-
tion—and indicate that there is much
to' hide.”” The Councilor gacs along
with most of the details of the plot the-
ory outlined in Ramparts, diftering
“only in.its belief that New York Com-
.munists, rather than’ right-wing. ex-
tremists, were behind the conspiracy. -
(Perry Russo, always accommodating, ~
* told ‘the Councilor in an exclusive in- -
terview that Dayid Ferrie was really -
a “Marxist” and a2 follower of Che |
'GUCVﬂI’.‘l.) ... e Tt T e "‘5-
"Garrison’s cause _has also found .
champions in-.mare highly . respected -
journals that pride themselves on their . 770"
intellectual  credentials—notably . the %[ -
New York-Review of Books, which has
rejected  the ' Warren . Commission’s’
- conclusions. because ' the Commission’s -
~investigation was defective but has em--
* braced Garrison's: investigation - despite :

“*"introduce any-evidence ‘at' that:time
.., concerning it. Laier,.a source in Gar-
""!rison’s office suggested - that ‘the only
;evidence to which Garrison could.have
" "been referring in the Playboy interview
. .was_a library’ card’taken out under
. 'thé¢"hame Clay Bertrand and bearing
" "Clay’ Shaw’s fornicr. business address.
- "This "card hardly _qualifies as incon-
" ttrovertible evidence.’For one thing, the
* |card turned up well after Shaw was ar-
- irested, 'and, for some reason, bore no
. :date of issuance or expiration. For.an-
1 “;other; the signature: on the card was
‘definitely not in Clay Shaw’s hand—al

" :fact”that Garrison’s_ own staff. con-
~ ifirmed. In other words, it appears that
;someone other than Clay Shaw filled
‘out 2 library card under the alias that
:Garrison has claimed Shaw used and
put Shaw’s former business address on
;'it'. Shel .,": \ I < e s s
“'Garrison has also enj

Lt
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. ivantage of what might be called stra-;
:jtegic plausibility.” As Hannah Arendt!

: Richard Popkin, 'in a lengthy. defense

oyed the. ad-_‘acn'yc]y campaigns against

b :“.\Vho' S:::\:p;;bfinééd Rat.r'\sc)."-'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.2 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 aad the property of
the people of this country. Who has the

arrogance and the brass to prev:nt the’

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

¢ . Among Garrison’s most ; - )
ardent supporters is the [
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

Communism, the suppres-
sion of news by the mass

_of Garrison’s investigation in_the Netw. .}
York Rcvicw, argues that .Garrison .}
should be given a ‘fair hearing” .iri-.
“court, and not have his case “pre<.iiT:
“judged” by the press. He' claims  that, !

~ while Garrison has “studiously avoided. .1..
-any discussion of Shaw and the spes '’
cific ‘evidence against him,” the press . .
has interviewed “potential witnesses,” ..’
‘evaluated the evidence, made ‘'charges - -~
et T " "apainst, the District Ate.;
.. torney.and his office s+, in-33
5" effect, trying the case out’. 12
~ of court.” The “wave of
- attacks in the press and

TV, against * Garrison, -; "
Popkin. contends, -“surely. 5 -
‘prejudices a fair trial.”?. He, ="

b
L

L
TN L ? -
Ve t ; concludes. that no investi-. -
. -1 : gation of Garrison is nec-
_essary, for “Sif the evidence 27 7

.points out in her essay “Truth and; podia (supposedl .

e 3 N ! pose con
:PO]I?IC_S,’ the liar .is usually more per-. ¢rolled b(y Zgonist ierests), : :
suasive than the truthteller, simply be‘-i:race"niongrclizuition (a plot. aided by through

- .cause he can fashion his facts. to meet.

_his audience’s expectations. Since Gar-
“rison is under no compulsion to reveal
his evidence, there i1s nothing to prevent-
_him from contriving his own explana-,
tion of the assassination.. Whereas nei--

ther_the Warren. Commission nor its:/ o o0 New Otleans, WDSU-TV;

i critics could offer a definite motive for
ithe murder of the. President, Garrison;
ycan.,He states categorically in Playboy,ig
“‘Prési@ent'Kehncdi ‘was killed for on;['

- y o

T

vthe C.I.A. and the Rothschilds), and _right of a defendant not -to be-pre-

the insidious intrusion of federal author-
ity into the sacred domain of states’
rights. That Garrison *had been
“fought by Sterns, Newhouse papers,

and Agnes Meyer” (i.e., the N.B.C.

 jurisprudence. And pre-trial. publicity, £-
_ by prejudicing public. opinion, can cer-.:, .. -
_tainly deny the defendant his right to ;!

. a fair hearing...Jim . Garrison,: how-
‘ s.ever, is not_the defendant.. Clay Shaw-
the Times-Picayune and States-Item; is. . The rights of the.defendant have %
and the Washington Post and News- been established precisely. to counter--
week) was for the Councilor sufficient, balance the powers of the state..Pop-:
reason to lend Garrison its enthusiastic . kin’s plea that the '

P - s
R

telel -

. {* 18 as. contrived and cock-- i. *E

. i-eyed 2s the press and TV * 9

. 7| allege, they should -expect -* L

. Sy that twelve jurors along <> - -
= with.fthe judge] .will see:2.....: . F

At Ie .iss true - that the™ &0 0 F:

. judged is a. fundamental principle of - E
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